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Abstract—In this paper, we examine the energy efficiency (EE)
of a base station (BS) with multiple antennas. We use a state-of-
the-art power consumption model, taking into account the passive
and active parts of the transceiver circuitry, including the effects
of radiated power, signal processing, and passive consumption.
The paper treats the transmit power, bandwidth, and number of
antennas as the optimization variables. We provide novel closed-
form solutions for the optimal ratios of power per unit bandwidth
and power per transmit antenna. We present a novel algorithm
that jointly optimizes these variables to achieve maximum EE,
while fulfilling constraints on the variable ranges. We also
discover a new relationship between the radiated power and the
passive transceiver power consumption. We provide analytical
insight into whether using maximum power or bandwidth is
optimal and how many antennas a BS should utilize.

Index Terms—Energy efficiency, optimization, 6G, multiple
antenna communications.

I. INTRODUCTION

The exponential growth in data rates within wireless com-
munication systems, as dictated by Cooper’s law, has sub-
stantially raised energy consumption. Anticipating continued
exponential growth in traffic demands [1], it is imperative to
enhance the energy efficiency (EE) of wireless communication
technologies. It is often defined as the data rate divided by the
related power consumption. By unraveling the fundamental be-
haviors and limitations of EE in wireless communication sys-
tems, we can uncover innovative approaches and technologies
that promise more sustainable and efficient wireless networks
in the future. While theoretical tools for EE optimization have
been developed for decades [2], [3], the willingness to make
improvements in practice has garnered heightened attention in
recent times, as evidenced by ITU targets [4]. Much of the
technology development has focused on increasing data rates
through the introduction of massive MIMO (multiple-input
multiple-output) [5] and increasing bandwidth in mmWave
and terahertz bands [6]. Additionally, emerging technologies
such as Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RIS) [7] promise
reductions in energy consumption in future networks. A recent
survey on how these and other techniques can lead to power
consumption reductions can be found in [8].

This work was supported by the FFL18-0277 grant from the Swedish
Foundation for Strategic Research.

A. Prior Work and Motivations
EE optimization was pioneered in [2], which emphasized

a strong tradeoff between EE and rates. The paper [9] is an
early work on how much power is needed to run a wireless
communication system, which is much more than just transmit
power. The papers [10], [11] present a network model that
considers the optimization of the area power consumption
(PC) and area EE under rate constraints. A PC model with
parameters that capture the fundamental behaviors of base
stations (BSs) was presented in [12]. It has since been extended
to include PC due to carrier aggregation in [13]. In [14], [15],
machine learning (ML) was employed for curve fitting real-
world data to adapt a PC model capturing essential aspects.
These works showcase the power of ML in wireless commu-
nication modeling and demonstrate that an analytical linear
model, with appropriately chosen constants, can accurately
represent the power consumption in current BSs.

While prior works have examined different EE optimization
problems in various complex wireless networks, this paper
returns to the fundamentals: we consider a single communi-
cation link between a multi-antenna BS and a single-antenna
user equipment (UE). When one truly seeks the EE-optimal
communication system design, the PC model has a huge
impact on the solution. If one only accounts for the transmit
power, the optimum is achieved as the rate approaches zero
[2]. By contrast, [16] studied the upper EE limit with a
more detailed PC model and demonstrated that very different
operating points might be approached in the distant future.

In our new analysis, we uncover an intriguing new relation-
ship between transmit power and transceiver fixed power at
EE-optimal solution, which contributes to the fundamental un-
derstanding of how to build energy-efficient wireless systems.
We discover new analytical relations between the transmit
power, bandwidth, and number of antennas, and how these
are related to the hardware characteristics. We also develop
an algorithm for jointly optimizing these parameters.

B. Contributions
In this paper we aim to answer the research questions:
• How should the transmit power, bandwidth, and number

of antennas be jointly configured to maximize EE?
• Are there any tangible relationships between these pa-

rameters at the optimal solution?
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One significant departure from previous papers is our em-
phasis on analytical scaling behaviors. While prior research
primarily focused on optimizing individual parameters, our
work extends these models to explore the global optimum.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We analyze and optimize the energy efficiency of the link
between a BS using M antennas and a single-antenna UE.
The carrier bandwidth is B and the channel is represented
by h ∈ CM , where the squared magnitude of each entry is β.
Hence, ∥h∥2 = Mβ. This is a typical model for a line-of-sight
channel. The received downlink signal y is given by

y = hTpx+ n, (1)

where x is the data signal, n ∼ NC(0, BN0) is the independent
receiver noise, and p ∈ CM is the unit-norm precoding
vector. Assuming the BS has perfect channel state information
(CSI), the capacity of this multiple-input-single-output (MISO)
channel is achieved by x ∼ NC(0, P ), where P is the transmit
power budget, and the precoding vector p = h∗/∥h∥. The data
rate given by the capacity is [5], [17]

C = B log2

(
1 +

MPβ

BN0

)
. (2)

Notice that we have made modeling assumptions that enable
exact mathematical analysis. However, the qualitative insights
also hold for other types of channel realizations such as
Rayleigh fading with a variance of β.

