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Abstract—Extended reality (XR) is at the center of attraction
in the research community due to the emergence of augmented,
mixed, and virtual reality applications. The performance of such
applications needs to be uptight to maintain the requirements of
latency, energy consumption, and freshness of data. Therefore, a
comprehensive performance analysis model is required to assess
the effectiveness of an XR application but is challenging to
design due to the dependence of the performance metrics on
several difficult-to-model parameters, such as computing resources
and hardware utilization of XR and edge devices, which are
controlled by both their operating systems and the application
itself. Moreover, the heterogeneity in devices and wireless access
networks brings additional challenges in modeling. In this paper,
we propose a novel modeling framework for performance analysis
of XR applications considering edge-assisted wireless networks
and validate the model with experimental data collected from
testbeds designed specifically for XR applications. In addition,
we present the challenges associated with performance analysis
modeling and present methods to overcome them in detail. Finally,
the performance evaluation shows that the proposed analytical
model can analyze XR applications’ performance with high
accuracy compared to the state-of-the-art analytical models.

Index Terms—Edge computing, extended reality, performance
analysis, energy measurement

I. INTRODUCTION

In today’s era of technological revolution, augmented reality
(AR), mixed reality (MR), and virtual reality (VR) are ex-
tending their services to every aspect of society and human
lives. These applications are considered under one broader
concept — extended reality (XR) [1]]. Modern XR devices range
from smartphones, tablets, AR glasses, and MR/VR headsets
to autonomous and unmanned aerial vehicles. However, they
are usually lightweight and equipped with low computational
capability to run high-complexity tasks, such as deep learning
applications which usually cause a high latency and energy
consumption [2]. To meet the Quality-of-Service (QoS) re-
quirements, cloud and edge computing supported by wireless
networks is often adopted to reduce the latency and energy
consumption as well as increase the XR service accuracy [3].

So far, the best way to analyze an XR application’s perfor-
mance is through extensive experimental measurement research
using testbeds [4], [S], which is a time-consuming and labo-
rious process for XR developers and researchers. Moreover,
producing datasets of XR applications’ performance results is
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another strenuous task. A comprehensive performance analysis
model can offer the research community a way to avoid all
these exhausting data collection and processing tasks.

However, existing performance analysis methods cannot pro-
vide comprehensive insights into an XR service. For instance,
end-to-end latency [6], [7] is often considered an important
XR performance metric. However, since each segment in the
pipeline of running an XR application, such as frame gener-
ation, frame conversion, and inference, strongly depends on
hardware settings, the complexity of a task, the number of
layers in a neural network, and so on, an XR application’s
end-to-end latency is significantly influenced by these depen-
dencies, but unfortunately, they are rarely considered in existing
latency modeling. Therefore, a comprehensive XR performance
analysis model should focus on the individual segments of the
application pipeline.

The energy consumption of an XR device depends on the
end-to-end latency of the application, including the computing
latency at an edge server [2], [8], and the power consump-
tion during the application run-time. Existing papers propose
various ways to model the energy consumption and then
minimize the total energy consumption [9]—[L1]. While some
papers break down the total power consumption to hardware
levels [12], deeper insights into an XR application’s energy
consumption can be found in the segments of an XR pipeline.
In addition, if heterogeneous wireless networks and devices
are involved in an XR application, the energy model should be
inclusive of the latency incurred by different networks, devices,
and sensors, which is not considered in any existing research.

Sensors and devices of different kinds communicate with
an XR device in order to transmit control and environmental
information, such as the locations of objects, traffic signals,
and street map updates [13]]. Roadside units, neighboring XR
devices and vehicles, and different Internet-of-Things (IoT)
devices act as external sensors that establish communication
with the candidate XR device [14]]. This communication takes
place either directly with the XR device or via an edge server
or orchestrator [15]—[18] over a wireless medium. Additionally,
these sensors and devices may be located in the same or
different sub-networks using different wireless access tech-
nologies [19]]. The flow of information through these wireless
networks and devices can cause delays in the arrival at an
XR device, which impacts the freshness of information. How
frequently the sensors and devices generate the information and
transmit it to the XR device is a way to measure the Age-of-
Information (Aol), which is an important performance metric
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for XR applications. Without maintaining the freshness of
information, XR users may get the wrong results at the wrong
place and time, which eventually causes a series of effects
spreading from nausea to horrible accidents. Furthermore, the
mobility of an XR device in heterogeneous networks gives rise
to the necessity of both horizontal (within the same sub-network
and access technology) and vertical handoffs (different sub-
networks and/or access technologies), which are also known as
service migration in the domain of edge computing, that can
also influence the performance of an XR application.

Background: An XR application’s performance can be an-
alyzed based on numerous metrics, such as frame and refresh
rates, field-of-view, service accuracy, jitters, system compati-
bility and integration, 3D alignment, different user experience
metrics (e.g., interactivity, ergonomics, heat dissipation, and
intuitiveness), network quality, and battery health management.
In this research, the scope of the XR performance analysis
consists of latency, energy consumption, and Aol. Though
existing works consider some of the individual segments of
the application pipeline presented in this paper, they are not
comprehensive enough to explain the performance of an XR
service. Moreover, the proposed analysis framework incorpo-
rates new determining factors of XR performance, such as
diverse computing resources, memory bandwidth, encoding,
neural network complexity, and energy conversion. Therefore,
the proposed framework is not incremental, but unique. The
focus of this proposed framework is on comprehensiveness
in modeling XR performance metrics, which is essential to
achieving more accurate performance analysis.

Motivations: In this paper, we argue that a comprehensive
performance analysis model is necessary for XR applications,
which enables researchers to analyze the performance for both
local (i.e., on-device computation) and remote (i.e., cloud or
edge-assisted computation) execution of an XR task irrespective
of the number or type of sensors or devices and access
technologies involved. Consequently, this motivates us toward
a performance analysis modeling framework specifically de-
signed for XR applications performing in edge-assisted wireless
networks considering latency, energy consumption, and Aol as
the performance metrics. To the best of our knowledge, this is
the first research work on comprehensive XR performance anal-
ysis. The proposed performance analysis modeling framework
is exclusive to XR applications due to the specific XR pipeline
considered in this paper. This modeling framework can be used
by researchers to model the performance of any specific XR
applications by extending or modifying the pipeline.

Challenges: The latency and energy consumption of an XR
device need to be calculated for each individual segment in
an XR application pipeline to get a complete insight into the
application’s performance. The performance of the individual
segments depends on the specifications of an XR device, re-
source allocations, complexity of the task, different parameters
set by the applications (e.g., display and encoding), mobility
of the device, and wireless channel conditions. Each of these
relations is very difficult to present in analytical forms. For

example, the computing resource allocation is dictated by both
the XR application and the operating system (OS) of a device
based on priority and parallel operations. In addition, the
computational complexity of a task is determined by its type
and scope. Furthermore, the modeling framework should be
designed without making unrealistic assumptions that simplify
the job but often contradict the field data. Finally, the validation
of the proposed analysis model should be done against data
collected from performance measurements via a testbed, which
is challenging to design to replicate real-world scenarios.

