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Abstract—Future wireless cellular networks will utilize
millimeter-wave and sub-THz frequencies and deploy small-cell
base stations to achieve data rates on the order of hundreds of
gigabits per second per user. The move to sub-THz frequencies
will require attention to sustainability and reduction of power
whenever possible to reduce the carbon footprint while main-
taining adequate battery life for the massive number of resource-
constrained devices to be deployed. This article analyzes power
consumption of future wireless networks using a new metric,
a figure of merit called the power waste factor (W ), which
shows promise for the study and development of “green G” -
green technology for future wireless networks. Using W , power
efficiency can be considered by quantifying the power wasted by
all devices on a signal path in a cascade. We then show that the
consumption efficiency factor (CEF ), defined as the ratio of the
maximum data rate achieved to the total power consumed, is
a novel and powerful measure of power efficiency which shows
that less energy per bit is expended as the cell size shrinks and
carrier frequency and channel bandwidth increase. Our findings
offer a standard approach to calculating and comparing power
consumption and energy efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid expansion of 5G networks worldwide, re-
searchers have now started focusing on attaining the promises
of 6G: ultra-wide bandwidths spanning gigahertz of spectrum
at carrier frequencies above 100 GHz with peak data rates
up to 1 Tb/s in the 2030s, yielding an ultra-reliable network
with microsecond latency and ubiquitous connectivity of con-
ventional cellular users and a massive number of connected
Internet of Things (IoT) devices [1], [2], [15].

A reduction in network latency from 1 ms to microseconds
may be achieved by reducing the symbol duration, increasing
the computational power of processors in the core network
and on edge devices, and with edge computing handling
wider bandwidth channels [1], [2]. The connection density of
devices is expected to increase from 1 million connections
to 10 million connections per square kilometer in 6G [3],
resulting in greater power consumption at base stations (BSs).
Improving energy efficiency for 6G networks is hence a

critical problem, inherent to all aspects of design and rollout,
that must be addressed [4].

Achieving energy efficiency in future wireless devices
(in particular for resource-limited IoT devices with limited
battery) requires novel energy management techniques. Deep
learning of network traffic patterns is one such approach
being explored to optimize network resource management al-
gorithms [1]. Energy harvesting, wherein the device batteries
are recharged by incoming radio frequency (RF) signals, will
also reduce the energy demand and extend the battery life
of IoT devices [5]. However, we are not aware of a standard
figure of merit for understanding power consumption across
all network components or tasks. Here, we propose a new
framework to show how the cell size impacts the overall
network power consumption.

Reducing the power requirements (and hence electric-
ity consumption) for BSs will yield economic savings for
network operators. More importantly, reducing the power
consumed by wireless networks has significant environmental
benefits - telecommunications accounts for 2 to 3 percent of
total global energy demand today, but will be over 10 percent
of global consumption by 2030, and a reduction in power
consumed by wireless networks will lead to a reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions [4]. Engineers must juggle the task
of reducing the power consumed by the device with attaining
gigabit-per-second data rates for future 6G applications.

Engineers may utilize new figures of merit called the
power waste factor (W ), the power waste figure (W in
dB units), and the consumption efficiency factor (CEF ) [6]
to design “green G” - green technology for future wireless
networks [4], by analyzing the performance trade-off (power
vs. data rate) of wireless communication devices as well as
network architectures in a very general way, akin to how
noise is analyzed in communication systems. We define W

as the ratio of the total signal path power consumed by a
single device or a cascaded network divided by the power
contained in the information signal at the output of the
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cascade (equal to the reciprocal of the power efficiency factor,
H , as originally defined in [6]). The power waste factor, W ,
is always greater than or equal to unity, whereas the power
efficiency factor, H, the reciprocal of W, is always less than
or equal to unity [6]. As shown here, this approach makes
the analysis of wasted power on a cascade virtually identical
to the analysis of additive noise along a cascade (e.g., like
noise factor and noise figure). The CEF of a communication
device or system, defined as the ratio of the maximum data
rate achievable by the device or system to the total power
consumed, can be derived for any device or linear cascaded
communication system, from W [6]. The higher the CEF

of the network, the fewer Joules of energy are consumed by
the network to transmit/receive one bit of information. The
CEF can be derived for any general cascade communication
system, making it an easy task to analyze overall power
consumption and energy efficiency of any network.

The energy efficiency of individual components such as
mmWave and sub-THz transmitters (TXs) and receivers
(RXs) has been analyzed in prior work [6]–[8]; however,
in this article we demonstrate how W and CEF may be
used to determine and compare the energy efficiency of
complete end-to-end millimeter-wave (mmWave) and sub-
THz communication systems.

In this article, we compare the CEF of a typical mmWave
wireless system operating at 28 GHz to a potential 140
GHz system being developed for future 6G communication
networks and show how the increased data rate at sub-
THz frequencies offsets the additional power consumption
of today’s inefficient THz electronics.

