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Abstract—In this paper, we consider a cooperative communi-
cation network where multiple low-Earth-orbit (LEO) satellites
provide services to multiple ground users (GUs) cooperatively at
the same time and on the same frequency. The multi-satellite
cooperation has great potential in extending communication
coverage and increasing spectral efficiency. Considering that
the on-board radio-frequency circuit resources and computation
resources on each satellite are restricted, we aim to propose a low-
complexity yet efficient multi-satellite cooperative transmission
framework. Specifically, we first propose a hybrid beamforming
method consisting of analog beamforming for beam alignment
and digital beamforming for interference mitigation. Then, to
establish appropriate connections between the satellites and
GUs, we propose a heuristic user scheduling algorithm which
determines the connections according to the total spectral effi-
ciency increment of the multi-satellite cooperative network. Next,
considering the intrinsic connection between beamforming and
user scheduling, a joint hybrid beamforming and user scheduling
(JHU) scheme is proposed to dramatically improve the perfor-
mance of the multi-satellite cooperative network. In addition
to the single-connection scenario, we also consider the multi-
connection case using the JHU scheme. Extensive simulations
conducted over different LEO satellite constellations and across
various GU locations demonstrate the superiority of the proposed
schemes in both overall and per-user spectral efficiencies.

Index Terms—Satellite communication, low-Earth-orbit con-
stellation, hybrid beamforming, user scheduling, joint optimiza-
tion.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past decades, with the evolution from the first genera-
tion mobile communication to the fifth generation (5G), terres-
trial wireless communication has experienced unprecedented
rapid development, providing people with dense coverage,
considerable transmission rate, and affordable services [2].
However, there is still a large area on the earth that is
deficient in coverage by terrestrial mobile networks, such as
underdeveloped areas, remote villages, maritime and polar
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regions. Moreover, in recent years, the demand for multi-
media services such as video services is increasing rapidly.
The huge requirement for ubiquitous coverage and efficient
transmission brings challenges to the development of mobile
communication. These challenges can not be addressed by
terrestrial mobile networks alone because of the diversified
service types and the uncertain distribution of ground users
(GUs). Under these circumstances, satellite communication is
a feasible and promising solution to share the communication
burden of terrestrial systems.

Satellites have a distinctive ability to cover wide geographi-
cal areas through a minimum amount of ground infrastructure,
which enables them to be an attractive solution to fulfill
the growing diversified applications and services, either as
a stand-alone system or as an integrated satellite-terrestrial
network for beyond-5G and 6G wireless communications [3],
[4]. Since their inception, satellite communications have found
a great quantity of applications, including media broadcasting,
backhauling, news gathering, and so on. Currently, the field of
satellite communications is drawing increasing attention in the
global telecommunications market. Several network operators
have started using satellites in backhaul infrastructures for
connectivity and for 5G system integration [5]. Following the
evolution of Internet-based applications, satellite communica-
tions are going through a transformation phase refocusing the
system design on data services, namely broadband satellite
communications. The main motivation is a) the rapid adoption
of media streaming instead of linear media broadcasting and
b) the urgent need to extend broadband coverage to unserved
and underserved areas [6]. Furthermore, satellites are likely
to play an increasingly important role in the 6G era to
provide global seamless coverage and support space-terrestrial
integrated networks [7]. The integrated architectures, applica-
tions, and challenges of satellite-terrestrial networks toward 6G
were presented in [8]. In [9], the authors introduced several
satellite communication networks which are categorized by
different architectures, including land mobile satellite commu-
nication networks, hybrid satellite-terrestrial relay networks,
and satellite-terrestrial integrated networks. The authors in
[10] made a technical comparison of three low-Earth-orbit
(LEO) satellite constellation systems: OneWeb’s, SpaceX’s,
and Telesat’s. The advantages and technical challenges of
multi-satellite cooperative transmission systems in 5G were
discussed in [11].

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

08
09

5v
2 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 2

8 
D

ec
 2

02
3



2

A. Related Works

Beamforming is an important technique to improve the
quality of communication, which can mitigate the intra-beam
and inter-beam interference in the multi-beam satellite system
by modifying specific radiation patterns of the satellite antenna
array and generating directive transmission beams. In [12], the
authors studied the transmit beamforming design for spectral
coexistence of satellite and terrestrial networks. The authors
in [13] investigated the cooperative multicast transmission
in the integrated terrestrial-satellite network and proposed a
cooperative beamforming algorithm to maximize the minimum
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of users.

Besides, uniform planar array (UPA) is widely used in
satellite communication systems due to its potential of gen-
erating two-dimensional (2D) directive beams. The authors in
[14] and [15] investigated the downlink transmit design and
the application of integrated sensing and communications in
LEO satellite communication systems with UPA equipped on
the satellite, respectively. Based on the utilization of large-
scale antenna array like UPA, multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) techniques have been widely studied in satellite
communication systems, which enable communication sys-
tems to achieve higher flexibility, reliability, and transmission
rate. The authors in [16] and [17] carried out a review of
MIMO-based techniques and proposed the application of the
MIMO technology for satellite communications, respectively.
The authors in [18] studied the MIMO precoding design for
multigateway multibeam satellite systems, which can achieve
large spectral efficiency (SE) and MIMO transmission design
in LEO satellite systems was studied in [19]–[21] and refer-
ences therein. Furthermore, massive MIMO communications
potentially allow for orders of magnitude improvement in
spectral and energy efficiency using relatively simple (linear)
processing [22]. In [23], massive MIMO was first introduced
into LEO satellite communication systems and low-complexity
statistical channel state information (CSI) based downlink
beamforming was proposed to maximize the average signal-
to-leakage-plus-noise ratio after Doppler and delay compen-
sations at user terminals. Later, the authors in [24] and [25]
investigated the sum rate maximization method and deep
learning-based channel prediction in LEO satellite massive
MIMO communication system, respectively.

Due to the limitation of the on-board radio-frequency (RF)
chains caused by the limited device complexity and trans-
mission power, hybrid analog and digital beamforming is a
promising method to balance performances and hardware con-
straints [26], [27]. The authors in [28] proposed an alternate
analog-digital beamforming optimization framework for any
arbitrary hybrid scheme by using a quadratically constrained
quadratic program. In [29], a hybrid beamforming strategy was
used for massive MIMO LEO satellite communications. Later,
the authors in [30] investigated hybrid beamforming method
for reconfigurable intelligent surface-assisted secure integrated
terrestrial-aerial networks.

