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Abstract—Device-to-Device (D2D) communications, which al-
low direct communication among mobile devices, have been
proposed as an enabler of local services in 3GPP LTE-Advanced
(LTE-A) cellular networks. This work investigates a hierarchical
LTE-A network framework consisting of multiple D2D operators
at the upper layer and a group of devices at the lower layer.
We propose a cooperative model that allows the operators to
improve their utility in terms of revenue by sharing their devices,
and the devices to improve their payoff in terms of end-to-end
throughput by collaboratively performing multi-path routing. To
help understanding the interaction among operators and devices,
we present a game-theoretic framework to model the cooperation
behavior, and further, we propose a layered coalitional game
(LCG) to address the decision making problems among them.
Specifically, the cooperation of operators is modeled as an
overlapping coalition formation game (CFG) in a partition form,
in which operators should form a stable coalitional structure.
Moreover, the cooperation of devices is modeled as a coalitional
graphical game (CGG), in which devices establish links among
each other to form a stable network structure for multi-path
routing. We adopt the extended recursive core, and Nash network,
as the stability concept for the proposed CFG and CGG,
respectively. Numerical results demonstrate that the proposed
LCG yields notable gains compared to both the non-cooperative
case and a LCG variant and achieves good convergence speed.

operators for multi-path routing [3]. The cooperation can
increase throughput for the devices because a cooperative
relay may substantially lead to improved network capacity.
Accordingly, a larger amount of user traffic demand can be
supported, which will lead to higher aggregated revenue for
operators. In this cooperation, each operator needs tal@eci
on which operators to cooperate with to maximize profit and,
given the cooperation behavior of operators. Then, thecdevi
from cooperative operators need to make decision on which
devices to cooperate with to maximize throughput. We call th
formation of this interrelated operator cooperation andaie
cooperation as a hierarchical cooperation problem, whsch i
the main focus of this paper. The hierarchical cooperation
gives rise to two major concerns. Firstly, what is the stable
coalitional structure desirable for all operators so thaienof
operators is willing to leave the coalition? Secondly, wisat
the stable network structure for cooperative devices téopar
multi-path routing? This paper addresses these two coscern
by formulating a layered game framework to model the LTE-
A network with operators and devices being the players in the
upper and lower layer, respectively. Previous work has also
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layered coalitional game, coalitional structure formatioe.g., [4] in the cognitive radio networks,|[5] in two-tier

multi-path routing, extended recursive core, coalitiogi@ph-

ical game, Nash network.

|I. INTRODUCTION

femtocell networks and_[6] in WRNs. However, most of the
works considered the competition relationship betweefedif

ent layers, which belongs to the Stackelberg game concept
[7]. In the proposed layered game framework, different taye

Device-to-Device (D2D) communications|[1][1[2] haventeract to improve the benefit of each other cooperativély.
emerged as a promising paradigm for 3GPP LTE-Advancadopt the concepts of an extended recursive core and Nash
(LTE-A) networks, which provide mobile wireless conneetivnetwork as the solutions for the proposed games in the upper
ity, reconfigurable architectures, as well as various w8gl layer and lower layer, respective. To the best of our knogded

applications (e.g., network gaming, social content slygaaind

this is the first work to introduce the application of extetide

vehicular networking) for better user experience. With D2Pecursive core in wireless communications.

communications, nearby devices in a cellular network can ||, NETWORK MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
communicate with each other directly bypassing the base

stations. Conventional D2D communications commonly refer We consider an LTE-A network consisting of a number of
to direct information exchanges among devices in Humaglevices belonging to multiple operators. We denote the set
to-Human and Machine-to-Machine communications, withoof operators as{ = {1,2, ..., H}, and the set of devices of
the involvement of wireless operators. However, conveio operatorh € H as M) = {1,2,..., M}}. The operators
D2D technologies cannot provide efficient interference maare willing to form overlapping coalitions to maximize thei

agement, security control and quality-of-service guaraif].

individual profits. An overlapping coalitional structurerfa

Recently, there is a trend towards operator-controlled D2mumber of operators can be defined in a cover function as

communications to facilitate profit making for operators a&e setry = {S1,Ss, ..

well as better user experience for devides [2].