A. Power Consumption

The power consumption (PC) is modeled as in [13], for
single-layer transmission in a single band to a single-antenna
UE. The total PC at the BS is

PC =P/κ+ PFIX + PSYN +D0M +D1M + ηC, (3)

where κ ∈ (0, 1] is the power amplifier (PA) efficiency and
PFIX is the load-independent power consumption required
for cooling, control signaling, backhaul infrastructure, and
baseband processors. PSYN is the load-independent power
consumed by the local oscillator. D0 is the power consumed
by each transceiver chain (antenna port) of the BS (e.g.,
converters, mixer, filters, etc.). D1 is the power consumed by
the signal processing at the BS that scales with the number
of antennas, including channel estimation and precoding. η
regulates the power consumed by the signal coding at the
BS and the backhaul signaling, both of which is proportional
to the capacity C. To simplify the notation and expose the
optimization variables, we rewrite (3) as

PC = P/κ+µ+(D0+νB)M+ηB log2

(
1 +

MPβ

BN0

)
, (4)

where µ = PFIX +PSYN denotes the fixed circuit power con-
sumption from circuitry and synchronization and ν = D1/B is
introduced to highlight that the signal processing is carried out
on the sampling rate (which is proportional to the bandwidth).

B. Energy Efficiency

In this paper, we focus our efforts on optimizing energy
efficiency (EE) [2], [5], defined as the amount of data trans-
ferred per unit energy (measured in bit/Joule and equivalently
bit/s/Watt). Dividing the channel capacity in (2) by the power
consumption in (4), we can define the EE as

EE =
B log2

(
1 + MPβ

BN0

)
P/κ+ µ+ (D0 + νB)M + ηB log2

(
1 + MPβ

BN0

)
(5)

In the following sections, we will study the scaling behav-
iors of the EE with the bandwidth B, power P , and number of
antennas M . In particular, we will derive the optimal pairwise
ratios of these three design parameters, and then design an
algorithm that finds the global optimum.

III. EE-OPTIMAL PARAMETER RATIOS

In this section, we will prove that the optimization variables
B, P , and M tend to satisfy specific ratios at the EE-optimal
system operation. These results serve as design guidelines.

A. Power per Bandwidth

By dividing the numerator and denominator of (5) by B,
the EE can be rewritten as

EE=
log2

(
1 + MPβ

BN0

)
P/(κB) + µ/B +D0M/B + νM + η log2

(
1+MPβ

BN0

) .
(6)

It is apparent from (6) that power and bandwidth mostly
appear as a ratio P/B, which is the power spectral density.
The terms D0M/B and µ/B are the only ones that do not
fit this structure. However, in practical situations in which
enough bandwidth is available, these terms are expected to
be negligible compared to the terms that depend on both the
bandwidth and power. This leads to the following result:

Theorem 1. When the term µ/B+D0M/B is negligible, the
EE in (6) is maximized when P and B satisfy the ratio

P

B
= N0

eu − 1

Mβ
, (7)

where

u = W

(
κM2βν

N0e
− 1

e

)
+ 1 (8)

and W (·) denotes the Lambert W function, defined by the
equation x = W (x)eW (x) for any x ∈ C.

Proof: By defining z = P/B, and letting µ,D0 → 0, (6)
can be expressed as

log2

(
1 + Mβ

N0
z
)

z
κ + νM + η log2

(
1 + Mβ

N0
z
) . (9)

The maximum in (7) is obtained by utilizing [12, Lem. 3].