Contributions: Our main contributions in this paper are
summarized as follows:

« Performance analysis modeling framework for XR: We
propose a novel performance analysis modeling framework
for XR applications performing in edge-assisted wire-
less networks. First, we introduce the proposed modeling
framework along with the considered XR application
pipeline in Section Il Then we present the proposed
modeling of the key performance metrics, namely, latency,
energy consumption, and Aol in Sections [Vl and
[VIL respectively, along with associated challenges and
mitigation techniques. The uniqueness of the proposed
analysis modeling framework lies in its scalability and
adaptability to any XR application scenario.
Experimental research on XR performance analysis:
We conduct experimental research on an XR testbed to
create a dataset that is used to validate the proposed model
and strengthen the model where regression is needed
to avoid unrealistic assumptions. The methodology and
experimental setup are discussed in Section [VIIl
Proposed framework’s performance evaluation and
comparison: Finally, we evaluate the proposed perfor-
mance analysis model, validate it using both experimental
data and simulation results, and compare it with two
other state-of-the-art analysis models (FACT [20] and
LEAF [21]]) (Section [VII). The comparison shows that
our proposed model is able to analyze the performance of
an XR application with high accuracy.

II. RELATED WORK

Performance analysis of XR: Performance analysis of XR
applications is not a widely researched topic. Existing research
works propose performance optimization through analysis mod-
els but do not consider the general XR pipeline that can be
applied to any XR applications [22]-[24]. Benchmark suites
and testbeds are also developed for such performance analysis
of XR [25]. The performance of AR and VR is analyzed
with models for different metrics, such as video bitrate, re-
sponsiveness, image noise and rendering, object locations and
marker positions, and volumetric data processing performance
[26], [27]. However, the scope of these analysis models does
not include latency, energy consumption, and Aol, which are
essential in analyzing the performance of XR services, and is
the key focus of this paper.

Latency analysis: Latency models for AR/VR applications
are presented in several studies [28]. Existing works on latency



modeling can be divided into two parts: communication and
computation latency. Most of these works focus on communi-
cation latency in edge-enabled multimedia services [7]], which
do not consider propagation delay or path loss. Computation
latency is considered in several other research works where
the computation capability of a device is modeled as cycles
l6ll, [29]]-[31]. However, our research shows that the available
computation resources are a tuple of processing speed (e.g.,
central processing unit (CPU) frequency), memory size, and
allocated resources determined by the application itself and the
OS of the device. Lastly, assumptions are made to model an
XR application’s latency, such as the use of one single server at
a time [20] without considering service migration. Our research
addresses all of these gaps in a new latency analysis model.

Energy analysis: The power consumption models proposed
for wireless sensor networks, IoT devices, and video streaming
applications [32[]-[34] are not applicable to XR devices due to
the differences in the application pipeline. These models do not
resemble the segments in the pipeline of XR applications, such
as frame generation, frame conversion, and frame extraction.
Moreover, although research on server placement optimization
[LO]-[12], [35] considers energy modeling, these works do
not address XR devices’ comprehensive end-to-end energy
consumption. However, fortunately, the measurement studies
on energy consumption, although arduous, are proven effective
in understanding the energy behavior of XR devices [21],
[36], [37]. Our research leverages the benefits of measurement
studies toward proposing a new analytical model for energy
consumption by an XR application, which will benefit the
scientific community to research more on XR services and
devices.

Age-of-Information analysis: Aol is a relatively new con-
cept that becomes a performance metric in an XR application
when control and environmental information is needed to be
sent to XR devices [38], [39]. Aol models are presented in
[L3], [L6], [40], [41], where assumptions are made on packet
processing policies and wireless networks, but they cannot be
applied to XR applications that receive the information either
directly from sensors or from an edge server. Lastly, Aol is used
to optimize the overall performance in several research works
[42]-[44], which also cannot be applied to general XR scenarios
due to the lack of scalability. This paper presents a novel Aol
model which addresses all the aforementioned research issues.

III. OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED XR PERFORMANCE
ANALYSIS MODELING FRAMEWORK

XR applications are diverse in operation and scope. Ranging
from virtual reality games to futuristic infotainment systems
in autonomous vehicles, XR applications can have different
pipelines and features of operation. Therefore, it is difficult to
devise a general performance analysis model for XR. To tackle
this challenge, the operation and pipeline of the application
need to be understood in detail first. This knowledge of the
pipeline can further lead to the analysis modeling. Our proposed
XR performance analysis framework provides a guideline for

enthusiastic researchers in this domain on how to model differ-
ent performance metrics of an XR application. The performance
metrics studied in this paper are end-to-end latency, energy
consumption, and Aol. Our research shows that the following
steps are essentially helpful in designing such analysis models.

« First, the XR application pipeline, including the individual
segments, needs to be identified.

« Second, the operation of the pipeline needs to be studied.
For example, the segments operating sequentially and in
parallel need to be distinguished. Moreover, the operations
in a data buffer need to be considered in such modeling.

o Third, the factors influencing the latency and energy of
each segment need to be analyzed. For example, the
latency for frame generation depends on the frame rate,
frame resolution, data size, and the allocated computing
resource and memory bandwidth of the device. Other
segments’ details are also discussed in later sections.

« Fourth, when explicit analytical modeling form is not pos-
sible for some segments, other numerical methods, such
as regression analysis, are required to find the analytical
form. For example, the encoding and decoding latency
depends on so many factors (e.g., different configuration
parameters) that a direct analytic form is very hard to find.

« Fifth, the analytical modeling for Aol of an XR application
needs in-depth knowledge of sensors and devices involved
in the pipeline and their communication methods. The
packet arrival and service rates, propagation models, and
path loss models need to be considered if applicable.

o Finally, the models’ validation needs to be done with
appropriate data, preferably collected through experiments.
This validation enables researchers to find flaws in the
models and fix them accordingly.

XR applications have complicated pipelines since they con-
tain the attributes of AR, MR, and VR applications. In this
research, we have identified the basic components of an XR
application that can explain any other XR application with
slight modifications. For example, a multiplayer XR game can
include database sharing [45], and a vehicular application can
consider map data sharing with the cloud and other vehicles —
which are based on the example XR pipeline explained below.

To illustrate our proposed modeling framework, in this
section, we break down the entire pipeline of an XR application,
object detection, into segments that have unique functions and
responsibilities. The segments having parallel operations are
considered accordingly in the analysis modeling framework.
Fig. lll shows these individual segments and an overview of
their functions.

« Frame generation: The XR device captures a frame from
the real world using the camera sensors at a predefined rate
(i.e., frame rate). Then, the captured frame is processed
by a Bayer filter and signal processor to prepare it for the
input buffer.

o Volumetric data generation: The XR device calculates
the inertial data of the user (i.e., the person wearing the
head-mounted device (HMD) or an autonomous driving
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Figure 1. XR application pipeline for object detection.

system (ADS)). The inertial data is used in the 6 Degrees-
of-Freedom (DoF) localization, which is necessary to
understand the user’s exact location in a three-dimensional
(3D) space. Lastly, the 3D point cloud data is extracted
from the current scene the XR device is displaying. This
data is passed to the input buffer.

« External sensor information generation: In this re-
search, external sensors and devices are considered to be
involved in the XR application. The sensors or devices
generate and/or provide control information, such as the
location of an object or a person in a scene (e.g., a virtual
meeting, multiplayer games, and pedestrian location in an
ADS). This information is transmitted to the XR device
via a wireless medium and stored in the input buffer along
with the generated frame and volumetric data.

« Frame conversion: This segment is necessary for the
local inference (i.e., on-device inference with a light-
weight convolutional neural network (CNN)). The raw
frames captured in frame generation are generally in the
color format YUV, which needs to be converted to RGB
to match the input format of the CNN. Moreover, the
input tensor of the CNN has specific frame resolution
requirements which are met through scaling and cropping
in this segment. An image reader reads the frames from
the input buffer and passes them to the frame converter.

« Frame encoding: This segment is related to the remote
inference. Frame encoding compresses the size of the data
to be transmitted to an edge server by using predictions
and removing redundant features in a frame. In this
research, we consider the standard H.264 for the encoding
and decoding of the frames. The encoding quality depends
on several parameters such as the intervals of I-, P-, and
B-frames, bitrate, frame size (i.e., resolution), frame rate
(i.e., frames per second (fps)), and quantization value.

