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Abstract—There is a growing interest in energy efficient or protocols (i.e., fixed relaying, selective relaying, andr@
so-called “green” wireless communication to reduce the en- mental relaying). In [5], the Alamouti space-time codingswa
ergy consumption in cellular networks. Since today's wireéss gy amined for regenerative relay networks, where the retay fi
terminals are typically equipped with multiple network access decodes its received signals from a source node and then re-
interfaces such as Bluetooth, Wi-Fi, and cellular networks this _g ] o
paper investigates user terminals Cooperating with each ber enCOdes and forWardS Its deCOded S|gnal toa destlnatlotﬂ. nOd
in transmitting their data packets to a base station (BS) by In [6], the authors studied the space-time coding in amplify
exploiting the multiple network access interfaces, refered to and-forward relay networks and proposed a distributedatine
as inter-network cooperation, to improve the energy efficiency ishersion code for the cooperative relay transmissioraeM

in cellular uplink transmission. Given target outage probability " fi h b loited i .
and data rate requirements, we develop a closed-form exprepn  '€CENUY, USET cooperation has been exploiled in emerging

of energy efficiency in Bits-per-Joule for the inter-netwok COgnitive radio networks with various cooperative relayin
cooperation by taking into account the path loss, fading, ad protocols for spectrum sensing and cognitive transmisdioh

thermal noise effects. Numerical results show that when the [8]. It is worth noting that the aforementioned intra-netko

cooperating users move towards to each other, the proposedter- ,qar cogperation typically operates with a single network
network cooperation significantly improves the energy effiency access interface

as compared with the traditional non-cooperation and intra i i .
network cooperation. This implies that given a certain amout of In today’s wireless networks, a user terminal (e.g., smart
bits to be transmitted, the inter-network cooperation requires less phone) is typically equipped with multiple network access

energy than the traditional non-cooperation and intra-nework  interfaces to support both short-range communicationé\ga
cooperation, showing the energy saving benefit of inter-natork Bluetooth and Wi-Fi) and long-range communication (via e.g

cooperation. . ° . L
Index Terms—Energy efficiency, network cooperation, cellular cellular networks) [9], with different radio characteiist in

network, outage probability, green communication. terms of coverage area and energy consumption. Specifically
the short-range networks provide local-area coveragelaith

energy consumption, whereas cellular networks offer wider
coverage with higher energy consumption. This implies that
In wireless communication, path loss and fading are twdifferent radio access networks complement each other in
major issues to be addressed in order to improve the qudlityterms of the network coverage and energy consumption. In
service (QoS) of various applications (voice, data, muétiia, order to take advantages of different existing radio access
etc.) [1]. Typically, the channel path loss and fading anmgetworks, it is of high practical interest to exploit the tiple
determined by many factors including the terrain environimenetwork access interfaces assisted user cooperationgderm
(urban or rural), electromagnetic wave frequency, diganinter-network cooperation. In this paper, we study therinte
between the transmitter and receiver, antenna height, andngtwork cooperation to improve energy efficiency of the
on. In the case of large path loss and deep fading, masellular uplink transmission with the assistance of a short
transmit power is generally required to maintain a targeinge communication network.
QoS requirement. For example, in cellular networks, a userThe main contributions of this paper are summarized as
terminal at the edge of its associated cell significantlyirdra follows. First, we present an inter-network cooperatianfe-
its battery energy much faster than that located at the celbrk in a heterogeneous environment consisting of differen
center. Therefore, it is practically important to study rgye radio access networks (e.g., a short-range communication
efficient or so-called green wireless communication to cedunetwork and a cellular network). Then, we examine distedut
the energy consumption in cellular networks, especially fepace-time coding technigues for the proposed scheme and
cell-edge users [2], [3]. conduct the energy efficiency analysis with target outage
User cooperation has been recognized as an effective mearabability and data rate constraints by taking into act e
to achieve spatial diversity and improve wireless transiois path loss, fading, and thermal noise effects. For the perpos
performance. In [4], the authors studied cooperative usersof comparison, we also examine the energy efficiency of two
relaying each other’'s transmission to a common destinatibenchmark schemes, including the traditional non-codjmera
and examined the outage performance of various relayiagd existing intra-network cooperation (i.e., the usemteals
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cooperate via a common cellular network interface) [5], and
show the advantage of proposed inter-network cooperation i
terms of energy saving.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
Il describes the system model and presents the traditional
non-cooperation, intra-network cooperation and intemwnek
cooperation schemes. Next, we conduct the energy efficiency A — cellular link
analysis with target outage probability and data rate requi Bas(e;;")“o”
ments in Section lll, followed by Section IV where numerical
energy efficiency results are provided. Finally, we makeeom
concluding remarks in Section V.

