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ABSTRACT Communicating in a non-terrestrial network (NTN) has recently emerged as a promising
technology to provide global seamless connectivity. Although low earth orbit (LEO) satellites in an NTN
have been employed for providing ubiquitous coverage and high data rates for ground users, especially in
emergent outdoor scenarios, NTN has not been integrated into the design of multi-connectivity for users
in a terrestrial network (TN). Inspired by the 3rd Generation Partnership Program (3GPP) suggestion, this
paper investigates TN-NTN-combined multi-connectivity downlink multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
communication system, where each user may simultaneously connect to a base station (BS) in a TN and
an LEO satellite in an NTN. Specifically, each user may have four different downlink access modes:
served by both an LEO satellite and a BS, served by a BS, served by an LEO satellite, and not scheduled.
Zero-forcing beamforming is employed at each LEO satellite to reduce the mutual interference among the
satellite’s served users, and maximum ratio transmission beamforming is used at each terrestrial BS to
enhance the downlink signal strength. By deriving the probability of each access mode and modeling the
interference in such a TN-NTN-combined multi-connectivity MIMO system, we obtain a typical user’s
downlink coverage probability and average achievable data rate. Extensive Monte Carlo simulations are
conducted to validate our analytical derivations. Simulation results demonstrate that the user’s coverage
probability and average achievable data rate can be significantly improved by realizing multi-connectivity
with both TN and NTN compared to pure TN or NTN.

INDEX TERMS Non-terrestrial network, LEO satellite communication, coverage probability, data rate,
multi-connectivity, terrestrial network.

I. INTRODUCTION

THEMANAGEMENT of a growing number of users and
requirements for higher coverage and data rate has been

one of the bottlenecks for the development of communication
networks [1]. The approach of deploying more low-power
base stations (BSs), e.g., pico-cells, femto-cells and small-
cells, though seems to be effective intuitively, will lead to the
problem of complicated spectrum-sharing due to the nature
of layered structure. Moreover, this approach may not be

of enough sustainability considering the increasingly limited
area on the ground level. The dense deployment of other
emerging technologies, such as cell-free massive multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO), reconfigurable intelligent
surfaces (RISs), and smart skins/repeaters, would entail
higher costs for remote and rural areas.
Over the past years, the integration of terrestrial networks

(TNs) and non-terrestrial networks (NTNs) has emerged as
a promising avenue for advancing future communication

c© 2024 The Authors. This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 License.
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systems. This development has sparked significant interest
from standardization bodies, network operators, research
institutes, and related industries [2]. Notably, the 3rd
Generation Partnership Program (3GPP) [3] is spearheading
the evolution of a fifth-generation (5G) radio access network
(RAN) for high availability and high reliability, incorpo-
rating NTN for multi-connectivity and link aggregation,
as demonstrated in Release 15 [4] and Release 16 [5].
Further discussions on the standard protocol modifica-
tions are underway in Release 17 [6], [7]. This progress
underscores the increasing need for research on TN-NTN-
combined multi-connectivity for multi-cell networks on a
global scale. Moreover, the imminent deployment of several
LEO satellite projects, such as Kuiper, LeoSat, OneWeb,
Starlink, and Telesat, aims to establish a comprehensive
global communications network [8], [9].
For NTN, the geostationary earth orbit (GEO) satellites,

located at an altitude of 35, 800 km, have been utilized
for decades for the provision of mobile connectivity and
broadcast services. Thanks to their fixed positions relative to
the earth, they enjoy the advantages of comprehensive cov-
erage and nearly constant latency [10]. However, it has been
concluded in [11] that critical issues, such as high latency,
significant free-space attenuation, and high latitudes with
low elevation angles, no longer match the need for today’s
real-time and high-data-rate communications. Alternatively,
low earth orbit (LEO) satellites have supported space-ground
communications in recent years [12]. LEO satellite-supported
communications, deployed at an altitude of as low as about
500 km, can reap the benefits of lower latency and path loss,
thus, higher data rates with comparatively lower deployment
cost. Some existing and representative LEO networks include
OneWeb, LeoSat, Telesat, and SpaceX StarLink [13]. In
this regard, LEO satellites can be considered as potential
candidates for TN-NTN multi-connectivity scenarios.
MIMO [14] and massive MIMO [15] are key enabling

