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Abstract—In order to provide design guidelines for energy
efficient 6G networks, we propose a novel radial basis function
(RBF) based optimization framework to maximize the integrated
relative energy efficiency (IREE) metric. Different from the
conventional energy efficient optimization schemes, we maximize
the transformed utility for any given IREE using spectrum
efficiency oriented RBF network and gradually update the IREE
metric using proposed Dinkelbach’s algorithm. The existence and
uniqueness properties of RBF networks are provided, and the
convergence conditions of the entire framework are discussed as
well. Through some numerical experiments, we show that the
proposed IREE outperforms many existing SE or EE oriented
designs and find a new Jensen-Shannon (JS) divergence con-
strained region, which behaves differently from the conventional
EE-SE region. Meanwhile, by studying IREE-SE trade-offs under
different traffic requirements, we suggest that network operators
shall spend more efforts to balance the distributions of traffic
demands and network capacities in order to improve the IREE
performance, especially when the spatial variations of the traffic
distribution are significant.

Index Terms—Green networks; Energy efficiency; 6G net-
works; Radial basis function; EE-SE trade-off.

I. INTRODUCTION

B IT-per-Joule energy efficiency (EE) metric has been
proposed, investigated, and standardized during the past

two decades [1], which links transmission capability and
energy consumption together to reflect the energy utilization
of many wireless communication systems. Guided by this bit-
per-Joule EE metric, a variety of energy efficient solutions
have been extensively studied. For example, heterogeneous
network [2] has been recognized as an energy efficient network
architecture to achieve differentiated traffic coverage, and
massive multiple-input-multiple-output schemes [3] have been
developed to improve the EE performance for more than 100
times [4].

With the goal to intelligently connect everything via nearly
unlimited wireless resources, the concept of sixth-generation
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(6G) wireless communication networks [5] has been widely
discussed recently. For instance, Terahertz [6] and visible light
communication [7] have been shown to be promising for Tbps
throughput, along with ultra-scale multiple antennas and over
tens of gigahertz (GHz) available bandwidth. Space-air-ground
integrated network (SAGIN) [8] and intelligent reflecting sur-
face (IRS) [9] have been proposed to reconstruct the wireless
propagation environment with three dimensional coverage for
more energy efficient and reliable connections. By apply-
ing the conventional EE metric, the above technologies can
be further optimized towards the energy efficient direction.
For example, by simultaneously optimizing transmit power
allocation and phase shifts, IRS-based resource allocation
methods can achieve up to 300% higher EE than conventional
multi-antenna amplify-and-forward relaying scheme [9]. For
the mmWave and sub-THz indoor system, a higher EE is
guaranteed with an improved antenna arrays structure design
[10]. However, all the above energy efficient designs rely on
the full traffic load assumption, and the unbalanced traffic
distribution in the practical network deployment has been
rarely considered.

To address this issue, we have proposed a novel EE metric
named integrated relative energy efficiency (IREE) in our
previous work [11], which incorporates the non-uniform traffic
distribution in the EE evaluation via the famous Jensen-
Shannon (JS) divergence [12]. By measuring the statistical
mismatch between the network capacity and the traffic dis-
tribution, the IREE metric is able to incorporate the network
capability and the dynamic traffic variations together for a
more effective EE evaluation. However, we cannot straight-
forwardly extend the existing energy efficient optimization
approaches to the IREE metric due to the following reasons.
First, the existing energy efficient optimization frameworks
rely on the deterministic traffic assumption, which is insuffi-
cient to deal with the non-uniform and time-varying traffic
distributions. Second, to obtain the explicit expressions of
IREE is also challenging, since the interactions between the
instantaneous traffic and network capacity are difficult to
describe. Last but not least, the systematical approach to
approximate the IREE based performance metric with general
traffic and capacity distributions is still open in the literature.

In order to provide the design guidelines for energy efficient
6G networks, we deal with the above issues by proposing a
radial basis function (RBF) based IREE maximization frame-
work in this paper. Specifically, we approximate the non-
uniform and time-varying traffic using a novel RBF neural
network, where each neuron is designed based on the spectral
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efficiency (SE) oriented RBF. Together with the Dinkelbach’s
algorithm, the proposed IREE maximization scheme is able
to iteratively find the optimized value of IREE and the corre-
sponding resource allocation strategy. In addition, we discuss
the potential issues in the training process and propose a two-
stage training strategy accordingly. Based on that, we analyze
the convergence properties of the entire IREE maximization
scheme as well. Through some numerical results, we show that
the proposed IREE maximization scheme is able to achieve
123.0% ∼ 185.9% IREE improvement if compared with some
conventional EE oriented designs, and guarantee different
traffic requirement with different distributions.

A. Related Works

To improve the conventional bit-per-Joule EE performance,
a variety of network deployment strategies have been proposed
over the past few decades. For example, a multi-objective
genetic algorithm has been proposed in [13] to reduce the
number of base stations (BSs) and improve the network cover-
age performance for given network traffic profile, respectively.
In order to fit the daily traffic variations, the BS sleeping
technology with cell zooming has been proposed in [14],
which adapts the network topology in a large timescale. In
a small timescale, however, different types of shutoff strate-
gies have been widely used to save the power and improve
the EE performance. For instance, the symbol level shutoff
scheme has been proposed in [15] to save the dynamic power
consumption of power amplifiers (PAs). The similar idea has
been extended to the small signal circuit level and the carrier
level in [16] and [17], respectively, which shows promis-
ing EE improvement under practical network environment.
Recently, machine learning (ML) based EE schemes have
been proposed as well, which can be generally classified into
four categories, including deployment optimization [13], [18],
mode selection [19], [20], user association [21] and power
allocation [22], [23]. In the above EE schemes, deep neural
network and convolutional neural network architectures are
commonly employed for channel characteristic extraction, and
the recurrent neural network and deep Q network are often
employed to deal with time-varying traffics. All the above
ML-based designs typically treat neural networks as “black
boxes”, lacking physical interpretability.

With the vision to intelligently connect almost everything
in our world, the design principle of 6G has been switched to
support sufficient traffic demand over the entire earth surface
through advanced network architecture and transmission tech-
nologies [5]. Since the guarantee of coverage and quality of
experience (QoE) over the heterogeneous spaces is critical to
the success of 6G [24], the deployment of conventional energy
efficient schemes becomes challenging. For example, different
levels of BS sleeping/shutoff schemes may not be preferable
due to the moving coverage of SAGIN BSs and the limited
circuit power consumption of IRS architectures [25] [26]. In
order to meet the service requirement for 6G networks while
preserving the energy consumption, many energy efficient
multi-band management schemes have been proposed [27] to
deal with massive available bandwidth in millimeter wave or

Terahertz bands. The EE properties of IRS based architectures
have been discussed in [26] to provide guidelines for the
energy efficient passive beam management. However, all the
aforementioned bit-per-Joule EE oriented designs focus on
improving the network capability, and the heterogeneity of
wireless services in terms of non-uniform traffic distribution
and unbalanced variations is rarely considered.

In order to address the above issues and provide more
valuable design insight, we have proposed a novel IREE metric
[11] to capture the mismatch between wireless capacity and
traffic requirement distributions through the JS divergence.
Neither the conventional EE oriented designs [28] nor the
variation inference method [29] can be applied to simulta-
neously maximize the EE performance and minimize the JS
divergence, and a new approach to minimize the IREE is thus
required.