II. EFFECT OF CARRIER FREQUENCY ON RECEIVED

POWER

When considering only free-space propagation with om-
nidirectional antennas, wireless channels at higher frequen-
cies experience greater path loss due to the first meter of
free space propagation loss, thus requiring greater power
consumption (e.g., greater RF power at higher frequencies)
at the omni TX to attain an identical signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) at the omni receiver over an identical bandwidth [2].
However, since antenna elements are typically placed a half-
wavelength apart and higher frequencies result in shorter
wavelengths, a greater number of antenna elements fit in an
identical physical aperture area at higher frequencies. This
implies that for fixed antenna area, greater gain is possible at
higher frequencies, which more than overcomes the overall
and first meter propagation loss at higher frequencies [2].
This fact is vital (see [15]) for destroying the myth that
higher frequencies have greater path loss [2], as small cells
are vital solely because wider RF bandwidths induce more
noise power, thus requiring closer BS transmitters to maintain
a particular SNR for a given transmitter power, regardless of

carrier frequency. As seen in [9], the omnidirectional path
loss is independent of frequency in all practical indoor and
outdoor channels from 28 to 140 GHz when referenced to the
free space loss in the first meter of propagation. Directional
antennas on each end of the link more than compensate
for the frequency-dependent path loss of omnidirectional
antennas in the first meter of propagation [2], [9].

Assuming directional antennas at both ends of a radio link
with constant physical antenna areas over frequency, the free
space path loss decreases quadratically as frequency increases
[2], [9]. Thus, for a given bandwidth, the SNR increases with
an increase in carrier frequency and fixed transmit power.

III. POWER CONSUMPTION ANALYSIS OF 28 GHZ AND

140 GHZ WIRELESS TRANSCEIVERS

With the move to higher sub-THz frequencies where
wider swaths of spectrum are available, the total power
consumed by wireless systems typically increases due to
increased system ohmic and interconnect losses and reduction
in device efficiencies. However, due to the greater data rate
achievable at higher frequencies, the total energy consumed
by the system per bit of data transmitted decreases [6]. To
quantify the decrease in per-bit energy consumed by the entire
communication system when moving to sub-THz, W and
CEF may be used.

A. Utilizing Waste Factor to Calculate Power Consumed

The total power consumed (Pconsumed) by any device
or general end-to-end communication network (including
computational, display, and ancillary network components)
can be represented as the sum of three power components:

Pconsumed = Psig + Pnon−sig︸ ︷︷ ︸
Components on signal path

+ Pnon−path︸ ︷︷ ︸
Auxiliary components

, (1)

where Psig is the total output signal power delivered by all
components along a cascade of components in the commu-
nication network, Pnon−sig is the total power consumed by
devices on the signal path cascade that is not included in the
signal output of the device (e.g., the power used or “wasted”
to support the signal transmission to the next component in
the cascade), and Pnon−path is the power consumed by all
ancillary components that do not carry the information signal
along the cascade and which are off the signal path [6]. Note
that the total power consumed by all network components
on the signal path cascade (through which the information
signal flows) is equal to the sum of Pnon−sig and Psig [6].

For example, for a power amplifier that carries an informa-
tion signal, Psig is the power at the output of the amplifier,
while Pnon−sig is the power required to bias and operate
the amplifier and may be considered waste since it is not
directly applied to the carried signal power to the next stage.



Fig. 1. For a passive attenuator, W is equal to the insertion loss of the
attenuator [6].

Pnon−path of the amplifier may be the power consumed by
the cooling fans, and all such power values may be averaged
by integrating over time or operational states.
W is an elegant and general way to quantify the total

power consumed (e.g., both Psig and Pnon−sig) by a commu-
nication device or a cascaded system of information-carrying
components in terms of the gains and efficiencies of the
devices along the signal path [6]. W is the proportion of
wasted power for all components on the signal path to the
useful signal power delivered at the output of the cascaded
communication system, where W is the same as H−1 in
[6]. The total consumed power of any device or end-to-end
network may be given by (2), where Psig is the output signal
power from the cascade and W denotes the added power
due to waste at the signal output when referred to the input
signal of the cascade. W is always greater than or equal to 1,
where W = 1 denotes that all supplied power to a cascaded
component or network is contributed in the signal output
(optimum, no wasted power) and W = ∞ denotes that no
power is provided in the signal output and all power is wasted
(e.g., an ideal dummy load or completely lossy channel).
W of any component or cascade is the inverse of power
efficiency H−1 for components carrying the information
signal in a cascade [6].