technologies for 5G and beyond communication systems.
By increasing the number of antennas and employing
appropriate transmitting and receiving tactics, such as max-
imum ratio transmission (MRT), maximum ratio combining
(MRC) and zero-forcing (ZF), and reasonable interference-
reduction strategies, the system capacity can be significantly
increased due to array gain, diversity gain, and spatial
multiplexing gain [16]. Under this consideration, specific
MIMO communication techniques will be likely to improve
the communication efficiency and quality-of-service (QoS)
of TN-NTN-combined multi-connectivity.
For analytical tractability and accuracy, stochastic geom-

etry (SG) [17] has been extensively utilized as a powerful
mathematical tool for the spatial analysis and evaluation
of wireless networks in terms of coverage probability,
desired and interfering signals, and other stochasticity-related
indexes. Particularly, its wide applications have spread across
popular scenarios such as unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)
networks [18], cognitive cellular networks [19], vehicular
networks [20] etc. Following the inspirations from previous

SG-based works, we develop a multi-connectivity MIMO
communication system that leverages both TN and NTN and
evaluate the coverage probability as well as the achievable
data rate of the typical user.

A. RELATED WORK

Multi-connectivity technology has emerged as a promising
solution to expand a user’s connections from one to
more, garnering significant interest from both academic
and industry circles. In recent years, abundant researches
on multi-connectivity focus mainly on TN. Related
works [21], [22] explore multi-connectivity in millimeter-
wave (mmWave) bands to increase the potential capacity for
next-generation cellular systems. Another problem lies in
the latency-reduction of multi-connectivity in TN to improve
the QoS. In [23], multi-connectivity is a compelling enabler
for ultra-reliable low-latency communications (URLLC). By
applying dynamic control algorithms [24], the benefits of
multi-connectivity can be reaped in device-to-device (D2D)
cellular links [25], and multi-user scenarios [26]. Moreover,
multi-connectivity has been widely explored in the upper
layer of computer communications in terms of functional
architecture design [27], flow-control forecasting [28], user-
plane application [29] etc.

For NTN multi-connectivity, the authors in [30] have
pointed out that using NTN can unlock its full potential
to maximize communication efficiency. Unlike stan-
dardized multi-connectivity in TN, the realization of
multi-connectivity in NTN is still undergoing a long way
of exploration and facing several challenges. For example,
the effectiveness of secondary node addition and traffic
steering algorithms may severely influence users’ experi-
enced throughput [31]. Moreover, to increase the system
capacity and the achievable data rate for users, many
recent works have studied the integration of MIMO in
satellite communications and satellite networks. Previous
works, e.g., [32], [33], investigate the transmit designs for
centralized massive MIMO (CMM) in LEO satellite commu-
nications with enough statistical channel state information
(sCSI) and slow-varying sCSI. It has been shown that
with adequately designed algorithms, MIMO is a promising
approach to achieving significant performance gains. For dis-
tributed MIMO techniques in satellite networks, the authors
of [2] and [34] explore the LEO satellite cooperation to
support handheld devices using cross-layer design, artificial
intelligence (AI)-based implementation, and broadband con-
nectivity, showing superior performance compared to CMM
modes. While satellite networks have shown significance
in the QoS for ground users, this complete dependence on
satellite works neglects potential communication services
brought by TN. This has left room for research in the
integrated networks formed by TN and NTN.
Further, for TN-NTN integration multi-connectivity, a

measurement test [35] has been conducted to evaluate the
performance of the LEO satellite network and the current
cellular networks separately. It is shown that Starlink satellite
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outperformed cellular networks in open areas; however, its
potential for synergistic integration, i.e., a combined TN-
NTN, needs to be studied. López et al. have completed
empirical assessment [36] and analysis [37] in 5G ter-
restrial and LEO satellite networks. Although they reach
the combination goal, they focus more on latency. The
authors do not consider the actual coverage of the integrated
TN-NTN, and throughput performance is only tested in a
single-connectivity scenario. Moreover, theoretical analysis
for TN-NTN has also been involved in [38]; actually, its
emphasis lies in its designed dynamic activation algorithm
for multi-connectivity, without a thorough and complete
analysis of the structure of TN-NTN.
In [39], a multiple-access cell-free network where many