« Local inference: The XR device can detect objects using
an on-device light-weight CNN (i.e., CNN with a low
number of layers and size), which is used to calculate the
inference results without incurring a high delay and energy
consumption since the device has a limited computation
capability and battery backup. The input from frame
conversion is directly fed to the local inference, and the

output of this segment is passed to the frame renderer.
Remote inference: If the XR device decides to calcu-
late the inference results on an edge server, the remote
inference is used. In this segment, the encoded frames,
along with the volumetric data and control information, are
passed to the remote edge server via a wireless medium,
which has higher computation resources and a larger CNN
to provide more accurate and faster results. The edge
server decodes the frame and generates the inference
result. The result is then passed to the frame renderer
via the wireless medium. Note that the computation task
can also be distributed between the XR device and edge
server(s) (one or multiple servers), based on the applica-
tion’s requirement.

« Frame rendering: The volumetric data, captured frame,
and external control information are used in frame render-
ing. The captured frame is scaled and cropped as per the
display requirement of the XR device. In this segment, all
of these inputs to the frame preview are processed to be
displayed accordingly. Finally, the inference results, from
either the XR device or the edge server, are passed to the
frame renderer to display the results alongside.

+ XR cooperation: The XR device may communicate with
other cooperative or collaborative XR devices through
edge or cloud servers via a wireless medium. This scenario
is common in multi-player gaming or cooperative XR ap-
plications. In this segment, the XR device sends either the
entire scene or fragments of information to convey specific
objects’ position and alignment. Generally, this segment is
executed alongside frame rendering, hence it is dependent
on the application whether to include XR cooperation to
the end-to-end latency and energy calculation.

IV. THE END-TO-END LATENCY ANALYSIS MODEL

A. Challenges in Latency Modeling

An XR application generally has two kinds of latency: com-
putation and communication latency [20]. Due to the unique
nature and functions of each individual segment of an XR
pipeline, analyzing the latency for each of the segments can
provide a better insight into the application [21l]. However,
the latency of each component depends on several other dis-
tinct device and network parameters, which brings additional
challenges. For example, most of the computation segments
depend on the available computation resources, which cannot
be modeled simply. This is because, today’s XR devices and
edge servers are equipped with modern GPUs. Moreover, the
use of tensor processing units (TPUs) and neural processing
units (NPUs) is also on the rise. The XR application and the
OS of each device together determine which processing units
to use and at what utilization ratio.

Furthermore, research shows that the depth and size of neural
networks (NNs) have impacts on the latency [46], but the
modeling of such impact is not provided in existing works.
Exploring the relationship between NNs and the corresponding
latency is challenging since each NN is unique in nature in



terms of the interconnectivity and use of layers. These chal-
lenges are addressed and solved in the following subsection.

B. The Proposed Latency Analysis Model

Our proposed latency analysis model consists of the latency
from each segment of the XR pipeline for each generated frame.
For instance, consider the latency for the g¢-th frame, where
q €{1,2,...Q,} such that @,, is the final frame at the end of
the application. The end-to-end latency of an XR application
can be expressed as

Lgot :L?‘g + Lgol + ngt + Lgen + WlocLljtc
+ U_Jlochn + Wlocquoc + U_Jlochem (1)
+ U_Jlochr + (DIOCL(}IO + Lgoop’

where Lfgv Lvolv Le;ﬂtv Lrenv Lfcy Leny Llocv Lremy Ltry LHO?
and L, are the latency due to frame generation, volumetric
data generation, external sensor information generation, frame
rendering, frame conversion, frame encoding, local inference,
remote inference, transmission, handoff (HO), and XR cooper-
ation. The decision of local inference is denoted as wj,. and
@ioc means the remote inference task, where wy,. = {0,1} is
a binary value. Depending on the application, some segments’
latency may not need to be incorporated in this model. For
example, XR cooperation may be executed in parallel with
rendering; therefore, it might be excluded from this calculation.

Frame generation: The delay in frame generation depends
on the frame rate, frame size, allocated computation resource,
data size, and the memory bandwidth of the device, which are
denoted as n fps, Sf1, Celient, 0 £1, and Meyient, respectively. The
frame size describes the complexity of a task to be processed
by the XR device’s computation resource. The ratio of d; and
Melient Presents the delay in reading and writing the frame by
the memory of the device. Then, the frame generation latency
of the ¢-th frame is

1 5% 6t
Li, = ——+ o+ ——. @
B anS Celient Melient

The values of n s (frames/s) and sy (pixel?) are predefined
in the application, §y; (MB) depends on sfq, and Meiient
(GB/s) is a device configuration parameter.

Computation resource availability: The XR application re-
quests the OS of a device (e.g., XR device or edge server)
to allocate resources of certain processing units at a specific
utilization ratio. The OS then allocates the resource, which
cannot be expressed in an explicit analytical form -easily.
Using our collected experimental data, we express the allocated
computation resource using multiple linear regression as

Cetient =we(18.24 + 1.84f2 — 6.02f.)

3
+ (1 — we)(193.67 + 400.96 f2 — 558.29f,), ©

where the processing speeds (i.e., the clock frequency) of CPU
and GPU (GHz) are represented as f. and f, respectively. The
utilization rate of the CPU is denoted as w,, where w, € [0,1].
The GPU utilization rate is (1 — w,), which means for a task
shared by both CPU and GPU, the total resource utilization rate

will be equal to 1. The R2-value of this model is 0.87, which
shows that the regression model is a good fit for the data. Note
that this equation can also accommodate the allocation of TPU
or NPUs depending on the data availability for proper training
of the regression model.

Volumetric data generation: The latency due to volumetric
data generation depends on the computation resource availabil-
ity, data size, memory bandwidth, and the virtual scene size.
Therefore, the latency for volumetric data generation for the
g-th frame becomes

q s ol ol A

L v év
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where s,,; and d,,; are the virtual scene size (pixelz) and the
corresponding data size (MB).

External sensor information generation: Assume the ex-
ternal sensors and devices are m € {0,1,..., M}, and the
XR application requires n € {0, 1, ..., N}, updates during one
frame processing time. Denote the m-th sensor’s latency at the
n-th update as L]'}. Then the total latency for external sensor

ext"
information generation for frame ¢ becomes,

N
M
g _ mnq
L., = max g L...". ®))
m=0 1
n—

L"%7 depends on the information generation frequency of
the m-th sensor and the propagation delay between the sensor
and the XR device. Denote the distance between the m-th
sensor and the XR device at the n-th update during g-th frame
processing time as d™"¢ (m). Then L!'}? becomes

ext
mn 1 amna
Lemtq = f_m + c ) (6)
t

where f;" and c are the information generation frequency by the
m-th sensor (Hz) and the propagation speed (m/s), respectively.
We assume that there are no path loss, shadowing, or fading
effects in this propagation, which can be incorporated into the
model according to system requirements.

Frame rendering: Frame rendering delay consists of the
latency due to computation and file reading and writing. Three
types of data are queued in the input buffer: captured frame,
volumetric data, and external information, where the associ-
ated buffering delays are denoted as tl}“f !, tﬁlglf . and tl;;{ 7
respectively. Then the delay due to data buffering during the
g-th frame processing time becomes

tq

_ pbuff o gbuff | gbuff
bupp =t el Ftegr! @)

ext

Assume data buffering in the input buffer is modeled as a
stable M /M /1 queueing system. Then the buffering time of
these data in the system would be #%)\, where p is the average
service rate and )\ is the average arrival rate to the buffer with
a Poisson distribution.