.,S.} which is a collection of non-
empty subsets of{ such that J;_, S, = H,Vk, S, C H and

This paper considers a multi-hop LTE-A network consistéie sub-coalitions could overlap with each otheis the total
of devices deployed by multiple operators. In this networkjumber of coalitions in collectiomy,. Let I';, denote the set
an efficient approach to improve the end-to-end throughpeft coalitions that operatat belongs to.
is to enable cooperative sharing of idle devices among theFor multiple access at every hop, we consider an OFDMA-
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session™, i.e.,i # s(I"") andi # d(1M), then

J#s(1") p#d( ™)
Yo fan@™) = > feal™). (2)
JEA; pEA;

Let ¢;; denote the capacity of linki, j). The aggregated
data rate on each link, j) cannot exceed the link’s capacity.
Thus we have the following constraint,

i#d(IM),j#s(1M)

XY fap™) <y 3)

SeT;, hes 1(h) er(h)

A . .
Fig. 1. System model of Operator controlled D2D Communiregi Le_t f*z _(l( )) de”Pte the m"?l)“mal rate a ﬂ_OW S_eSS%h)
that is available on linki, j), with the constraints in{1)[12)

and [3), andF*(1(™) the maximal aggregated rate of a flow

. « i=s(1(M) .
based transmissifinIn an operator coalitiors C #, each Session™). We haver*(I(")) = EjeS(i )f(i,j)(l(h))' The

relay devicei € M not only needs to support internal flowaggregated rate of flow sessitft) € £(*) is constrained by
tran_smission demand,_but also can serve as a relay for other . D(l(h)) D(l(h)) < F*(l(h))
devices from cooperative operatdrsc S\ {h}. Due to the r(i'™) = F*(l(h))7 Otherwise ’ (4)
limited transmission power of each device, multi-hop ralgy ’
is adopted to route flow sessions from source devices whereD(I(")) is the rate demand of flow sessid).
destination devices. Since single path routing is too icste
Loer 22}:?%?%3?&? Toir;i(:]’gwi? r?ssgsrzzria(:h flow session “A. L AvERED COALITIONAL GAME FOR HIERARCHICAL
Figureld illustrates an example for the studied system model
and the corresponding notations. In this example, the LTE-Q 1qyered Coalitional Game Framework
network is composed o8 devices deployed by different
operators, i.e. = {01,02,03}, M°' = {D1, D2, D3}, We formulate a game-theoretic framework, referred to as the
MO? = {D4,D5,D6} and M©3 = {D7, D8}. From Fig. layered coali_tional game (LCG), to model the decision-mgki
[, there is a multi-path flow sourced fro1 to D2 and Process of hierarchical cooperation between the operatats
a single-path flow sourced from8 to D7. From the cho- devices. Both operators and devices are assumed to be self-
sen links, the final coalitional structure of the operatars interested and rational. The operators aim to maximize thei
{(01,02),(02,03)}. individual utility, while the devices attempt to maximizeeir
Let £, = {1,2,...,10} denote the set of flow sessionEnd-to-end throughput with the help of relay devices from
from operatorh. A'(I(")) denote the set of nodes of flaik). cooperative operators. In this LCG, the operators need to
The source and destination device of it is represented as decide on the coalitional structure and the devices need to
s(M) andd(I™), respectively. We denote the link betweefnake decisions to form a relay network structure, both in
two devicesi andj as (4, 5). distributed ways, with the aim to improve their utilitiesdan
The channel gain on a link, j) can be obtained froni[9]: payoffs respectively. As both operators and devices ong ha
= B.d-" whereg is the an7tenna related constanis the limited information at their own layer, information exclgn
thh Ioss%x’ponent andl; is the distance between devices between both layers is required. The operators need toctolle
and i ' J the payoff information from devices, to make the decision
fj. (107 denotes the data rate on lifk ;) attributed to of coalitional structure formation. The decision of operat
(i,5)