B. Contributions & Organizations
In this paper, we propose an IREE oriented green 6G

network design framework using a RBF based approach. The
main contributions are summarized as follows.

• IREE Maximization Framework. In order to obtain the
optimal IREE, we analyze the optimal condition for
the original IREE maximization problem and derive an
iterative solution thereafter. Specifically, we propose a
RBF network optimization scheme to allocate resources
for any given IREE, and gradually update the IREE value
using proposed Dinkelbach’s algorithm accordingly. We
then obtain the convergence conditions for the proposed
IREE maximization framework with some mathematical
proofs and compare it with other conventional EE ori-
ented design to show the benefits via numerical examples.

• SE based RBF Network Design. Within the IREE maxi-
mization framework, we design an interpretable SE based
RBF network by providing the existence and uniqueness
conditions accordingly. Specifically, we model wireless
networks using RBF based networks, where each RBF
neuron represents the SE of each BS. We then derive
the corresponding two-stage training strategies with prov-
able convergence properties and the associated optimality
gap. Through the proposed SE based RBF network de-
sign scheme, we can approximate any continuous traffic
distributions, and describe the interactions between the
instantaneous traffic and network capacity by data driven
approaches. On top of that, we are able to characterize the
relationship between total network power consumption,
network capacity, and JS divergence, thereby achieving
the optimized IREE.

• IREE-SE Trade-offs and Design Principle. Based on the
proposed IREE maximization scheme, we numerically
study the trade-off relations between IREE and SE, and
characterise different operation regions by varying the
network capacity distributions. Different from the conven-
tional EE-SE trade-offs as illustrated in [30], the IREE-SE
trade-off introduces the JS divergence constrained region,
where the IREE varies and the SE remains unchanged.
By studying different IREE-SE trade-off curves under dif-
ferent traffic requirements, we conclude that the network
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operators shall spend some efforts to balance the traffic
demand and the network capacity distribution in order
to improve the IREE performance, especially when the
spatial variations of the traffic distribution are significant
(e.g., in the urban scenario).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. We pro-
vide the system model and formulate the IREE maximization
problem in Section II. A novel IREE maximization scheme
is proposed in Section III, followed by some training skills
and performance analysis in Section IV. In Section V, we
provide some numerical examples on the proposed IREE max-
imization scheme. Finally, concluding remarks are provided in
Section VI.

II. SYSTEM MODELS AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we briefly introduce the wireless network
and traffic models adopted in this paper, and formulate the
IREE maximization problem in what follows.

A. System Model

Consider a wireless communication network with NBS BSs
as shown in Fig. 1, where a total bandwidth of Bmax are
shared without overlap. Denote Ln and Bn as the location
and the available transmission bandwidth of the nth BS, and
for any receiving entity with location L, the normalized path
loss coefficients with respect to the nth BS, L(L,Ln), can be
obtained via [31],

L(L,Ln) = γ||L − Ln||α2 + β, ∀n ∈ [1, . . . , NBS ], (1)

where α > 2 denotes the path loss exponent, β > 0 and
γ > 0 represent the normalization factors. According to
the Shannon’s capacity theorem [32], the equivalent capacity
expression from the nth BS is thus given by1,

Cn(L) = Bn log2

(
1 +

P t
n/L(L,Ln)

σ2Bn

)
, (2)

where P t
n denotes the transmit power of the nth BS and σ2

represents the power spectrum density of the additive white
Gaussian noise. By summarizing over all NBS BSs, the total
capacity at the location L, CT (L), can be obtained by,

CT (L) =

NBS∑
n=1

Cn(L). (3)

In order to transmit power P t
n in the air interface, the entire

power consumption of the nth BS is given by λP t
n+P c [33],

where λ denotes the power amplify coefficient and P c denotes
the static circuit power. Therefore, the total amount of power
consumption PT is given by,

PT =

NBS∑
n=1

(
λP t

n + P c
)
. (4)

1For illustration purpose, we consider the point-to-point unicast case in
the following derivation. However, the proposed framework can be straight
forwardly extended to OFDMA based systems [33] by replacing Bn with
different sub-carrier spacings.

Fig. 1. An illustrative example of wireless networks and traffics within area
A. The NBS deployed BSs can be regarded as radial basis neurons, which are
used to fit any continuous traffic distribution, thereby reducing JS divergence
while increasing network capacity.

The following assumptions are adopted throughout the rest
of this paper. First, the total amount of traffic requirement at
the location L is given by DT (L). Second, β, γ, λ, and P c are
assumed to be constant during the evaluation period2. Last but
not least, the target evaluation area is denoted by A and the
distribution of DT (L) is assumed to be continuous over the
entire area A.

B. Problem Formulation

With the above mathematical models, we can have the IREE
definition by incorporating the mismatch between network
capacities and traffic requirements as follows.

Definition 1 (IREE Metric [11]): The IREE of wireless
networks, ηIREE , is defined to be,

ηIREE =
min{CTot, DTot} [1− ξ (CT , DT )]

PT
. (5)

In the above expression, CTot =
∫∫

A CT (L)dL and DTot =∫∫
A DT (L)dL denote the total amount of wireless capacity

and the total amount of wireless traffic over the entire 2D
area A. ξ (CT , DT ) is the JS divergence [12] as given in (6).

As a result, the IREE oriented schemes can consider both
network capacity improvement and traffic mismatch simulta-
neously, and we formulate the IREE maximization problem as
below.

Problem 1 (Original IREE Maximization Problem): The
IREE of the wireless communication network with NBS BSs

2The non-constant channel fading effects, such as shadowing, will be
discussed through numerical results in Section. V-C.
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ξ (CT , DT ) =
1

2

∫∫
A

CT (L)
CTot

log2

[
2DTotCT (L)

DTotCT (L) + CTotDT (L)

]
+

DT (L)
DTot

log2

[
2CTotDT (L)

CTotDT (L) +DTotCT (L)

]
dL. (6)

can be maximized by the following optimization problem.

maximize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}
ηIREE ,

subject to (1) − (6),
ζ({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n}) ≥ ζmin, (7)
NBS∑
n=1

Bn ≤ Bmax,∀Bn ≥ 0, (8)

NBS∑
n=1

P t
n ≤ Pmax,∀P t

n ≥ 0. (9)

In the above mathematical problem, Bmax and Pmax de-
note the total bandwidth and power limit, respectively. Note
ζ({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n}) = min{CTot,DTot}[1−ξ(CT ,DT )]
DTot

as the
network utility indicator, the constraint (7) ensures the mini-
mum traffic requirement with ζmin ∈ [0, 1].

Problem 1 is in general difficult to solve due to the following
reasons. First, the explicit expression of the IREE cannot
be easily obtained, since a priori knowledge of DT (L) is
still missing. Second, ξ (CT , DT ) is strictly non-convex with
respect to the optimizing parameters {Ln}, {Bn} and {P t

n}.
Last but not least, even if some iteration based algorithm, such
as iterative water-filling method [34], could be applied, the
uniqueness and convergence properties are yet to be analyzed.

