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Abstract—As a core performance metric for green communications, the conventional energy efficiency definition has successfully resolved many issues in the energy efficient wireless
network design. In the past several generations of wireless
communication networks, the traditional energy efficiency measure plays an important role to guide many energy saving
techniques for slow varying traffic profiles. However, for the next
generation wireless networks, the traditional energy efficiency
fails to capture the traffic and capacity variations of wireless
networks in temporal or spatial domains, which is shown to be
quite popular, especially with ultra-scale multiple antennas and
space-air-ground integrated network. In this paper, we present
a novel energy efficiency metric named integrated relative energy
efficiency (IREE), which is able to jointly measure the traffic
profiles and the network capacities from the energy efficiency
perspective. On top of that, the IREE based green trade-offs
have been investigated and compared with the conventional
energy efficient design. Moreover, we apply the IREE based
green trade-offs to evaluate several candidate technologies for
6G networks, including reconfigurable intelligent surfaces and
space-air-ground integrated network. Through some analytical
and numerical results, we show that the proposed IREE metric
is able to capture the wireless traffic and capacity mismatch
property, which is significantly different from the conventional
energy efficiency metric. Since the IREE oriented design or
deployment strategy is able to consider the network capacity
improvement and the wireless traffic matching simultaneously, it
can be regarded as a useful guidance for future energy efficient
network design.
Index Terms—Green communications, fundamental trade-offs,
energy efficiency, 6G networks.

which has been approved as a new metric for the fifth generation (5G) wireless networks [4]. Based on optimizing the
EE related metrics, several energy efficient architectures [5],
[6], transmission strategies [7], as well as resource allocation
schemes [8], [9] have been proposed, and the resultant EE
performance has been improved by tens or hundreds times
[10].
With the vision to connect everything worldwide via nearly
instantaneous, reliable, and unlimited wireless resources [11],
the concept of next generation (6G) wireless communication
networks has been raised in many existing literature, and
several representative technologies have been widely discussed
[12], [13] to fulfill this target. For example, in the spatial
domain, space-air-ground integrated network (SAGIN) [14]
has been proposed to incorporate terrestrial, airborne, and
satellite networks and provides three dimensional coverage
for more efficient and reliable connections, while in the
frequency domain, Terahertz (THz) [15] and visible light
communication (VLC) [16] are shown to be promising for
Tb/s level throughput with ultra-scale multiple antennas and
over tens of gigahertz (GHz) available bandwidth. Massive and
heterogeneous transmit entities and available frequency bands
have raised several technical challenges in evaluating energy
related performance, and the existing EE metric may not be
able to reflect the unique characteristics of 6G networks due
to the following reasons.
•

I. I NTRODUCTION
NERGY efficiency (EE) has been extensively studied
during the past several decades [1], [2]. By dividing the
overall system throughput over the total energy consumption,
conventional EE concept [3] captures two most important
performance measures of wireless communication systems,
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•

3D Coverage Extension. In the past five generations of
wireless networks, the traditional EE metric is sufficient
to characterize the energy efficient properties of terrestrial
networks with two dimensional coverage requirements.
For future 6G networks with integrated non-terrestrial
networks (NTN), such as satellite or unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) communications, the three dimensional nonhomogeneous coverage features can hardly be described
by the existing EE framework. This is partially because
the current EE definition ignores the non-uniform service
capabilities in the vertical dimension.
Dynamic Network Capability and Traffic Variations. With
NTN network entities, the instantaneous network capability is no longer static due to the satellite movement,
dynamic UAV’s trajectory or other mobility issues. Meanwhile, with ultra-scale multiple antennas and ultra-wide
frequency bands as illustrated before, the temporal and
spatial dynamics of network capability become much
more complicated than the existing wireless networks.
Hence, a brand-new network EE definition to incorporate
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network temporal and spatial variations is required, especially when coupled with wireless traffics from ultra-fast
mobile terminals.
To address the above issues, we propose a novel EE performance metric, namely Integrated Relative Energy Efficiency
(IREE), to evaluate 6G wireless networks. Different from
the conventional EE definition, we measure the divergences
between the time-varying 3D network capability and traffic
requirements, and incorporate them into the IREE metric.
Through this definition, we are able to describe the network EE
under advanced SAGIN architecture and heterogeneous wireless environments. In addition, we also analyze the impacts on
the fundamental green trade-offs as proposed in [17] and the
potential benefits on designing energy efficient 6G network
architectures and transmission techniques.
A. Related Works
The definition of EE has been extensively studied over the
past several decades [18]–[20]. For example, the bit-per-Joule
EE metric was first proposed in [21], which evaluates the
entire transmission capacity over the corresponding energy
consumption. Area energy efficiency (AEE) was later defined
in [22] to measure EE under different network topology with
heterogeneous coverage, where bit-per-Joule per unit area
is the common metric. In order to calibrate the absolute
performance of different wireless networks, energy consumption rating (ECR) [23] has been proposed as the ratio of
energy consumption over effective system capacities. Instead
of using network throughput, another type of EE metrics apply
spectrum efficiency (SE) as the system utility, and the related
EE is defined to be SE over the entire power consumption.
Typical examples include power efficiency (b/s/Hz/W) and
radio efficiency (b·m/s/Hz/W) [20].
With the above EE definition, energy efficient transmission
schemes for next generation wireless networks have been
widely studied quite recently. In SAGIN architecture, an energy efficient transmission scheme to adaptively select terrestrial relaying has been proposed in [24] under symbol error rate
constraints, and extended to maximize the effective capacity
bound for EE enhancement in [25]. In [26] and [27], UAVs
have been selected as the communication entities, while energy
efficient trajectory optimization and beamforming schemes are
the main approaches to maximize the famous bit-per-Joule EE
metric. Another common approach for EE improvement is to
directly reduce energy or power consumption with qualityof-service (QoS) or other performance constraints [28], [29].
As key concerns for energy efficient 6G Internet-of-Things
(IoT) networks, access delay [30] and security constraints [31]
have been guaranteed when the overall power consumption is
minimized.
Due to the dual mobility of SAGIN enabled 6G networks
and highly dynamic temporal-spatial wireless transmission environments as illustrated before, traditional EE usually suffers
from evaluating time-varying and 3D utility functions. To the
best of our knowledge, the temporal-spatial wireless traffic and
network capacity mismatch issue has not been considered in
EE definition and evaluation, and a new EE definition for 6G
networks is thus required.