Additionally, the frame conversion or encoding and the local
or remote inference take place in parallel to the rendering;
hence, they are ignored in the calculation of the rendering delay,



which contributes to the end-to-end latency, L,;. Therefore, the
total rendering latency can be expressed as

5?‘1 6?"1
L} Total =7q T + tg i
rentota Cglient mglient e (8)
q — q
+ WlothT(loc) + wlOCLtr(rem)’

where Liy(joc) and Liy(rem) are the latency for transmission of
local and remote inference results to the renderer, respectively.

Frame conversion: The latency of color conversion, scaling,
and cropping of frames depends on the computational resources
of the device. Therefore, the frame conversion latency during
frame ¢’s processing time can be written as

q q
s 1)
¢ _ _“f1 f1
Lye=—+ i — ®
client client

Frame encoding: As mentioned earlier, frame encoding de-
lay is dependent on the encoding scheme’s different parameters,
such as the intervals of I-frame and B-frame, bitrate, frame size,
frame rate, and quantization value, which are denoted here as
Nis Nby Nbitrates Sf1> Nfps> and Nguant, Tespectively. However,
the relation between the encoding latency and these parameters
is challenging to express in an explicit analytical form. Instead,
we use multiple linear regressions to find the encoding latency
at the ¢-th frame as

Lg, = (—574.36 — T.71n; + 142.61np + 53.38Npitrare + 1.435%,
5;1

q
client

+ 163.6501ps + 3.6200uant)/CHign + —

10)

We include 6%, /m{;,.,,, in this model since the frames need
to be read from the input buffer before encoding. The R2?-value
of this regression model is 0.79, which shows a good fitness
of the model.

Local inference: The local inference latency model is a
function of the computation complexity of a task, allocated
computation resources, data writing and reading delays, and the
complexity of the CNN. Hence, the local inference computation
latency for frame ¢ can be modeled as
5% %o

LY = wes
loc client q q )
Celient CCNN(ZOC) Melient

(1)

where sgo and §yp are the converted frame size and data
size, respectively. Due to the activity of the image reader,
0%9/Mien; is added in this model. The complexity of the
lightweight CNN stored on the XR device is denoted by
CoNN(loc)- Another variable wepjen: determines the portion of
the split task to the XR device, where wejient € [0, 1].

CNN model complexity in XR performance analysis: A CNN
model’s complexity depends on two parameters: the depth (the
number of layers) and the size (occupied storage space on the
device memory) of the CNN [46]], [47]]. Generally, an XR appli-
cation uses a pre-trained CNN model. Therefore, the complexity
of a CNN model is only considered for the inference tasks, not
the training. Note that this CNN complexity is exclusive to XR
applications’ latency and energy analysis. It is not applicable
to other applications. Furthermore, efficient CNN models are

equipped with depth scaling nowadays [48], which is also
addressed in this research. We use linear regression to find the
complexity of a CNN model as

Conn = 2.4540.0025donn + 0.03sen N + 0.0029d s e,
12)
where donn, ScnnN, and dgeqie are the depth, size, and depth
scaling factor of a CNN model, respectively. The R2-value
of this model is 0.844. We train the regression model with
a vast dataset of different CNN models’ latency and energy
consumption data which is later discussed in Section [VIIl
Remote inference: Remote inference in an XR application
pipeline takes care of two tasks: decoding the received frame
and running inference on the decoded frame. Therefore, the
latency due to remote inference on a single edge server for the
g-th frame can be modeled as

q

)
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+ g +Lgec ?

q
3

13)

q —
Lrem Wedge Cg : CCNN(rem)
where sy3 and df3 are encoded frame size and data size, c.
and m. are allocated computational resources and memory
bandwidth of the edge server, Conn(rem) 1S the complexity
of the large CNN model(s) running on the edge server, and
Wedge Tepresents the portion of the split task to the edge server.

Decoding is usually faster than encoding due to the straight-
forward reconstruction of videos, typically with the help of
GPUs and dedicated hardware decoders, while encoding has
to deal with many issues, such as removing redundancies
and predicting frames. Through our experiments, the decoding
delay is found to be around one-third of the encoding delay if
conducted on the same device. The percentage of the encoding
delay equal to the decoding delay is defined as the discount
rate, v, in this paper. Therefore, the decoding delay for the
same frame can be expressed as

Len * Celient 7Y
Ce '

Lgee = (14)

Using the experimental data, we derive a relation between
the computational resources of the XR device and edge server
from this equation as c. = 11.76¢jient-

Remote inference on multiple edge servers: An XR applica-
tion can split the inference task on multiple edge servers that
execute the task in parallel. Let £ be the set of edge servers
Hence, the latency due to remote inference on multiple edge
servers at frame ¢ becomes

L2

rem

5)

E e e
— q
- rglzalx [wedgeLrem} ’

where, wg, . denotes part of the inference task assigned to the
e-th edge server. Here, weijent + Zle wgdge = Wask Where
wrask €xpresses the total inference task required by the XR
application for a single frame. Each edge server’s latency, L7
at frame ¢ can be modeled according to (13).

Transmission latency: In the XR application pipeline, all
data coming from and to the edge server are transmitted via

a wireless medium. The transmission latency, therefore, is a

m



function of the data rate and propagation delay, which at frame
q can be expressed as

54 da
Lf =2+, (16)
Tw c

where 7,, and d. are available wireless resources (network
throughput in Mbps) and the distance between the edge server
and the XR device (m). Wireless path loss is not considered in
this model but can be added to the framework based on system
requirements.

Latency due to handoff (HO): In the proposed framework,
we consider an XR device leaving a wireless coverage zone
toward another with the same or different access technology,
with the mobility of the XR device modeled by the Random
walk model. The probability that an XR device moves from
one wireless coverage zone to another, P(HO), can be derived
using methods in existing papers such as [49]. In addition,
we consider a vertical HO for XR applications and find the
HO latency, lgo using a similar analysis as in [50], [51]]. The
average total HO latency during frame ¢’s processing time is

L% = lgo - P(HO). (17)

XR cooperation latency: XR cooperation takes place be-
tween the client XR device and other cooperative devices via a
wireless medium. Generally, this segment is executed in parallel
with rendering, which is why the latency due to XR cooperation
does not need to be considered in the end-to-end latency of
an XR application. However, this parallel operation is entirely
dependent upon the application’s scope. Application developers
or researchers can still use the following model to separately
evaluate an XR application’s performance during cooperation
or include this latency into the overall latency calculation if
needed. The latency due to XR cooperation is expressed as

L2 & dgoop

coop — Tg} c

(18)

where 074 and dco0p represent the data size to be transmitted
to the cooperative XR device and the distance between the two
communicating devices.

V. THE ENERGY CONSUMPTION ANALYSIS MODEL
A. Challenges in Energy Modeling

The energy consumption analysis model for XR applications
is not as straightforward as measuring the power consumption
only. Before proposing an energy model, there has to be
sufficient insight into the power consumption behavior of an
XR device during the application. For example, the power
consumption trend is not the same for all the XR devices
running the same application. To tackle this challenge, an
analysis of a huge experimental power consumption dataset is
required.

Additionally, the energy from the battery of an XR device
is not entirely used for the XR application. Electrical energy
is usually converted to thermal energy by a small percentage.
Moreover, no matter whether the XR application is running or
not, there is always a small amount of power consumption on
the XR device, known as base energy. Therefore, proposing

an accurate energy model for XR applications is a challenging
task.