III. PROPOSED IREE MAXIMIZATION SCHEME

In this section, we rely on the Dinkelbach’s algorithm [35]
to maximize the IREE metric, where the original fractional
programming problem is transformed into the general non-
convex optimization problem for any given ηIREE . Through
the proposed RBF architecture, we are able to obtain the
optimal strategy {L⋆

n}, {B⋆
n}, {P t,⋆

n } accordingly.
Denote η⋆IREE to be the optimal value of Problem 1, we can

rewrite the original IREE maximization problem into linear
forms, and according to [36], we have the following lemma
for η⋆IREE .

Lemma 1 (Optimal Condition): The optimal value of IREE,
i.e., η⋆IREE , can be achieved if and only if the following
equation is satisfied.

maximize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}

{
min{CTot, DTot}

[
1−

ξ (CT , DT )
]
− η⋆IREEPT

}
= 0, (10)

where {Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n} satisfy (1) - (9).

By applying Lemma 1, we can decouple the original IREE
maximization problem into the following two procedures, i.e.,
we solve the IREE maximization problem for given ηIREE

in the first procedure, and adopt the Dinkelbach’s algorithm
[35] to update ηIREE in the second procedure. The above two
procedures are running iteratively to find the optimized η⋆IREE .
With the above illustration, we can solve the following utility

Algorithm 1: Proposed IREE Maximization Scheme

input : DT (L), NBS , α, β, γ, {λ}NBS
n=1 , {P c}NBS

n=1 ,
Bmax, Pmax

output: {L⋆
n}, {B⋆

n}, {P t,⋆
n }, η⋆IREE

1 Initialization: k = 1, ϵ > 0, η(1)IREE ,
{L(0)

n }, {B(0)
n }, {P t,(0)

n };
2 while |L(k)

err(η
(k)
IREE)| > ϵ do

3 Solve Problem 2 using the proposed RBF
network and Adam optimizer,
{L(k)

n }, {B(k)
n }, {P t,(k)

n } =

arg minimize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}
L
(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω)

4 Update IREE according to (16) and obtain
η
(k+1)
IREE ;

5 k = k + 1;

6 Optimized IREE and parameters: η⋆IREE = η
(k)
IREE ,

{L⋆
n}, {B⋆

n}, {P t,⋆
n } =

{L(k−1)
n }, {B(k−1)

n }, {P t,(k−1)
n };

maximization problem for given IREE rather than the original
IREE maximization problem to reduce the computational
complexity.

Problem 2 (Utility Maximization for Given IREE): For
any given IREE, the utility function, min{CTot, DTot}

[
1 −

ξ(CT (L), DT (L))
]
− ηIREEPT , can be maximized via the

following optimization problem.

maximize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}
min{CTot, DTot} [1− ξ (CT , DT )]

−ηIREEPT , (11)
subject to (1) − (9).

Problem 2 is also challenging, since the aforementioned
three issues of Problem 1 are still valid. To make it math-
ematical tractable, we propose to design RBF based on the
Shannon’s capacity formula [32], and generate the correspond-
ing neural networks to approximate the continuous capac-
ity distribution of CT (L). Through this approach, we can
numerically obtain the exact value of ξ (CT , DT ) for any
given continuous traffic distribution of DT (L), which can
be minimized using data driven approaches. In the following
parts, we focus on introducing the spectrum efficiency (SE)
based RBF and discussing the uniqueness and convergence
properties.
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Fig. 2. An illustration of proposed scheme, where the blue gear is the driving gear and represents the forward and backward propagation through the RBF
network to minimize L

(k)
err and thus achieve better IREE. The green gear is the driven gear and represents to obtain the optimized IREE through a series of

L
(k)
err minimization problems, where L

(k)
err is constructed through IREE in current iteration η

(k)
IREE .

A. SE based RBF Design

By combining equations (2) and (3), we can have a lower
bound of the capacity CT (L) as given by,

CT (L) =

NBS∑
n=1

Bn log2

(
1 +

P t
n/L(L,Ln)

σ2Bn

)
,

≥
NBS∑
n=1

BnSn(Ln,L) ≜ CS(L). (12)

In the above equation, Sn(Ln,L) denotes the SE based RBF,
which is defined as,

Sn(Ln,L) = log2

(
1 +

P t
n/Bmax

γσ2||L − Ln||α2 + βσ2

)
, (13)

and CS(L) is the corresponding SE based RBF network. In the
following, we provide the existence and uniqueness property
of SE based RBF network as summarized below.

Theorem 1 (Existence of RBF Network): For any contin-
uous traffic distribution DT , and any location Lm defined
on Rd, there exists an SE based RBF network CS(Lm) =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,Lm) with coefficients {Bn}, {P t
n}, and

{Ln}, such at for any Lm ∈ Rd,

∥CS(Lm)−DT (Lm)∥2 ≤ ϵ.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A for the proof.
Theorem 2 (Uniqueness of RBF Network): If the set of

all possible RBF networks, e.g., TNBS
= {CS(L)|CS(L) =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L), Bn, P
t
n ∈ R+,Ln ∈ Rd}, is a Cheby-

shev set [37], then there exists an unique RBF network with
parameters {L̄n}, {B̄n}, {P̄ t

n}, such that

{L̄n}, {B̄n}, {P̄ t
n} = argmin

{Ln},{Bn},{P t
n}
ξ (CS , DT ) . (14)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B for the proof.

With the existence and uniqueness properties of an SE
based RBF network as illustrated in Theorem 1 and 2, we
show that the JS divergence, ξ (CS , DT ), can be minimized
by alternatively optimizing the BS location, the bandwidth,
and the transmit power, where the detailed mathematical
manipulations are summarized in Appendix C. Meanwhile, if
CTot ≥ DTot holds true, the optimal value of IREE, η⋆IREE ,
is bounded by the following lemma.

Lemma 2 (Optimal IREE Bound): The optimal value of
IREE, η⋆IREE , can be bounded by the following expression.

DTot

[
1− ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)]
λPmax +NBSP c

≤ η⋆IREE ≤
DTot

[
1− ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)]
λP t

D +NBSP c
,

where ξ
(
C̄S , DT

)
is the optimal JS divergence as obtained

by Theorem 2, and P t
D is the minimum transmit power

required to meet the total traffic DTot given by P t
D =

Bmaxσ
2
∫∫

A L(L,LA)dL
VA

(
2

DTot
VABmax − 1

)
. VA and LA are the

total volume and the central location of area A, respectively.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix D for the proof.

In addition, if we denote {αn > 2}NBS
n=1 , {βn > 0}NBS

n=1

and {Γn ∈ Sd++}
NBS
n=1 to be the path loss exponents and the

corresponding normalization factors, we can follow the similar
procedures as shown in [38] to construct a linear combination
of many SE based RBFs and generalize the above results to
more practical path loss models as summarized below.

Remark 1 (General Models): If the path loss model, Ln(L),
follows Ln(L) =

[
(L − Ln)

TΓn(L − Ln)
]αn/2

+ βn, then
Theorem 1 and 2, and Lemma 2 still hold true, when the SE
based RBFs are given by,

SG
n (Ln,L) = log2

(
1 +

P t
n

Bmaxσ2Ln(L)

)
,∀n. (15)
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(a) One-shot training strategy. (b) Two-stage training strategy

Fig. 3. The norm of second-order gradient versus the norm of first-order gradient on the training trajectory of Adam for proposed RBF network. It can be
observed that norm of second-order gradient and the norm of first-order gradient nearly satisfy an exponential relationship using one-shot training strategy
while they satisfy a piece-wise linear relationship using the proposed two-stage training strategy.