f iorg (") ™ g, Si for D2D will then be provided to the devices for the purpose of
a Tlow Sessio € L™, h € § C H. Since, for network structure formation. In this regard, there could be

communications, a flow session from a source d_ev!ce mfﬁﬁltiple interactions between the operator layer and devic
traverse _muluple relay _deV|ces to reach its destlngtlonaﬁe layer. Recognizing the behavior of operators and devices,
we consider .the' followmg two cases "ﬁ‘bO‘{t a device. _ we propose to use the overlapping coalition formation game
(h}) Ifa qulce(lh)'S the SOUVC(%)Or destination of flow sessioRCEG) to model the behavior of operators and the coalitional
1™, ie.,i=s(™) ori=d('™), then graphical game (CGG) to characterize the interaction among
(MY = (1Y or S0Y = 1), (@ devices, which will be introduced in Section IlI-B and Seati
Z Jap ) =r() Z S @) =r(), (@) lI-C, respectively.
e ) Since operators and devices have different objectives and
wherer (1) is the aggregated rate of flow sessibl, and concems during the cooperation, our next step is to defiae th
A; denotes the set of devices having direct link with objective functions to capture the incentives for opesatord
2) If a devicei is an intermediate relay device of flowdevices. For a given operator coalitiSh we define the payoff
of a devicei € M) from operatorh € S, which performs
Lother multiple access techniques can be used without logsrarality flow tran§m|53|0n, ‘?‘5 the ehd't_o'end throughput of the flow
in the analysis of this paper from devicei to devicek, which is expressed as follows,

LTE-A NETWORKS

JEA; PEA;



maximize their aggregated profit, i.e., revenue is subgrhct

i=n (M) by device operation cost and coalition cost. Given the tanti
Z Z Z Z £ (5) TH,» We define the utility of an operator coalitiagh € 74 as
SeTy hes merh  jeAs )t the profit of the coalition as follows,
with the constraints in (2), (3), (4) i=s(1M))
T h
wheren(1M) € N(£M). W) =D > D fup™)-P
h h y .
A relay devicej aims to help a devicé on transmission to PESImeLm jeA
i - PE-36" ®
improve the throughput by most. Therefore, to evaluate how Z Z Z i Z h
much the relay devicg can help to improve the throughput heSitmeL® ieN (™) hes
of the devicei, we define the payoff of the relay devigeas with the constraints in (2), (3), (4)

the difference between the throughput of the deviegth the

help of devicej and that without the help of devicg which
can be expressed as follows: An overlapping CFG is formulated among operators whose

interests are to satisfy its internal flows with as less cost
as possible. Due to interference, the utility of any operato

B. Overlapping Coalition Formation Game

v({j}) = U(J)({i}) - U(/J)({i}) is affected by not only the behavior of others in the same
i=n(1M) coalition, but also that of operators from other coalitiofisus,
= Z Z Z Z f(i,j)(l(h)) the considered operator coalitional game is in a partitmf
SET), heS (M eLh jeA;Ul5) since the aggregated utility of a coalitiah € 75 depends

imn (1) on the coalitional structurey of all the operatorg{ in the
B Z Z Z Z Fi 1) 6) network. We introduce the framework of an overlapping CFG
d in partition form with non-transferable utility to modeleh
cooperation among operators.