Pconsumed = (Psig ×W ) + Pnon−path, (2)

where W for a cascade is computed by (3).
Consider a passive attenuator connecting a source and

sink, as shown in Fig. 1. The total power consumed by the
system is equal to the signal power provided by the source
(P1), while Psig is equal to the power at the output of the
attenuator (P2). Thus, from (2), with Pnon− path = 0, W
of the attenuator is equal to the ratio of P1 and P2, that is,
the insertion loss of the attenuator (L), a value greater than
one. For any passive device or cascade including propagation
channels, W is equal to the loss (L) of the device or cascade.

As shown in [6], W , (H−1 in [6]) along a cascade is
computed as:

W = H−1 =

{
WN +

(WN−1 − 1)

GN

+
(WN−2 − 1)

GNGN−1
+ . . .+

(W1 − 1)∏N
i=2 Gi

}
, (3)

where the first component in the cascade is closest to the
message source and the Nth component in the cascade is
closest to the sink, Wi is the power waste factor, and Gi is
the gain of each component along the cascade.

To reduce the power consumed in a wireless communi-
cation system, engineers must minimize W by optimizing
the gains and efficiencies of components on the signal path,
with clear advantages gained by making some components,
such as the final amplifier stages, less wasteful than others, as
seen from (3). Ancillary components not on the signal path
are not considered in calculating W but are added at the end
to determine total power consumption, as shown in (2) [6].

Eq. (2) and (3) show that the total power consumed by a
wireless communication device, system, or cascade may be
computed by separately evaluating W and G for individual
components and then using (3)

It becomes clear from inspection that (3) is analogous
to the computation of noise figure (NF), where W (wasted
power) is somewhat analogous to the noise factor, which
indicates the amount of noise power related to the input of
a device or cascade. Here, W is referenced to the output,
not the input as in noise figure, and 10 log W is defined as
the power waste figure (W (dB)). That is, as shown in [6],
NF = 0 dB indicates there is no additive noise in a cascade
and there is no degradation in SNR, and quite analogously,
W = 0 dB indicates all power consumed in a cascade is
contained in the signal output and no power is wasted. Split-
ting the total power consumed by any communication system
into three components as in (1) facilitates the derivation of
general expressions to calculate the Joules consumed by a
communication system to transmit a single bit of data, using
H−1 = W [6].

B. CEF Theory for Power Consumption Analysis

The consumption efficiency factor (CEF ) is defined as the
ratio of the maximum data rate supported by a communica-
tions system to the total power consumed by the system [6].
CEF was first introduced as consumption factor (CF ) in [6]
and is renamed here to stress the fact that CEF is the energy
efficiency of the communication system in terms of energy per
bit. The CEF quantifies the number of bits a communication
system may transmit per Joule of energy consumed. Systems
with lower per-bit energy consumption (i.e., higher CEF )
are preferred from the perspective of overall green G energy
efficiency, with the upper limit of CEF (as the bandwidth
approaches infinity) derived using Shannon’s formula (see
(72) in [6]).

The effect of varying communication system parameters,
such as system bandwidth, device efficiencies, carrier fre-
quency, and cell radius, can be quickly evaluated by evaluat-
ing W and CEF , allowing engineers to compare competing



Fig. 2. Phased array antenna architecture at the TX and RX with direct-
conversion considered for power analysis.

deployments or products or simple circuit architectures with
standard metrics steeped in fundamentals.

C. System Parameters W and CEF Analysis

We now compare W and CEF of two communication
systems - an mmWave system operating at 28 GHz with an
RF bandwidth of 400 MHz (equal to the maximum bandwidth
for FR2 in the 3rd Generation Partnership Project, 3GPP,
standard) and a sub-THz system with an RF bandwidth of
4 GHz, operating at 140 GHz. To analyze transceiver power
consumption, we assume analog beamforming (at the BS and
user equipment, UE), as used by systems today, as illustrated
in Fig. 2.

For both the mmWave and sub-THz systems, the BS-UE
distance is 100 m, a path loss exponent (PLE) of 2.0 was
assumed for line of sight (LoS) propagation and a PLE of 3.2
was assumed in non- LoS (NLoS) environments, as obtained
from the multi-band path loss close-in (CI) reference distance
path loss model with d0 = 1 m as in [9] for Urban Microcell
(UMi) propagation. The effective antenna aperture area at
the BS and the UE was kept constant at 0.5 m2 and 5
cm2, respectively, resulting in antenna gains of 45.2 and 15.2
dBi at 28 GHz and antenna gains of 59.1 and 29.1 dBi at
140 GHz, respectively (assuming antenna efficiencies of 0.6).
These gains correspond to number of BS antenna elements
of 1024 and 4096 at 28 and 140 GHz, respectively, while
fewer antenna elements were assumed to be present at the
UE due to less aperture area - eight elements at 28 GHz and
64 elements at 140 GHz. The power efficiency of the TX
power amplifier was assumed to be 28 percent at 28 GHz
as per specifications of the CMD262 power amplifier [10];