Furthermore, appropriate user scheduling and resource allo-
cation scheme, together with beamforming design, can further
improve the communication performance of satellite systems.

In [31], a low-complexity CSI based user scheduling algorithm
that considers the multigroup multicast nature of the frame-
based beamforming system was envisaged. In [32], an adaptive
user scheduling method was proposed to mitigate intra-beam
and inter-beam interference. The authors in [33] proposed a
multilevel clustering algorithm and a cross-cluster grouping
algorithm to realize user scheduling. Later in [34], joint
optimization of beamforming design and resource allocation
was considered for the terrestrial-satellite cooperation system
under the constraints of quality of service (QoS) and backhaul
link capacity.

Besides, full frequency reuse (FFR) is widely adopted
[35] in satellite systems to improve the SE. However, ag-
gressive frequency reuse will inevitably cause severe inter-
beam interference which is also called co-channel interference,
and it will affect the multi-satellite cooperative network’s
performance seriously [36]. As such, multi-satellite collabo-
ration via cooperative digital beamforming is crucial for inter-
beam interference mitigation. Dirty paper coding (DPC) is
an optimal non-linear technique based on known interference
at the transmitter which has been proven to reach the same
downlink capacity as if there were no interference. However,
DPC is not suitable for practical implementation due to its high
computational complexity [37]–[39]. More practically, linear
techniques reduce the complexity at the cost of lower capac-
ity compared with DPC. The authors in [40] compared the
performances of several common linear digital beamforming
designs: zero-forcing (ZF), regularized ZF and MMSE digital
beamformer.

B. Motivations and Contributions

In previous work, joint optimization was usually performed
between beamforming design and resource allocation, while
the beamforming design and user scheduling were always
separated and independent from each other, where the intrinsic
connection between them was not fully exploited. To our best
knowledge, there is little existing work on the joint design of
beamforming and user scheduling for satellite communication
networks without the assistance of terrestrial systems. Also,
single-satellite scenario was often considered in existing works
and few of them considered the cooperative transmission
of multiple satellites. Although the cooperation of multiple
base stations is common in terrestrial communication systems,
multi-satellite collaboration in satellite communication sys-
tems is still a novel field that needs to be further explored due
to the long distance (among satellites and between satellites
and users) and severely attenuated transmission signal. This
paper focuses on these points and aims at improving the
total SE of the multi-satellite cooperative network by jointly
optimizing beamforming and user scheduling.

In the satellite scenario considered in this work, a series of
special issues are different from terrestrial systems and need
to be well solved. The motivations and contributions of this
paper are summarized as follows:

• Restricted by the weight and volume of satellite payloads,
the on-board device complexity is limited. In addition, the
energy source of the satellite mainly comes from solar
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energy, so the power for communication transmission is
also limited. Thus, the number of on-board RF chains is
restricted. Therefore, we propose a hybrid beamforming
method based on the hybrid architecture of satellite
antennas, whose number of RF chains is far less than
the number of antenna elements. The proposed hybrid
beamforming method consists of analog beamforming for
beam alignment and digital beamforming for interference
mitigation.

• The distance between a satellite and a GU is much longer
than that in terrestrial communication systems. The trans-
mitted signal suffers severe propagation loss, leading to
low signal power and achievable rate at the receiver. Thus,
the satellite-GU channel cannot be estimated accurately
and the CSI feedback need to be simplified as much as
possible. Therefore, we propose an analog beamforming
method based on codebook, which transmits less content
from GUs to satellites and reduces the CSI feedback
overhead.

• In scenario with multiple GUs and multiple satellites, the
links between satellites and GUs should be arranged rea-
sonably to maximize the network total SE. We introduce a
discrete variable to indicate the link relation and propose
a heuristic user scheduling algorithm with polynomial
complexity.

• There is intrinsic connection between beamforming and
user scheduling. The beamforming result is needed when
user scheduling is performing and digital beamforming
also needs the information about which GUs are con-
nected with the same satellite. As such, we consider
to jointly design the beamforming and user scheduling
by means of alternate optimization and propose a joint
hybrid beamforming and user scheduling scheme.

• Different from most existing works, the proposed al-
gorithms and schemes are applied to not only single-
connection scenario, but also multi-connection scenario
where one GU can be served by more than one satellite
simultaneously to improve the performance.

The main findings from simulation results are concluded as
follows:

• The performance of the proposed joint beamforming
and user scheduling scheme can provide remarkable SE
improvement compared with its non-joint counterpart
under different constellation configurations.

• When satellites are serving GUs distributed in a certain
latitude range, the constellation inclination and the num-
ber of visible satellites are influential to the network’s per-
formance. The radiation pattern of the GU antenna will
affect the performance differences between the single-
connection algorithm and the multi-connection algorithm.
Moreover, geographical positions, topological relation-
ships, and the density of GUs bring about performance
differences among GUs.

C. Paper Organization and Notations

Organization: The rest of this paper is organized as follows.
The system architecture, channel model, signal model, and

Earth Station

ISL ISL

Fig. 1. System architecture of the multi-satellite cooperative communication
network in this work. ISL denotes inter-satellite link.

problem formulation are introduced in Section II. Subse-
quently, Section III explains the proposed hybrid beamforming
method. The heuristic user scheduling algorithm and two
implementation schemes are presented in Section IV. Section
V gives out the simulation results and analysis. Finally we
conclude this paper in Section VI.

Notations: The following notations are adopted through-
out this paper. Boldface upper-case letters refer to matrices
and boldface lower-case letters denote column vectors. The
transpose, conjugate transpose and inverse are represented by
(·)T , (·)H , and (·)−1, respectively. ∥ · ∥ and ∥ · ∥F stand
for the l2-norm of vectors and Frobenius norm of matrices.
(·)† denotes the Moore-Penrose pseudo inverse of matrices.
Expectation of a variable is noted by E[·] and ⊗ denotes the
Kronecker products of two matrices.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. System Architecture

As depicted in Fig. 1, we consider a downlink communi-
cation scenario of a multi-satellite communication network in
a short time period (millisecond level), where multiple LEO
satellites cooperatively provide services for GUs. We assume
that there are Nu GUs requesting services and Ns satellites
visible to at least one of these GUs. One satellite can serve
multiple GUs under its coverage and one GU can also be
served by multiple satellites as long as these satellites are
visible to the GU. We use Vg to denote the set of visible
satellites of GU g and Vs for the set of GUs that satellite s
is serving. We also assume that all the satellites are equipped
with regenerative payload and belong to an LEO constellation
operating in the Ka-band with FFR adopted. Furthermore,
there are optical inter-satellite links (ISLs) to exchange data
among satellites, and the satellites can perform on-board
distributed computing to share computation load [41], [42].
The earth station periodically sends topological relationships
of the constellation to the satellites via its line of sight (LoS)
and satellites can share the topological relationships through
ISLs.