cellular

hort-
short-range network

network

— ——» short-range link

Fig. 1. A cellular network consists of a base station (BS) amd user
terminals that are equipped with multiple radio accesgfetes (i.e., a short-
II. CELLULAR UPLINK TRANSMISSIONBASED ON range communication interface and a cellular access aue)f

NETWORK COOPERATION

[—1/2——ft—— 12— jt——1/2——rlt——1/2——»]
In this section, we first present the system model of a
heterogeneous network environment, where user terminals (. A by ay by
assumed to have multiple radio access interfaces including
a short-range communication interface and a cellular acces [« timeslotk1) B time slot ())—————

interface. Then, we propose the inter-network cooperaticg_n - |  the traditional ot "

. . . ig. 2. ime slot structure of the traditional non-coopieratfor cellular
Scheme by explo!tlng the short-range network to assistleell uplink transmissions from U1 and U2 to BS employing time sl multiple
uplink transmissions as well as two baseline schemes tQtess (TDMA), wheref. and B. are the cellular carrier frequency and

comparison_ spectrum bandwidth, respectively.

A. System Model o ) N
_ cellular spectrum utilization as compared with the traditil
Fig. 1 shows the system model of a heterogeneous netwgik5-network cooperation.

consisting of a base station (BS) and two user terminals|y Fig. 1, a short-range network is considered to assist the
as denoted by Ul and U2, each equipped with a shogl|jylar transmissions from U1 and U2 to BS. At present,
range communication interface and a cellular access aterf {nere are two main short-range communication networks, i.e
The two users are assumed to cooperate with each othegjletooth and Wi-Fi, which typically operate 2t GHz/5GHz
transmitting to the BS. Since U1 and U2 are equipped wifio], [11]. However, cellular networks generally operate a
a short-range communication interface (e.g., Bluetodtigy 9ooMHz/1800MHz Thus, we consider a general channel
are able to establish a short-range cooperative networsieta ,qgel [1] that incorporates the radio frequency, path loss

their cellular uplink transmissions and improve the overalnq fading effects in characterizing wireless transmissio
energy efficiency. To be specific, we first allow U1 and U2 to
GTIGRI|h|21

communicate with each other and exchange their uplink d&ath types of networks aBr, = Pr, Tnd

packets through the short-range network. Once Ul and WRere Py, is the received powerP;, is the transmitted
obtain each other's data packets, they can employ distttbuower, ) is the carrier wavelengthd is the transmission
space-time coding to transmit their data packets to BS Bytance, Gy, is the transmit antenna gairGp, is the
sharing their antennas. Note that the proposed schemewrsesrkceive antenna gain, aridis the channel fading coefficient.
different networks (i.e., a short-range network and a &&llu Throughout this paper, we consider a Rayleigh fading model
network), which is thus termed inter-network cooperatiod a tg characterize the channel fading, i.&.}2 is modeled as an
differs from traditional user cooperation schemes [4]4§t exponential random variable with meaf). Also, all receivers
operate in a homogeneous network environment with 0Bge assumed with the circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
single radio access interface. Under the cellular netwetls (CSCG) distributed thermal noise with zero mean and noise
the traditional user cooperation requires a user termioal VJarianceo2. As reported in [1], the noise variance is
transmit its signal over a cellular spectrum band to itsmEart modeled a2 = x7'B, wherex is the Boltzmann constant,
that then forwards the received signal to BS. This comes Atjs the system temperature, afis the channel bandwidth.
the cost of low cellular spectrum utilization efficiencyns® penoting Ny = 7 (called noise power spectral density)