B. Proposed Scheme for IREE Maximization

In order to obtain the optimal IREE, we decouple the
original IREE maximization problem into two sub-problems
and solve them iteratively as shown in Fig. 2. In the first step,
we use the aforementioned RBF network to solve Problem 2
for any given ηIREE , while in the second step, we adopt the
Dinkelbach’s algorithm [35] to update ηIREE for Problem 1.

1) Proposed RBF Network Optimization for Problem 2: For
any given IREE in the k-th iteration, η(k)IREE , we can construct
the loss function, L(k)

err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n};ω), as,

L(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω) = −min

{ M∑
m=1

CS(Lm),

M∑
m=1

DT (Lm)

}
×

[
1−

M∑
m=1

ξ (CS(Lm), DT (Lm))

]

+η
(k)
IREE

NBS∑
n=1

(
λP t

n + P c
)
+ ωΩ({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n}),

where ω is the penalty coefficient and Ω({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n})

is the penalty term defined by,

Ω({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n}) = max

{
ζmin − ζ({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n}),

0
}
+max

{
NBS∑
n=1

Bn −Bmax, 0

}
+max

{
NBS∑
n=1

P t
n − Pmax, 0

}
.

By constructing the above loss function, we can design an
SE based RBF network with the multi-layer perceptron (MLP)
like structure to minimize L

(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω) in each
step, which consists of an input layer, a hidden layer, and an
output layer as shown in Fig. 2.

• Input Layer: The input layer consists of M sampled
locations with two dimensional geographic coordinates
given by {Lm}Mm=1.

TABLE I
DETAILED CONFIGURATIONS OF PROPOSED RBF NETWORK

Input Layer
Two dimensional geographic

coordinates: {Lm}Mm=1

Hidden Layer RBF: {SG
n (Ln,Lm)}Mm=1 defined in(13)

Output Layer
Capacity lower bound:

{CS(Lm)}Mm=1 defined in (12)

Loss function L
(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω)

Batch size M (full batch training)

Training epoch in
each iteration Nepoch = 10000

Neural network optimizer Adam optimizer [39]

• Hidden Layer: The hidden layer consists of NBS SE
based RBF neurons, and each RBF neuron is designed
according to (13). With different locations and transmit
power configured for each RBF neuron, e.g., {Ln}, {P t

n},
the hidden layer can output the SE based RBF functions
of M sampled locations, e.g., {SG

n (Ln,Lm)}Mm=1, for the
nth BS (RBF neuron).

• Output Layer: The output layer linearly combines NBS

SE based RBF neurons with coefficients given by {Bn},
and outputs the lower bound {CS(Lm)}Mm=1 as defined
in (12), which eventually minimize the loss function,
L
(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω).
The detailed configuration of proposed RBF network is

summarized in Table I. For convenience, we also implement a
softmax layer to compare {CS(Lm)}Mm=1 and {DT (Lm)}Mm=1

and obtain the JS divergence, ξ (CS , DT ).
2) Proposed Dinkelbach’s Algorithm for Problem 1: For

any given IREE in the k-th iteration, η(k)IREE , we obtain the
optimized parameters {L(k)

n }, {B(k)
n }, {P t,(k)

n } based on the
proposed RBF network in the previous subsection, which
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(a) Loss function during the training process. (b) IREE during the training process.

Fig. 4. Comparison of loss function/IREE under different training strategies. The traffic and the network configuration is shown in Tab. II. The number of
samples M = 1300, and the number of epoch in each iteration Nepoch = 2000. It can be observed that under the one-shot training strategy, the VGP caused
by the conflict between the gradient of the objective function and the gradient of the constraints will hinder the further convergence of IREE. While the
proposed two-stage training strategy avoids the above problems by processing the gradient of the objective function and constraint conditions in two stages
respectively.

minimize the loss function, L
(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω). In
this subsection, we then update ηIREE based on Dinkelbach’s
algorithm, where the updated IREE, η(k+1)

IREE , is given by,

η
(k+1)
IREE =

min{C(k)
Tot, DTot}

PT

(
{P t,(k)

n }
) ×

[
1− ξ

(
C

(k)
S , DT

)]
. (16)

In the above expression, C(k)
Tot and C

(k)
S are calculated based

on the optimized parameters {L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n }.

By iteratively updating ηIREE and {Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n},

we are able to calculate the optimized value of IREE and
the corresponding strategy, which satisfies (10) according to
Lemma 1. The entire IREE maximization scheme has been
summarized in Algorithm 1.

IV. TWO-STAGE TRAINING STRATEGY AND
CONVERGENCE PROPERTIES

In this section, we discuss the famous vanishing gradient
problem (VGP) [40] when training the proposed RBF network,
and introduce a two-stage training strategy accordingly. In
addition, we analyze the convergence properties of the entire
IREE maximization scheme under this two-stage training
strategy as well.

A. Two-stage Training Strategy

Although the proposed RBF network contains an MLP
like structure, the conventional one-shot training strategy for
supervised learning cannot be directly applied as explained
below.

Claim 1: Since the loss function for the proposed RBF
network, Lerr({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω), does not satisfy the

(L0, L1) smoothness [41], the conventional one-shot training
strategy will result in the VGP.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix E for the proof.
To tackle this problem, we propose a two-stage training

strategy, where the unconstrained optimization is performed in
the first stage and the coefficients are fine-tuned to meet the
constraints in the second stage. To be more specific, we set the
penalty coefficients ω to zero in the first stage, and optimize
the RBF network via standard one-shot supervised learning to
achieve a balance between the network utility and the total
power consumption. Through this approach, we can get rid
of constraints (7)-(9) and have ∂E(k)/∂P t

n = 0, where E(k)

is given by −min
{∑M

m=1 CS(Lm),
∑M

m=1 DT (Lm)
}

×[
1−

∑M
m=1 ξ (CS(Lm), DT (Lm))

]
+ η

(k)
IREE

∑NBS

n=1

(
λP t

n +

P c
)
. In the second stage, we choose ω to be sufficiently large,

and the partial derivative becomes,

∂L(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω)/∂P t
n = ∂E(k)/∂P t

n +

ω × ∂Ω({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n})/∂P t

n, (17)

which is strictly greater than zero if constraints (7)-(9) are not
satisfied, and eventually prevent the VGP.

In Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), we plot the (L0, L1) smooth-
ness, in terms of the norm of second-order gradient
(||∂2L

(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω)/∂(P t
n)

2||) versus the norm
of first-order gradient (||∂L(k)

err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t
n};ω)/∂P t

n||)
relation to show the VGP. As depicted in Fig. 3(a), when the
conventional one-shot training strategy is adopted, the norm
of second-order gradient decreases exponentially with respect
to the norm of first-order gradient, which breaks the (L0, L1)
smoothness condition and results in the VGP. For the proposed
two-stage training strategy, it ensures a piece-wise linear
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(a) Network capacity and traffic distributions under conventional EE
maximization scheme [42], the JS divergence ξ (CT , DT ) = 0.30.