Consider that each GU is equipped with a very small
aperture terminal (VSAT) which is a single antenna sys-
tem, and each satellite is equipped with a UPA facing the
Earth. Different from purely analog or digital beamforming
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Fig. 2. On-board hybrid analog-digital beamforming architecture.

architecture, the UPA here adopts a hybrid analog-digital
beamforming architecture. The diagram of the on-board hybrid
beamforming architecture is shown in Fig. 2. The vector
xs ∈ CNs

u×1 denotes the requested data vector of GUs that
satellite s is serving, where Ns

u is the number of GUs that
satellite s is serving. FA

s ∈ CN×Ns
u and FD

s ∈ CNs
u×Ns

u are
the analog beamforming matrix and the digital beamforming
matrix of satellite s, respectively, and they will be further
discussed in the following sections. The UPA is composed of
Nb = N sub

x ×N sub
y sub-arrays where x denotes the axis pointing

in the direction of the satellite’s movement and y denotes
the axis pointing in the direction orthogonal to the satellite’s
movement. Each sub-array consists of N = Nx ×Ny antenna
elements and is connected with one RF chain, generating
one independent spot beam. One satellite can simultaneously
generate Nb independent spot beams at most, and each inde-
pendent beam serves one single GU at any given moment [43],
which indicates that one satellite can provide services for up
to Nb GUs simultaneously.

B. Channel Model

The propagation channel in our study is modeled accord-
ing to the technical reports of the 3rd Generation Partner-
ship Project (3GPP) and the International Telecommunication
Union Radiocommunication Sector (ITU-R) [44]–[47]. We
consider the scenario where the satellite-GU link suffers from
no rain and cloud attenuation, and all the GUs are distributed
in suburban areas. The multiple-input single-output channel
between satellite s, for s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns} and GU g for
g ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu} can be modeled as

hsg = ξsg · hsgs , (1)

where ξsg and hsgs ∈ CN×1 stand for the radio propagation
loss and the small-scale fading channel which follows a Loo
distribution, respectively. Here, ξsg includes the effects of the
large-scale path loss (PL) and the antenna gains, which can
be expressed as

ξsg =
√
GSGGU,sg · 10−

1
10 PL[dB], (2)

where GS is the gain of the satellite UPA and GGU,sg is the
GU-side antenna gain between satellite s and GU g. We define
γsg as the off-boresight angle of the LoS link between satellite
s and GU g, and γ3dB as the 3-dB angle of the GU antenna,

GU

boresight

𝛾𝑠2𝑔

𝛾𝑠1𝑔

satellite 𝑠1

𝑠2satellite

𝑔

𝛾3dB

Fig. 3. Diagram of GU antenna beam and angles.

as shown in Fig. 3. Thus, the GU-side antenna gain can be
approximated by [48]

GGU,sg
1 ≈ Gmax

(
J1(usg)

2usg
+ 36

J3(usg)

u3
sg

)2

, (3)

where Gmax is the maximum gain at the boresight, usg =
2.07123 sin γsg/ sin γ3dB, J1(·) and J3(·) denote the first-kind
Bessel function of order 1 and order 3, respectively. The GU
antenna gain GGU,sg will approach Gmax when γsg → 0 and
approach 1

2Gmax when γsg → γ3dB. When a GU is served
by multiple satellites simultaneously, only the satellite at the
boresight can obtain the maximum GU-side antenna gain and
the others will suffer a gain reduction.

The large-scale PL can be calculated as follows [44]:

PL[dB] = PLb[dB] + PLg[dB] + PLs[dB], (4)

where PLb denotes the basic path loss, PLg denotes the
attenuation due to atmospheric gasses, and PLs denotes the
attenuation due to either ionospheric or tropospheric scintilla-
tion. The basic path loss can be expressed as [44]

PLb[dB] = FSPL(d0, fc)[dB] + SF[dB] + CL[dB], (5)

where FSPL denotes the free space path loss depending on
the transmission distance d0 and the carrier frequency fc, SF
denotes shadow fading modeled by a log-normal distribution,
and CL denotes clutter loss which is negligible and should
be set to 0 dB because of the assumption of LoS condition.
The path loss due to atmospheric gasses PLg depends mainly
on frequency, elevation angle, altitude above sea level, and
water vapour density (absolute humidity), which is modeled
according to [45]. The path loss due to scintillation PLs
contains tropospheric scintillation only because ionospheric
scintillation can be neglected when the satellites are working
in the Ka-band.

The small-scale fading channel model follows a Loo dis-
tribution of the GOOD state in [46], where the received

1The antenna model in Eq. (3) differs from that in our scenario, but Eq.
(3) can be utilized to approximate the gain difference of various off-boresight
angles without loss of generality.
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signal is the sum of two components: the direct path and the
diffuse multipath. We assume that there are Ncl clusters with
Nray propagation paths in each cluster. The small-scale fading
channel hsgs can be modeled as

hsgs = δ

(
m0 aT(ϕsg, θsg) +

Ncl∑
l=1

Nray∑
i=1

mliaT(ϕsg,li, θsg,li)

)
,

(6)

where m0 and mli are complex coefficients of the direct path
and the diffuse multipath, respectively. The amplitude of m0

is subject to the normal distribution, while the amplitude of
mli obeys the Rayleigh distribution [46]. The phases of both
m0 and mli follow a uniform distribution from 0 to 2π. The
normalization factor δ is introduced to satisfy E

[
∥hsgs∥2

]
=

1. ϕsg and θsg denote the azimuth and elevation angles of the
direct path from the perspective of satellite. While ϕsg,li and
θsg,li are the azimuth and elevation angles of the i-th ray in the
l-th cluster which belongs to the diffuse multipath, and they
can be obtained using the method in [44], [47]. The vector
aT(ϕ, θ) ∈ CN×1 is the normalized antenna steering vector of
the satellite’s sub-array, which can be written as

aT(ϕ, θ) =
1√
N

[
1, . . . , e−j 2π

λ d(p cos θ cosϕ+q cos θ sinϕ), . . . ,

e−j 2π
λ d((Nx−1) cos θ cosϕ+(Ny−1) cos θ sinϕ)

]T
,

(7)
where λ and d are the carrier wavelength and the antenna
element spacing, respectively. In our study, we assume d =
λ
2 to guarantee that there is no grating lobe when a beam
is steered towards ± 90◦. And p, q are the antenna element
indices which are integers satisfying p ∈ [0, Nx − 1], q ∈
[0, Ny − 1].