two orthogonal channels are required to complete one pack@ll considering room temperatufe= 290K, we can easily
transmission from a user terminal to BS via its partner. Igbtain N, = —174dBnVHz

contrast, the inter-network cooperation allows a user iteatm - )

to transmit its signal to its partner using a short-rangevogt  B- Traditional Non-Cooperation

(e.g., Bluetooth) over an industrial, scientific and meldica First, consider the traditional non-cooperation as a lizsel
(ISM) band, instead of using a cellular band. This thus saves comparison. Without loss of generality, lef, and by
cellular spectrum resources and can significantly imprbee tdenote transmit signals of U1 and U2, respectively, in tifoe s



l——12—mla— 12— |a— 12— »f— 12— . . .
1 = 1z 12 short-range communication is the same as that for the aellul
B(f) a b . b, transmission, the received SNR at U2 from U1 is given by
2
P A
NC = L2 (22 ) Gy Gualhie|? 3
* * - Uu1Gyu2|iti2
Akt -by [ b M2 NoBs (47Td12) | | ’ ( )
B (o) . |or | by . |or | a by ] ‘ .
bir  ag. b ay where the superscrip C stands for ‘network cooperation’,
e meslot(h-1)— wla—timeslot (k As = c¢/fs is the carrier wavelength of the short-range

communicationd;, is the transmission distance from Ul to
Fig. 3. Time slot structure of the proposed inter-networkpmration scheme U2, andhq, is the fading coefficient of the channel from Ul

for cellular uplink transmissions from U1 and U2 to BS, whéteand Bs are 19 U2. Also. the received SNR at U1 from U2 can be written
the carrier frequency and spectrum bandwidth of a shogg@ommunication ’

network, andf. and B. are the cellular carrier frequency and spectrurﬁls P A 2
bandwidth, respectively. NC _ 2,s s Grr1Grrolhot |2 4
Y21 NOBS<47rd21) v1Guzlha]”, 4)

) N whered,; is the transmission distance from U2 to U1, dnd
k. Fig. 2 shows the slot structure of the traditional schenme fg the fading coefficient of the channel from U2 to U1. For
cellular uplink transmissions based on time-division4ig- notational convenience, 16t= 1 denote the case that both U1
access (TDMA), wherg. and B.. represent the cellular carrierand U2 succeed in decoding each other's signals tard2
frequency and spectrum bandwidth, respectively. As shewndenote the other case that either U1 or U2 (or both) fails to
Fig. 2, U1 and U2 take turns in accessing the cellular spettrigecode. In the case ¢f= 1, we adopt Alamouti space-time
to transmit their signals,, and b, at data rates?; and R coding [12] for U1 and U2 in transmitting;, andby to BS in
in bits per second, respectively. Consider that U1 trarsmit time slotk over a cellular spectrum band, where the transmit
with power P; and data raté?,. Thus, the received 5|gnal-t0-power values of U1l and U2 are denoted By, and P, _,

noise ratio (SNR) at BS from U1 is given by respectively. Specifically, during the first half of time tslg
P \ 9 _Ul and U2, _respe<_:t|vely, trans_nm;g_ and by, simultaneously,
(A — ( c > Gu1Gps|hn|?, (1) i.e., the received signal at BS is given by
N()Bc 47Td1b \
where the superscrilf stands for ‘traditional’ \. = ¢/ f. is h _\/P170(47T;1b)2GU1GBSh1bak
the cellular carrier wavelengthjs the speed of light3. is the ®)
cellular spectrum bandwidthiy; is the transmission distance + \/P2,c(47_r(;2b)2GU2GBSh2bbk +na,