with the constraints in (2), (3), (4) Definition 1. An overlapping CFG in partition form with non-
transferable utility (NTU) is defined by a pair (H,u) where H

help of devicej andv(/?) ({i}) represents the payoff of device' thfz ‘set of players, and u is .a.valuefunctzon that maps every
o : s'partmon wy and every coalition S € H,S € wy to a real
1 without the help of devicé. In the proposed LCG, operator e ;
number that represents the total utility (profit) that players in
are allowed to form overlapping coalitions to share thele id
%almon S can obtain.
devices as relays with the aim to improve the aggregate
throughput. The strategy of an operator is to form the coalitions to
Through multi-path routing, each operator aims to improveprove its individual utility defined by {7). Note that diffent
the aggregated throughput as much as possible. Thus, imyetfrom non-overlapping CFG where players have to cooperate
higher revenue for providing the flow to meet the customavith all others in the same coalition and each player onlyssta
demand will be rewarded for each operator. We define theone coalition, in an overlapping CFG, each player is able
individual utility of the operator as the profit, i.e., rewsn to join multiple different coalitions.
minus the cost of devices in transmitting and forwarding a The solution of the overlapping CFG is the stable overlap-
packet (e.g., due to energy consumption). Egt denote the ping coalitional structure for operators, under which n@ on
rewarded revenue per unit throughput achieved per unit, timvéll deviate. To this end, we adopt the concepteafended
and PS¢ denote the operation cost per devicper unit time. recursive core [8], referred to asyf-core, as the solution.
In this case, we assum@; >> PC. Then, given a partition v'-core is an extended solution of coalition formation game,
74, for an operatoh without cooperation, i.e4{h} € 74, the which allows coalitions to overlap, accounting for extdities

Sel, heS (M erh jEA;

wherev?) ({i}) represents the payoff of devigewith the

utility function ™ ({h}) can be calculated aEl(7), across coalitions. In the proposed game, the externatities
ime(1) represented by the inter-coalition interference betwesstices.
(h ) Deviation is a key notion for the definition of thg-core.
*({h}) = Z Z fag(l As a consequence of deviation, a new partition will be formed

meLt  jeA: Therefore, the deviation is equivalent to the formation néav
— Z Z PF. (7) partition. In the proposed operator coalitional game,
1M et seN (1)

Definition 2. Let partition w3, move to 1, by deviation.

o Complete deviation: If there exists D¢ C H and wpc C
The first term and the second term on the right sidelof (7) «’ such that for all h € DS, for all coalition (S, )
represents the aggregated revenue for operatord the total such that h € S,S ¢ mpe, then the player set D€
device costs, respectively. performs complete deviation. The players h € D¢ are

While cooperation can lead to profit improvement for op-  called complete deviators.
erators, it may also incur inherent coordination costsha&e e Partial deviation: If there exists DF C H containing
packet overhead. L&t>») denote the coalition cost incurs to only overlapping players such that for all h € DF, for
operatorh for being coalitonS. The objective for operator all S € n1y, S ¢ m,, then the player set DT performs
cooperation through cooperative sharing of devices, is to partial deviation. The players h € DT are called partial

with the constraints in (2), (3), (4)



deviators.

In an overlapping CFG in a partition form, if a coalition

of players performs a complete deviation or partial deviati "

We propose the coalition formation algorithm for operators

in Algorithm 1 to reach the stable coalitional structures in
Jf-C re.

this may affect the payoffs of the remaining players. FGA

the remaining players, we then define theidual game as

Igorithm 1 Distributed Coalition Formation Game

following:

Definition 3. Let (H,v) be an overlapping CFG in partition
Sform. If a subset of players S has already organized themselves
into a certain partition ws. A residual game (R,v) is an
overlapping CFG in a partition form defined on a set of
players R = H \ S. The players in R are called residuals.

The residual game is an overlapping CFG in partition form
on its own. In the residual game, the players react to the

deviation only on the set of remaining players includingtiphr
deviators which can play further deviation.

Given two payoff vectors,y € Rl if Vi € S c H,
x; >y, and3j € S, x; > y;, we writex >s y. Let (x, )
denote arvutcome of the game, whera is a utility vector
resulting from a partitionry;. Let C(#,v) denote they'-core
of game(H, v), andII(#, v) denote the set of all the possible
partitions of#. yf-core can be found inductively in four main
steps [[8]

1) Trivial Game: Given a coalitional gamd?H,v), the
vf-core of a coalitional game wit{ = {1} is composed
of the only outcome with the trivial partitionC({1},v) =
(w({1});{1}).