Besides, there is significant Doppler effect due to the
motion of the satellite. Nevertheless, the satellite’s movement
is highly predictable and the Doppler compensation has been
investigated in many existing works. The relevant technique is
mature so that we will not consider it in our work.

C. Signal Model and Problem Formulation

As mentioned in Section II-A, multiple satellites provide
communication services for their GUs cooperatively with FFR.
Therefore, each GU will suffer interference from all the
satellites that are in this GU’s LoS. When receiving signals,
the GU antenna will aim at the first serving satellite (to be
detailed later on), and the intended signal and interference
from this satellite will experience the maximum gain of the
GU antenna. While the interference and intended signals from
other visible satellites will experience a gain reduction due
to the off-boresight angles of these satellite-GU links and the
narrow-beam characteristics of the VSAT considered herein.
Note that the set of visible satellites of each GU is known,
but the specific links between satellites and GUs are unknown
and need to be determined. Based on this fact, we introduce a
discrete variable αsg to indicate whether a link is established,
where αsg = 1 if satellite s is providing service for GU g,
and αsg = 0 otherwise.

The received signal of GU g can be expressed as

yg =
∑
s∈Vg

αsghH
sgwsgxg +

∑
g′ ̸= g

∑
s∈Vg

αsg′ hH
sgwsg′xg′ + ng,

(8)
where hsg ∈ CN×1 is the channel vector between satellite s
and GU g, wsg ∈ CN×1 represents the beamforming vector,
and xg is the requested data of GU g, which is assumed to
be independent and satisfy E

(
|xg|2

)
= 1. The first term in

(8) is the intended data for GU g, the second term is the
interference coming from the communication services for the
other GUs, and the third term is the complex additive white
Gaussian noise following the distribution CN

(
0, σ2

s

)
, where

σ2
s denotes the noise power.
Then the received SINR of GU g can be obtained as

γg =
|
∑

s∈Vg
αsghH

sgwsg|2∑
g′ ̸=g |

∑
s∈Vg

αsg′ hH
sgwsg′ |2 + σ2

s

. (9)

According to the Shannon theorem, the SE per channel use
of GU g can be calculated by

Rg = log2 (1 + γg). (10)

As a result, the total SE of the multi-satellite cooperative
network can be expressed as

R =

Nu∑
g=1

Rg. (11)

Our objective is to maximize the total SE of the multi-
satellite cooperative network by means of calculating the
beamforming vector wsg and adjusting the satellite-GU links.
Therefore, we formulate the optimization problem (OP) as
follows:

OP : max
{wsg,αsg}

Nu∑
g=1

log2 (1 + γg) (12)

s.t. C1 :
∑
g

αsg∥wsg∥2 ≤ PT, ∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns},

(13)

C2 :
∑
g

αsg ≤ Nb, ∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns}, (14)

C3 :
∑
s∈Vg

αsg ≥ 1, ∀g ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu}, (15)

C4 : αsg ∈ {0, 1}, ∀s, g. (16)

Here, constraint C1 is the power constraint of each satellite
where the total power of each satellite can not exceed PT.
Constraint C2 means that the number of GUs connected to
the same satellite cannot exceed the maximum number of spot
beams that one satellite can generate, namely Nb. Constraint
C3 is the GU connection constraint. Notably, the OP is not
always feasible because of the coexistence of C2 and C3.
When C2 and C3 contradict each other, we give priority to
guaranteeing C2 and try to connect as many GUs as possible.

The OP cannot be solved directly due to the fact that the
objective function is non-convex and the beamforming vectors
wsg are coupled with the link indicators αsg in the objective
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Algorithm 1: Codebook-Based Analog Beamforming
Input: GU-side channel vector hsg,∀s, g, codebook D.
Output: Analog beamforming vector wA

sg .
1 For each codeword D:,k, calculate |hH

sgD:,k|2 and find
the best K codewords maximizing it, c1, . . . , cK ;

2 DK = [c1, . . . , cK ], solve the equations DKx = hsg

and obtain the least square solution x̂ = (DK)†hsg;
3 The GU sends the codeword combination coefficients

x̂ and codewords’ indices to the satellite;
4 Satellite-side combination: w

′

sg = DK x̂;
5 for i ∈ [1, N ] do

6 wA
sg(i) = w

′

sg(i)
1√
N

|w′
sg(i)|

function and constraint C1. Thus, we propose to solve it by
the following steps:

1) Given hsg in (1), the analog beamforming vector wA
sg

is obtained based on a discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
codebook (with more details to be shown in Algorithm
1).

2) The vector wA
sg is set as the initial beamforming vector.

3) Based on 2), we propose two schemes to solve OP ,
which will be further discussed in the following sections.

III. HYBRID BEAMFORMING

A. Analog Beamforming Based on Codebook

We consider analog beamforming for beam alignment based
on a codebook, which is widely used in terrestrial systems.
Codebook-based beamforming design can reduce the overhead
of CSI feedback. In this work, we assume that the GU side has
perfect CSI and the GU-satellite CSI feedback link is lossless.
As described in Section II-A, each satellite is equipped with
a UPA, thus the 2D DFT codebook is applicable and it can
be seen as the synthesis of two 1D DFT codebooks in the
directions of x and y axes, Dx,Dy .

When d = λ
2 , the 1D DFT codebook in the x-axis Dx can

be written as

Dx =
1√
Nx


1 · · · 1 · · ·

ejπ sinϕx
0 · · · ejπ sinϕx

k · · ·
ejπ2 sinϕx

0 · · · ejπ2 sinϕx
k · · ·

...
...

... · · ·
ejπ(Nx−1) sinϕx

0 · · · ejπ(Nx−1) sinϕx
k · · ·

 ,

(17)
where sinϕx

k = 1 − 2
Nx

k, k = 0, 1, · · · , Nx − 1. Then the
N ×N 2D DFT codebook matrix [49], denoted as D, can be
expressed as

D = Dx ⊗Dy, (18)

where the 2D DFT codebook D consists of N independent
codewords which are orthogonal to each other and each
codeword corresponds to a directive beam towards the earth.