however, a lower efficiency of 20.8 percent was assumed for
the power amplifier at 140 GHz [11]. To calculate the power
consumed by the many low-noise amplifiers (LNAs), we used
the Figure of Merit (FoM) of an LNA that quantifies the DC
power drawn by the LNA [8]. Energy efficient LNAs have
high FoM. The FoM of the LNAs were found to be 24.83
mW−1 and 8.33 mW−1 at 28 and 140 GHz, respectively [12],
[13]. Since the DC power drawn by the LNA at either BS
or UE is independent of the signal power at the output of
the LNA, the power drawn by the LNA is added as non-path
power to the overall power consumed by the system in (2),
while W for the LNA is set to be equal to 1, that is, the LNA
is modeled to consume no signal-path power but is treated
with known gain and fixed auxiliary power drain. The gain
of the LNA was assumed to be 20 dB at both frequencies. In
general, device components at sub-THz frequencies are less
efficient since the technology is not as mature as mmWave
devices. The mixers and phase shifters were assumed to be
passive devices, with an insertion loss of 6 dB and 10 dB,
respectively, in both bands [8]. The power consumed by the
non-path local oscillator (LO) was assumed to be 10 dBm
and 19.9 dBm at 28 GHz and 140 GHz, respectively [8].

In addition to the power consumed by the RF components
of the BS and UE, there is a power overhead required to
keep the circuitry cool, and this is considered to be non-path
power in (2). As per [14], a 20 percent cooling overhead
is assumed at the BS. Since UEs must be portable, passive
cooling is utilized (which consumes no energy), wherein heat
is dissipated by thermally conductive material. Additionally,
we assume that UE screens consume 500 mW of power.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Using the system parameters listed earlier, assuming a
transmit power of 1 mW, W of the end-to-end system is
calculated via (3). The total power consumed by the end-to-
end system (Pc) is then calculated via (2). The data rate of
the system (R) is approximated via Shannon’s formula (using
(45) in [6]), while the CEF is equal to the ratio of R and
Pc (see (44) in [6]).

A. Comparison of the energy efficiency of the mmWave and
sub-THz Systems

Using (3), for uplink transmissions, the 28 GHz mmWave
end-to-end system (composed of the UE TX, the mmWave
channel, and the BS RX) has W of 52.2 dB for LoS
environments and 76.2 dB for NLoS environments, while
the 140 GHz sub-THz system (composed of the UE as the
TX, the sub-THz channel and the BS as the RX) achieves
a more efficient W of 48.0 dB and 72.0 dB for LoS and
NLoS environments, respectively. The large values of W

are due to the large channel path loss and high power
consumption of the mmWave and sub-THz systems, with the



power amplifiers consuming the most power along the signal
path (note: channels are also considered as being part of the
cascade [6], and are included in the computation of W ). The
wireless channel itself acts as a passive attenuator, attenuating
the RF signal propagating through the channel, but consumes
no power. The wireless channel can thus be incorporated into
(2) and (3) as a simple attenuator, with W equal to the path
loss of the channel. For downlink data transmission, the W

of the end-to-end mmWave system is 72.7 dB and 96.7 dB
for LoS and NLoS environments, respectively, while the W

of the end-to-end sub-THz system is 66.0 dB and 90.0 dB
for LoS and NLoS environments, respectively. Note that W
of the communication systems (e.g., 72.7 dB for downlink
transmission for LoS environments at 28 GHz) is less than
the total link path loss (e.g., 101.4 dB for LoS environments
at 28 GHz) as the link path loss is compensated for by the
gain of the TX and RX antennas and power amplifiers (see
(75) in [6]). At a fixed BS-UE separation distance of 100 m,
NLoS environments have smaller CEF than LoS channels
since lower data rate is achieved due to lower SNR (caused
by greater path loss [9]) at the RX. The comparison of the
28 and 140 GHz systems due to received power (Pr), R, W ,
Pc, and CEF are summarized in Table I.

At higher frequencies, due to a greater number of power
amplifiers and LNAs required for the additional phased array
antenna elements, the total power consumed by the end-
to-end system (composed of the UE, the wireless channel,
and the BS) by the BS and UE increases. Additionally, the
power consumed by the analog-to-digital converter (ADC)
and digital-to-analog converter (DAC) increases in proportion
to the bandwidth of operation [8]. Using (2), the net power
consumed by the end-to-end system (composed of the UE, the
wireless channel, and the BS) increased from 4.95 W to 24.88
W for downlink LoS transmissions when moving from 28 to
140 GHz, and from 6.59 to 40.07 W for uplink transmissions
when moving from 28 to 140 GHz. However, the increase
in raw circuit power consumption is compensated for by a
greater increase in data rate at 140 GHz provided by the
wider RF bandwidth channel, leading to a greater CEF and
improved energy efficiency per bit.