B. The Proposed Energy Consumption Analysis Model

Our proposed energy consumption analysis model for an
XR device while running an XR application follows a similar
procedure to the latency model described in Section The
total energy consumption by an XR device for the ¢-th frame
can be expressed as

Egot = E}Jg + Egol + ngt + Egen + wlOCE;]"c
+ U_JlocEgn + wlocEq + wlocEgem

loc

+ U_JlocEgr + U_JlocE?{O + Egoop + Eg + Eq

base?

where Efgy Evolv Eei}t? Erenv Efcy Eenv Elocv Eremy Etrs
Eno, Ecoop, Eg, and Ep,s. represents energy consumption
by the XR device during frame generation, volumetric data
generation, external information generation, frame rendering,
frame conversion, frame encoding, local inference, remote
inference, transmission, HO, cooperation, energy converted to
thermal energy, and base energy, respectively. We can further
express as

qug Lgol Lgmt
Egot = / P}]g dt + / P:'Zol dt + / Peqwt dt
0 0 0
Lyen L}C Lgn
+ / P;Ien dt + Wioc / P}Zc dt + Wioe / Peqn dt
0 0 0

quoc Lgem
+ Wioc / PR dt + Doc / P, dt
0 0
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where Pfg, Puol, Pemt, Prena Pfc, Pena P’loc, Prem, Ptr,
Pro, and P, represents power consumed by the XR device
during frame generation, volumetric data generation, external
information generation, frame rendering, frame conversion,
frame encoding, local inference, remote inference, transmission,
HO, and XR cooperation. We find that power consumption is a
function of the computational resources allocated for the task.
The relationships between power and computational resources,
base power, and heat dissipation in an XR device are discussed
below.

Computing resource dependent power consumption:
Power consumption during an XR application in an XR device
is a function of the computational resources allocated for the
task. However, there has been no mathematical formula to
establish this relationship. As a result, we find the mean power
consumption model of an XR application based on multiple
linear regressions using our collected experimental dataset as

Prican = Wc(1885fc - 364fc2 — 2074)+
(1 — w.)(187.48f, — 135.112 — 62.197).

Pycan 1s a function of both CPU and GPU resource utiliza-
tion. The R2-value of this model in is 0.863. Interested

ey



researchers can extend this relation to accommodate TPU and
NPU resources as well.

Base power in an XR device: The base power is defined
as the small portion of the total power consumption that is
always consumed during an XR application due to the minimal
background activities and leakage current in the device. The
minimal background activities are run by the OS itself, such as
the system clock, display, and connectivity functions. Moreover,
the leakage current is a semiconductor property that flows
even if the XR device is idle. These background activities and
the leakage current gives rise to a small amount of energy
consumption throughout an XR application, which is denoted
as Eyqse in this paper.

Heat dissipation: Heat dissipation in an XR device causes
serious discomfort among the users. This heat is generated by
the CPU, GPU, and battery of an XR device. A small portion of
the total energy consumption is converted into thermal energy
and consequently dissipates heat, which is represented by Fjy

in (I9) and @0).
VI. THE AGE-OF-INFORMATION (AOI) ANALYSIS MODEL

A. Challenges in Aol Modeling

In the XR application scenario presented in Fig. [1, the XR
device is connected to a number of external sensors and devices
that provide the XR device with control and environmental
information, as well as scene and other data for cooperative XR.
These sensors and devices are heterogeneous in characteristics,
i.e., different information generation frequencies, different ar-
rival rates to the input buffer, and different service rates by
the buffer for each of the information packets. This makes
mathematical modeling of Aol difficult.

B. The Proposed Aol Analysis Model

In this research, a sample scenario is provided in Fig. 2]
where three sensors are generating and transmitting informa-
tion. At time ¢ = 0, the sensors start generating the information.
However, the information generation by all the sensors is not
finished at the same time, ¢ = 1. This can happen due to
different information generation frequencies of different sensors
and devices. This frequency of the m-th sensor or device is
denoted by f/", where m € M and M is the set of external
sensors and devices connected to the XR device. Note that the
packet length is the same for all the sensors in this scenario.

|:|Sens0r 3 information

Sensor 2 information
Wireless
propagation delay

A3

S ‘

Sensor | information

L[l

ervice

Service queue in the input buffer
f M rate

Arrival rate

N\

] t
th 6 b

Time to generate information

Figure 2. External sensor information generation, transmission, and service
process for XR.

Average service time and Aol: The information packets
arrive at the input buffer with different arrival rates, A\, due
to differences in f;. If the service rate at the buffer is u,
considering an M /M/1 stable system, the average time spent
in the buffer by each information packet is

— 1
T=—-.

(22)
The information packets /éxperience propagation delay
through the wireless medium, as well. Therefore, the Aol (in
seconds) for the m-th sensor at the g-th frame is
dd — n
$mna — mna 4 <7m + T> ~ Tre,. (23)
where d,,, is the distance between the m-th sensor and the XR
device, c is the propagation speed, 7™ is the generation time
of the information originated by the sensor for the n-th cycle of
information generation, and 7%, is the time requested by the
XR device to generate information for the n-th cycle. We do
not consider the wireless resources (i.e., bandwidth and TCP
throughput) in this case since the control information packets
are very small. Now, the average Aol of the m-th sensor at
frame ¢’s processing time is

A™M4 = l i tmnq7
N n=1

Relevance-of-Information (Rol): We introduce a new met-
ric for XR applications in this section, which is Relevance-
of-Information (Rol). Rol (no unit) is defined as the ratio
of information generation frequency by an external sensor or
device to the information generation frequency required by an
XR application to avoid having out-of-date information in a
frame. If RoI> 1, then the information can be considered as
fresh. The frequency of information processed by the XR device
from the m-th sensor is

(24)

.- 1
=T (25)
The required information generation frequency is fg, =

N/L] ., where N is the total number of information updates
during the total processing time of frame ¢. Then Rol can be
expressed as B
i
m

req

VII. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND METHODOLOGY

Rol = (26)

We implement an XR application on the devices with diverse
hardware configurations listed in Table [l For energy measure-
ment, an external tool named “Monsoon Power Monitor” is
used that provides power to XR devices with a data sampling
rate of once at every 0.2 ms. Due to the delicate input power
terminal design in these devices, the power measurement be-
comes challenging. Applying a heat gun and soldering process
with careful investigation of the power terminals mitigates
this problem. All the experiments are carried out in similar
environmental conditions to make the experiments controllable
and repeatable. A simple configuration of the testbed used in
this research is illustrated in Fig. B