The core idea of analog beamforming herein is to select
the best K (≤ N ) codewords from D and combine them into
a new codeword that satisfies the equal-amplitude constraint

of analog beamforming. Considering the communication over-
head of CSI feedback, K should not be too large and we
assume K = 4 based on the results of trial simulations. The
steps of the proposed analog beamforming method are given in
Algorithm 1. Notably, the trajectory of satellites is predictable
according to the prior information in terms of the orbit and
movement of satellites so that the GU can track the satellite of
interest in real time and send it messages. To begin with, the
best K codewords are selected based on the GU-side perfect
CSI and the codeword combination coefficients are calculated
on the GU side. Then the GU sends the codewords’ indices
and codeword combination coefficients to the satellite. Based
on these, the satellite linearly combines the K codewords in
accordance to the coefficients and adjusts each component
of the beamforming vector to satisfy the equal-amplitude
constraint of analog beamforming.

B. Digital Beamforming

Based on the link information between satellites and GUs,
the channel matrix of satellite s can be written as

Hs = [. . . ,hsg, . . . ]
H ∈ CNs

u×N , g ∈ Vs. (19)

Similarly, the analog beamforming matrix of satellite s can be
written as

FA
s =

[
. . . ,wA

sg, . . .
]
∈ CN×Ns

u , g ∈ Vs. (20)

Hence, we can write the generalized channel matrix between
satellite s and the GUs as

H̃s = HsF
A
s , (21)

and the channel matrix in Eq. (21) can be obtained according
to the CSI feedback as stated in Section III-A. Thus the hybrid
beamforming is reduced to a digital beamforming problem to
mitigate the inter-beam interference of satellite s. In this work,
we adopt the regularized ZF and the corresponding digital
beamforming matrix is

FD
s =

√
η H̃H

s (H̃sH̃
H
s + βINs

u
)−1 ∈ CNs

u×Ns
u , (22)

where
√
η is a power scaling factor to guarantee the satellite

is operating at its maximum power, and β is an adjustable
parameter where βopt =

Ns
uσ

2
s

PT
in the large system limit [50],

[51].
Thus, combining (20) and (22), the hybrid beamforming

matrix can be expressed as

FHY
s = FA

s · FD
s = [. . . ,wsg, . . . ] ∈ CN×Ns

u , g ∈ Vs. (23)

IV. USER SCHEDULING AND IMPLEMENTATION SCHEMES

A. User Scheduling

As described in Section II-C, the links between multiple
satellites and GUs need to be determined. The optimal ex-
haustive search is infeasible here since the computational com-
plexity grows exponentially with the number of GUs. Thus,
we propose a heuristic user scheduling algorithm which can
achieve a good performance with polynomial complexity. In
existing researches, the single-connection condition is usually
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Algorithm 2: Single-Connection Heuristic User
Scheduling Algorithm

Input: Channel matrix Hs, beamforming matrix Fs,
and the set of visible satellites Vg ,
∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns}, ∀g ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu}.

Output: Single-connection link matrix L, set S.
1 Initialize

S = {1, . . . , Ns},Gn

∣∣
n=Nu

= {1, . . . , Nu},L = 0;
2 for g ∈ [1, Nu] do
3 if length(Vg) == 1 then
4 L(Vg, g) = 1, remove g from Gn and

n = n− 1;

5 repeat
6 for each possible link Lsg, s ∈ S, g ∈ Gn do
7 △Rsg = R(L+ Lsg,Hs,Fs)−R(L,Hs,Fs);

8 [ŝ, ĝ] = argmax
s,g

△Rsg;

9 if satellite ŝ has spare resource then
10 L(ŝ, ĝ) = 1, remove ĝ from Gn and n = n− 1;
11 else
12 remove ŝ from S;

13 until n == 0;

assumed where each GU connects with only one satellite.
The single-connection user scheduling algorithm is shown in
Algorithm 2. Therein, L denotes an Ns×Nu link matrix where
αsg lies in its s-th row and g-th column, and Lsg denotes
the matrix whose s-th row and g-th column is 1 and other
places are 0. The set of satellites that have spare resource is
denoted as S. Here, the resource constraint is that the number
of GUs that one satellite is serving simultaneously can not
exceed Nb. The set of unserved GUs is denoted by Gn, where
n is the number of GUs in this set. △R indicates the increment
of total SE. The total SE is mainly associated with the link
matrix L, channel matrix Hs and the beamforming matrix Fs,
which is equivalent to (11) and can be abstracted as

R = R(L,Hs,Fs), (24)

where R indicates a function for calculating the total SE. The
single-connection algorithm follows the steps below:

1) Find the GUs who can only see one satellite and
establish their connections first.

2) Calculate the increment of network’s total SE when
establishing each possible link.

3) Find the largest total SE increment among all the pos-
sible links and record the link.

4) Check whether the resource constraint is satisfied: if
the link meets the resource constraint, establish the
connection; otherwise, remove it and find the next best
link until the resource constraint is met.

After the single-connection links between satellites and GUs
are determined, we establish multi-connection links to improve
the total SE of the network. As described in Section II-C, when
receiving signals, the main lobe of the GU antenna points at the
serving satellite determined through Algorithm 2, thus signals

Algorithm 3: Multi-Connection Heuristic User
Scheduling Algorithm
Input: Channel matrix Hs, beamforming matrix Fs,

single-connection link matrix L, output set S
of Algorithm 2, and the set of visible satellites
Vg , ∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns}, ∀g ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu}.

Output: Multi-connection link matrix L.
1 repeat
2 for each possible link Lsg, s ∈ S do
3 △Rsg = R(L+ Lsg,Hs,Fs)−R(L,Hs,Fs);

4 [ŝ, ĝ] = argmax
s,g

△Rsg;

5 if △Rŝĝ > 0 then
6 if satellite ŝ has spare resource then
7 L(ŝ, ĝ) = 1;
8 else
9 remove ŝ from S;

10 until △Rŝĝ ≤ 0 or length(S) == 0;

from other satellites will suffer an antenna gain reduction. The
different receiving gains of different GU-satellite links must be
taken into consideration. The multi-connection user scheduling
algorithm based on the result of single-connection algorithm
is shown in Algorithm 3, which follows similar steps to 2),
3), 4) above, but the stopping criterion is different.