B. Effect of System Bandwidth on CEF

The vast spectrum available at sub-THz frequencies al-
lows wireless systems to operate with wide bandwidths and
achieve data rates on the order of hundreds of gigabits per
second per user. Thermal noise increases in proportion to
the system bandwidth, requiring greater effective isotropic
radiated power (EIRP) for an RX to attain the same SNR as
smaller bandwidth channels. We now investigate the system
bandwidth at which it may be advantageous to switch to
higher-frequency systems from an optimal “bits per Joule”
energy consumption perspective.

To observe the effect of bandwidth on CEF , the band-
width of the mmWave system is kept constant at 400 MHz,
while the bandwidth of the sub-THz system is varied from
100 MHz to 8 GHz. The total power consumed by the
wireless system is calculated using (2) and W of the system,
and the data rate is calculated via (45) in [6]. A BS-UE link
distance of 100 m is assumed.

We observe a threshold bandwidth for uplink and downlink
transmissions, above which the CEF for the sub-THz system
is greater than the CEF of the mmWave system. As is seen in
Fig. 3(b), for downlink transmissions at an SNR of 20 dB, the
CEF of the sub-THz system with a bandwidth greater than
950 MHz is greater than the CEF of the mmWave system
operating at 400 MHz. Furthermore, a crossover point was
observed between the CEF curves with SNR of 20 dB and
30 dB at a bandwidth of 1 GHz. Maintaining a lower SNR
at wider bandwidths may be more energy-efficient since the
increase in device power consumption with bandwidth and
the increase in required EIRP to maintain a constant SNR
dominates the increased data rate due to higher SNR.

For uplink transmissions at an SNR of 20 dB, while
keeping the bandwidth of the 28 GHz mmWave system
fixed at 400 MHz, as seen in Fig. 3(a), if the bandwidth
of the sub-THz 140 GHz system is greater than 3.25 GHz
(roughly eight times the bandwidth of the mmWave system),
the CEF of the sub-THz system is greater than the CEF of
the mmWave system. Thus, appropriate spectral allocation,
guided by CEF analysis, is vital for energy-efficient future
sub-THz wireless systems.

The thresholds on the uplink and downlink bandwidth
mentioned above depend on the power efficiencies, gains,
and power consumption models of the signal path devices and
ancillary components not on the signal path of the mmWave
and sub-THz systems, and may be compared using (1) - (3)
here, based on details of the wireless systems.

C. Effect of Component Efficiency on CEF

The power waste factor W of signal-path components such
as the power amplifiers provides a measure of the power
“wasted,” that is, the power used by the component which
is not directly converted to RF power [6]. Since sub-THz
circuits are currently in early stages of development, the
power efficiency of sub-THz power amplifiers is typically
lower than the efficiency of mmWave power amplifiers.
However, since sub-THz systems require less TX EIRP to
attain identical SNR as mmWave systems (due to greater
antenna gains for identical antenna aperture areas [2]), less
RF power will be needed in power amplifiers at sub-THz
frequencies. For example, the effect of varying the power
amplifier efficiency on the CEF is depicted in Fig. 4, for
uplink and downlink transmissions of the mmWave and sub-
THz systems with bandwidths of 400 MHz and 4 GHz,



TABLE I
VARIATION IN THE FREE SPACE PATH LOSS, RECEIVED POWER, DATA RATE, W , AND CEF FOR THE 28 AND 140 GHZ SYSTEMS.

fc

(GHz)

FSPL(fc, 1 m)

(dB)

Pr

(dBW)

W

(dB)

Pc

(Watts)

R

(Gbps)

CEF

(Gb/J)
Comments

LoS NLoS
LoS NLoS LoS NLoS

LoS NLoS
LoS NLoS

UL DL UL DL UL DL UL DL UL DL UL DL

28 61.4 -71.1 -95.1 52.2 72.7 76.2 96.7 6.59 4.95 6.59 4.95 4.89 1.73 0.74 0.99 0.26 0.35

• Lower power consumption

• Lower CEF .

• Less energy efficient per bit

140 75.4 -57.1 -81.1 48.0 66.0 72.0 90.0 40.07 24.88 40.07 24.88 54.16 22.39 1.35 2.18 0.56 0.90

• Higher data rate

• Higher power consumption

• Higher CEF .

• More energy efficient per bit

(a) The variation in the CEF of the sub-THz system with
bandwidth for uplink transmissions.

(b) The variation in the CEF of the sub-THz system with
bandwidth for downlink transmissions.

Fig. 3. The CEF of the sub-THz system is greater than the mmWave
system even at bandwidths as low as 1 GHz.

respectively, with a BS-UE link distance of 100 m. To attain
the same downlink CEF of an mmWave system with a power
amplifier efficiency of 0.2 (e.g. a CEF of 0.73 Gb/J as found
by using (1)-(3)), the minimum required efficiency of the sub-
THz power amplifier is only 0.07.