IoT users are simultaneously served by a satellite in space
and ground BSs is studied. However, it is challenging
to implement the dense deployment of BSs on a large
scale based on today’s cellular networks, especially in rural
and remote areas. Thus, there is a need to investigate
the benefits of TN-NTN integrated systems for large-scale
multi-cell networks. In addition, the influences of user
scheduling on practical implementation remains unknown
in its network. Reference [40] compares the LEO satellite-
assisted communication system where ground gateways act
as relays, with the BS-only system. It is pointed out that the
coverage probability gains can be greatly increased with the
use of LEO satellites, especially in rural and remote areas.
In [41], the authors investigate an ultra-dense LEO satellite-
terrestrial network, where terrestrial users are allowed to have
access via LEO-assisted backhaul. It is shown that with a
fixed number of LEO satellites, the proposed LEO satellite
constellation achieves a coverage rate of at least 10% higher
than that of the Telesat constellation. In addition, although
there have been a few projects, such as 5G-ALLSTAR [42]
and a geostationary satellite (GEO)-based field test [43],
that explore and accelerate the progress of multi-connectivity
development between TN and NTN, these implementations
are only tested in limited space, while the realization in a
global range is still left for the future [44].
It is worth noting that the researches mentioned above

concentrated on either TN-supported or NTN-supported
connectivity separately. At the same time, there has yet to be
substantial progress in the research for integrated TN-NTN
multi-connectivity, especially in global large-scale networks.
This paper investigates an LEO satellite-supported multi-
connectivity between TN and NTN systems for large-scale
multi-cell networks.
We assume that users are randomly distributed on the

ground based on users’ random location. Moreover, we
model the set of BSs as a Poisson point process (PPP) due to
terrain constraints and the operator’s deployment strategies.
Since satellites move in various orbits, we model the set of
satellites as another independent PPP on a spherical surface.
To fully utilize channel capacity and improve efficiency,
the system is modeled using the MIMO technique, employ-
ing different beamforming strategies at the multi-antenna

downlink transmitters, i.e., satellites and terrestrial BSs. In
addition, considering a user’s chances of connection with
the satellite, a probability model is built to analyze the
coverage probability and data rate under four separate cases,
i.e., Case 1 where a user is served by both TN and NTN,
Case 2 where the user is only supported by TN, Case 3
where the user is only supported by NTN, and Case 4 where
neither TN nor NTN provides connections. The four cases
of our proposed integrated satellite-terrestrial networks offer
various scenarios, especially in remote and rural areas. Here
are some potential use cases for supporting the operation of
“Case 1–3” with end-user devices equipped with both sub-
6GHz patch antennas and satellite modules, i.e., integrated
networks offer resilient communications in disaster-prone
areas with damaged or nonexistent terrestrial infrastructure,
ensuring reliable connectivity for emergency responders and
affected communities [45]; in remote agricultural regions,
they support precision agriculture techniques by enabling
real-time monitoring and control of farming operations [46];
integrated networks also enhance connectivity along trans-
portation routes, providing continuous communication links
for vehicles and cargo containers.

B. PAPER CONTRIBUTIONS AND ORGANIZATION

The main contributions of our paper are summarized as
follows:

• Multi-Connectivity System Design:We introduce a novel
multi-connectivity MIMO communication system that
allows a user to connect simultaneously to a BS in
a TN and an LEO satellite in an NTN, where each
user may have four different access modes, i.e., being
served by both TN and NTN, being served by TN only,
being served by NTN only, or not being scheduled.
Specifically, when a user is served by both TN and NTN
concurrently, it is connected to both a BS and an LEO
satellite, forming a TN-NTN cooperative transmission
system. The ZF beamforming (ZFBF) is used at each
satellite to null the mutual interference among its
served users, and the MRT beamforming (MRTBF) is
employed at each BS to improve the downlink signal
strength. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, this
is the first work that studies a mobile user’s multi-
connectivity with both TN and NTN while considering
MIMO beamforming as well as multi-cell and large-
scale interference.

• Modeling and Analysis: Based on the designed TN-
NTN-combined multi-connectivity MIMO system, we
derive the probability of each of the above four access
modes for a typical user. In terms of problems in radio-
resource sharing, inter-cell interference from TN occurs
when a user is served by both TN and NTN, or by
TN only; inter-satellite interference appears when it is
served by both TN and NTN, or by NTN only; satellite-
BS interference exists in the scenario when a user is
served by both TN and NTN, or by TN only. In the
TN-NTN combined multi-connectivity downlink MIMO
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FIGURE 1. An illustration of multi-connectivity between TN and NTN MIMO systems.

system, we focus on scenarios in rural and remote
areas, where trees and forests are often regarded as
unavoidable obstructions. Therefore, line-of-sight (LoS)
between terrestrial users and satellites can be blocked.
The Shadowed-Rician fading is used to model the small-
scale fading between satellites and terrestrial users,
and we assume that the small-scale fading between a
BS and a terrestrial user follows Rayleigh distribution.
Furthermore, we characterize the coverage probability
of a typical user in each access mode. Based on the
four possible access modes, the downlink coverage
probability and average achievable data rate of the
typical user are derived.