from Ul to BS,Gy; is the transmit antenna gain at Ul gg

is the receive antenna gain at Bg,, is the fading coefficient
of the channel from U1 to BS. Similarly, considering that U
transmitsb,, with power P, and data rateR,, we can obtain

whered;, anddsy, are the transmission distance from U1l to
BS and that from U2 to BS, respectively;, and hy, are
fading coefficients of the channel from Ul to BS and that

the received SNR at BS from U2 as from U2 to BS, respectively, and, is a circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian (CSCG) random variable with zero mean
T Py e ) 9 and noise variancd’y B.. Then, during the second half of time
720 = NUB. (4ﬁd2b) GuaGpslhal’, ) siotk, U1 and U2 transmit-b; anda}, respectively, where

denotes the conjugate operation. Thus, the signal receited

wheredsy;, is the transmission distance from U2 to BSy» BS is expressed as

is the transmit antenna gain at U2, anhg, is the fading
coefficient of the channel from U2 to BS. Yo = — \/P1 o

Ac
47Td1b

)2Gu1GBshuyby,
(6)

C. Proposed Inter-Network Cooperation

+ \/PQ,C(L)QGUQGBS}I%&Z + na,
This subsection describes the proposed inter-network-coop dmday

eration scheme for cellular uplink transmissions from Utl arwhereny is a CSCG random variable with zero mean and
U2 to BS. As shown in Fig. 3, we illustrate the time slot strud0ise varianceNoB.. From (5) and (6), BS can decodg
ture of the proposed scheme, whefteand B,, respectively, andb; separately by using Alamouti decoding algorithm. To
represent the carrier frequency and spectrum bandwidth ob@ specific, after Alamouti decoding, the same received SNR
short-range communication network. The following dettils is achieved at BS in decoding botf and by, which is given
cooperation process in transmitting andb;, from U1 and U2 by

to BS. First, we allow U1 and U2 to exchange their signals in 7{\{)0(9 =1)= 7%0(9 =1)

time slotk — 1 over the short-range communication network, P 3 2

i.e., Ul transmitsa;, to U2 with power P, ; and data rate = —1c ( ° > Gu1Gps|hi|?

Ry during the first half of slott — 1 and U2 transmit$,, to NoBe \ dmduy (7)

U1 with power P, ; and data rateR, during the second half P, Ae 2G Gl |2
of slot k& — 1. Assuming that the gain of an antenna for the NoB. \ 4rdy, ) U2 Bshay[".



In the case ob = 2, i.e., either U1 or U2 (or both) fails to A. Traditional Non-cooperation

decode the short-range transmissions, we allow Ul and U2yihout loss of generality, I6Pout and R (in bits/s) denote
to transmit their signals,, and by to BS separately over a e common target outage probability and data rate, respec-
cellular spectrum band. For example, during the first half (H(/eb’, for both users. Using (1) and assuming the optimal

time slotk, U1 transmitsa;, to BS with powerPy . and then 5,ssian codebook, the maximum achievable rate from U1 to
U2 transmits, to BS with powerP; . during the second half BS is given by

of slotk. Therefore, in the case éf= 2, the received SNRs at P \
B_S in decoding:, andb;, (from Ul and U2) are, respectively, CT = B.log,[1 + 5 119 (4 ctl: 2GuGrslhwl?].  (10)
given by 0D 4mdip

p A\ 2 As we know, an outage event occurs when the channel capacity
ANC(f =2) = L& < - ) Gu1Gpslhip|?,  (8) falls below the data rate. Note that the random variélg|

NoBe \ dmday follows an exponential distribution with mearf,. Thus, we
and can compute the outage probability for U1l’s transmission as
P (X ) Pout” = Pr(C?,
75\{)0(9 _ 2) — 2, ( ) GUQGBS|h2b|2- (9) Outl I'(Clb < Rl)
NoBe. \ 4nday, 1672 Ny B.d2, (2F1/Be — 1) (11)
=1-—exp[— 1

This completes the signal model of the inter-network coeper
ation scheme.