For downlink transmissions, since the BS possesses a

Fig. 4. The effect of the power amplifier efficiency on the CEF . When
using much wider RF channel bandwidths at sub-THz, to attain the same
CEF as the mmWave system, the required efficiency of power amplifiers
of the sub-THz system is lower.

greater number of amplifiers, the effect of varying the am-
plifier efficiency is more pronounced, whereas in uplink
transmissions, the CEF is insensitive to power amplifier
efficiency, since the LNA at the BS consumes a majority
of the power consumed by the wireless system. Insights vital
for green-G were provided in [6], such as the need for the
most efficient devices to be closest to the sink of a network,
the need for directional antennas, and appropriate use of
relays, repeaters, or intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRS). In
both uplink and downlink transmissions, the CEF at 140
GHz is greater than the CEF at 28 GHz for identical power
amplifier efficiency, which supports this analysis that wireless
communication systems at higher frequencies will be more
energy-efficient on a per-bit basis.

D. Effect of Cell Radius on CEF

Small cell technology (i.e., network densification) is one
of the three key pillars of 5G technology, in addition to the



vast mmWave spectrum and massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) antenna technology [15]. Since the distance
between neighboring BSs decreases with the deployment
of small cells, appropriate BS power control is required
to ensure that inter-cell interference does not increase. For
example, since the EIRP required to maintain a target SNR
at the cell edge reduces by 6 dB if the cell radius is halved
(assuming a PLE of 2.0), reducing the transmit power by 6
dB will ensure no increase in interference.

To analyze the effect of varying the cell radius on the
CEF , the total throughput and total power consumed by a
sub-THz communication network spanning a 1 km2 area was
calculated with varying cell radius. The sub-THz network is
comprises hexagonal cells with one BS at the center of each
cell. The BS was assumed to have six phased antenna arrays,
and 15 active UEs were distributed uniformly throughout the
cell. A system bandwidth of 4 GHz was divided between
the active users served by each phased array. The device
parameters of the BS and UE are as listed above. The cell
radius of each BS was varied from 20 m to 500 m, while a
constant target SNR of 20 dB was maintained at UE in an
LoS environment near the cell edge. The NYU (squared) LoS
probability model was used to predict the outage/blockage
environment of each UE based on the distance of the UE
from the BS, with UE close to a BS more likely to be in
LoS [2].

As is seen in Fig. 5, reducing the cell radius dramatically
improves the CEF of the system, with an optimal cell radius
of 65 m observed. When the cell radius was reduced below
65 m, inter-cell interference (ICI) reduces the UE SINR,
reducing the maximum achievable data rate, which in turn
decreases CEF .

Although increasing the number of small cell BSs deployed
decreases the per-bit energy cost, network operators must also
take into account the economic cost of deploying additional
BSs. Initial small cell deployments will target areas with
greater population density for greater economic returns on
investment.

V. FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

More research is warranted to see if a similar standardized
mathematical framework of energy efficiency, using power
superposition ((2)) and figures of merit such as W and
CEF , can be used to quantify and analyze the caching,
algorithmic design, and computational energy burden of non-
path devices, which dominate the power consumption of
most wireless networks. The build-out of small cells will
tax the global power grid; thus, designing optimal energy-
efficient network architectures is vital to keep 6G green. IoT
will be a big part of the future wireless ecosystems, and
energy efficiency improvements will be required for those
devices with limited batteries. Work on RF energy harvesting

Fig. 5. By using small cells in future 6G communication networks, a greater
consumption efficiency factor (CEF ) may be attained.

techniques at mmWave and sub-THz frequencies could close
the gap by recovering a portion of energy consumed by
converting incident RF power into DC energy via rectifier
circuits [5].

The narrower beamwidths at sub-THz frequencies result in
a larger search space for optimal beam pointing directions, re-
quiring a greater number of reference signals to be exchanged
between the BS and UE, causing potential increase in power
consumption. Novel beam management techniques must be
explored to reduce initial access and reconnection times and
power consumed [1].

The energy overhead for beam management could be
reduced via the deployment of IRSs. An IRS consists of a
large array of scattering elements that help direct propagating
signals in the desired direction, improving the signal-to-
interference-plus noise (SINR) at the RX, which results in
fewer antenna elements required at the RX, reducing device
complexity and power consumption [1]. The design of chips,
transceivers, sensor architectures, as well as the performance
of beam management techniques and the optimal placement
of IRSs could be analyzed via CEF theory, W , for engineers
to attain maximal energy-efficient network design.