2) Inductive Assumption: Given theyf-core C(R,v) for
each game withR| < || players, theussumption about the
residual gamgR, v) is defined as follows:

A(R’v):{ C(R,v),  C(R,v) # 0,

(R, v), Otherwise
3) Dominance: An outcome (x,74) IS dominated via a
coalition S if for at least one(yy, s, m\s) there exists
an outcome((ys, Yy \s), s U m\s) € 1I(H,v) such that

9)

Initial State
In the starting network, the operators are partitionedrlhy—=
H =1,---, H with non-cooperative operators.
Coalition Formation Process
Phase 1 Network Discovery
Devices from the same operators performEhaamic Virtual

Link Formation algorithm specified imlgorithm 2. Based

on the information feedback from device layer, each

operatorh calculates the corresponding utility in

non-cooperative case.

Phase 2 Coalition Formation
The operators play their strategies sequentially in a nando
order.
repeat

1) Each operatoré € H sequentially engages in pair-
wise negotiations with another operatgre H \ {h}
to identify potential cooperator. During this process,
the devices from the operator pair perfognamic
Virtual Link Algorithm. Based on the information
feedback, each operator calculates its potential utility.
2) Based on the potential utility information and
history, the pair of operators decides to form a new
coalition S = {h, h'} if it ensures the utility
improvement.
3) The operators already that have cooperation with any

operator inS update their utility. Based on the
updated utility andhistory, they perform deviation with
the operator(s) irS if it leads to utility improvement.
until any further coalition formation does not result in
utility improvement of at least one operator, i.e., conver-
gence to a stable partition in the -core.
Phase 3 Cooperative Sharing
The operators share their relay devices with cooperative
operators for multi-path routing according to the final
network graphGr.

(YS7YH\S) >s X.
4) ~f-core Generation: The yf-core of a game of|H|
players is the set of undominated outcomes.

The convergence of the operator coalitional game is guar-

anteed due to the fact tha) the total number of possible

The concept of dominance expresses that, given a currpattitions with overlapping coalitions is finite) the transition
partition 7, and the respective payoff vecter an undomi- from a partition to another leads to the increase of indialdu
nated coalitionS represents a deviation fromy, in such a utility, and 3) the game contains mechanism to prevent the
way that the reached outcom@S,yH\S), TSUrys) IS MOre operators to re-visit a previously formed coalitional stue.

rewarding for the players in coalitiofi, compared tcx. Thus,

As a result, each cooperation buildup and breakup will lead t

vf-core can be seen as a set of partitions, under which teenew partition. As the number of the partition can be visiged
players cooperate in self-organized overlapping coalitithat finite, the game is guaranteed to reach a final partition, unde

provides them with the highest payoff.

which the utility of each operator can be no longer increased

During the coalition formation process of the operatdrurthermore the last partition lies in thé-core becausel)

coalitional game, in order to reach an outcome liesfircore,

during the coalition formation process only the partitidhat

we let each operator iteratively joins and leaves the coaliting improvement of individual utility for each operatarea
tions to ensures a maximum payoff (i.e., an undominaté@rmed, and2) in the final convergent partition, there are no
outcome). To prevent loop, we introduce a variable coupf®minated coalitions which the operators are better off by
history (H(T}), H(v({h}))) for each operator to record alldeviating from.

the coalitions that it has ever joined and the correspondi
utility. If the new coalition for operatoih to join has been
recorded and the utility that it is about to get is the samdas t

. Coalitional Graphical Game

In the CGG, the source devices need to playnsmis-

history, then operatoh will maintain the current coalition set sion strategy, while the relay devices need to play not only
T'y, even if its utility will better off. Once operatdt changes transmission strategy but als@lay strategy. The transmission

its coalition set, the new coalition set is includediztory.