By inserting (7) into (9), an upper bound on the maximum
EE is obtained as a function of M as

EEmax(M) =
u log2(e)

N0
eu−1
κMβ + νM + ηu log2(e)

, (10)

where the effects of µ and D0 have been neglected.
We have EEmax(M) > 0 for M > 0 and

limM→0 EEmax(M) = limM→∞ EEmax = 0. This means
that there exists an optimal finite value Mopt that maximizes
(10). This is illustrated in Fig. 1 with the simulation parameters
being given in Table I. We can see that the optimum EE
(encircled) is obtained at M = 2 for β = −100 dB, M = 6
for β = −110 dB, and M = 20 for β = −120 dB. This
indicates that the optimal M grows as β becomes smaller. For
our set of constants, M was increased by a factor 10 when
β decreased −20 dB. We obtain the optimal power spectral
density: P/B = 19mW/GHz for β = −100 dB P/B =
80mW/GHz for β = −110 dB and P/B = 251mW/GHz
for β = −120 dB. This means that the ratio P/B should be
shifted towards a higher value to overcome a larger pathloss.
Through optimizing M we learn how to operate the BS to
reach the optimum EE and how to design it with enough
antennas depending on the pathloss in its environment.

The resulting signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined as

SNR =
MPβ

BN0
(11)

and can also be inferred from Theorem 1. In this example,
the SNR for the optimal solution is SNR = 6.00 dB if β =
−100 dB, SNR = 5.71 dB if β = −110 dB, and SNR =
6.00 dB if β = −120 dB. This means that 4-QAM is roughly
the optimal modulation scheme. The capacity expression is
slightly non-linear at this operating point, even if P and M
enter linearly into the PC model.

The EE in (10) is achieved by any values of P and B with
the ratio in (7) and that are sufficiently large to make the term
µ/B + D0M/B negligible. Hence, we have the freedom to
choose B to achieve any desired data rate

C = Bu log2(e). (12)

In other words, if P and B are not limited by external factors,
the EE and rate are permitted to grow together—there is no
tradeoff between them as conventionally claimed [2], [5].

B. Power per Antenna
It is also possible to analytically optimize the transmit power

per antenna P/M , which leads to further insights. In practice,
there might be upper bounds on both of these parameters
which prevent us from reaching the optimal ratio. However,
in case P and M are not upper bounded, or the maximum of
the EE in (5) is reached without invalidating the bound Mmax

and Pmax, the following is true:

Theorem 2. If the solution (Popt,Mopt) that maximizes the
EE in (5) for a given value of B satisfies Popt ≤ Pmax and
Mopt ≤ Mmax, then the following relation holds:

Popt

Mopt
= κ(D0 + νB). (13)
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Fig. 1. We have that the maximum energy efficiency EEmax as defined in
(10) is attained for a finite number Mopt at an optimal ratio P/B.

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value
Passive circuit power: µ 100mW
Transceiver chain power consumption: D0 20mW
Sample processing power consumption: ν 10−10 J/sample
Power amplifier efficiency: κ 0.4
Computational efficiency: η 10−11 J/bit
Maximum bandwidth: Bmax 10GHz
Maximum power: Pmax 40 dBm
Maximum number of transmit antennas: Mmax 512
Receiver noise power spectral density: N0 −174 dBm/Hz
Channel gain: β −110 dB

Proof: We assume B is fixed and define a = β/(BN0),
b = 1/κ, c = D0 + νB. Then, the EE optimization problem
with respect to P and M becomes

minimize
P,M

µ+ bP + cM

B log2 (1 + aMP )
. (14)

We take the first-order derivatives of the objective function
with respect to P and M , and equate them to zero, which
leads to

ln (2) b

B ln (aMP + 1)
=

ln (2) aM · (µ+ bP + cM)

B · (aMP + 1) ln2 (aMP + 1)
, (15)

ln (2) c

B ln (aMP + 1)
=

ln (2) aP · (µ+ bP + cM)

B · (aMP + 1) ln2 (aMP + 1)
. (16)

If we divide the second equation by the first equation, we
obtain (13).

Theorem 2 has several interesting implications. The right-
hand-side in (13) grows as either κ, D0, ν or B increase. It is
evident that as the computational cost νB associated with an
increased bandwidth grows or the PA is of higher quality (i.e.,
larger κ), we can afford to transmit more power per antenna
when reaching the EE-optimal solution. Moreover, if we can
afford to use more antennas to gain higher EE, we should also
increase the transmit power to maintain the power per antenna.



Further insights are obtained by rearranging (13) so that

Popt

κ
= (D0 + νB)Mopt. (17)

We recognize that P/κ + (D0 + νB)M appear directly in
the PC consumption model in (4). Hence, (17) tells us that at
the EE-optimal point, the input transmit power P/κ is always
identical to the power (D0 + νB)M , i.e., the passive power
consumption in the transceiver chains for all the antennas
D0M plus the power dissipated in the analog-to-digital and
digital-to-analog converters in these transceiver chains νBM .
We also note that the solution is independent of η and µ.

As a side note, we stress that the solution in (13) and (17)
is strictly true only if M is allowed to attain a non-integer
value. It will in practice only be approximately true.