NሺLଷ ǡ  ሻ

Cruise trajectory

NሺLଶ ǡ  ሻ
NሺLୢଷ ǡ ଷୢ ሻ

NሺLୢଶ ǡ ଶୢ ሻ

NሺLଵ ǡ ଵ ሻ
NሺLଵୢ ǡ ଵୢ ሻ

Fig. 1. An illustrative example of 3D wireless traffic and network
capacity distributions for 6G networks. The wireless traffic is modeled as a 3-order Gaussian mixture model, where the corresponding
parameters are given as, ω1d = ω2d = ω3d = 1/3, Ld1 =
(200, 200, 10), Ld2 = (800, 200, 400), Ld3 = (600, 800, 800), and Σd1 =
diag(40000, 40000, 25600), Σd2 = diag(40000, 10000, 25600), Σd3 =
diag(10000, 40000, 22500).

B. Contribution & Organization
In this paper, IREE is proposed as a new EE metric for
6G network and the main contributions of this paper are
summarized as follows.
•

•

•

IREE Metric: In order to address 3D coverage extension
and dynamic network capability/traffic variations, we
propose a novel EE metric by jointly considering the
heterogeneous path loss effects of wireless propagation
environment, the temporal and spatial network capability
imbalance, as well as the mismatched network capacity
and traffic distributions. Inspired by the metrics of probability distribution similarity, the proposed IREE metric is
able to evaluate the non-uniform network capacity/traffic
variations, and the effectiveness of 3D SAGIN coverage
in EE aspect.
IREE based Green Trade-offs: With the proposed IREE,
we extend the green fundamental trade-offs framework
as defined in [17], and compare with the conventional
EE metric in order to show the effectiveness under
6G SAGIN architecture. Specifically, we show that the
optimal energy efficient scheme should be adaptive with
different traffic distributions for IREE based green tradeoffs, while it remains static for conventional SE-EE or
deployment efficiency (DE)-EE trade-offs.
Impacts on Energy Efficient 6G Network Design: By
utilizing the IREE based green trade-offs, we extensively
evaluate the performance gain in terms of IREE for several 6G technologies, including Reconfigurable Intelligent
Surfaces (RIS) and SAGIN architecture. Based on that,
we are able to figure out more energy efficient design
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strategies to achieve better IREE performance, which are
significantly different from the conventional EE oriented
schemes, such as [32] and [33].
The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows.
The background information about 6G network architecture,
power models, as well as the conventional EE definitions are
introduced in Section II. In Section III, we propose the novel
IREE definition and show the benefits over conventional EEs
under different traffic variations. The extension to fundamental
green trade-off framework is then discussed in Section IV,
followed by some analytical results on energy efficient 6G
network design in Section V. In Section VI, we provide
some numerical examples on the IREE based green trade-offs.
Finally, concluding remarks are provided in Section VII.
II. BACKGROUNDS
In this section, we briefly introduce the utility function and
the power model of terrestrial and non-terrestrial networks,
followed by some conventional definitions of EE metrics.
A. Utility and Power Models
As mentioned before, the conventional EE is often defined
to be the overall utility values over the entire power or energy
consumption, where the utility function could be capacity,
throughput, or SE. For illustration purpose, we choose Shannon capacity [34] as the utility function, and the mathematical
expression for SAGIN is given by,


Pt /LT /A/S
(1)
C T /A/S = B T /A/S log2 1 + T /A/S
I
+ B T /A/S N0

where B T /A/S , LT /A/S , and I T /A/S denote the bandwidth,
the normalized path loss coefficients, and the generated interference of terrestrial, airborne and satellite base stations,
respectively. Pt and N0 represent the normalized transmit
power and noise spectral density, respectively.
The power consumption of SAGIN networks is composed
of the following three parts, i.e., the hovering power, the
T /A/S
A/S
,
static power, and the dynamic power. Denote Pm , Pi
T /A/S
1
Pc
to be the hovering power , the idle mode power
consumption, and the circuit power consumption, respectively.
The entire power consumption, P T /A/S , is thus given by,
h
T /A/S
A/S
+ (1 − P ri ) × λT /A/S
P T /A/S = Pm
+ P ri Pi
i
G/A/S
Pt
+ PcT /A/S ,
(2)

where P ri represents the probability of idle mode and λT /A/S
is the efficiency of RF amplifiers.

B. Conventional Definition of EE
By summarizing the utility and power consumption of
SAGIN, we can obtain the instantaneous utility CT (τ ) and
power consumption PT (τ ) in the time stamp τ as follows.
CT (τ )
PT (τ )

T

A

S

(3)

T

A

S

(4)

= C +C +C ,
= P +P

+P .

1 We omit the superscript T , since terrestrial networks can not move in
general.

Following the conventional definitions of EE and AEE as
specified in [35], we can define EE and AEE of SAGIN
similarly as follows.
Definition 1 (EE and AEE of SAGIN): The EE and AEE of
SAGIN networks are given by,
ηEE

=

ηAEE

=

CT (τ )
,
PT (τ )
max
ηEE
,
VA

(5)
(6)

where VA denotes the coverage area defined by region A, and
max
ηEE
denotes the achievable EE utility within the corresponding coverage.
The conventional EE and AEE definition for SAGIN is able
to evaluate terrestrial networks with heterogeneous architectures and low mobility. However, for non-terrestrial networks,
the above EE and AEE may not be suitable due to the
following three reasons. First, the Shannon capacity based
network utility of high mobility non-terrestrial base stations
(BSs) is unable to describe the dynamic variations of network
capabilities. Second, the wireless traffic variations have not
been considered in the above EE and AEE definition, which
is not suitable for many 6G applications with heterogeneous
traffic distributions. Last but not the least, the extension to 3D
SAGIN coverage is not straightforward for the conventional
EE and AEE, where a novel metric for measuring the 3D
network utility is called for.
III. P ROPOSED IREE M ETRIC
In this section, we introduce the IREE metric, which is more
convenient for dynamic network capability/traffic variations
and 3D coverage extension. In what follows, we compare the
proposed IREE with other conventional EE metrics.