VI. CONCLUSION

This article has introduced a framework to analyze the
power consumption of wireless devices and networks via two
new figures of merit that denote the waste in a signal path of a
device or cascade, W, and the ratio of the maximum data rate
achieved by a communications system to the overall power
consumption, CEF . W may be used by engineers to study
the impact of varying the gains and efficiencies of cascaded



signal path devices on the power consumed by a device,
system, or cascade. The CEF provides a quantitative metric
for the trade-off between the data rate and the power con-
sumed by a communication system using W . The CEF of
mmWave and sub-THz wireless devices operating at 28 GHz
and 140 GHz, respectively, has been compared to quantify
the effect of moving to higher carrier frequencies on power
consumption. For the example systems given here, if the
bandwidth allocated to sub-THz systems is above a threshold
bandwidth of 950 MHz for downlink transmissions and 3.25
GHz for uplink transmissions, a greater number of bits per
Joule may be transmitted compared to the mmWave system
operating with an RF bandwidth of 400 MHz (assuming equal
antenna array aperture areas). The increase in circuit power
consumption is compensated for by a greater increase in data
rate. By shrinking the cell size, further improvement in energy
efficiency is attainable; however, network operators must
also consider the monetary expenditure required to deploy
additional BS.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This material is based upon work supported by the NYU
WIRELESS Industrial Affiliates Program and National Sci-
ence Foundation (NSF) Grants: 1909206 and 2037845.

REFERENCES

[1] M. W. Akhtar, S. A. Hassan, R. Ghaffar, H. Jung, S. Garg, and M. S.
Hossain, “The shift to 6G communications: vision and requirements,”
Human-centric Computing and Information Sciences, vol. 10, no. 1,
pp. 1–27, 2020.

[2] T. S. Rappaport et al., “Wireless Communications and Applications
Above 100 GHz: Opportunities and Challenges for 6G and Beyond,”
IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 78 729–78 757, June 2019.

[3] A. Shahraki, M. Abbasi, M. Piran, A. Taherkordi et al., “A compre-
hensive survey on 6G networks: Applications, core services, enabling
technologies, and future challenges,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.12475,
2021.

[4] R. Behrends, L. K. Dillon, S. D. Fleming, and R. E. K. Stirewalt,
“Whitepaper: Green G: The Path Towards Sustainable 6G,” Next G
Alliance, Tech. Rep., 2022.

[5] L.-G. Tran, H.-K. Cha, and W.-T. Park, “RF power harvesting: a
review on designing methodologies and applications,” Micro and Nano
Systems Letters, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1–16, 2017.

[6] J. N. Murdock and T. S. Rappaport, “Consumption Factor and Power-
Efficiency Factor: A Theory for Evaluating the Energy Efficiency of
Cascaded Communication Systems,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas
in Communications, vol. 32, no. 2, pp. 221–236, Feb. 2014.

[7] C. Lin and G. Y. Li, “Energy-Efficient Design of Indoor mmWave
and Sub-THz Systems With Antenna Arrays,” IEEE Transactions on
Wireless Communications, vol. 15, no. 7, pp. 4660–4672, 2016.

[8] P. Skrimponis, S. Dutta, M. Mezzavilla, S. Rangan, S. H. Mirfarsh-
bafan, C. Studer, J. Buckwalter, and M. Rodwell, “Power Consumption
Analysis for Mobile MmWave and Sub-THz Receivers,” in 2020 2nd
6G Wireless Summit (6G SUMMIT), 2020, pp. 1–5.

[9] Y. Xing and T. S. Rappaport, “Millimeter Wave and Terahertz Urban
Microcell Propagation Measurements and Models,” IEEE Communica-
tions Letters, vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 3755–3759, 2021.

[10] CMD262: 26-28 GHz (Ka Band) GaN Power Amplifier, Qorvo, June
2019.

[11] A. S. H. Ahmed, M. Seo, A. A. Farid, M. Urteaga, J. F. Buckwalter,
and M. J. W. Rodwell, “A 140GHz power amplifier with 20.5dBm
output power and 20.8% PAE in 250-nm InP HBT technology,” in
2020 IEEE/MTT-S International Microwave Symposium (IMS), 2020,
pp. 492–495.

[12] B.-W. Min and G. M. Rebeiz, “Ka-Band SiGe HBT Low Noise
Amplifier Design for Simultaneous Noise and Input Power Matching,”
IEEE Microwave and Wireless Components Letters, vol. 17, no. 12,
pp. 891–893, Dec. 2007.

[13] D. Wei, X. Ding, H. Yu, B. Yu, S. Ma, Q. J. Gu, and J. Ren, “A
140 GHz, 4 dB Noise-Figure Low-Noise Amplifier Design with the
Compensation of Parasitic Capacitance CGS,” in 2019 IEEE 62nd
International Midwest Symposium on Circuits and Systems (MWSCAS),
Aug. 2019, pp. 299–302.

[14] O. Arnold, F. Richter, G. Fettweis, and O. Blume, “Power consumption
modeling of different base station types in heterogeneous cellular
networks,” in 2010 Future Network Mobile Summit, 2010, pp. 1–8.