IV. SINGLE VARIABLE OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we show how to optimize the EE with respect
to each of the variables P , M , and B when the other ones
are fixed. These results give insights into the solution structure
and are the necessary building blocks for developing a joint
optimization algorithm in Section V. The first result considers
optimizing P .

Lemma 1. The EE in (5) for a given B,M is maximized with
respect to P by

P = BN0
ev − 1

Mβ
, (18)

where

v = W

(
κMβ(µ+ (D0 + νB)M)

BN0e
− 1

e

)
+ 1 (19)

Proof: The EE with respect to P has a form that can be
directly maximized by using [12, Lem. 3].

By rearranging in (18), we can once again obtain an
expression for P/B. However, in this case, v also depends
on B, so the result is different from Theorem 1.

Next, we optimize B when other parameters are fixed. This
process can be interpreted as a carrier bandwidth optimization.

Lemma 2. The EE in (5) is a unimodal function of B (for
any fixed P,M ) that is maximized at a unique B.

Proof: Since EE(B) > 0 for B > 0 and
limB→∞ EE(B) = limM→0+ EE(B) = 0 there exists a single
positive solution Bopt that minimizes EE(B). Furthermore,
finding Bopt by setting ∂EE

∂B = 0 leads to the equation(
BN0

MPβ
(κµ+D0Mκ+ P ) + κµ+D0Mκ+ P

)
× loge

(
1 +

MPβ

BN0

)
= MκνB + κµ+D0Mκ+ P

. (20)

This equation has only one solution since its left-hand side
goes to ∞ for small B but is always decreasing as B grows
and the right-hand side is a positive affine function of B. To
show that the left-hand side is a monotonically decreasing

Fig. 2. The EE is shown as a function of P and B. In black, we have the
optimal P for a given B as in Lemma 1. In red, we have optimal B for a
given P as in Lemma 2. P and B converge to the optimal ratio P/B given
in Theorem 1. We consider M = 20.

function, let us take the derivative of it with respect to B
and obtain

(κµ+D0Mκ+ P )
(
BN0 loge

(
1 + MPβ

BN0

)
−MPβ

)
MPβB

.

(21)

The above function is always non-positive since loge(1+x) ≤
x holds for x > 0, i.e.,

BN0 loge

(
1 +

MPβ

BN0

)
−MPβ ≤ 0. (22)

This proves that EE(B) is a unimodal function of B and that
the solution Bopt can be obtained numerically (e.g., through
a bisection search). No closed-form solution exists.

The results of Lemma 1 and 2 are illustrated in Fig. 2. In
this figure, we consider a fixed number of transmit antennas
M = 20 and plot the EE for varying values of P and B. The
optimal P for a given B,M is solved by Lemma 1 and shown
by the black line. The optimal B for a given P,M is solved
by Lemma 2 and shown by the red line. Furthermore, for large
values P and B, the two lines converge to the optimal ratio
as explained in Theorem 1.

Finally, we optimize M when other parameters are fixed.

Lemma 3. The EE in (5) for a given B,P is maximized with
respect to M by

M = BN0
ew − 1

Pβ
, (23)

where
w = W

(
Pβ(P/κ+ µ)

BN0e(D0 + νB)
− 1

e

)
+ 1 (24)

Proof: The EE can be directly maximized by using [12,
Lem. 3].

In Fig. 3, we plot the optimal M given by Lemma 3 for
varying values of B and P . We observe that the optimal M
attains a wide range of values, depending on P and B.



Fig. 3. The optimal M as given in Lemma 3 as a function of the bandwidth
and transmit power. The optimal value is shown on the vertical axis for
different P and B values.

A. Computational efficiency does not affect the solution

As a corollary to the main results, it is interesting to note
that the parameter η (i.e., the PC constant proportional to
the achieved rate) has no impact on the optimal parameters
(Popt, Bopt,Mopt).

Corollary 1. The optimal solution argument
(Popt, Bopt,Mopt) that maximizes (5) is independent of
η.

Proof: We define

f =
B log2

(
1 + MPβ

BN0

)
P/κ+ µ+ (D0 + νB)M

, (25)

which is the EE with η = 0. The EE in (5) can then be
rewritten as

EE =
f

1 + ηf
. (26)

Equating EE′ = 0 (with respect to any variable) yields

f ′(1 + ηf)− f(ηf ′)

(1 + ηf)2
= 0, (27)

which has the only solution f ′ = 0. This implies that EE
is maximized precisely when f is maximized, so the optimal
parameters are the same.