A. IREE Definition
Without loss of generality, we denote variables DT (L, τ )
and CT (L, τ ) to be the time-varying data traffic and network
capacity at the location L and the time stamp τ , respectively.
When the data traffic is greater than the network capacity, i.e.,
DT (L, τ ) ≥ CT (L, τ ), the achievable throughput is limited
by the network capacity CT (L, τ ), and vice versa. Therefore,
a more reasonable utility measure for given L and τ can
be expressed as, min{CT (L, τ ), DT (L, τ )}. Following the
conventional EE definition, we have the integrated EE form
for time-varying 3D coverage as follows,
R RRR
min{CT (L, τ ), DT (L, τ )}dLdτ
A
R
ηIEE = τ
,
(7)
τ PT (τ )dτ
where we follow equation (3) to have the time-varying network
capacity as CT (L, τ ) = C T (L, τ ) + C A (L, τ ) + C S (L, τ ).
In the practical evaluation, to measure the network capacity
and the data traffic for each location L and time stamp τ is
complexity prohibited. To address this issue, we denote the
corresponding 3D data traffic and capacity distributions by
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f d (L, τ ) and f c (L, τ ), where the mathematical expressions
are given by,
f d (L, τ )

=

f c (L, τ )

=

DT (L, τ )
,
τ
A DT (L, τ )dLdτ
C (L, τ )
R RRR T
.
C (L, τ )dLdτ
τ
A T
R RRR

(8)
(9)

With some mathematical manipulations as shown in Appendix A, we propose the IREE definition as follows.
Definition 2 (IREE): The IREE of wireless networks,
ηIREE , is defined to be,
h
i
min{CT ot , DT ot } 1 − ξ(f c , f d )
R
ηIREE =
.
(10)
τ PT (τ )dτ
R RRR
C (L, τ )dLdτ ,
In the above
expression, CT ot = τ
A T R
R RRR
D
(L,
τ
)dLdτ
,
and
P
= τ PT (τ )dτ
DT ot = τ
T
T
ot
A
denote the total amount of wireless capacity, the total amount
of wireless traffic, as well as the total power consumption.
ξ(f c , f d ) is the Jensen-Shannonh (JS) divergence,
i which is
R RRR c
2f c (L,τ )
d
equal to 12 τ
f
(L,
τ
)
log
2 f c (L,τ )+f d (L,τ ) + f (L, τ )
A
h
i
2f d (L,τ )
log2 f c (L,τ
dLdτ as defined in [36].
)+f d (L,τ )
From Definition 2, we can realize that there are two approaches to improve the values of IREE. One is to increase
the network capacity CT ot as the conventional EE suggested
when total traffic need DT ot is large enough, and the other
is to decrease the JS divergence ξ(f c , f d ), i.e., to match the
network capacity with the data traffic profiles.
B. Comparison between EE Metrics
In order to illustrate the differences between IREE and other
conventional EE metrics, two types of BSs are generated,
including the moving UAV BS and the terrestrial BS located
in the center of the evaluation area. For illustration purpose,
the transmit power of BSs is 35 dbm and the path loss is
generated according to [37]. The UAV BS is assumed to cruise
along the horizontal direction, and the terrestrial BS remains
static. With the above settings, the traffic and network capacity
distributions can be approximated by Gaussian models as
shown in Fig. 1.
In Fig. 2, we compare the proposed IREE metric with the
conventional EE and AEE. As shown in Fig. 2(a), the conventional EE focuses on evaluating the total network capacity
over the total power consumption, which is irrelevant to the
spatial distribution of the network capability. For AEE, since
we take into the consideration of network coverage effects, we
can observe an AEE degradation when the network coverage
extends. However, both EE and AEE fail to investigate the
effects from the non-uniform traffic profiles2 . Regarding the
IREE metric, the traffic profiles have been considered via the
JS divergence ξ(f c , f d ). Therefore, if there is sufficient traffic
requirement at the network edge, we can still obtain high IREE
value by fully utilizing the network capacity.
2 Due

to the page limit, the EE, AEE, and IREE comparison under the timevarying traffic profiles is not shown here, which could be obtained straight
forwardly. In the rest of this paper, we omit the time stamp τ to represent the
ergodic realization in the time domain.