(b) Network capacity and traffic distributions under proposed IREE
maximization scheme, the JS divergence ξ (CT , DT ) = 0.05.

Fig. 5. Numerical examples for the traffic and the network capacity distributions under Pmax = 20 dBW. With the powerful approximation ability of the
RBF network, the proposed IREE maximization scheme is able to match the traffic with the network capacity and thus avoids potential resource wastage.

TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Number of BSs, NBS 400

Height of BSs 35 m

Total Bandwidth, Bmax 36 GHz

Circuit power, P c 5 W

Efficiency of power amplifier, 1/λ 38%

Path loss (dB) 35 + 38 log10(d) [33]

Power spectral density of noise, σ2 −174 dBm/Hz

User traffic Log-normal distribution [43]

relationship between the norms of second-order and first-order
gradients, which guarantees the (L0, L1) smoothness as shown
in Fig. 3(b).

B. Convergence Properties and Complexity Analysis

By applying the proposed two-stage training strategy, we are
able to gradually train the proposed RBF network for any given
IREE value, and iteratively obtain the optimized IREE as well.
In addition, the convergence properties of the proposed IREE
maximization scheme can be guaranteed and summarized as
below.

Theorem 3 (Convergence Properties): If the loss function
L
(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω) satisfies the (L0, L1) smoothness
and limk→∞ L

(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω) = 0, then η
(k)
IREE

converges to the optimal IREE value, i.e., limk→∞ η
(k)
IREE =

η⋆IREE .
Proof: Please refer to Appendix F for the proof.

For illustration purpose, we plot the value of the loss
function and the corresponding IREE value versus the index

of each epoch in Fig. 4. As shown in Fig. 4(a), we can observe
gradual declining of the loss function during Nepoch epochs
for both one-shot and two-stage training in the beginning.
After Nepoch epochs, we update η

(k)
IREE and calculate the

corresponding loss function, L(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω). For
one-shot training strategy, it can be observed that the loss
function suffers from the VGP and cannot converge within the
training period, while for the two-stage training strategy, the
loss function converges to zero. This is because the proposed
two-stage training strategy guarantees the (L0, L1) smoothness
as explained before. As shown in Fig. 4(b), η(k)IREE converges
to global optima with ω = 0 in the first stage, and converges
to the local optima with sufficiently large ω in the second
stage. Through this approach, we can avoid the VGP and find
the optimized IREE finally.

In the above algorithm development, we replaced CT (L)
with CS(L) to obtain theoretical results and reduce the imple-
mentation complexity, while the optimality gap is summarized
in the following lemma.

Lemma 3 (Optimality IREE Gap of the Proposed Scheme):
Denote η̄SIREE , ξ

S and η̄TIREE , ξ
T to be the derived optimal

IREEs and the corresponding JS divergences using CS(L) and
CT (L), respectively. The upper bound of this optimality gap
∆η ≜ |η̄TIREE − η̄SIREE | is given by,

∆η ≤

{
(1−ξS)(CT

Tot−CS
Tot)+ξS,TCT

Tot

(1−ξS+ξS,T )PT
, if CS

Tot ≤ DTot,
DTotξ

S,T

PT
, if CS

Tot > DTot,
(18)

where ξS,T is the JS divergence between CT (L) and CS(L).
Proof: Please refer to Appendix G for the proof.

In the proposed scheme, we require the order of O(MNBS)
to compute the forward propagation of the RBF network and
the corresponding value of loss function. Then, the gradient
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calculation and network parameter update of the backward
propagation require the computational complexities of orders
O(NBS) and O(N2

BS) [44], respectively. Together with the
number of iterations in Dinkelbach’s algorithm, Nite, and the
number of epochs, Nepoch, the overall complexity is given by
O(NepochNite(N

2
BS +MNBS)).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we illustrate the advantages of the pro-
posed IREE maximization scheme through some numerical
examples. To be more specific, we compare the IREE value
of the proposed scheme with conventional SE [45] or EE
[42] oriented designs, and characterize the IREE-SE trade-
off relation in what follows. By investigating the IREE metric
under different traffic requirements, we conclude with some
design principles in this part as well.

In the following evaluations, we choose a square area with
edge length equal to 5 kilometers, in which NBS = 400 BSs
are deployed. The overall throughput requirement is 8.9×1012

bit/s, which follows a standard log-normal distribution [43]
with location, scale, and max spatial spread given by 19, 2.8,
and 0.0012, respectively. The total bandwidth and transmit
power budgets are given by Bmax = 36 GHz and Pmax = 30
dBW, and the minimum network utility indicator is limited by
ζmin = 0.8. The detailed configurations of the proposed RBF
network are listed in Table I and other simulation parameters,
unless otherwise specified, are listed in Table II.

A. IREE Comparison with Baselines

In order to verify the effectiveness of the proposed scheme,
we compared the proposed scheme with the conventional SE
[45] or EE [42] oriented design. In Fig. 5, we compare the
network distribution under different schemes, and we can find
that the proposed scheme can effectively reduce JS divergence,
ξ, thereby avoiding potential resource wastage.

As illustrated in Fig. 6, the JS divergence of EE oriented
design initially decreases and then stabilizes as the transmit
power increases, indicating that the maximum EE has been
achieved. On the other hand, in the SE oriented design, the
JS divergence first decreases and then increases, which can
be attributed to the unreasonable spatial distribution of the
network resulting from excessive network capacity. However,
the proposed scheme is able to consistently maintain a low
JS divergence across all power consumption constraints. This
means that the IREE maximization scheme outperforms the
EE oriented design in terms of maintaining a balanced total
network capacity and its distribution, even at low total power
consumption. Additionally, Fig. 6 highlights that the proposed
scheme showcases an earlier convergence of IREE to its
maximum value. This can be attributed to the fact that the
improvement of utility is no longer enough to pay for the extra
power consumption. However, the conventional EE oriented
design is still blindly spending more power to improve the
CTot. Compared to the conventional EE oriented design, the
proposed scheme achieves a remarkable IREE improvement of
123.0% to 185.9%, accompanied by an EE reduction of 14.8%
to 22.6%. This is because the proposed scheme spends more

Fig. 6. The IREE/EE versus Pmax relations, and the JS divergence, ξ, versus
Pmax relations for the proposed and other baselines schemes [42], [45].

efforts to reduce the JS divergence rather than contributing to
increase the EE metric as explained before.

B. Comparison with Conventional EE-SE Trade-offs

In Fig. 7, we explore the changes in network utility indicator
under different power limit Pmax and the corresponding IREE-
SE relationships. As shown in Fig. 7(a), we can divide the
network utility indicator ζ region into two parts including
conventional EE-SE region and JS divergence constrained
region based on whether the total network capacity CTot is
larger than the total traffic DTot.