B. Separate & Joint Hybrid Beamforming and User Schedul-
ing Schemes

In Section III, we have introduced the hybrid beamforming
method. Within the hybrid beamforming, the analog beam-
forming can be completed independently. As for the digital
beamforming and user scheduling, there are two ways:

1) Separate (SHU): In the SHU scheme, we perform
digital beamforming and user scheduling separately and in-
dependently. Analog beamforming matrix FA

s is taken as the
input of Algorithm 2 and user scheduling is performed based
on FA

s , i.e., Fs = FA
s . Digital beamforming is conducted after

user scheduling according to (22), utilizing the final links to
mitigate the interference and improve the performance. Finally,
we use FHY

s in (23) to calculate the total SE when SHU is
adopted.

2) Joint (JHU): The JHU scheme is based on alternating
optimization. Different from SHU, user scheduling and digital
beamforming in JHU are designed jointly. The beamforming
matrix is updated in real time within the user scheduling.
As in SHU, FA

s is taken as the initial input of Algorithm
2. The difference is that each time before calculating the
SE increment △Rsg , the hybrid beamforming matrix FHY

s is
computed based on the current link matrix. We abstract (22)
and (23) as

FHY
s = F(L,Hs,F

A
s ), (25)

where F is a function for calculating the hybrid beamforming
matrix. The algorithm flow of JHU scheme is shown in
Algorithm 4. The computational complexity of the proposed
algorithms and exhaustive search is presented in Table I. MR
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Algorithm 4: JHU Scheme
Input: Channel matrix Hs, beamforming matrix Fs,

and the set of visible satellites Vg ,
∀s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Ns}, ∀g ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu}.

Output: Multi-connection link matrix L, set S.
1 Initialize

S = {1, . . . , Ns},Gn

∣∣
n=Nu

= {1, . . . , Nu},L = 0;
// SINGLE-CONNECTION procedure

2 for g ∈ [1, Nu] do
3 if length(Vg) == 1 then
4 L(Vg, g) = 1, remove g from Gn and

n = n− 1;

5 repeat
6 for each possible link Lsg, s ∈ S, g ∈ Gn do
7 △Rsg = R(L+ Lsg,Hs,F(L+

Lsg,Hs,F
A
s ))−R(L,Hs,F(L,Hs,F

A
s ));

8 [ŝ, ĝ] = argmax
s,g

△Rsg;

9 if satellite ŝ has spare resource then
10 L(ŝ, ĝ) = 1, remove ĝ from Gn and n = n− 1;
11 else
12 remove ŝ from S;

13 until n == 0;
// MULTI-CONNECTION procedure

14 repeat
15 for each possible link Lsg, s ∈ S do
16 △Rsg = R(L+ Lsg,Hs,F(L+

Lsg,Hs,F
A
s ))−R(L,Hs,F(L,Hs,F

A
s ));

17 [ŝ, ĝ] = argmax
s,g

△Rsg;

18 if △Rŝĝ > 0 then
19 if satellite ŝ has spare resource then
20 L(ŝ, ĝ) = 1;
21 else
22 remove ŝ from S;

23 until △Rŝĝ ≤ 0 or length(S) == 0;

TABLE I
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

Exhaustive Search SHU JHU
MR O(2NsNu ) O(N2

uNs) O(N2
uNs)

MHY O(2NsNuNs) Ns O(N2
uNs)

denotes the number of calculation for the total SE according
to (24). MHY denotes the number of calculation for hybrid
beamforming matrix according to (25) and one calculation
of hybrid beamforming matrix contains one calculation of
matrix addition, one calculation of matrix inversion, and four
calculations of matrix multiplication.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, the azimuth angle, elevation angle, and
range data between satellites and GUs are obtained based
on the simulation results of a popular aerospace simulation

TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Value
Orbital height h = 1200 km (LEO) [53]

Minimum elevation angle for GU1 θmin = 10◦

Number of sub-arrays N sub
x = 8,N sub

y = 4
Number of antenna elements per sub-array Nx = Ny = 8

Number of GUs Nu = 80
Downlink carrier frequency fc = 20 GHz [53]

Bandwidth 400 MHz [53]
Receiver noise temperature 24 dBK [29]

Satellite antenna gain2 GS = 21.5 dBi
GU maximum antenna gain Gmax = 40 dBi [53]

Transmission power per satellite PT = 80 W
1 The minimum elevation angle for a GU is set to guarantee a high LoS

probability of the satellite-GU link.
2 The satellite antenna is a kind of phased array antenna, whose gain can

be calculated according to the number and size of antenna elements and
the carrier wavelength.

software Systems Tool Kit (STK) [52]. And the MATLAB
2021b software is used to simulate and assess the performance
of the proposed algorithms and schemes for the downlink
transmission. Here, the simulation parameters and constella-
tion configurations are specified at first, and then we present
the simulation results and analysis.

A. Simulation Parameters

As described in Section II, the multi-satellite cooperative
network is operating in the Ka-band with FFR adopted and
the satellite antenna array adopts a hybrid architecture where
antenna elements are separated into sub-arrays with one RF
chain for each sub-array. The specific simulation parameters
are given in Table II. Throughout the simulation, we use STK
to simulate the movement of the LEO satellite constellation
and we sample every hour within September 1, 2022 in Beijing
time, resulting in 24 experiments to test the performances of
the proposed algorithms and schemes. Besides, all GUs are
located in suburban areas of 80 representative places in China,
which lie between the equator and 54◦ north latitude.

B. Constellation Configuration

In our study, we analyze the performance of the multi-
satellite cooperative network in LEO Walker delta constella-
tions [54]. A Walker delta constellation has all satellites in
circular orbits at the same altitude and the same inclination. All
orbital planes are spaced evenly around the equator and each
plane has the same number of satellites which are also spaced
evenly in the plane. The relative phasing between satellites in
adjacent planes is the same for all planes [55]. Herein, we
use T/P/F to denote a Walker delta constellation, where T ,
P , and F indicate the total number of satellites, the number
of orbital planes, and the relative phasing between satellites
in adjacent planes, respectively. The relative phasing between
satellites in adjacent planes is equal to 2πF

T (rad).
The coverage area of a satellite can be calculated through

geometric relations, as illustrated in Fig. 4. The earth is
assumed to be a perfect sphere with center O and radius Re.
The satellite is located at orbital height h and θmin indicates
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Fig. 4. Diagram for calculating the coverage angle according to the orbital
height of the satellite and the minimum elevation angle corresponding to the
GU.