Plo'%bGUl GBS)\%

Given the target outage and rate requirements, Peut” =
D. Conventional Intra-Network Cooperation Pout and R, = R, we can easily compute the power con-

. . . . 2 > R/ Be_
For the purpose of comparison, this subsection presestsnption of Ul from (11) ag’ = —012625\1[‘2%:;3(;(1_%).
the conventional intra-network cooperation scheme [4], [S5Similarly, we can obtain the power consumption of U2 as
Similarly, we consider Ul and U2 that transmait and by P, — 1672 Ny B.d2, (2F/Be _1)

: _ : = —— L ——. Thus, considering the tradi-
to BS, respectively. In the conventional intra-network goo iional ngﬁb-?:géczsfgctigﬁTﬁgﬂt)otal ower consumption ofbot
eration scheme [5], U1 and U2 first exchange their sign | P ' b P

(i.e., ar, andby) between each other over cellular spectru(:'l'nPl and U2 is obtained afy = P + P, based on which a

bands, which is different from the inter-network coopemati so-called energy efficiency in Bits-per-Joule is defined as
case where the information exchanging operates in a short- R
range communication network over ISM bands. During the = Pr’
information exchange process, Ul and U2 attempt to decode _ = ) ) )
each other's signals. If both U1 and U2 successfully decod¥€ré 2 in bits/s is the target data rate requirement. Notice
the Alamouti space-time coding is used in transmitiipgand  that the energy efficiencyr is used to quantify the number
by from Ul and U2 to BS over cellular bands. Otherwiséf Pits transmitted per unit energy.

Ul and U2 transmit;, and b, to BS, separately. Note thatB. Proposed Inter-Network Cooperation

the conventional scheme requires two orthogonal phases to ] o ]
complete each packet transmission, which causes the loss dft this subsection, we present an energy efficiency analysis

one-half of cellular spectrum utilization. Thus, the camve ©f the proposed inter2—networ2k cooerration. N02tice that all
tional scheme needs to transmit at twice of the data rateeof fifndom variablesihiz|*, [hai[°, [hip|® and [ha| follgw
inter-network cooperation scheme in order to send the sa gependQent exponential distributions with mearfs, o3,
amount of information. In other words, U1 and U2 shoulffi» @do3;, respectively. From (3), we can obtain the outage
transmita;, and by, at data rate@R; and 2R., respectively, probability of the short-range transmission from Ul to U2 as
for a fair comparison. One can observe that the signal model pyt,, = pr(y¥C¢ < 2R1/Bs _ 1)

of the convenuonallmtra—network cooperation is almost th 1672 N Bad?, (2P /B — 1) (13)
same as that of the inter-network cooperation, except2Rat =1—exp[— ; 12 5
and2R, are considered as the data rates of U1 and U2 in the Py s01,Gui1GuaA;

conventional scheme and, moreover, the information e)gmarhssumingPoutu = Pout and R, = R, the power consump-

between Ul and U2 in the conventional scheme operates oNg§k of U1 for short-range communication is given By , =

cellular bands instead of ISM bands. 1672 No B d2. (2F/Bs
0Bsdi, (2 —1) imi i
2.Go1Guare In(IPom)” From (4), we similarly obtain the

[1l. ENERGY EFFICIENCY ANALYSIS WITH TARGET power consumption of U2 for short-range communication as

OUTAGE AND RATE REQUIREMENTS __ 16m2NgB.d, (2%/Fs 1) i ;
. . N P = USIGmG_Uz; n( Pou) In add_l'Flon, according to .(7)_
In this section, we analyze the energy efficiency of thgnd (8), we obtain the outage probability of U1’s transnoissi
traditional non-cooperation, conventional intra-netwooop- with the inter-network cooperation as

eration, and proposed inter-network cooperation scherges b NC NO RB
assuming that different users (i.e., UL and U2) have the samBouti © = Pr(6 = 1) Priyy© (6 = 1) < 2/% —1] (14)
target outage probability and data rate requirements. +Pr(0=2) Pr['yf\{jc(e =2)< of1/Be _ 1].