strategy for a source devideis to send a link establishment



proposa] to a re|aw’ c M(h)7h e I';,, which can he|p to Algorithm 2 Distributed Multi-path Routing

improve its payoff defined in[{5). The relay strategy for a Initial State . o

relay devicej is to accept or reject a link proposal from N (tjhe starting dnet_work, each source device transmits threc
e .. (h) . . to Its destination device.

a transmlttlng dev_lce e MW h € Ty Wh|c_h increases  n.iwork Structure Formation Process

its payoff defined in[{6). Once the relay device accepts the repeat

link establishment proposal, it will need to play transnugs Phase 1 Dynamic Virtual Link Replacement
strategy like a source device. The devices play their strategies sequentially in a random
order.
We consider that an devicecan have multiple incoming repeat o . .
and outgoing flows simultaneously, constrained by (2), (&) a 1) During each iteration, every device on transmis-

sion performs pairwise negotiation with other idle

(4), and the maximum transmit power is limited €. We devi . .

. . . evices from cooperative operators and calculates its
denotgsi the strategy space which consists of gll the strategies potential payoff improvement under cooperation.
of devicei. When devicei plays strategys;, while all other 2) After negotiation, each deviceplays its best
devices maintain their current strategies denoted by aowect responses;, based on its flow rate demand.
s5_;, the resulting network graph is denoted &Yy, ,_,. until none of the devices can further improve its

payoff by a unilateral change in its strategy.
All the devices are considered to be myopic in the sense  Phase 2 Feedback _ _ _
that each device responds to improve the payoff given the Each device sends the information about the link

current strategies of the other devices. That is, each égvic Eé}‘rjr?afioGangggFoLo fts operator for a coalition

plays myopically without the foresight of the future evadut until Acceptance of the convergent network structure by all
of the network. Based on this, we define the concephesf the operators which performlgorithm 1, i.e., Algorithm 1
response for devices as follows: converges.

Phase 3 Multi-hop Routing
. . All the source and relay devices perform multi-path
Definition 4. A strategy s} € S; is a best response for a routing according to the final network structuf;.
device i € N, ifv{i} (GS*_’LI.) > v} (Gsi_’sﬂ.), Vs; € S;.

Based on the concept of best response, we introduce the
myopic dynamics algorithm for the proposed CGG shown in
Algorithm 2. We define an iteration as a round of myopid. Simulation Setting
plays during which each device chooses to play its currentFor simulation, we consider an LTE-A network with a TDD-
best response; € S; sequentially in a random order withOFDMA scheme, locating within 2000m x 1000m area. The
the aim to maximize its payoff given the current strategigsandwidth available in this network &\/ B. The maximum
of others. The dynamic virtual link formation process magtansmit power of each device B)mW. We calculate the
consist of one or more iterations, as the best strategy &fpacity of each link according to Shannon capacity. Theaoi
each device may change over time. All the devices play béstel is —90dBm. For the wireless propagation, as/in[[13], we
strategies based on their flow demands. Each source dewicedw the path loss exponent= 4 and antenna related constant
a certain self-generated flow demand, while the flow demapd — 62.5. Four operators are considered in this LTE-A
of a relay device is equal to its incoming throughput. To megetworks. For each operator, there is one internal flow sessi
the flow demand, the device on transmission may proposer each flow session, the source device and destinationelevi
a link establishment proposal to multiple relay devicese Thare randomly selected. The number of devices from each
iteration stops when either all the flow demands of deviceperator is varied fron3 to 8. The results presented in this
are satisfied or none of the devices can unilaterally changgction are averaged ovén00 times of run with random
its strategy to improve its payoff. In other words, when thgcation of devices.
algorithm converges, it results in a network in which none
of the devices can unilaterally improve its throughput.sThiB. Convergence Behavior of the Coalitional Graphical Game