IV. A PPLICATION

TO

F UNDAMENTAL G REEN T RADE - OFFS

In this section, we study the IREE based fundamental green
trade-offs. Specifically, we derive the IREE versus SE and DE
relations, in order to obtain the energy efficient design insights
for SAGIN networks. Since the JS divergence ξ(f c , f d ) is
highly impacted by the traffic distribution f d (L), we assume
that it obeys the K-order Gaussian Mixture
(GMM)3
P Model
d
d
d
as specified in [38], [39], i.e., f d (L) = K
ω
N
(L
k , Σk ),
k=1 k
and derive the related green trade-offs in what follows.
A. SE-IREE Trade-off
Following the conventional definition of SE, we can derive
the average SE of SAGIN networks as follows,
R RRR
CT (L, τ )dLdτ
CT ot
= τ TA
,
(11)
ηSE =
BT ot
B + BA + BS
where BT ot = B T + B A + B S denotes the overall consumed
bandwidth of SAGIN networks. Substitute (11) into (10), we
have the following theorem for the SE-IREE trade-off.
Theorem 1 (SE-IREE): For any given power profile PT (τ ),
the SE-IREE relation can be described as
h
i
min{BT ot ηSE , DT ot } 1 − ξ(f c , f d )
ηIREE =
.
(12)
PT ot
As illustrated in [17], due to the static power consumption in
PT ot , the conventional SE-EE trade-off becomes a “bell” shape
when PT ot varies. This conclusion is based on the assumption
that all network capacities can be fully utilized, i.e., DT ot >
CT ot and ξ(f c , f d ) = 0, and it still holds true when ξ(f c , f d )
is equal to a constant other than 1. In addition to this effect,
Theorem 1 also reflects that the wireless traffic distribution
affects this trade-off relation via the JS divergence, ξ(f c , f d ).
Therefore, we can have two alternative strategies to decrease
the value of ξ(f c , f d ) and improve the network IREE. One
is to fine-tune the network capacity distribution via UAV or
satellite base stations, and the other is to adjust the wireless
traffic distribution via traffic migrations, such as [40] and [41].
Once the network capacity distribution
can be modeled as
PL
an L-order GMM, i.e., f c (L) = l=1 ωlc N (Lcl , Σcl ), we can
have the following proposition for the closed-form SE-IREE
trade-off.
Proposition 1 (Closed-Form SE-IREE): For any given
GMM based wireless traffic
network capacity distriPK and
butions, i.e., f d (L) =
ωkd N (Ldk , Σdk ) and f c (L) =
k=1
PL
c
c
c
l=1 ωl N (Ll , Σl ), the closed-form SE-IREE trade-off relation is given by,
i
h

c/d
c/d
min{BT ot ηSE , DT ot } 1 − ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k }
, (13)
ηIREE =
PT ot
3 As explained in [38], [39], GMM can be applied to fit wireless traffic
distribution with appropriate parameters. For illustration purpose, we denote
N (µ, σ) to be the Gaussian random variable with mean µ andPvariance σ,
d
respectively, and ωkd to be the corresponding weights, such that K
k=1 ωk =
1.
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Fig. 2. Numerical comparison among EE, AEE and IREE. (a) EE is a smooth surface, which is irrelevant to the traffic distribution. (b) AEE is a “bell” shape
surface, which scales with the network coverage VA . (c) IREE is varying with traffic profiles, which is due to the traffic and network capacity mismatch in
the horizontal and vertical directions.

where the corresponding JS divergence is given by
X
L

1
c/d 
c/d
ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k } = 1 − ×
ωlc × log2 1+
2
l=1

PK
K
d
c
c
d
d
X
k=1 ωk I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Lk , Σk )
(14)
+
ωkd ×

PL
c I N (Lc , Σc )|N (Lc , Σc )
ω
′
′
′
′
l =1 l
l
l
l
l
k=1
 
PL

c
d
d
c
c
ω
I
N
(L
,
Σ
)|N
(L
k
k
l , Σl )
l=1 l
log2 1 + PK
 .
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )

In the above equation, the exponential mutual divergence,

h
|
I(N (Lg , Σg )|N (Lh , Σh )), is equal to exp{− 21 ln |Σ
|Σg | +

h −1 g
h
g T
h −1
h
g
Tr[(Σ ) Σ ] + (L − L ) (Σ ) (L − L ) − 3 }.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix B for the proof.
From Proposition 1, we note that when the total amount of
wireless traffic is sufficiently small, IREE will tend to 0 no
matter how much SE is. However, when DT ot is sufficiently
large, the SE-IREE trade-off will be highly impacted by the
c/d
c/d
JS divergence ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k } . In Fig. 3, we plot the SEIREE/SE-EE trade-off relations in the horizontal direction,
where the mismatched distributions of wireless traffic and network capacity are considered. Different from the conventional
SE-EE trade-off surface along the horizontal direction, the SEIREE trade-off surface will be bent down when this mismatch
happens as shown in Fig. 3. It is also worth to mention
that Proposition 1 does not rely on any specific wireless
transmission or power consumption models, implying that it
can be applied to various wireless scenarios in 6G networks.

Similarly, we can follow the conventional definition of DE
and derive the average DE of SAGIN networks as,
CT ot
CT ot
=
,
WT ot
WCap + γPT ot

factor4 . Substitute (15) into (10), we have the following
theorem for the DE-IREE trade-off.
Theorem 2 (DE-IREE): For any given power profile PT (τ ),
the DE-IREE relation can be described as,
ηIREE

=

min{(WCap + γPT ot )ηDE , DT ot }
PiT ot
h

× 1 − ξ(f c , f d ) .

B. DE-IREE Trade-off

ηDE =

Fig. 3. The SE-IREE/SE-EE trade-off relations in the horizontal direction.
Different from the conventional SE-EE trade-off surface along the horizontal
direction, the SE-IREE trade-off surface will be bent down, when the wireless
traffic and network capacity mismatch happens.

(15)

where WT ot and WCap denote the overall deployment cost
and the Capital Expenditure (CapEx) of SAGIN networks,
respectively. γ denotes the Operational Expenditure (OpEx)

(16)

From Theorem 2, we can realize that the network deployment strategy shall consider the conventional DE aspect as
well as the JS divergence, ξ(f c , f d ). In practical wireless
communication systems, due to the time varying nature of
4 For illustration purpose, we assume the OpEx is proportional to the total
power consumption PT ot , and the following derived results are applicable to
other OpEx models as well.
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traffic profiles, UAV BSs are shown to be energy efficient, even
with significant hovering energy consumption [42]. This is
partially because we can achieve better ξ(f c , f d ) by adapting
the network capacity via UAV BSs, and eventually improve
the IREE value.
Proposition 2 (Closed-Form DE-IREE): For any given
GMM based wireless traffic
network capacity distriPK and
butions, i.e., f d (L) =
ωkd N (Ldk , Σdk ) and f c (L) =
k=1
PL
c
c
c
l=1 ωl N (Ll , Σl ), the closed-form DE-IREE trade-off relation is given by,
ηIREE

=

min{(WCap + γPT ot )ηDE , DT ot }
PT ot
#
"


c/d
c/d
× 1 − ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k } .