(12)
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As discussed in section 1I-B, case= 1 implies that both Ul SYSTEM PARAMETERSUSED IN NUMERICAL EVALUATION .

and U2 succeed in decoding each other’s signals through-shor

range communjcations, arl = 2 means that either Ul or Ny |-174dBm/Hz| GunGus|  0dB
U2 (or both) fails to decode in the short-range transmission

Specifically, we can describe the two evefits 1 andd = 2 £ 2.4 GHz e™ 5dB
as follows S,

B, 2 MH o1, 0 1

0 =1: Bgog,(1+~NC) > Ry and Bylog,(1+73¢) > R, ‘ S

6=2: Bylogy(1+C) < Ry or Bylogy(1 +75C) < Ro. fe | 2100MHz | 0%, 03| 05

(15) B. 5 MHz ¢ 3x10% m/s

AssumingPout for short-range communication between Ul
and U2, we havé’r(§ = 1) = (1 — Pout)? andPr( = 2) =
1—(1 — Pout)?. Notice that random variablés:s|* and|h2s|*  in that a total power of(P; . + P».) is consumed by U1
are independent and both follow exponential distributite  and U2 in transmitting to BS. In case 6f= 2, U1 and U2
respective meaw?, and o3,. Similarly to (55) in [12], we consume a total power ¢, . + P»..) in transmitting to BS.
can obtain a closed-form expression Rf[y{,“ (¢ = 1) < Therefore, considering both the short-range communigatio
2ft1/Be — 1] by using (7). Besides, using (8), we can easilind cellular transmissions, the total power consumption by

expressPr[y; (0 = 2) < 2f1/Be —1] in (14) as the inter-network cooperation is given by
Pr[y € (0 = 2) < 2F1/Be _1q] Pyne =Pis+ Poy+2Pr(0 =1)(Prc + Paoc)
— 1 —exp|— 167T2N0320d%b(2R1/BC — 1, (16) +Pr(0 = 2)(Pc + Pz,c)_ (21)
P1,.0%,Gu1Gpsh? = Pis+ Pos + [1+ (1 = Pout)?(Prc + Poc),
Similarly to (14), we can obtain from (7) and (9) the outag@&here P, . and P, are given by (19) and (20), respectively.
probability of U2’s transmissions as Based on (21), the energy efficiency of proposed network
Pout)C = Pr(§ = 1) Pr[yC (0 = 1) < oR2/Be _ 1] cooperation is given by

17
+ Pr(f = 2) Pr[rd)C (0 = 2) < 2f2/Be 1], an
where Pr(§ = 1) = (1 —Pout)? andPr(§ = 2) = 1 —
(1 — Pout)?. Moreover, similarly to (55) of [12] and (16),
we easily determinéPr[y)¢(# = 1) < 2f2/Be — 1] and C. Conventional Intra-Network Cooperation
Prly“( = 2) < 2"/5< — 1] in closed-form. Considering  as discussed in Section II-D, the intra-network cooperatio

R

where Py¢ is given in (21).