• System Design Insights: The derived closed-form
expressions are used to evaluate the performance of
the designed system. Compared with the traditional
TN single-connectivity and NTN single-connectivity
schemes, the introduced TN and NTN multi-
connectivity scheme improves the user’s average
achievable downlink data rate by over 100%. Therefore,
integrating the satellite-terrestrial networks and allowing
ground users’ multi-connectivity with both satellites
and ground BSs can significantly increase the user’s
downlink data rate. Moreover, when the number of
satellite-served users is kept equal to the number of
satellite antennas, increasing the number of satellite
antennas improves the user’s downlink data rate even
with reduced satellite transmission power for the user.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, the theoretical model of the multi-connectivity

system between TN and NTN is elaborated, including
BS-user and satellite-user channel models, downlink trans-
mission process, and related performance metrics. Section III
develops intermediate results to be used in derivations of
both the coverage probability and the average achievable data
rate. By dividing connection statuses into different cases,
Section IV derives the coverage probability for a typical user.
In Section V, simulation and numerical results are provided
and analyzed. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.
Notations: The operations of transpose, conjugate, conju-

gate transpose, and square are denoted by (·)T, (·)∗, (·)H and
| · |2, respectively. The unitary space of dimensions M × N

is represented as C
M×N . The symbols exp(·) and ∅ denote

exponential operations and the empty set, respectively. The
ℓ2-norm is denoted by | · |2. The statistical expectation and
the probability are presented as E{·} and P{·}, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a multi-connectivity system
that is composed of a TN and an NTN, withMT -antenna BSs,
MN-antenna satellites, and single-antenna users. In the TN,
BSs are distributed with a density of λT on the earth’s surface
following a homogeneous PPP. Users are distributed around
each BS within the radius of RT following a Poisson cluster
process (PCP). The average number of users associated with
a BS is denoted by UT . In the NTN, we assume that the
distribution of satellites follows a spherical PPP (SPPP) with
the density of λN at the same orbital altitude. The serving
region of each satellite is denoted by AN with a radius of RN
and it is usually more than one BS situated in the serving
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FIGURE 2. Four cases for a user’s communication in TN and NTN multi-connectivity scheme.

region. It is assumed that the number of scheduled users
of each satellite, i.e., K, does not exceed the number of
antennas of the satellite, i.e., K ≤ MN , [32]. Moreover, the
orbit altitude of satellites is HN and the radius of the earth
is RE. The distance between a satellite and the center of the
earth is RS = RE + HN .

A. CHANNEL MODEL

1) BS-USER LINK

Rayleigh fading channels are utilized between BSs in TN
and users. Let the channel between the j-th BS and the k-th
user be gjk = [gjk,1, . . . , gjk,MT ]H ∈ C

MT×1, where

gjk,m =
√

βT0 ljk
−αT f Tjk,m (1)

is the channel from the m-th antenna of the j-th BS to the
k-th user, βT0 is the path-loss at a reference distance in TN,
ljk is the distance between the j-th BS and the k-th user, αT
denotes the path-loss exponent in BS-user links, f Tjk,m ∈ C

1×1

is the small-scale fading coefficient. The probability density
function (PDF) of the fading power is given by

f∣
∣

∣
f Tjk,m

∣

∣

∣

2(x) = λ0 exp(−λ0x), (2)

where λ0 = 1 is the Rayleigh fading parameter.

2) SATELLITE-USER LINK

For channels between the satellites and the users, we consider
that the channel fading in each link follows the Shadowed-
Rician distribution. The channel between the i-th satellite
and the k-th user is denoted by hik = [hik,1, . . . , hik,MN ]H ∈
C
MN×1, where

hik,m =
√

βN0 rik
−αN fNik,m (3)

is the channel coefficient from the m-th antenna of the i-th
satellite to the k-th user, βN0 is the large-scale path-loss at a
reference distance in NTN, rik is the distance between the i-th
satellite and the k-th user, αN denotes the path-loss exponent
in satellite-user links, and fNik,m ∈ C