[15] T. S. Rappaport, “5G’s killer app will be 6G: Massive MIMO,
millimeter waves, and small cell infrastructure will pay off for future
tech generations,” IEEE Spectrum OP-ED, Aug. 9 2021.

BIOGRAPHIES

OJAS KANHERE received the Ph.D. degree in electrical en-
gineering from NYU WIRELESS Research Center, New York
University (NYU) Tandon School of Engineering, Brooklyn,
NY, USA in 2022, under the supervision of Prof. Rappaport.
He received the B.Tech. and M.Tech. degrees in Electrical
Engineering from IIT Bombay, Mumbai, India, in 2017. His
research interests include mmWave and sub-THz localization,
and wireless channel measurements and modeling.

HITESH PODDAR is currently pursuing a Ph.D. degree in
electrical engineering with the NYU WIRELESS Research
Center, New York University Tandon School of Engineering,
Brooklyn, NY, USA, under the supervision of Prof. Theodore
S. Rappaport. Prior to starting his Ph.D. in 2021 he worked at
Qualcomm India for four years in 2G and 5G technologies.
His work has been primarily focused on algorithm design,
and implementation for the physical layer. He received his
B.TECH from VIT, Vellore in 2017. His research interests
include millimeter-wave and Terahertz channel measurement,
channel modeling, and ray tracing.

YUNCHOU XING received the B.S. degree in electronic sci-
ence and technology from Tianjin University, Tianjin, China,
in 2014, and the M.S. degree in electrical engineering from
the Tandon School of Engineering, New York University
(NYU), Brooklyn, NY, USA, in 2016. He received his Ph.D.
in Dec 2021, majoring in millimeter-wave (mmWave) and
THz wireless communications under the supervision of Prof.
Theodore. S. Rappaport. He joined NOKIA in Feb 2022. He
has authored or co-authored over 20 technical papers in the
field of mmWave and THz wireless communications. His re-
search interests include machine learning, radio propagation,
channel sounding, and channel modeling for ultra-wideband
communications systems with a focus on frequencies above
100 GHz.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12475


DIPANKAR SHAKYA received the M.S. degree in Electrical
Engineering from New York University in 2021 and the B.E
degree in Electronics and Communications from Tribhuwan
University, Nepal, in 2016. He is currently pursuing a Ph.D.
degree in electrical engineering with the NYU WIRELESS
Research Center, New York University Tandon School of En-
gineering, Brooklyn, NY, USA, under the supervision of Prof.
Theodore S. Rappaport. He joined the NYU WIRELESS
Research Center in 2019 following three years of service as
an engineer for flood early warning systems in South Asia.
His research interests include millimeter-wave and Terahertz
channel measurement systems and RF circuit design.

SHIHAO JU received the B.S. degree in communications
engineering from the Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin,
China, in 2017, and the M.S. and Ph.D. degree in electri-
cal engineering at NYU WIRELESS, New York University
(NYU), Brooklyn, NY, USA, in 2019, and 2022, respectively,
under the supervision of Prof. Theodore S. Rappaport. He
has authored or co-authored 18 technical papers in mmWave
and THz wireless communications and signal processing.
His research interests include millimeter-wave and Terahertz
propagation measurements, statistical channel modeling and
simulation, reconfigurable intelligent surface, and machine
learning applications on physical-layer technologies.

THEODORE S. RAPPAPORT is the David Lee/Ernst Weber
Professor at New York University (NYU). He founded NYU
WIRELESS and the wireless research centers at the Univer-
sity of Texas Austin (WNCG) and Virginia Tech (MPRG).
His research has provided fundamental knowledge of wireless
channels used to create the IEEE 802.11 standard, the first
U.S. digital TDMA and CDMA standards, the first public
Wi-Fi hotspots, and recently proved the viability of mm-
wave and sub-THz frequencies for 5G, 6G, and beyond. He
founded two companies that were sold to publicly traded
companies – TSR Technologies, Inc. and Wireless Valley
Communications, Inc., and was an advisor to Straight Path
Communications which sold 5G mm-wave spectrum to Ver-
izon.


	I Introduction
	II Effect of Carrier Frequency on Received Power
	III Power Consumption Analysis of 28 GHz and 140 GHz Wireless Transceivers 
	III-A Utilizing Waste Factor to Calculate Power Consumed
	III-B  CEF  Theory for Power Consumption Analysis
	III-C System Parameters  W  and  CEF  Analysis

	IV Numerical Results
	IV-A Comparison of the energy efficiency of the mmWave and sub-THz Systems
	IV-B Effect of System Bandwidth on  CEF 
	IV-C Effect of Component Efficiency on  CEF 
	IV-D Effect of Cell Radius on  CEF 

	V Future Research Directions
	VI Conclusion
	VII Acknowledgments
	References