(17)



c/d
c/d
Proof: Substitute the expression of ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k }
into Theorem 2, and we have Proposition 2.
From Proposition 2, we can conclude that the IREE performance, ηIREE , grows linearly with respect to ηDE when DT ot
is large enough. Meanwhile, the DE-IREE trade-off will
also
c/d 
c/d
be impacted by the JS divergence ξ {Ll/k }, {Σl/k } , which
is more or less the same with the SE-IREE trade-off.
V. I MPACTS ON E NERGY E FFICIENT 6G N ETWORK D ESIGN
In this section, we apply the obtained IREE based green
trade-offs to shed some light on energy efficient 6G network
design, especially on the RIS configuration and the SAGIN
architecture.

In the above equation,

PK
d
c
c
d
d
k=1 ωk I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Lk , Σk )
l
ιcd = PL
,
c
c
c
c
c
l′ =1 ωl′ I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Ll′ , Σl′ )

PL
c
d
d
c
c
l=1 ωl I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Ll , Σl )
k
ιdc = PK
,
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )

PK
d
r
r
d
d
k=1 ωk I N (Ln , Σn )|N (Lk , Σk )
n
ιrd = PN
,
r
r
r
r
r
n′ =1 ωn′ I N (Ln , Σn )|N (Ln′ , Σn′ )

PN
r
d
d
r
r
n=1 ωn I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Ln , Σn )
k
ιdr = PK
.
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )

(20)
(21)
(22)
(23)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix C for the proof.
From Proposition 3, we show that the IREE of RIS configRIS
uration can be improved, when ∂ηIREE
/∂∆CTRIS
ot is greater
than zero. By applying the chain rule, we realize that the
improvement of IREE for RIS architecture is two-fold. For
one thing, the IREE can be increased by the improvement
of network capacity, ∆CTRIS
ot , due to a better propagation
environment provided by RIS. For another, a better matching
between the network capacity and the corresponding
traffic

demand, i.e., the reduction of ξ CT ot , ∆CTRIS
ot , is also preferable for the IREE improvement. This part is significantly
different from the conventional energy efficient scheme, where
the mismatch between the network capacity and the traffic
demand is ignored. Specifically, when the network capacity
can perfectly match the local traffic demand through RIS,
the IREE is able to reach the maximum value as given by
Proposition 3.
B. SAGIN Architecture

A. RIS Configuration
As a candidate technology for 6G networks, RIS configuration [43] can be customized to create virtual line-ofsight (LOS) propagation paths among transceiver pairs with
marginal power consumption. Denote ∆CTRIS
ot to be the capacity improvement brought by RIS, and we can have the
following closed-form IREE expression.
Proposition 3 (Closed-form IREE of RIS): For any given
GMM based networkPdistribution introduced by RIS, i.e.,
N
r
r
r
f c,RIS (L, τ )(L) =
n=1 ωn N (Ln , Σn ), the closed-form
IREE of RIS configuration is given by,

min{CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot , DT ot }
PT ot


,
(18)
× 1 − ξ CT ot , ∆CTRIS
ot

where ξ CT ot , ∆CTRIS
is the corresponding JS divergence
ot
given by


PL
l
c
C
1
+
ι
ω
log
T
ot

2
cd
l
l=1
1
=1−
ξ CT ot , ∆CTRIS
ot
2
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot
N
K


RIS
X
X
∆CT ot
n
r
ω
log
1
+
ι
+
ωkd
+
n
2
rd
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot n=1
k=1


RIS
∆C
CT ot
k
k
T ot
ιdc +
ιdr . (19)
log2 1 +
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot
ot
RIS
ηIREE

=

Different from the RIS case, the SAGIN architecture provides seamless and reliable wireless services via power raA/S
diation from airborne and satellite BSs. Denote ∆CT ot and
A/S
∆PT ot to be the additional capacity improvement and power
consumption brought by airborne or satellite BSs, and the
IREE of SAGIN architecture can be summarized in the following proposition.
Proposition 4 (IREE Bound of SAGIN): The lower bound
SAGIN
of IREE for the SAGIN architecture, η̄IREE
, is given by,


DT ot

min 1,
A/S

CT ot +∆CT ot
SAGIN
η̄IREE
=
× CTT ot 1 − ξ T
A/S
A,S
T
PT ot + ∆PT ot (∆CT ot )


A/S
A/S
+∆CT ot 1 − ξ A/S (∆CT ot ) ,
(24)
A/S

where ξ A/S (∆CT ot ) is the JS divergence improvement
brought by airborne or satellite BSs and ξ T is the JS divergence of terrestrial BSs.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix D for the proof.
From Proposition 4, we can figure out that the IREE
improvement relies on both the capacity enhancement and
the JS divergence refinement, which is also different from
the conventional energy efficient strategies. Specifically, the
potential IREE benefits of the SAGIN architecture can be
summarized below.
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TABLE I
S IMULATION PARAMETERS
Parameters

Terrestrial BS

Airborne BS (UAV)
106

User density

Satellite BS (LEO)

per cubic kilometer

2 GHz (L/S band)

Frequency
System bandwidth

20 MHz

Noise power spectral density

−174 dBm/Hz

Transmit power

35 dBm

35 dBm

35 dBm

Circuit power

1000 mW

4000 mW

1000 mW

Pathloss model
(d in m)

LoS: 35 + 38 log10 (d) dB [37]
NLoS: 35 + 40 log10 (d) dB

78 + 20 log10 (d) dB [44]

148 dB [24]

Deployment height

35 m

100 m

300 800 km

Antenna gain

0 dBi

0 dBi

12 dBi

CapEx

1 M$/year

0.001 $/hr [45]

22.5 M$/year [46]

OpEx factor

0.1 $/kWh

0.00738 $/hr [45]