As given in Fig. 7(b) and Fig. 7(d), in conventional EE-
SE regions, the IREE-SE relationship behaves similarly to
conventional EE-SE relationship [30]. Specifically, in power
constrained area, η⋆IREE and ηSE increase simultaneously.
There exists a trade-off between η⋆IREE and ηSE in capacity
constrained area. The JS divergence ξ generally decreases
with SE due to the increasing network capacity. The increase
in bandwidth has a two-fold effect. Firstly, it causes the
capacity constrained area to shrink, enabling the IREE-SE
curve to enter the JS divergence constrained region earlier
in the process. Eventually, only the power constrained area
and the JS divergence constrained region remain, as depicted
in Fig. 7(c) and Fig. 7(d). Secondly, the enhanced network
capacity resulting from the increased bandwidth leads to a
decrease in all JS divergences across all SE.

In the JS divergence constrained region, the total network
capacity is larger than the total traffic, i.e. CTot ≥ DTot,
and hence the network utility is only constrained by the JS
divergence as illustrated in Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(c). The SE
remains the same since both the total capacity and total band-
width are unchanged. The extra transmit power introduced at
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(a) Network utility indicator and JS divergence versus the maximum
transmit power limit under Bmax = 36 GHz.

(b) IREE and JS divergence versus SE under different bandwidth limits.

(c) Network utility indicator and JS divergence versus the maximum
transmit power limit under Bmax = 40 GHz.

(d) IREE and JS divergence versus SE under different bandwidth limits.

Fig. 7. Numerical results for the network utility indicator, JS divergence versus maximum transmit power limit and IREE-SE relationships. The amount
mismatch and distribution mismatch and their impact on network utility and IREE under different power limits can be observed.

this time will only be used to reduce JS divergence, which
leads to a decrease in IREE as shown in Fig. 8. A linear
relationship between the network utility indicator and the
JS divergence, ζ = 1 − ξ, can also be observed in the JS
divergence constrained region.

C. Design Principles

In order to explore the design principles of green networks
in different scenarios, we examined both urban and rural
traffics. The traffic configurations in the rural scenario are
consistent with the configurations above. While in the urban

scenario, the total traffic reaches 9.7× 1012 bit/s, and the lo-
cation, scale, and max spatial spread are given by 19, 2.4, and
0.003, respectively. As shown in Fig. 9, the spatial variations in
urban traffic are significantly more heterogeneous than those in
rural traffic, primarily attributed to the dense concentration of
people in offices, cafes, and other bustling locations. Another
key difference between urban and rural environments lies in
the shadowing effects, which can be formulated as a zero-
mean log-normal distribution with standard deviation χ [46].
In the following evaluation, we choose χ = 10 dB for urban
scenarios and χ = 4 dB for rural environments.

In order to explore the impact of traffic heterogeneity on the
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Fig. 8. IREE versus JS divergence in JS divergence constrained region. IREE
performance must be sacrificed to ensure smaller JS divergence, while a linear
relationship between the network utility indicator and the JS divergence, ζ =
1− ξ, can be observed.

IREE-SE curve, in Fig. 10, we depict the variations of the total
network utility UTot = min{CTot, DTot} [1− ξ (CT , DT )],
the total network capacity CTot as the total transmit power
P t
Tot =

∑NBS

n=1 P t
n changes under the above two traffics.

Notably, as the spatial variation of traffic becomes significant,
the JS divergence experiences a sharp increase. Despite the
traditional EE oriented design ensuring a higher total capacity,
it fails to guarantee a higher network utility due to the presence
of the JS divergence brought by the traffic heterogeneity.
This limitation becomes more pronounced in urban scenarios
characterized by greater traffic heterogeneity. However, the
proposed scheme allocates additional resources to shape the
network capacity distribution, prioritizing it over the pursuit
of maximum total capacity when significant spatial variations
occur. As a result, it effectively enhances network utility by
achieving a balance between improving the total capacity and
shaping the network capacity distribution.

The IREE-SE curve, as depicted in Fig. 11, exhibits a
consistent shift towards the lower left direction in urban
scenarios. Specifically, the maximum value of IREE decreases
by 14.3%, accompanied by a corresponding decrease of 13.8%
in SE. This shift can be attributed to the effect of the proposed
scheme spending more resources to shape the network capacity
distribution other than improve the total network capacity
under significant spatial variations, as mentioned earlier. The
IREE-SE relationship in urban traffic demonstrates a larger ca-
pacity constrained area compared to rural traffic. This implies
that in urban scenarios, a higher ηSE can be achieved at the
cost of a lower η⋆IREE . Conversely, in rural scenarios, ηSE is
limited by Dtot and cannot be further improved.

Fig. 9. Traffics under urban/rural scenario generated from the log-normal
distributions [43]. The urban traffic exhibits more heterogeneous spatial
variations compared to the rural traffic.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a novel RBF based neural network
approach for IREE maximization. By jointly utilizing the
SE based RBF network and the Dinkelbach’s algorithm, the
proposed IREE maximization framework is able to iteratively
find the optimized value of IREE and the corresponding
resource allocation strategy. The training strategy and the
convergence properties of the proposed framework are then
analyzed, and the corresponding two-stage training strategy
is proposed to ensure the convergence of the proposed RBF
network. Through some numerical experiments, we show
that the proposed IREE maximization framework outperforms
many existing SE or EE oriented designs. Different from con-
ventional EE-SE trade-offs, the IREE-SE trade-offs introduces
the new JS divergence constrained region, where the IREE
varies and the SE remains unchanged. By studying IREE-
SE trade-offs under different traffic requirements, we conclude
that the network operators shall spend some efforts to balance
the traffic demand and the network capacity distribution in
order to improve the IREE performance, especially when the
spatial variations of the traffic distribution are significant.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Considering the problem of recovering a function CS

from a set of data DT (Lm), we aim to minimize the error∑NBS

m=1 [CS(Lm)−DT (Lm)]
2. This problem is inherently ill-

posed due to the infinite number of possible solutions. In
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(a) Rural traffic (b) Urban traffic

Fig. 10. The total utility versus the total transmit power relations for the proposed IREE maximization scheme and the EE maximized scheme under rural
and urban environment. It can be observed that the proposed IREE maximization solution can effectively enhance the network utility by reducing the JS
divergence ξ.

Fig. 11. The IREE versus SE trade-offs, and the total transmit power versus
SE relations under urban/rural environment.

order to achieve a specific solution, a common assumption
is that the function exhibits smoothness, meaning that similar
inputs yield similar outputs. Therefore, the solution to the
approximation problem can be obtained by minimizing the
following functional [47]:

H(CS) =

NBS∑
m=1

[CS(Lm)−DT (Lm)]
2
+ µϕ(CS), (19)

where µ is a positive regularization parameter. ϕ(CS) is a
smoothness functional given by ϕ(CS) ≜

∫
Rd

|C̃S(s)|2

G̃(s)
ds,

where ˜ indicates the Fourier transform, G̃ is some positive
function that falls off to zero as ||s|| → ∞ for which the class
of functions such that this expression is well defined is not
empty.

To make functional ϕ(CS) is a semi-norm so that the asso-
ciated variational problem (19) is well defined, [47] points out
that the class of admissible radial basis functions G is the class
of conditionally positive definite functions of any order. To this

end, we define the function s(x) ≜ log2

(
1 + 1

vnxα/2+κn

)
,

where vn = Bmaxγσ
2/P t

n > 0, κn(P
t
n) = Bmaxβσ

2/P t
n > 0

and α > 2. Since s(x) is completely monotonic, we have
positive definite function Sn(Ln,L) on any Hilbert space [48]
defined as

Sn(Ln,L) = s(||L − Ln||2)

= log2

(
1 +

P t
n

Bmaxγσ2||L − Ln||α2 +Bmaxβσ2

)
.