is referred to as a Nash network, which gives the stability Wwe first examine the convergence speed of the CGG at
concept of the final network structu@,. Specifically, the the device layer. To this end, we set the coalition cost to be
Nash network is defined as follows. C = 0. In this case, the grand coalition is always one of
the stable coalitional structures. Hence, the simulatidti w
Definition 5. A network graph G(N',E) with N denoting the  this setting is equivalent to performing the CGG given the
set of all notes, i.e. devices, and £ denoting the set of all edges, coalitional structure of grand coalition at the operatgrela
i.e, links between pairs of devices, is the Nash network in its  Each flow is assigned with a random rate requirement within
strategy space S;, Vi € N, if no device i € N can improve  [10,20]kb/s. In Fig.[2, we show the average and the maximum
its payoff by a unilateral change in its strategy s; € S;. number of iterations required till convergence of the altjon
from the initial network structure (i.e., direct transniisg, as
In the Nash network, all the links are chosen based on thefunction of the number of devices. As expected, with the
best responses of devices and are thus in the Nash equitibriincrease of the number of devices, more interactions among
In a network with finite number of devices, the final networklevices is required for the CGG to converge. Observing from
structure G}, resulting from the proposed CGG is a Naslfig.[d, we find that when the total number of devices varies
network. from 12 to 32, the average and maximum numbers of iterations

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
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Fig. 2. Number of iterations versus total number of devices.
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Fig. 3. Aggregated utility versus total number of devices.
vary from 2.35 and5 to 5.86 and 14, respectively. Thus, on
average, the convergence speed of the algorithm is satisfac

C. Case Study of Four-operator Coalition with Uniformly
Distributed Devices

We then examine the proposed LCG in a LTE-A network
with uniform distribution of devices. The revenue obtaine o

in a time unit for successfully transmitting a unit throughp
(i.e., 1Kbps) is 120. The operation cosP is considered to

be the power consumption cost. For each device to transniit

or forward flow in a time unit, the cost i500 per Watt.

We assume that when the operators make cooperation witH
another, a fixed cost' is incurred to both of them. Thus, the

total coalition cost afforded by operatoifor being in coalition
Sis & = C(|S] — 1). The total coalition cost for operatar
can be calculated bg, = > g, & . We setC = 5.

In Fig.[3, we evaluate the efficiency of the proposed LCG
by presenting the average aggregated utility of all opesato[®]
achieved as a function of the number of total devices. For
comparison, we also study an LCG variant (labeled as “LCGf7)
variant”) which substitutes the proposed CFG at the operatd?!
layer with a coalition formation game only enabling non-

overlapping coalitions. We use theecursive core as the

stability concept for the partition of operators and adopt [&°]

solution similar to the merge-only algorithm proposed[i@][1

to find a stable partition. Moreover, we use the result of non-

cooperative case (labeled as “Non-cooperative”), in whieh
operators work independently with each individual perfiogn

CGG among its own devices, as the lower bound perfor-

overlapping CFG allows more freedom in coalitional struetu
formation for potential utility improvement. In additionve

can observe that the performance gap between LCG and the
LCG variant increases with the number of devices in the
network.

V. CONCLUSION

The hierarchical cooperation in LTE-A networks is a
promising solution for high speed data transmission anawid
area coverage. In this paper, we have presented a game-
theoretic framework to model the hierarchical cooperation
problem. Specifically, we have proposed a layered coadition
game (LCG) to model the cooperation behavior among the op-
erators and devices in the different layers of LTE-A netvgork
The concept of extended recursive core has been advocated as
the solution of stable coalitional structures. We propoaed
overlapping coalition formation game for operators to find a
stable coalitional structure lies in the extended recersivre
that benefits all the cooperative operators. While, a gonhl
graphical game has been introduced for devices to form the
stable network structures for multi-path routing. Numatic
results have shown that the proposed LCG yields notable
gains relative to both the non-cooperative case and a LCG
variant. The future work will characterize the performagae
between the proposed LCG and the optimal solutions obtained
by centralized approaches.
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