Fig. 5. Coverage of a 48/6/1 constellation with inclination of 30◦.

the minimum elevation angle with respect to GU. The relation
between the coverage angle φ, the orbital height h, and the
minimum elevation angle θmin is given by [56]

φ = arccos

(
Re

Re + h
cos θmin

)
− θmin. (26)

When h = 1200 km and θmin = 10◦, the coverage angle φ is
approximately equal to 24◦. Considering this, the constellation
configuration in our study satisfies P ≥ 6 and T

P ≥ 8 to re-
alize continuous coverage as much as possible. As mentioned
above, all 80 GUs are located between the equator and 54◦

north latitude, which means that the critical inclination of the
constellation in our work is 30◦ when φ = 24◦. The coverage
of the constellation with critical configuration, i.e., a 48/6/1
constellation with inclination of 30◦, is illustrated in Fig 5. It
can be seen that most of the GUs are under the coverage of
this constellation while several GUs located in high-latitude
regions may not be covered in some cases, such as the Beitun

TABLE III
COVERAGE RATIO & SERVICE RATIO

Inclination Coverage Ratio Service Ratio
30◦ 97.14% 95.99%
35◦ 99.11% 98.78%
40◦ 99.90% 99.84%
45◦ 100% 99.82%
50◦ 100% 99.95%
55◦ 100% 99.56%
60◦ 100% 99.45%

30 35 40 45 50 55 60

Inclination(°)

96

97
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100

P
e
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(%

)

Coverage Ratio

Service Ratio

Fig. 6. Coverage ratios and service ratios for different inclinations.

city in Fig 5. As such, the inclination of the constellation
should be chosen carefully. In our work, we set the inclination
in the range of 30◦ to 60◦ and analyze their performance.

C. Performance Analysis

Appropriate representative schemes are not found in the
existing literature, so we set the baseline scheme as analog
beamforming and user scheduling scheme, denoted as AU,
which lacks the procedure of digital beamforming. The specific
steps of AU are: (i) analog beamforming as described in
Section III-A, (ii) user scheduling using Algorithm 2, and (iii)
power scaling. In AU and SHU, the whole process of user
scheduling is performed based on a fixed beamforming matrix,
and the total SE almost reaches its maximum through single-
connection procedure. The improvement of multi-connection
scheme compared with single-connection scheme is not ob-
vious in AU and SHU. Therefore, in the sequel, we will
compare the performances of the following four schemes:
single-connection AU (AU), single-connection SHU (SHU),
single-connection JHU (S-JHU), and multi-connection JHU
(M-JHU).

1) Inclination Selection: First of all, the choice of constella-
tion inclination is influential to the performances of the multi-
satellite cooperative network, and we utilize three indicators to
evaluate them: coverage ratio, service ratio, and the mean total
SE for a given number of experiments (24 in our simulation).
The coverage ratio refers to the ratio of the number of covered
GUs to the total number of GUs (24× 80) in 24 experiments.
Similarly, the service ratio refers to the ratio of the number
of served GUs to the total number of GUs (24 × 80) in
24 experiments. The coverage ratios and service ratios of a
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Fig. 7. Mean total SEs in 24 experiments for different inclinations of four schemes.

48/6/1 constellation with different inclinations are given in
Table III and Fig 6. We can observe that, without exception,
the service ratio is lower than the coverage ratio for each
inclination. It is an intuitive result because the satellite can
only serve the GUs under its coverage. When the inclination
is greater than or equal to 45◦, the coverage ratio can reach
100%. The service ratio can reach a level very close to
100% when the inclination is greater than or equal to 40◦

and it shows a tendency of degradation when the inclination
increases.

We also simulate the mean total SEs in 24 experiments for
these four schemes of different inclinations, as shown in Fig
7. The SE performance and the inclination selection appear to
be directly related. With the augmentation of the inclination,
the mean total SE shows a trend of increasing first and then
decreasing, approaching the peak near 45◦ inclination, and the
performance seems relatively poor when the inclination is too
small or too large. This phenomenon is consistent regardless
of the beamforming and user scheduling algorithms. When
the inclination is too small, full coverage for GUs may not be
possible. GUs located in high-latitude regions are always in
the circumstances of low elevation angle, resulting in larger
path loss and worse QoS. When the inclination is too large,
the number of visible satellites will decline for the low-latitude
areas with intensive GUs and some of the visible satellites will
cover a large area of high-latitude regions without GUs. Hence,
on-board resources are wasted and the system performance
degrades.

2) Algorithm Performance Analysis: According to the sim-
ulation results in the previous part, inclination of 45◦ is
adopted in this part. We provide simulation results of three
different constellations to illustrate the algorithm performance,
as shown in Figs. 8–10. For each figure, the left picture
illustrates the total SEs of AU, SHU, S-JHU and M-JHU in
24 experiments, and the right picture shows the corresponding
mean total SEs averaged over the 24 experiments. It can be
seen that AU performs the worst in all three constellations
because of the lack of interference mitigation. By performing
digital beamforming once after user scheduling to mitigate

interference, the performance of SHU increases slightly com-
pared with AU on average. However, SHU can not make
full use of link information since digital beamforming is
implemented independently of user scheduling. In S-JHU and
M-JHU, the digital beamforming matrix is updated in real time
when calculating the total SE increment and establishing links,
leading to a significant increase of SE compared with SHU and
AU. In contrast to S-JHU, M-JHU scheme allows one GU to
connect with multiple satellites, which can further improve the
network SE performance.

We compare the performance gap of different algorithms
in various constellations in Fig. 11. It can be seen that the
mean total SE improvement of SHU over AU decreases from
24.4% in the 48/6/1 constellation to 8% in the 192/12/1
constellation. The digital beamforming of SHU superior to
AU aims at mitigating the inter-beam interference within one
satellite. When there are more visible satellites, the number
of GUs connected to a given satellite decreases hence leading
to less inter-beam interference within one satellite which is
largely due to the narrow half-power beamwidth (HPBW) of
the VSAT at each GU. Thus, the effect of digital beamforming
is reduced when there are more satellites. For similar reasons,
compared with AU, the mean total SE improvements of S-
JHU and M-JHU are basically reduced as the number of
satellites grows. From Fig. 11, we can also see that S-JHU
and M-JHU can achieve more than twice mean total SE
against AU in different constellations, benefiting from the joint
design of user scheduling and beamforming. The performance
of M-JHU is improved compared with S-JHU in all these
three constellations. However, the gap between them becomes
smaller and the improvement of M-JHU over S-JHU degrades
as the constellation scale increases. It means that GUs are
more likely to achieve their best SEs through single-connection
scheme when the number of visible satellites increases, but
multi-connection scheme still has its advantages in small-scale
constellations.