Table T
BRIEF SPECIFICATIONS OF THE XR AND EDGE DEVICES USED IN THE EXPERIMENTS

Denotation Model System-on- CPU GPU RAM oS Wi-Fi Release
Chip Date
XR 1 Huawei Kirin 9000  8-core (1x3.13GHz A77 Mali G78 8GB Android 10 802.11 October,
Mate 40 Pro (5 nm) 3x2.54GHz A77 LPDDRS5 a/b/g/nfac/fax 2020
4x2.05GHz A55)
XR 2 OnePlus  Snapdragon 8-core (1x2.84GHz Adreno 650 8GB Android 10 802.11 April,
8 Pro 865 (7 nm) 3x2.42GHz LPDDRS5 a/b/g/nfac/fax 2020
4x1.8GHz Kryo 585)
XR 3 Motorola Helio P70 8-core (4x2.0GHz A73 Mali G72 4GB Android 9 802.11 October,
One Macro (12 nm) 4x2.0GHz A53) LPDDR4X b/g/n 2019
XR 4 Xiaomi Snapdragon  8-core (4x2GHz Gold Adreno 610 4GB Android 10 802.11 August,
Redmi Note8 665 (11nm) 4x1.8GHz Silver) Kryo260 LPDDR4X a/b/g/n/ac 2020
XR 5 Google Glass Snapdragon 8-Core Kryo Adreno 615 3GB Android 802.11 May,
Enterprise XR1 (2%x2.52GHz, LPDDR4 8.1 a/g/b/n/ac 2019
Edition 2 6x1.7GHz)
XR 6 Meta Snapdragon 8-core Adreno 650 6GB Oculus OS 802.11 October,
Quest 2 XR2 Kryo 585 LPDDRS a/g/b/n/ac/ax 2020
External Nvidia Tegra 2-Core NVIDIA Denver2 256-core 8GB Ubuntu 18.04 - March,
& XR 7 Jetson TX2 4-Core A57 MPCore NVIDIA Pascal LPDDR4 2017
Edge Nvidia Tegra 8-core 512-core 32GB  Ubuntu 18.04 - October,
server Jetson AGX ARM v8.2 Volta GPU with LPDDR4X LTS aarch64 2018
Xavier Tensor Cores
AR device VR device Edge server Regression model training: After conducting experiments,
(smartphone) (Quest2) (Nvidia Jetson) we collect a huge dataset for the design and evaluation of our
proposed XR performance analysis modeling framework. To

WiFi Router

Figure 3. A snippet of the experimental testbed used in this research.

D Power monitor D Test Data
. i v

We use 11 CNN models with distinct architectures in this
research that are listed in Table [Il A LinkSys dual-band router
(2.4 GHz and 5 GHz) is used as the wireless medium, which
connects the XR devices, external sensors, and the server via
Wi-Fi. For the remote inference, we use YOLOv3 and YOLOv7
in the edge server. The 2017 COCO test dataset is used for
testing the XR application for both local and remote inferences.

Table 11
CNNS USED IN THIS RESEARCH

CNN Model depth Storage GPU
(no. of layers) | space (MB) | support

MobileNetvl_240 Float 31 16.9 Yes
MobileNetv1_240 Quant 31 4.3
MobileNetv2_300 Float 99 24.2 Yes
MobileNetv2_300 Quant 112 6.9
MobileNetv2_640 Float 155 12.3 Yes
MobileNetv2_640 Quant 167 4.5
EfficientNet Float 62 18.6 Yes
EfficientNet Quant 65 5.4
NasNet Float 663 21.4 Yes
YoLoV3 106 210 Yes
YoLoV7 Scaling (1.5) 142.8 Yes

design and evaluate the framework, we use datasets containing
119,465 and 36, 083 data, respectively. The regression models
are trained with the data collected from devices XR1, XR3,
XRS5, and XR6, and tested with the data collected from XR2,
XR4, and XR7. Training and testing with separate datasets
help evaluate the models’ performance. All the regression-
based models used in this research are generated using a 95%
confidence boundary.

VIII. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

We evaluate our proposed XR performance analysis model’s
performance compared to the test dataset collected during
experiments, which are considered “Ground Truth (GT)” in
this paper. First, we present the performance evaluation of our
proposed model for end-to-end latency and energy consumption
of the XR pipeline. Then we evaluate the Aol model’s perfor-
mance based on an emulated experiment. Finally, we compare
the end-to-end latency and energy consumption analysis in
different conditions by the proposed model with several state-
of-the-art analysis models. We evaluate the proposed models’
performances for each individual segment of the XR applica-
tion’s pipeline considered in this research. However, due to
space constraints, we discuss some of the major evaluation
results in this section.

A. End-to-End Latency Validation

We compare the end-to-end latency of the XR application
calculated by our proposed analytical model with the ground
truth for both local (Fig.[d(a)) and remote inference (Fig. @(b)).
In remote inference, device mobility is not considered.

Insights: A mean error of 2.74% and 3.23% in local and
remote inference latency calculation is observed as compared
to the ground truth, which means the proposed model is
very accurate in calculating the end-to-end latency for XR
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Figure 4. Evaluation of the proposed XR performance analysis models: analys(ls of end-to-end latency for (a) local and (b) remote execution, end-to-end energy
consumption for (c) local and (d) remote execution, Aol at different (e) information generation frequency and (f) Rol for info. gen. frequency of 100 Hz.

applications. We find that the more diverse the training dataset
for regression is, the more accurate the model can be.

B. End-to-End Energy Consumption Validation

The comparison of end-to-end energy consumption of the XR
service obtained from the proposed model and ground truth is
shown in Figs. and for local and remote inference,
respectively.

Insights: The mean errors for local and remote inference
energy calculation are 3.52% and 5.38%, respectively, as com-
pared to the ground truth. This error percentage can be reduced
by improving the regression model’s performance of the power
consumption model.

C. Age-of-Information Validation

A sample Aol scenario is emulated where three sensors
have a rate of information generation of 1 every 5, 10, and
15 ms (200 Hz, 100 Hz, and 66.67 Hz), respectively. The
XR application has a requirement of 1 information update
every 5 ms. From Fig. an increase in Aol is observed
when the rate of generating information gets lower (i.e., the
larger value of frequency). The reason behind this increase
is the increase in the delay between information request and
information generation at every update cycle (e.g., the sensor
generating information at the 67 Hz frequency is transmitting
the first information when the third update is required). This
incident is explained in detail in Fig. where the sensor with
a 100 Hz information generation frequency has incremental Aol
at every XR information update period. The corresponding Rol
is also shown in the figure.

Insights: To maintain a proper Aol, sensors should follow
the Rol and use a necessary frequency of information genera-
tion.

D. Comparison of Model Performance

We compare the latency and energy of our proposed model
with two existing analytical models: FACT [20] and LEAF
[21]]. The reason behind considering these two models is that
these are the most comprehensive and accurate state-of-the-
art analytical models presented by researchers so far for
augmented reality applications — a subset of XR applications.
No other existing models provide better insights into such
applications. Therefore, these two models are the best candi-
dates for comparison with our proposed performance analysis
framework.

o FACT [20]: FACT proposes to include computation, core
network, and wireless latency into the overall service
latency model of an edge-assisted AR application. The
respective energy model can be found by following each
component of the service latency. However, FACT presents
the computation latency as a function of the computation
complexity and available computation resources, which
are formulated without considering different processing
sources, data size, and the memory of the device, but they
are taken into account in this research.

LEAF [21]]: LEAF overcomes several limitations of FACT
by breaking down the entire pipeline of an edge-AR appli-
cation and considering each segment’s latency separately.
However, it still suffers from the simplicity in formulating
the computation latency and energy as FACT does. Our
proposed framework presents a comprehensive way to
model XR latency and energy consumption to achieve
more accurate performance results.

The performance comparisons for end-to-end latency and
energy consumption using remote inference are shown in Figs.
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Figure 5. Comparison of (a) end-to-end latency and (b) end-to-end energy
consumption for remote inference obtained from GT and analytical models
with FACT [20] and LEAF [21] in terms of normalized accuracy.

and in terms of normalized accuracy, where the
normalized accuracy of GT is 100%. Our proposed analytical
model performs with higher accuracy than FACT and LEAF
in latency calculation by 17.59% and 7.49%, and in energy
calculation by 15.30% and 8.71%, respectively.

Insights: Our proposed XR performance modeling frame-
work achieves this superior performance due to the considera-
tion of the complex models of computation resource, encoding,
and transmission, and the relation between the computation
resource of the XR device and edge server.

IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a novel modeling framework for
performance analysis of XR applications in edge-assisted wire-
less networks. Our proposed framework consists of analytical
methods to evaluate the performance of individual segments
of an XR pipeline in terms of end-to-end latency, energy
consumption, and Aol. In wireless networks, the mobility of XR
devices causes unique transmission and HO delays. Moreover,
information from heterogeneous sensors and devices sent to
the XR device produces an additional load on the buffer,
introducing delays in the overall latency and an increase in
energy consumption. In addition, external sensors and devices
generate information at their own frequencies, which may cause
improper arrival of information packets in the XR pipeline.
Our proposed model becomes comprehensive by taking all
these details into account, which have not been considered
in existing work. Finally, we validated the proposed analytical
model against ground truth and compared it with state-of-the-art
models. The evaluation shows that our proposed performance
analysis modeling framework for XR applications effectively
captures and incorporates the important determining factors
affecting the end-to-end latency, energy consumption, and Aol,
and thus performs better than the compared models with high
accuracy.

REFERENCES

[1] 1. F. Akyildiz and H. Guo, “Wireless communication research challenges
for extended reality (XR),” ITU Journal on Future and Evolving Tech-
nologies, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1-15, September 2022.

[2] H. Wang, B. Kim, J. Xie, and Z. Han, “Energy drain of the object detec-
tion processing pipeline for mobile devices: analysis and implications,”
IEEE Transactions on Green Communications and Networking, vol. 5,
no. 1, pp. 41-60, March 2021.

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

T. Theodoropoulos, A. Makris, A. Boudi, T. Taleb, U. Herzog, L. Rosa,
L. Cordeiro, K. Tserpes, E. Spatafora, A. Romussi, E. Zschau, M. Ka-
marianakis, A. Protopsaltis, G. Papagiannakis, and P. Dazzi, “Cloud-based
XR services: A survey on relevant challenges and enabling technologies,”
Journal of Networking and Network Applications, vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 1-22,
February 2022.

A. Mallik and J. Xie, “H.264 video encoding-based edge-assisted mobile
AR systems: Network and energy issues,” in Proceedings of IEEE
International Conference on Communications (ICC), Seoul, South Korea,
2022, pp. 1046-1051.

H. Wang, B. Kim, J. Xie, and Z. Han, “How is energy consumed in
smartphone deep learning apps? Executing locally vs. remotely,” in Pro-
ceedings of IEEE Global Communications Conference (GLOBECOM),
Waikoloa, HI, 2019, pp. 1-6.

D. Van Huynh, S. R. Khosravirad, A. Masaracchia, O. A. Dobre, and
T. Q. Duong, “Edge intelligence-based ultra-reliable and low-latency
communications for digital twin-enabled Metaverse,” IEEE Wireless
Communications Letters, vol. 11, no. 8, pp. 1733-1737, August 2022.
S.-W. Ko, K. Han, and K. Huang, “Wireless networks for mobile edge
computing: Spatial modeling and latency analysis,” IEEE Transactions on
Wireless Communications, vol. 17, no. 8, pp. 5225-5240, August 2018.
H. Wang and J. Xie, “You can enjoy augmented reality while run-
ning around: An edge-based mobile AR system,” in Proceedings of
ACM/IEEE Symposium on Edge Computing (SEC), San Jose, CA, 2021,
pp. 381-385.

M. M. 1. Rajib and A. Nasipuri, “Predictive retransmissions for inter-
mittently connected sensor networks with transmission diversity,” ACM
Transactions on Embedded Computing Systems (TECS), vol. 17, no. 1,
pp. 1-25, September 2017.

Y. Li and S. Wang, “An energy-aware edge server placement algorithm in
mobile edge computing,” in Proceedings of IEEE International Confer-
ence on Edge Computing (EDGE), San Francisco, CA, 2018, pp. 66-73.
K. Apicharttrisorn, X. Ran, J. Chen, S. V. Krishnamurthy, and A.
K. Roy-Chowdhury, “Frugal following: Power thrifty object detection
and tracking for mobile augmented reality,” in Proceedings of ACM
Conference on Embedded Networked Sensor Systems (SenSys), New
York, NY, 2019, pp. 96-109.

Y. Leng, C.-C. Chen, Q. Sun, J. Huang, and Y. Zhu, “Energy-efficient
video processing for virtual reality,” in Proceedings of IEEE/ACM In-
ternational Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), Phoenix, AZ,
2019, pp. 91-103.

C. Xu, Q. Xu, J. Wang, K. Wu, K. Lu, and C. Qiao, “Aol-centric task
scheduling for autonomous driving systems,” in Proceedings of IEEE
Conference on Computer Communications (INFOCOM), London, United
Kingdom, 2022, pp. 1019-1028.

I. F. Akyildiz and H. Guo, “Wireless extended reality (XR): Challenges
and new research directions,” ITU Journal on Future and Evolving
Technologies, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 1-15, 2022.

W. Nasrin and J. Xie, “SharedMEC: Sharing clouds to support user
mobility in mobile edge computing,” in Proceedings of IEEE International
Conference on Communications (ICC), Kansas City, MO, 2018, pp. 1-6.
Q. Kuang, J. Gong, X. Chen, and X. Ma, “Age-of-Information for
computation-intensive messages in mobile edge computing,” in Proceed-
ings of IEEE International Conference on Wireless Communications and
Signal Processing (WCSP), Xi’an, China, 2019, pp. 1-6.

H. Wang, B. Kim, J. Xie, and Z. Han, “E-auto: A communication
scheme for connected vehicles with edge-assisted autonomous driving,”
in Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Communications
(ICC), Shanghai, China, 2019, pp. 1-6.

S. Huang, T. Han, and J. Xie, “A smart-decision system for realtime
mobile AR applications,” in Proceedings of IEEE Global Communications
Conference (GLOBECOM), Waikoloa, HI, 2019, pp. 1-6.

S. Lee, K. Sriram, K. Kim, Y. H. Kim, and N. Golmie, “Vertical handoff
decision algorithms for providing optimized performance in heteroge-
neous wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology,
vol. 58, no. 2, pp. 865-881, February 2008.

Q. Liu, S. Huang, J. Opadere, and T. Han, “An edge network orchestrator
for mobile augmented reality,” in Proceedings of IEEE Conference on
Computer Communications (INFOCOM), Honolulu, HI, 2018, pp. 756—
764.

H. Wang, B. Kim, J. Xie, and Z. Han, “LEAF + AIO: Edge-assisted
energy-aware object detection for mobile augmented reality,” IEEE Trans-



[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

actions on Mobile Computing, vol. 22, no. 10, pp. 5933-5948, October
2023.

M. Liubogoshchev, K. Ragimova, A. Lyakhov, S. Tang, and E. Khorov,
“Adaptive cloud-based extended reality: Modeling and optimization,”
IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 35 287-35 299, 2021.

P. Caricato, L. Colizzi, M. G. Gnoni, A. Grieco, A. Guerrieri, and A.
Lanzilotto, “Augmented reality applications in manufacturing: A multi-
criteria decision model for performance analysis,” IFAC Proceedings
Volumes, vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 754-759, 2014.

J. Chen, F. Qian, and B. Li, “Enhancing Quality of Experience for col-
laborative virtual reality with commodity mobile devices,” in Proceedings
of IEEE International Conference on Distributed Computing Systems
(ICDCS), Bologna, Italy, 2022, pp. 1018-1028.

M. Huzaifa, R. Desai, S. Grayson, X. Jiang, Y. Jing, J. Lee, F. Lu, Y.
Pang, J. Ravichandran, F. Sinclair, B. Tian, H. Yuan, J. Zhang, and S. V.
Adve, “ILLIXR: Enabling end-to-end extended reality research,” in Pro-
ceedings of IEEE International Symposium on Workload Characterization
(IISWC), Storrs, CT, 2021, pp. 24-38.