/

Capacity Enhancement. For underserved areas with
sparse traffic demands or emergency communications
scenarios, extensively deploying terrestrial networks will
result in significant power consumption with marginal
IREE improvement. In these cases, airborne and satellite
BSs are more preferable to achieve better IREE performance. This is because unlike conventional terrestrial
BSs, the required transmission power budget for airborne
and satellite BSs do not need to scale with the coverage
areas, while some limited power consumption with the
A/S
ratio equal to ∆PT ot /PTTot , can bring a great portion of
A/S
capacity enhancement as given by ∆CT ot /CTT ot .
• Divergence Refinement. Another important factor to improve the IREE performance of SAGIN architecture is
A/S
to increase the ratio between (1 − ξ A/S (∆CT ot )) and
(1 − ξ T ). For rural areas or emergency communication
scenarios, the mismatch between the terrestrial network
capacity and the traffic demand often happens, which results in sufficiently small (1 − ξ T ). In these cases, we can
use airborne and satellite BSs to fit the underserved traffic
A/S
demands and get a large value of (1 − ξ A/S (∆CT ot )).
In the practical network deployment, the above two effects
may conflict with each other. For example, conventional energy efficient schemes [24] to enhance the network capacity
will lead to the JS divergence loss and the IREE degradation,
when the available traffic demand is low. Therefore, to guarantee an improved IREE performance, we need to balance the
above two effects and make sure that the partial gradient of
SAGIN
∂ η̄IREE
/∂∆CTRIS
ot is positive.
•

VI. N UMERICAL

RESULTS

In this section, we provide some numerical results to
demonstrate the IREE based green trade-offs as well as the
impacts on energy efficient 6G network design. For illustration purpose, we choose the UAV BS to be the airborne
communication platform and the satellite BS is operating on
low earth orbits (LEO) with the altitudes ranging from 300
to 800 kilometers. In the following simulations, we choose to

evaluate a cube area with edge length equal to 1 kilometer,
and two different types of wireless traffics are considered.
The first type is generated from a standard 3D Gaussian
distribution with mean Ld = (300, 700, 10) and covariance
matrix Σd = σ d · I3 , where I3 is the identity matrix of
order 3. The second type is generated from 2-order GMM,
where ω1d = 1/11, ω2d = 10/11, Ld1 = (300, 700, 200),
Ld2 = (500, 500, 500) and Σd1 = 1.6×105 ·I3 , Σd2 = 1×106 ·I3 .
The adopted simulation parameters, unless otherwise specified,
are listed in Table I.

A. IREE based Green Trade-offs
To verify the derived SE-IREE and DE-IREE trade-off
relations, we plot the achieved IREE based on Definition 2 in
Fig. 4, where different traffic profiles are generated by varying
the value of σ d .
In Fig. 4(a), we generate different SE values by varying
the transmit power of the terrestrial BS and the covariance
matrix Σd . As shown in Fig. 4(a), the achieved IREE value
can be well predicted by the closed-form SE-IREE trade-off
relation from Proposition 1. Although the SE-IREE tradeoff relation still follows the “bell” shape, we can observe a
dynamic variation across different traffic variations, and the
optimal IREE is achieved when the provided network capacity
perfectly matches the wireless traffic distribution.
In Fig. 4(b), we increase the number of terrestrial BSs to
generate different DE values. A trade-off relation between
DE and IREE can be observed from Fig. 4(b), which is
consistent with the conventional DE-EE relation as derived
in [33]. However, the achieved IREE value follows the DEIREE trade-off relation as described by Proposition 2, which
is shown to vary with the traffic distribution as well. This is
because the IREE metric takes the wireless traffic demand into
consideration, and the IREE degradation happens when there
is insufficient traffic demand for some locations.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 4. Analytical and numerical results for the SE-IREE and DE-IREE trade-off relations. Although for any given σd , the SE-IREE and DE-IREE trade-off
relations still follow the “bell” shape, a dynamic variation across different traffic profiles, i.e., different values of σd , can be observed.

107

2.4

0.54
2.2

0.52
0.5

2

0.48

1.8
RIS: 74%

IREE

0.46

UAV: 54%

1.6

0.44
1.4

UAV preferred area
0.42
RIS preferred area

1.2

0.4
1

0.38
0.8

0.36
0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

900

1000

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

900

1000

Horizontal distance (m)

Horizontal distance (m)

Fig. 5. The values of JS divergence versus the location of RIS, SAGIN with
UAV BS only and UAV plus satellite BSs under a standard 3D Gaussian
distribution with mean Ld = (300, 700, 10) and covariance matrix Σd =
1 × 104 · I3 .

Fig. 6. The proposed IREE performance versus the location of RIS, SAGIN
with UAV BS only and UAV plus satellite BSs under a standard 3D Gaussian
distribution with mean Ld = (300, 700, 10) and covariance matrix Σd =
1 × 104 · I3 .

B. Energy Efficient 6G Network Design

SAGIN with UAV BSs are able to provide the JS divergence
reduction for some preferred areas. Since the mean location
of wireless traffic is close to the ground, RIS deployment
provides more benefits in terms of the JS divergence reduction
than SAGIN with UAV BSs. The similar phenomenon can also
be observed for the IREE performance. As shown in Fig. 6,
RIS deployment achieves superior IREE improvement than
SAGIN with UAV BSs, which corresponds to 74% IREE improvement if compared with the conventional terrestrial BSs.
This is partially because of the aforementioned JS divergence

In order to provide guidelines for energy efficient 6G
network design, we numerically plot the JS divergences and
the corresponding IREE values under two types of wireless
traffics, where σ d is equal to 1 × 104 . RIS, airborne, and
satellite BSs are deployed or moving in the horizontal direction
as shown in Fig. 1.
The simulated results of the JS divergence and the IREE performance under the first type of traffic are compared in Fig. 5
and Fig. 6, respectively. As shown in Fig. 5, both RIS and
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Fig. 7. The values of JS divergence versus the location of RIS, SAGIN with
UAV BS only and UAV plus satellite BSs under a 2-order GMM, where
ω1d = 1/11, ω2d = 10/11, Ld1 = (300, 700, 200), Ld2 = (500, 500, 500)
and Σd1 = 1.6 × 105 · I3 , Σd2 = 1 × 106 · I3 .