1×1 is the small-scale
fading between the m-th antenna of the i-th satellite and the
k-th user. According to [47], Nakagami parameter mNak, the
average power of scattered component b0, and the average

power of LoS component � can be employed to represent the
corresponding Shadowed-Rician (SR) fading characteristics.
Since the square of a Nakagami random variable follows a
Gamma distribution, we use a Gamma random variable to
approximate the channel power gain of SR fading channel,
i.e., |fNik,m|2, which can be represented as

f∣
∣

∣
fNik,m

∣

∣

∣

2(x) ≈ 1

βκŴ(κ)
xκ−1 exp

(

− x

β

)

, (4)

with κ denoted by [48], [49]

κ = mNak(2b0 + �)2

4mNakb0
2 + 4mNakb0� + �2

, (5)

and β denoted by

β = 2b0 + �

κ
, (6)

where Ŵ(κ) is the gamma function, while κ and β are
parameters for the shape and scale of a Gamma distribution,
respectively.1

B. DOWNLINK TRANSMISSION

As shown in Fig. 2, there are four cases for a user’s
communication in TN and NTN multi-connectivity scheme.
In Case 1, the user is scheduled to be served by both a
satellite and a BS for cooperative joint transmission in the
same frequency band. When only one connection works, the
user is served by either a BS in TN or a satellite in NTN,
which is Case 2 and Case 3, respectively. Case 4 shows that
the user is not scheduled in this system, where neither a BS
nor a satellite provides service for the user in the current
time slot. We follow the practical bandwidth configurations
that satellite communication usually used, the Ka and Ku
spectrum bands, denoted by B1,3 for Case 1 and Case 3. The
band for terrestrial BS communication is denoted by B2 for
Case 2. The total bandwidth is B = B1,3 +B2, and we have
B1,3

⋂

B2 = ∅.

1It is worth noting that we assume the perfect CSI knowledge at satellites
and BSs [50], [51], [52], [53]. The derived coverage probability and data
rate expressions give upper bound performance of the TN-NTN-combined
multi-connectivity MIMO system.
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We consider using ZFBF strategy with equal power
allocation across the satellite beams to null interference
from/to intra-satellite users, while the MRTBF strategy is
utilized at terrestrial BSs to enhance the desired signal
strength of the associated user with a pointing beam.2

Considering complicated communication environment and
random distributions of users and BSs, we consider equal
power allocation for LEO satellites and BSs and round-robin
scheduling for all users to obtain the basic outcomes as
an average situation. It is worth noting that our model can
be applied to different power allocation methods and user
scheduling strategies. Advanced power control strategies and
user scheduling policies can be designed to integrate this
TN-NTN-combined multi-connectivity MIMO system.
In the following, we give the expressions of signal-to-

interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the typical user in
each case.

1) CASE 1

In Case 1, the received signal at the typical user k is
represented as

yk = yNk + y
T,Case 1
k + z, (7)

where yNk and y
T,Case 1
k are the received signals at the k-th

user from NTN and TN, respectively; z is the additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) following the complex normal
distribution.
For the received signal yNk at the k-th user, we have

yNk =
∑

k′
hHA(k′)kwk′

√

GA(k′)

√

PN
k′xk′

=
∑

k′∈�N
A(k)

hHA(k)kwk′
√

Gml

√

PN
k′xk′

+
∑

k′ /∈�N
A(k)

hHA(k′)kwk′
√

Gsl

√

PN
k′xk′

= hHA(k)kwk

√

Gml

√

PNk xk

+
∑

i∈	N ,i 	=A(k)

∑

k′∈�N
i

hHikwk′
√

Gsl

√

PN
k′xk′ , (8)

2Note that for both TN and NTN, the beamforming strategies are flexible,
which include but not limited to ZFBF and MRTBF. This paper aims to
use ZFBF and MRTBF separately for exploring the integration of different
beamforming strategies under the TN-NTN framework. The extension to
different combinations of beamforming strategies is left as future work.

where A(k′) denotes the k′-th user’s serving satellite, and wk

is the normalized ZF transmit beamformer given by

wk′ =

(

IMN − H−k′H
†
−k′
)

hA(k′)k′
∥

∥

∥

(

IMN − H−k′H
†
−k′
)

hA(k′)k′
∥

∥

∥

2

. (9)

The channel matrices for the serving satellite of the k′-
th user and its intra-cell users is given by H−k′ =
[, . . . ,hA(k′)k, . . . , ]k 	=k′,k∈�N