(20)

Hence, according to [47], the solution to the variational
problem (19) with G = Sn(Lm,Ln) is given by CS(Lm) =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,Lm).
Since κn > 0, Sn(Ln,Lm) does not have singularities when

||Ln − Lm|| = 0. Hence, recall Proposition C.1 in [49], we
have that for every continuous function DT defined on Rd

and for every Green’s function G = Sn(Ln,Lm), there exists
a function CS(Lm) =

∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,Lm), such that for
all Lm and any positive ϵ the following inequality holds,

||CS(Lm)−DT (Lm)||2 < ϵ, (21)
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and hence complete the proof.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Considering a Chebyshev set TNBS
= {CS |CS =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L), Bn, P
t
n ∈ R+,Ln ∈ Rd}, according

to [49], there exists one and only one function C̄S ∈
TNBS

, such that for any continuous traffic distribution DT

we have W
(

C̄S

CTot
, DT

DTot

)
= infCS∈TNBS

W
(

CS

CTot
, DT

DTot

)
,

where W (·, ·) is the Wasserstein distance [50]. According
to [51], if the network distribution and the traffic distribu-
tion have overlapping area, the JS divergence is positively
related to Wasserstein distance. Since the CS is a continuous
function in the domain of definition, we have ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)
=

infCS∈TNBS
ξ (CS , DT ) = minCS∈TNBS

ξ (CS , DT ).
If the network distribution and the traffic distribution

do not have overlapping area, we have ξ
(
C̄S , DT

)
=

minCS∈TNBS
ξ (CS , DT ) = 1. Note {L̄n}, {B̄n}, {P̄ t

n} as the
configurations of C̄S , we have completed the proof.

APPENDIX C
DERIVATION OF ALTERNATIVE OPTIMIZATION FOR IREE

According to Proposition 4.3 in [49] and Theorem 2, with
the given transmit power and the location, there exists an
optimal bandwidth configuration.

Considering the hypothesis space T NBS

P = {CS |CS =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L), P t
n ∈ R+}, we now prove that T NBS

P

is a Chebyshev set. Note that DT is in the space of the
continuous functions C(U) defined on some subset U of Rd.
Let ĈS be an arbitrary point of T NBS

P , we are looking for the
closest point to DT in T NBS

P , which has to lie in the set

T̂ NBS

P = {CS ∈ T NBS

P

∣∣||CS −DT ||f ≤ ||ĈS −DT ||f}. (22)

This set is clearly bounded.
Let T̃ NBS

P be the closure of T NBS

P and C̃S ∈ T̃ NBS

P .
Then, there is a sequence {C(k)

S }k≥0 ⊂ T NBS

P such
that: C

(k)
S → C̃S . As {C(k)

S }k≥0 ⊂ T NBS

P : C
(k)
S =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L), P t
n ∈ R+. This gives

C̃S = lim
k→∞

C
(k)
S

= lim
k→∞

NBS∑
n=1

Bn log2

(
1 +

P t,k
n /Bmax

γσ2||L − Ln||α2 + βσ2

)

=

NBS∑
n=1

Bn log2

(
1 +

limk→∞ P t,k
n /Bmax

γσ2||L − Ln||α2 + βσ2

)
. (23)

Clearly C̃S ∈ T NBS

P . This shows T̃ NBS

P ⊂ T NBS

P , hence
T NBS

P is a closed. Let U = {a ∈ C(U)
∣∣||a−f || ≤ ||a0−f ||},

this set is clearly closed. Hence T̂ NBS

P = U ∩T NBS

P is closed.
Since T̂ NBS

P is a closed, bounded, finite-dimensional set in a
metric linear space, it is compact. According to Proposition
4.3 and Theorem 3.1 in [49], T NBS

P is a Chebyshev set.
Therefore, with the given bandwidth and the location, there

exists an optimal transmit power configuration according to
Theorem 2.

Following similar steps, note T NBS

L = {CS |CS =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L),Ln ∈ Rd}. Assume that T̃ NBS

L is the
closure of T NBS

L and C̃S ∈ T̃ NBS

L , we need to prove that
C̃S ∈ T NBS

L in order to prove that T NBS

L is a Chebyshev set.
Since there is a sequence {C(k)

S }k≥0 ⊂ T NBS

L such
that: C

(k)
S → C̃S . As {C(k)

S }k≥0 ⊂ T NBS

L : C
(k)
S =∑NBS

n=1 BnSn(Ln,L),Ln ∈ Rd. This gives

C̃S = lim
k→∞

C
(k)
S

= lim
k→∞

NBS∑
n=1

Bn log2

(
1 +

P t
n/Bmax

γσ2||L − Lk
n||α2 + βσ2

)

=

NBS∑
n=1

Bn log2

(
1 +

P t
n/Bmax

γσ2||L − limk→∞ Lk
n||α2 + βσ2

)
.

(24)

Clearly C̃S ∈ T NBS

P , T NBS

L is a Chebyshev set. Using
Theorem 2, there exists an optimal BS locations configuration
with the given bandwidth and transmit power.

Therefore, the JS divergence can be minimized by alter-
natively optimizing the BS location, the bandwidth, and the
transmit power.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF LEMMA 2

According to Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, there ex-
ists {L̄n}, {B̄n}, {P̄ t

n} = argmin
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}
ξ (CS , DT ). Note

CS({L̄n}, {B̄n}, {P̄ t
n}) as C̄S , the lower bound of optimal

IREE is given by

η⋆IREE

(a)

≥ max
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}

min{CTot, DTot} [1− ξ (CT , DT )]

λPmax +NBSP c

=
DTot

[
1− ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)]
λPmax +NBSP c

, (25)

where step (a) holds according to the maximum transmit power
constraint (9).

On the other hand, with CTot ≥ DTot and minimized JS di-
vergence ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)
, the upper bound of the IREE should be

obtained when the minimum power consumption is met while
satisfying the total traffic requirement DTot. We first consider
a single BS scenario, where a single BS is located at the central
location of area, LA. By applying the Jensen’s inequality,

we have CTot ≥ VABmax log2

(
1 + P t/(σ2Bmax)

1
VA

∫∫
A L(L,LA)dL

)
≥

DTot, where VA is the volume of area A. Hence, we have

P t ≥ Bmaxσ
2
∫∫

A L(L,LA)dL
VA

(
2

DTot
VABmax − 1

)
≜ P t

D.

In the case where more than one BS is deployed, we can
demonstrate that the power consumption required is greater
than that of the single BS scenario mentioned earlier. To
illustrate this, let us consider the best case where all the
BSs are positioned at the central location LA to maximize
the capacity. By applying the Jensen’s inequality on con-
cave function CS(P

t
n), we have

∫∫
A
∑NBS

n=1 CS(L)dL ≤
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∫∫
A Bmax log2

(
1 +

∑NBS
n=1

Bn
Bmax

P t
n

σ2BmaxL(L,LA)

)
dL. Hence, the total ca-

pacity of this NBS BS is less than single BS with transmit
power

∑NBS

n=1
Bn

Bmax
P t
n.