Fig. 8. The proposed IREE performance versus the location of RIS, SAGIN
with UAV BS only and UAV plus satellite BSs under a 2-order GMM, where
ω1d = 1/11, ω2d = 10/11, Ld1 = (300, 700, 200), Ld2 = (500, 500, 500)
and Σd1 = 1.6 × 105 · I3 , Σd2 = 1 × 106 · I3 .

reduction as well as the much less energy consumption of RIS
than SAGIN with UAV BSs. Moreover, the analytical results
generated from Proposition 3 and Proposition 4 provide a
useful reference for the numerical evaluations of the proposed
IREE metric, which is of great help for us to design optimal
deployment strategies.
For the second type of traffic, the JS divergence and
the IREE performance are compared in Fig. 7 and Fig. 8,
respectively. As shown in Fig. 7, all types of BSs are able to
provide the JS divergence reduction. Since the mean location
of wireless traffic is far from the ground, the UAV and
satellite BSs are more preferable in this case, which is quite
different from the previous settings. In Fig. 8, we show that
the maximum IREE performance improvements for RIS and
SAGIN networks with UAV only as well as UAV plus satellite
BSs can reach to 69%, 84%, and 88%, respectively, which
also aligns with the analytical results from Proposition 3 and
Proposition 4.

adaptively and dynamically provide the network capacity for
some underserved areas and emergency scenarios rather than
directly deploying terrestrial BSs.

VII. C ONCLUSION
In this paper, we propose a novel IREE metric to deal
with the dynamic network capacity and traffic variations. By
integrating the 3D data traffic and capacity distribution, the
proposed IREE is able to describe the mismatched traffic
demand and network deployment from the EE perspective.
On top of that, the IREE based fundamental green trade-offs
are investigated, which is shown to be significantly different
from the conventional EE based trade-offs. In addition, we
apply the proposed IREE metric to investigate the potential
6G network architectures, including both RIS and SAGIN.
From the analytical as well as numerical results, we show
that the energy efficient strategies for 6G networks need to
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where I [·] equals to 1 if the inner condition holds, and equals
to 0 otherwise. ξ(f c , f d ) is the JS divergence given by,

A PPENDIX A
D ERIVATION FROM IEE TO IREE

=

From the definition of IEE (7), we have,

Z ZZZ

=

=

(a)

=

=

=

(b)

=

(c)

≥

=

=

min{CT (L, τ ), DT (L, τ )}dLdτ

CT ot and DT ot are the total amount of network capacity and wireless traffic as defined in Definition 2.
d
c
fN
(L, τ ) = max{CDTTotot,DT ot } f d (L, τ ) and fN
(L, τ ) =
CT ot
c
f
(L,
τ
)
are
the
normalized
network
capacity
max{CT ot ,DT ot }
and traffic distribution.
h
i
f c (L,τ )
In step (a), we use a continuous function log2 1 + fNd (L,τ )
N
c
d
to measure the difference between fN
(L, τ ) and fN
(L, τ )
c
d
5
. In step (b), we have fN
(L, τ ) = f c (L, τ ), fN
(L, τ ) =
min{CT ot ,DT ot } d
c
max{CT ot ,DT ot } f (L, τ ) for DT ot ≤ CT ot , and fN (L, τ ) =

Zτ Z Z ZA

 c

d
CT (L, τ )I fN
(L, τ ) ≤ fN
(L, τ )
τ
A

 c
d
(L, τ ) dLdτ
+DT (L, τ )I fN
(L, τ ) > fN
Z ZZZ
h 

1
c
d
CT (L, τ ) I fN
(L, τ ) ≤ fN
(L, τ )
τ
A 2
d
i
f (L, τ )  c
d
I fN (L, τ ) > fN
(L, τ )
+ N
c
fN (L, τ )
h 

1
d
c
+ DT (L, τ ) I fN
(L, τ ) ≤ fN
(L, τ )
2
i
f c (L, τ )  d
c
+ N
dLdτ
I
f
(L,
τ
)
>
f
(L,
τ
)
N
N
d (L, τ )
fN

ξ(f c , f d )


Z ZZZ
1
2f c (L, τ )
c
f (L, τ ) log2 c
2 τ
f (L, τ ) + f d (L, τ )
A


d
2f (L, τ )
d
dLdτ. (31)
+f (L, τ ) log 2 c
f (L, τ ) + f d (L, τ )

(25)

max{CT ot , DT ot } ×


Z ZZZ
f d (L, τ )
1 c
fN (L, τ ) log2 1 + N
c (L, τ )
fN
τ
A 2


f c (L, τ )
1 d
(L, τ ) log2 1 + N
dLdτ
(26)
+ fN
d (L, τ )
2
fN
max{CT ot , DT ot } ×
##
"
"
Z ZZZ
c
fN
1 c
(L, τ )
fN (L, τ ) 1 − log2 f c (L,τ )+f d (L,τ )
N
N
τ
A 2
2 ##
"
"
d
1 d
fN
(L, τ )
+ fN
(L, τ ) 1 − log2 f c (L,τ
dLdτ
d (L,τ )
)+fN
2
N
2
h1
min{CT ot , DT ot }
max{CT ot , DT ot } +
2 2 max{CT ot , DT ot }
i
c
d
−ξ(fN
, fN
)
(27)
h1
min{CT ot , DT ot }
max{CT ot , DT ot } +
2 2 max{CT ot , DT ot }
 min{C , D }
min{CT ot , DT ot } 
T ot
T ot
fc + 1 −
−ξ
max{CT ot , DT ot }
max{CT ot , DT ot }
i
c min{CT ot , DT ot } d
×f ,
(28)
f
max{CT ot , DT ot }
h1
min{CT ot , DT ot }
max{CT ot , DT ot } +
2 2 max{CT ot , DT ot }
h min{C , D }
T ot
T ot
−
ξ(f c , f d )
max{CT ot , DT ot }
min{CT ot , DT ot }  c ii
+ 1−
ξ(f , 0)
(29)
max{CT ot , DT ot }
h min{C , D }
T ot
T ot
max{CT ot , DT ot }
max{CT ot , DT ot }
i
min{CT ot , DT ot }
ξ(f c , f d )
−
max{CT ot , DT ot }
h
i
min{CT ot , DT ot } 1 − ξ(f c , f d ) ,
(30)

min{CT ot ,DT ot } c
d
d
max{CT ot ,DT ot } f (L, τ ), fN (L, τ ) = f (L, τ ) for
CT ot , respectively. In step (c), we directly apply the