The consequence is that optimizing EE in (5) can be
facilitated by letting η = 0. A similar observation was made
in [12] but for a different system model.

V. ALGORITHM FOR OPTIMIZING THE EE

An algorithm that utilizes our previous results in Lemma
1-3 and which converges to the optimal solution is provided
in this section. The goal is to solve the following joint EE
maximization problem:

maximize
P,B,M

EE

subject to 0 < P ≤ Pmax,

0 < B ≤ Bmax,

M ∈ {1, . . . ,Mmax},

(28)

with the EE defined as in (5).
The following result on whether P or B should be maxi-

mized is needed.

Theorem 3. The constrained EE maximization problem in (28)
is solved at the boundary where P = Pmax or B = Bmax.

Proof: Let us introduce the variables z and t instead of
P and B as z = P/B, t = 1/P , and express (28) as

maximize
z,t,M

1
z log2

(
1 + Mβ

N0
z
)

1/κ+ µt+D0Mt+ νM
z + η

z log2

(
1 + Mβ

N0
z
)

subject to z ≥ 1/Pmax,

zt ≥ 1/Bmax,

M ∈ {1, . . . ,Mmax}.
(29)

We see that the problem (29) without the first and second
constraints has the optimal solution t = 0 found outside the
feasible region. This disproves the existence of an inner point
solution to (28) and proves the theorem.

We propose Algorithm 1 to solve this problem. Since
Theorem 3 establishes that the EE is maximized for either
maximum possible transmit power or maximum possible
bandwidth, we can invoke Lemma 1 at maximum bandwidth
and compare its solution to Lemma 2 for maximum power.
The solution with the highest EE is used. In the next step
(row 15), we can use Lemma 3 to optimize the number of
transmit antennas. We can then alternate this optimization until
convergence, i.e., again find the best (B,P ) as above and again
update M . If either P , B, or M becomes too large then it
is set to its maximum value. Because the number of transmit
antennas should be an integer, in the final step, we consider the
two closest possible antenna numbers, compute the respective
optimal power and bandwidth, and select the one achieving the
highest EE. The updates of the values of P and M through
using Algorithm 1 is provided in Fig. 4.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have explored the fundamentals of EE op-
timization for wireless communication links. Our investigation
has led to several key insights, shedding light on the intricate
relationship between power, bandwidth, and the number of
transmit antennas. In scenarios without constraints on power
or bandwidth, our analysis demonstrates that the ratio of power
to bandwidth converges to an optimal value. This implies that
an excess of bandwidth does not necessarily lead to improved
EE. On the other hand, it implies that we can achieve any
data rate simultaneously with the maximum EE, so there is
no fundamental tradeoff.



Fig. 4. The EE is shown as a function of P and M . It converges to the
optimum point as detailed in Algorithm 1. Encircled in red we have the
algorithm’s updates of P and M and the corresponding EE.

Our results further emphasize that a finite number of
transmit antennas offers the highest EE. A novel intriguing

Algorithm 1 Joint EE Maximization
Input: β,N0, µ, ν,D0, κ, Pmax, Bmax,Mmax

Output: P,B,M,EE
Initialization: M = 1, δ = 10−1 bit/J, i = 1, EE0 = 0
bit/J, EE1 = 1 bit/J,

1: while EEi − EEi−1 > δ do
2: use Lemma 1: calculate P and EE(P,Bmax)
3: if (P ≥ Pmax) then
4: P = Pmax

5: end if
6: use Lemma 2: calculate B and EE(Pmax, B)
7: if (B ≥ Bmax) then
8: B = Bmax

9: end if
10: if EE(Pmax, B) ≥ EE(P,Bmax) then
11: P = Pmax

12: else
13: B = Bmax

14: end if
15: use Lemma 3: update M for these values of P and B
16: if (M ≥ Mmax) then
17: M = Mmax

18: end if
19: update i = i+ 1
20: update EEi(P,B,M)
21: end while
22: compare the closest integers to M
23: update (P,B) for M = ⌊M⌋ and M = ⌈M⌉ as in line 2

to 14
24: identify the optimal solution as the one of those two

candidate solutions that attain the largest EE
25: return P,B,M,EEi

discovery is that the total transmit power equals the total
transceiver power for the antennas at the optimum, provided
that the transmit power does not exceed the maximum limit.
To facilitate the application of our findings, we have designed
an algorithm that rapidly converges to the optimal solution
to the joint EE maximization with respect to transmit power,
bandwidth, and antennas. These findings contribute to a deeper
understanding of energy efficiency in this field and guide the
development of energy-efficient operation of more complex
wireless networks.
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