Therefore, in order to achieve the same DTot, the power
consumption needed in multi-BS scenario is larger than single
BS scenario,

∑NBS

n=1 P t
n ≥ P t ≥ P t

D. Hence we can obtain the
upper bound of IREE as follows,

η⋆IREE ≤ maximize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}

min{CTot, DTot}
[
1− ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)]
PT

≤
DTot

[
1− ξ

(
C̄S , DT

)]
λP t

D +NBSP c
. (26)

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF CLAIM 1

First of all, let us consider the smoothness of CS with re-
spect to P t

n. From the explicit expression of CS (12), we have
∂CS

∂P t
n

= Bn

ln 2(P t
n+Λ(Ln,L)) and ∂2CS

∂(P t
n)

2 = − Bn

ln 2(P t
n+Λ(Ln,L))2 ,

where Λ(Ln,L) = Bmaxγσ
2||L−Ln||α2 +Bmaxβσ

2. Accord-
ing to [41], CS is (L0, L1) smoothness if and only if there exist
LP
0 and LP

1 such that
∥∥∥ ∂2CS

∂(P t
n)

2

∥∥∥ ≤ LP
0 +LP

1

∥∥∥∂CS

∂P t
n

∥∥∥. Substitute
the first order and the second order derivative into above in-
equality, we can obtain that P t

n ≥ 2Bn√
(BnLP

1 )2+4 ln 2LP
0 +BnLP

1

−
Λ(Ln,L). Substitute into (9), we have

NBS∑
n=1

Λ(Ln,L) ≥
NBS∑
n=1

2Bn√
(BnLP

1 )
2 + 4 ln 2LP

0 +BnLP
1

− Pmax, (27)

which is the (L0, L1) smoothness criteria of CS in one-
shot training. This criteria tells us that every sample L must
be far enough to all the BSs Ln to guarantee the (L0, L1)
smoothness, which is usually not met in practical scenarios.

Based on the above analysis of CS , we now discuss the
smoothness of the loss function Lerr. To simplify the analysis,
we consider the case that Lerr is a convex function of CS .
Therefore, for any LP

0 and LP
1 , we have

∥∥∥∥∂2Lerr

∂(P t
n)

2

∥∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥∂Lerr

∂CS
· ∂2CS

∂(P t
n)

2
+

∂2Lerr

∂(CS)2
·
(
∂CS

∂P t
n

)2
∥∥∥∥∥

(a)

≥
∥∥∥∥∂Lerr

∂CS

∥∥∥∥ · ∥∥∥∥ ∂2CS

∂(P t
n)

2

∥∥∥∥
(b)
>

∥∥∥∥∂Lerr

∂CS

∥∥∥∥ · (LP
0 + LP

1

∥∥∥∥∂CS

∂P t
n

∥∥∥∥)
= LP

1

∥∥∥∥∂Lerr

∂P t
n

∥∥∥∥+ LP
0

∥∥∥∥∂Lerr

∂CS

∥∥∥∥ , (28)

where step (a) is obtained according the convexity of Lerr

and step (b) holds when CS does not satisfy the smoothness
condition (27). Hence, Lerr does not satisfy the (L0, L1)
smoothness in one-shot training strategy, which leads to the
VGP according to [52].

In the proposed two stage learning, we do not need to satisfy
the (9) in the first training stage. This ensures the smoothness
of CS , therefore prevents the vanishing gradient problem.

APPENDIX F
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

According to [52], the Adam optimizer converges to a
bounded region if the loss function Lerr satisfies (L0, L1)
smoothness. Hence, after enough training epochs Nepoch, we
have

E(k)({L(k−1)
n }, {B(k−1)

n }, {P t,(k−1)
n })

+ωΩ({L(k−1)
n }, {B(k−1)

n }, {P t,(k−1)
n })

(a)
= ωΩ({L(k−1)

n }, {B(k−1)
n }, {P t,(k−1)

n })
(b)

≥ E(k)({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })

+ωΩ({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })

= −min{CTot({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n }), DTot}

×[1− ξ({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })]

+η
(k)
IREEPT ({L(k)

n }, {B(k)
n }, {P t,(k)

n })
+ωΩ({L(k)

n }, {B(k)
n }, {P t,(k)

n }), (29)

where step (a) holds according to the definition of η
(k)
IREE ,

i.e. (16), and step (b) holds due to the convergence of RBF
network. Therefore, we have

ηkIREE

≤ min{CTot({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n }), DTot}

×[1− ξ({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })]

× 1

PT ({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })

+ω[Ω({L(k−1)
n }, {B(k−1)

n }, {P t,(k−1)
n })

−Ω({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })]

× 1

PT ({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })

≜ η
(k+1)
IREE +∆Ωk, (30)

where ∆Ωk = ω[Ω({L(k−1)
n }, {B(k−1)

n }, {P t,(k−1)
n }) −

Ω({L(k)
n }, {B(k)

n }, {P t,(k)
n })]/PT ({L(k)

n }, {B(k)
n }, {P t,(k)

n }).
Since limk→∞ L

(k)
err({Ln}, {Bn}, {P t

n};ω) = 0, for any
ϵ > 0, there exists a K ≥ 0, such that for any k ≥ K,
∆Ωk < ϵ. With ϵ ≪ η

(k)
IREE , we have η

(k+1)
IREE ≥ η

(k)
IREE .

Also, we shall prove that limk→∞ η
(k)
IREE = η⋆IREE .

Suppose limk→∞ η
(k)
IREE = η̂IREE ̸= η⋆IREE , we

must have η̂IREE < η⋆IREE . Note function F(ηIREE)

as F(ηIREE) = maximize
{Ln},{Bn},{P t

n}

{
min{CTot, DTot}

[
1 −

ξ (CT , DT )
]
− ηIREEPT

}
, then F(ηIREE) is a mono-

tonic decreasing function as given in [35]. If Algorithm 1
is converged, then according to the terminal condition
we have F(η̂IREE) = 0. On the other hand, we have
F(η⋆IREE) = 0 according to Lemma 1. Thus, this contradicts
with the fact that η̂IREE < η⋆IREE . Hence, it follows that
limk→∞ F(η

(k)
IREE) = F(η⋆IREE) and limk→∞ η

(k)
IREE =

η⋆IREE .
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APPENDIX G
PROOF OF LEMMA 3

According to the triangle inequality of the JS divergence
[53], the gap between ξT and ξS is given by |ξT − ξS | =
|ξ (CS , DT ) − ξ (CT , DT ) | ≤ ξ (CS , CT ) ≜ ξS,T . If CS

Tot >

DTot, the optimality gap ∆η = DTot|ξ(CS ,DT )−ξ(CT ,DT )|
PT

≤
DTotξ

S,T

PT
. If CS

Tot ≤ DTot, the optimality gap ∆η is given by,

∆η
(a)

≤
|CT

Tot − CS
Tot

1−ξS

1−ξT
|

PT

(b)

≤ (1− ξS)(CT
Tot − CS

Tot) + ξS,TCT
Tot

(1− ξS + ξS,T )PT
. (31)

In the above equations, step (a) is obtained since 1− ξT ≤ 1,
and step (b) is obtained according to the triangle inequality.
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