DT ot >
Jensen’s
inequality in the derivation. With the above explanation, IREE
is defined as,
h
i
min{CT ot , DT ot } 1 − ξ(f c , f d )
R
ηIREE =
.
(32)
P (τ )dτ
τ T
P ROOF

A PPENDIX B
OF P ROPOSITION 1


Mathematically, the JS divergence ξ f c , f d is equal to
the arithmetic
mean
(KL) divergence
 of two Kullback-Leibler


c
d
c
d
d f +f
c f +f
and ξKL f
, i.e.
ξKL f
2
2





c
d
c
d
1
c f +f
d f +f
ξ f ,f =
ξKL f
+ ξKL f
,
2
2
2
(33)
i
h
R RRR
g(L,τ )
dLdτ
.
From
g(L,
τ
)
ln
where ξKL (g|h) = τ
h(L,τ )
A
the variational approximation method proposed
in [48],

c
d
and
the closed-form approximation of ξKL f c f +f
2


c
d
d f +f
ξKL f
is given by:
2
c

d





L
c
d
X
c f +f
ξKL f
=1−
ωlc log2 1 +
2
l=1
!
PK
d
c
c
d
d
ω
I
N
(L
,
Σ
)|N
(L
l
l
k , Σk )
k=1 k
(34)
 ,
PL
c
c
c
c
c
l′ =1 ωl′ I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Ll′ , Σl′ )



K
X
fc + fd
=1−
ωkd log2 1 +
ξKL f d
2
k=1
 !
PL
c
d
d
c
c
l=1 ωl I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Ll , Σl )
(35)
 .
PK
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )

5 In the field of information theory, the logarithmic function is usually used
to represent the difference between distributions [47].
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In the above expression, the exponential mutual divergence,
I(N (Lg , Σg )|N (Lh , Σh )), is given by
I(N (Lg , Σg )|N (Lh , Σh ))
n 1 h |Σh |
ln g + Tr[(Σh )−1 Σg ]
= exp −
2
|Σ |
io
h
g T
+(L − L ) (Σh )−1 (Lh − Lg ) − 3 .

The network distribution of RIS assisted network is given
by

=

C(L, τ ) + ∆C(L, τ )
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot
CT ot
f c (L, τ ) +
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot
∆CTRIS
ot
f c,RIS (L, τ ), (37)
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot

RIS
(L, τ )dLdτ .
where ∆CTRIS
ot = τ
A ∆C
For any GMM based
distribution introduced by RIS
P network
r
r
r
f c,RIS (L, τ )(L) = N
n=1 ωn N (Ln , Σn ), we have the following close-form expression from the close-form expression of
JS divergence in Proposition 1,

ξ CT ot , ∆CTRIS
ot


 C PL ω c log 1 + ιl
T
ot
2
cd
l=1 l
1
=1−
2
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot
N


RIS
X
∆CT ot
r
n
+
ω
log
1
+
ι
n
2
rd
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot n=1

R RRR

K
X

CT ot
ιk
RIS dc
C
+
∆C
T
ot
T
ot
k=1

∆CTRIS
k
ot
ι
,
+
dr
CT ot + ∆CTRIS
ot

+


ωkd log2 1 +

(38)

where
ιlcd

=

ιkdc

=

ιnrd

=

ιkdr

=

PK

∆CTA,S
ot
CTT ot + ∆CTA,S
ot

f c,A/S (L, τ ), (43)
T

)
where the corresponding distributions f c,T (L, τ ) = C C(L,τ
,
T
T ot
R
RRR
T
c,A/S
T
C (L, τ )dLdτ , and f
(L, τ ) =
CT ot =
τ
A
R RRR
A/S
∆C A/S (L,τ )
A/S
∆C
(L, τ )dLdτ .
, ∆CT ot = τ
A/S
A
∆CT ot

A PPENDIX C
P ROOF OF P ROPOSITION 3

=

+

(36)

Substituting (35), (34) and (33) into (12) completes the proof
of Proposition 1.

f c,T ot (L, τ )

A PPENDIX D
P ROOF OF P ROPOSITION 4
The network distribution of SAGIN can be rewrite as
CTT ot
f c,T (L, τ )
f c,T ot (L, τ ) =
CTT ot + ∆CTA,S
ot

d
c
c
d
d
k=1 ωk I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Lk , Σk )
,
PL
c
c
c
c
c
l′ =1 ωl′ I N (Ll , Σl )|N (Ll′ , Σl′ )

PL
c
d
d
c
c
l=1 ωl I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Ll , Σl )
,
PK
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )

PK
d
r
r
d
d
k=1 ωk I N (Ln , Σn )|N (Lk , Σk )
,
PN
r
r
r
r
r
n′ =1 ωn′ I N (Ln , Σn )|N (Ln′ , Σn′ )

PN
r
d
d
r
r
n=1 ωn I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Ln , Σn )
.
PK
d
d
d
d
d
k′ =1 ωk′ I N (Lk , Σk )|N (Lk′ , Σk′ )



(39)
(40)
(41)
(42)

Substitute the above equation into (10), we have Proposition 3.

Since ξ[f c , f d ] is convex in the pair of probability density
functions (f c , f d ), the upper bound can be obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality as follows
ξ[f c,T ot (L), f d (L)]
"
#
c,A/S
CTT ot f c,T (L) + ∆CTA,S
(L) d
ot f
=ξ
, f (L)
CTT ot + ∆CTA,S
ot
≤

CTT ot
CTT ot + ∆CTA,S
ot
∆CTA,S
ot

CTT ot

+

ξT +
A/S

∆CTA,S
ot

ξ A/S (∆CT ot ).

(44)

Substitute (44) into (10), we have Proposition 4.
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