The improvement of multi-connection scheme compared
with single-connection scheme is also affected by the HPBW
of the GU antenna, where the HPBW is twice γ3dB. As the GU
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Fig. 8. Total SEs and mean total SEs of a 48/6/1 constellation with inclination of 45◦.
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Fig. 9. Total SEs and mean total SEs of a 96/6/1 constellation with inclination of 45◦.
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Fig. 10. Total SEs and mean total SEs of a 192/12/1 constellation with inclination of 45◦.

antenna HPBW becomes wider, the maximum antenna gain
decreases correspondingly. The aforementioned simulations
are all executed when the HPBW of the GU antenna is fixed at
1.7◦ and thus the maximum antenna gain is fixed as 40dBi. If
the antenna HPBW changes, the performance will also change.
We make a comparison between M-JHU and S-JHU when
the HPBW is 2◦, 8◦, 32◦, and 128◦, respectively, as shown
in Fig. 12. For the 48/6/1 constellation, the improvement
of M-JHU compared with S-JHU does not change much
because the constellation is sparse and there are not many
satellites to choose from. While for the 96/6/1 constellation

and 192/6/1 constellation, there are more satellites to select
from and the improvement of M-JHU increases significantly
with the augmentation of the HPBW. When the HPBW is
large enough, for example 128◦ in Fig. 12, the 192/6/1
constellation achieves the highest improvement of M-JHU
over S-JHU among the three constellations due to the fact
that it possesses many more visible satellites for GUs than
the other two constellations and the inter-satellite distance
is shorter which brings more choices for GUs to establish
multiple connections. Although the multi-connection scheme
can achieve more significant improvement compared with the
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Fig. 13. Per-user SEs of GUs in five typical places.

TABLE IV
SE STATISTICS OF DENSE AND SPARSE GUS

Mean Value of SEs (bps/Hz) Variance of SEs (bps/Hz)2

Dense GUs 0.0732 0.1524
Sparse GUs 0.1048 0.3551

single-connection counterpart at a wider HPBW of the GU
antenna, the low received signal power and low SINR brought
by the limited antenna gain is still a problem and need to be
compensated. In the existing satellite communication systems,
high-gain antennas which have narrow HPBW are still the
mainstream of non-handheld terminals.

3) GU Performance Analysis: From Figs. 8–10, we can
observe that the network total SE fluctuates significantly with

time. The reason is that the topological relationships between
satellites and GUs change rapidly with time. Taking GUs in
five typical places as examples, we calculate their SEs with
M-JHU in a 48/6/1−45◦ constellation and show the results in
Fig. 13. These five places lie in the northern, eastern, middle,
western, and southern part of China, respectively. The SEs
of GUs in these five places fluctuate differently due to their
distinct geographical positions and topological relationships.
For the GU in each city, the SE varies with time because
of the change of topological relationship, which is caused by
satellites’ movement. These five GUs have very different SEs
at the same time because of different sets of visible satellites
for these GUs and different elevation angles and distances
between satellites and GUs, leading to different path losses.
The different sets of visible satellites and path losses are both
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caused by discrepant geographical positions of these GUs.
In Fig. 13, we can also find that the maximum SEs of

GUs in Kashi and Nansha are higher than those in the other
three places. Part of the reason lies in the density of GUs.
A threshold of the inter-GU distance D can divide all GUs
into two parts: dense GUs and sparse GUs. Sparse GUs
refer to the users in an area where inter-GU distances are
all greater than D. The opposite holds for dense GUs. For
example, we set D as 400 km according to the geographical
positions of these 80 GUs in our study. With this threshold, the
sparse GUs are basically distributed in border areas and their
sparsity is very remarkable compared with dense GUs. Among
these 80 GUs, there are 12 sparse GUs and 68 dense GUs.
Correspondingly, the GUs in Kashi and Nansha are sparse GUs
and the other three GUs are dense GUs. In order to obtain more
comprehensive observations, we calculate the SEs of all dense
and sparse GUs in 24 experiments and obtain their respective
mean value and variance in Table IV. The mean SE of sparse
GUs is 43.2% greater than that of dense GUs. The potential
reasons are: The sparse GUs are surrounded by fewer GUs and
suffer less interference from others hence having higher SINR;
Most of the sparse GUs are located in the border areas of
China, thus they have greater probability of monopolizing one
satellite and getting larger transmission power. Additionally,
the variance of SE of sparse GUs is obviously larger than
that of dense GUs, which indicates that the SEs of sparse
GUs fluctuate more substantially than dense GUs due to their
geographical positions. If the threshold varies, the difference
between dense GUs and sparse GUs will be smaller, but
the similar conclusion still holds. For example, if a smaller
threshold is chosen, there will be fewer dense GUs and more
sparse GUs, and the mean SE of sparse GUs will decrease
while the mean SE of dense GUs will remain approximately
unchanged. Hence the statistic SE difference between dense
GUs and sparse GUs will become smaller, but the mean SE
of sparse GUs is still higher than that of dense GUs.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate the SE performance of co-
operative multi-LEO-satellite networks. First, a hybrid beam-
forming architecture of UPAs is provided which is suitable
for satellites because of the limitation of on-board RF chains.
According to the hybrid architecture, we introduce an analog
beamforming method based on the 2D DFT codebook which
generates a desired codeword by linearly combining four
selected codewords. Then digital beamforming in accordance
with the regularized ZF is employed to mitigate the inter-beam
interference within one satellite and scale the transmission
power. Moreover, we propose single-connection and multi-
connection heuristic user scheduling algorithms to determine
the links between satellites and GUs. Subsequently, we pro-
pound two implementation schemes: a separate scheme and a
joint scheme. Simulation results show that the S-JHU scheme
outperforms SHU in different constellations because of the
joint design of beamforming and user scheduling. The M-
JHU scheme can further improve the SE through connecting
multiple satellites to one GU and achieve better performance

than S-JHU. Then we discuss the effect of constellation
configurations and antenna patterns on the performance of M-
JHU. Furthermore, based on the simulation results, we analyze
the key factors influencing GUs’ SEs, including geographical
positions, topological relationships, and the density of GUs.
The value and variation trend of the SE largely depend
on GUs’ geographical positions and topological relationships
with the satellites, and densely-distributed GUs have relatively
lower but stabler SEs compared with sparsely-distributed ones.
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