S. Sendari, A. Firmansah, and Aripriharta, “Performance analysis of
augmented reality based on Vuforia using 3D marker detection,” in
Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Vocational Education
and Training (ICOVET), Malang, Indonesia, 2020, pp. 294-298.

D. A. Reed, K. A. Shields, W. H. Scullin, L. F. Tavera, and C. L.
Elford, “Virtual reality and parallel systems performance analysis,” IEEE
Computer, vol. 28, no. 11, pp. 57-67, November 1995.

M. S. Elbamby, C. Perfecto, C.-F. Liu, J. Park, S. Samarakoon, X. Chen,
and M. Bennis, “Wireless edge computing with latency and reliability
guarantees,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 107, no. 8, pp. 1717-1737,
August 2019.

N. T. Hoa, L. V. Huy, B. D. Son, N. C. Luong, and D. Niyato,
“Dynamic offloading for edge computing-assisted Metaverse systems,”
IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 27, no. 7, pp. 1749-1753, July 2023.
Y. Mao, J. Zhang, and K. B. Letaief, “Joint task offloading scheduling and
transmit power allocation for mobile-edge computing systems,” in Pro-
ceedings of IEEE Wireless Communications and Networking Conference
(WCNC), San Francisco, CA, 2017, pp. 1-6.

T. Braud, Z. Pengyuan, J. Kangasharju, and H. Pan, “Multipath compu-
tation offloading for mobile augmented reality,” in Proceedings of IEEE
International Conference on Pervasive Computing and Communications
(PerCom), Austin, TX, 2020, pp. 1-10.

Q. Wang, M. Hempstead, and W. Yang, “A realistic power consumption
model for wireless sensor network devices,” in Proceedings of IEEE
Communications Society on Sensor and Ad Hoc Communications and
Networks (SECON), vol. 1, Reston, VA, 2006, pp. 286-295.

A. Jano, P. Alejandre Garana, F. Mehmeti, C. Mas-Machuca, and W.
Kellerer, “Modeling of IoT devices energy consumption in 5G networks,”
in Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Communications
(ICC), Rome, Italy, 2023, pp. 5891-5896.

G. Tang, K. Wu, D. Guo, Y. Wang, and H. Wang, “Alleviating low-battery
anxiety of mobile users via low-power video streaming,” in Proceedings
of IEEE International Conference on Distributed Computing Systems
(ICDCS), Singapore, 2020, pp. 998-1008.

B. Trinh and G.-M. Muntean, “A deep reinforcement learning-based
offloading scheme for multi-access edge computing-supported extended
reality systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 72,
no. 1, pp. 1254-1264, January 2022.

X. Chen, A. Jindal, N. Ding, Y. C. Hu, M. Gupta, and R. Vannithamby,
“Smartphone background activities in the wild: Origin, energy drain,
and optimization,” in Proceedings of ACM International Conference on
Mobile Computing and Networking (MobiCom), Paris, France, 2015, pp.
40-52.

S. Aggarwal, M. Ghoshal, P. Banerjee, D. Koutsonikolas, and J. Widmer,
“802.11 ad in smartphones: energy efficiency, spatial reuse, and impact
on applications,” in Proceedings of IEEE Conference on Computer
Communications (INFOCOM), Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada,
2021, pp. 1-10.

J. Cao, X. Zhu, S. Sun, Z. Wei, Y. Jiang, J. Wang, and V. K. Lau, “Toward
industrial Metaverse: Age of Information, latency and reliability of short-
packet transmission in 6G,” IEEE Wireless Communications, vol. 30, no.
2, pp. 40-47, April 2023.

A. Mallik, D. Chen, K. Han, J. Xie, and Z. Han, “Unleashing the
true power of Age-of-Information: Service aggregation in connected and

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

(471

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

autonomous vehicles,” in Proceedings of IEEE International Conference
on Communications (ICC), Denver, CO, 2024, pp. 1-6.

Q. Chen, S. Guo, W. Xu, Z. Cai, L. Cheng, and H. Gao, “Aol minimiza-
tion charging at wireless-powered network edge,” in Proceedings of IEEE
International Conference on Distributed Computing Systems (ICDCS),
Bologna, Italy, 2022, pp. 713-723.

F. Chiariotti, O. Vikhrova, B. Soret, and P. Popovski, “Peak Age of
Information distribution for edge computing with wireless links,” IEEE
Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 5, pp. 3176-3191, May
2021.

M. Chen, Y. Xiao, Q. Li, and K.-C. Chen, “Minimizing Age-of-
Information for fog computing-supported vehicular networks with deep
Q-learning,” in Proceedings of IEEE International Conference on Com-
munications (ICC), Dublin, Ireland, 2020, pp. 1-6.

A. Muhammad, I. Sorkhoh, M. Samir, D. Ebrahimi, and C. Assi,
“Minimizing Age of Information in multiaccess-edge-computing-assisted
IoT networks,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 15, pp. 13
052-13 066, August 2021.

X. Zhang, H. Wang, W. Feng, and S. Lin, “Vehicle environment awareness
based messages transmission frequency optimization in C-V2X,” IEEE
Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 12, no. 7, pp. 1116-1119, July
2023.

S. Huh, S. Muralidharan, H. Ko, and B. Yoo, “XR collaboration architec-
ture based on decentralized web,” in Proceedings of ACM International
Conference on 3D Web Technology (Web3D), Los Angeles, CA, 2019,
pp. 1-9.

A. Mallik, H. Wang, J. Xie, D. Chen, and K. Han, “EPAM: A Predictive
Energy Model for Mobile AL’ in Proceedings of IEEE International
Conference on Communications (ICC), Rome, Italy, 2023, pp. 954-959.
X. Tu, A. Mallik, D. Chen, K. Han, O. Altintas, H. Wang, and J. Xie,
“Unveiling energy efficiency in deep learning: Measurement, prediction,
and scoring across edge devices,” in Proceedings of ACM/IEEE Sympo-
sium on Edge Computing (SEC), Wilmington, DE, 2023, pp. 80-93.
C.-Y. Wang, A. Bochkovskiy, and H.-Y. M. Liao, “YOLOvV7: Trainable
bag-of-freebies sets new state-of-the-art for real-time object detectors,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and
Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Vancouver, British Columbia, Canada,
2023, pp. 7464-7475.

D. Kim, S. Song, J. Lee, W. Cui, W. Choi, and S. An, “Dynamic location
management scheme for location registers in wireless ATM networks,”
Electronics Letters, vol. 36, no. 19, pp. 16501651, September 2000.

J. Xie, 1. Howitt, and I. Shibeika, “IEEE 802.11-based mobile IP fast
handoff latency analysis,” in Proceedings of IEEE International Confer-
ence on Communications (ICC), Glasgow, UK, 2007, pp. 6055-6060.
V. Solouk, B. M. Ali, and K. D. Wong, “Vertical fast handoff in integrated
WLAN and UMTS networks,” in Proceedings of International Conference
on Wireless and Mobile Communications (ICWMC), Luxembourg, 2011,
pp. 59-64.



	Introduction
	Related Work
	Overview of the Proposed XR Performance Analysis Modeling Framework
	The End-to-End Latency Analysis Model
	Challenges in Latency Modeling
	The Proposed Latency Analysis Model

	The Energy Consumption Analysis Model
	Challenges in Energy Modeling
	The Proposed Energy Consumption Analysis Model

	The Age-of-Information (AoI) Analysis Model
	Challenges in AoI Modeling
	The Proposed AoI Analysis Model

	Experimental Setup and Methodology
	Performance Evaluation
	End-to-End Latency Validation
	End-to-End Energy Consumption Validation
	Age-of-Information Validation
	Comparison of Model Performance

	Conclusion
	References