Pout;’“ = Pouty'“ = Pout and Ry = R, = R and using differs from the proposed inter-network cooperation in two
(14) and (17), we have main aspects. First, in the intra-network cooperation case
P UbeUldng (18) Ul and U2 transmit at _rateQRl and _2R2, respectively_,
2,¢ 02,Guad, Le: to make the same effective transm|35|on rafces as the |_nt_er-
o . network cooperation case. This means that in charactgrizin
Therefore, lettingPout(“ = Pout and Ry = R and the energy efficiency of intra-network cooperation, we need
substituting (18) into (14), we obtain to replaceR in the energy efficiency expressions of inter-
167r2NoBcdr{’b(2§/Bc —1) _networl§ cooperation, i.e., (19)_ and (20_), wi?hR._SecondIy,
P.= I2C G in the intra-network cooperation, the information Qxchang
L . between U1 and U2 operates over cellular bands instead of
1 exp[—(1 — M)’Q] B ISM bands. Therefore, the energy consumed in the informatio
X _m - Pout — 1 »  exchange phase of intra-network cooperation can be olotaine
(19) from (13) by replacing\s and B, with \. andB,., respectively.
In this way, the energy efficiency of conventional intrawnatk
and cooperation can be readily determined.
Py, — 16W2Nchd§b(2R/Bc -1) IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
' o \eGu2Gns In this section, we present numerical results on energy effi-

1 exp[—(1 — —pout)”] ! ciency pf various transmission s_chemes given the targeeut
X |mmmr—a =W Pout — 1 »  probability and data rate requirements. Table | summarizes
( ) the system parameters used in the numerical evaluation. Fig
(20) - . ;
4 shows the energy efficiency comparison among the tradi-
where W (-) is the lambert function. Notice that in case ofional non-cooperation, intra-network cooperation, anikr-
0 = 1, the Alamouti space-time coding is employed, resultingetwork cooperation by plotting (12) and (22) as a function

1 — Pout
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Traditional scheme without user cooperation

Energy efficiency (Bits/Joule)
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Link distance dlb:de (m)
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Fig. 4. Energy efficiency versus link distance from U1/U2 ® @, = d2p)
of various transmission schemes with target outage prbtyabiout = 10—3
and data rateR = 5Mbits/s.

10" : ‘

Inter-network cooperation
— = = Intra—network cooperation
Traditional non—cooperation|

10

Energy efficiency (Bits/Joule)

200 300 400 500
Inter—user distance d12:d21 (m)

10

0 100 600

Fig. 5. Energy efficiency versus inter-user distance batwée and U2 of
various transmission schemes with target outage probafibhut = 103,
data rateR = 5Mbits/s, andd;4 = doq = 1000m.

of link distanced;;, = dg;, in meters {n). One can observe
from Fig. 4 that for both cases af» = dy; = 5m and

di12 = do1 = 20m, the intra- and inter-network cooperation (8]
schemes achieve higher energy efficiency than the tradition

non-cooperation. This means that given a certain amount

bits to be transmitted, the intra- and inter-network coaper

tion schemes require less energy as compared with the n
cooperation scheme, showing the energy saving benefit
exploiting user cooperation. Fig. 4 also shows that for bo
cases ofd;s = do; = 5m anddys = do; = 20m, the energy
efficiency of proposed inter-network cooperation is highan

schemes. As shown in Fig. 5, the energy efficiency of tra-
ditional non-cooperation is constant in this case, which is
due to the fact thatyr given in (12) is independent of
the inter-user distance. One can see from Fig. 5 that when
the inter-user distance is small, both the intra- and inter-
network cooperation significantly outperform the tradiab
non-cooperation in terms of energy efficiency. However, as
the inter-user distance increases beyond a certain vdiee, t
intra- and inter-network cooperation perform worse thaam th
traditional non-cooperation, showing that user coopenais

not energy efficient when U1 and U2 are far away from each
other. In addition, it is shown from Fig. 5 that the energy
efficiency of proposed inter-network cooperation is always
better than that of intra-network cooperation.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the multiple network access inter-
faces assisted user cooperation, termed inter-netwonkecae
tion, to improve the energy efficiency of cellular uplinkrisea
missions. We derived closed-form expressions of the energy
efficiency of traditional non-cooperation, conventionatra-
network cooperation, and proposed inter-network coojmerat
with target outage probability and data rate requirements.
Numerical results showed that as the cooperating users move
towards to each other, the proposed inter-network codperat
substantially improves the energy efficiency over tradaio
non-cooperation and intra-network cooperation, showhmgy t
advantage of inter-network cooperation.
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