A(k′)
, where �N

A(k′) denotes the

served users of satellite A(k′) in a time slot, and H
†
−k′ =

(HH
−k′H−k′)

−1
HH

−k′ . To consider the effects of satellite
antenna gain, we denote GA(k′) as the satellite antenna gain
in NTN, where Gml is the satellite antenna main-lobe gain
and Gsl is the satellite antenna side-lobe gain. PN

k′ is the
satellite transmit power, and xk′ is the normalized signal,
intended for the k′-th user, with E{|xk′ |2} = 1.
For the received signal yTk from TN, we have

y
T,Case 1
k =

∑

j′∈	T,Case 1

gHj′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

= gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

+
∑

j′∈	T,Case 1,j′ 	=j
gHj′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′),(11)

where 	T,Case 1 is the set of BSs in TN working in
Case 1 mode, U(j′) is the served user associated with the
j′-th BS in a time slot, and bj′U(j′) is the normalized transmit
beamformer at the j′-th BS for U(j′), which is given by
bj′U(j′) = gj′U(j′)

‖gj′U(j′)‖
. Note that bj′U(j′) is the MRTBF which

maximizes the received desired signal strength at user U(j′).
PT
j′U(j′) is the j-th BS’s transmit power, and xU(j′) is the

normalized signal, both intended for U(j′). Based on the
received signal in (7), the SINR at the typical user k in
Case 1 is given by (10) at the bottom of the page. Note
that the interference from other satellites and other BSs are
considered in the derivation.
It’s worth noting that this cooperative transmission

between TN and NTN can be achieved by considering some
practical implementation details. First, the synchronization
between a TN BS and an NTN satellite need to be
noticed. The locations of ground user, BS and satellite
are known based on the global positioning system and
the satellite’s ephemeris. Therefore, the timing advance
can be compensated in cooperative transmission between
TN BS and NTN satellite, where the robust down-
link synchronization performance can be achieved by the

SINRCase 1
k =

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHA(k)kwk

√
Gml

√

PNk xk + gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∑

i∈	N ,i 	=A(k)

∑

k′∈�N
i

∣

∣

∣
hHikwk′

√
Gsl

√

PN
k′xk′

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∑

j′∈	T ,j′ 	=j

∣

∣

∣
gH
j′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

+ B1,3σn0
2

, (10)
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synchronization signal block (SSB) design in the multi-
connectivity network [4], [5]. Second, the latency incurred
by exchanging the information between TN and NTN needs
to be noted. This can be addressed by considering the timing
advance in TN and NTN. Third, it is worth noting that
the signaling exchange for channel state information and
transmitted signals needs to be implemented in the joint
transmission. Thus, a trade-off exists between a system’s
performance gain and implementation complexity.

2) CASE 2

In Case 2, the user is only scheduled by a BS in TN, and
the interference is only from other transmitting BSs. The
received signal at the typical user k is expressed as

yk = y
T,Case 2
k + z, (12)

where yT,Case 2
k is shown in (11). The SINR at the typical

user k in Case 2 is given by (13) at the bottom of the page.

3) CASE 3

In Case 3, the user is only scheduled by a satellite in NTN
and the interference is from other satellites and the BSs
that participate in Case 1’s joint transmissions. The received
signal at the typical user k is expressed as

yk = yNk + y
T,Case 1
k + z, (14)

where yNk is shown in (8) and yT,Case 1
k denotes the received

signals from BSs in TN that participate in Case 1’s joint
transmission. The SINR at the typical user k in Case 3
is given by (15) at the bottom of the page, where the
interference encompasses the interference from NTN and
TN.

4) CASE 4

In Case 4, the typical user k is neither scheduled by a satellite
nor by a BS in the current time slot. Thus, it is apparent that
Case 4 can be regarded as a special case of Case 1 where
both yNk and yTk from (7) appears to be zero. Then, the SINR
at the typical user k in Case 4 can be directly shown as

SINRCase 4
k = 0. (16)

C. PERFORMANCE METRICS

By taking a summation of all conditioned cases, the total
coverage probability of the designed TN-NTN combined
multi-connectivity system is represented as

Pcov = P{Case 1}P
{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 1

}

+ P{Case 2}P
{

SINRCase 2
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 2

}

+ P{Case 3}P
{

SINRCase 3
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 3

}

. (17)

Then, the achievable data rate at the typical user k is
correspondingly given by

R = P{Case 1}B1,3E

{

log2

(

1+SINRCase 1
k

)
∣

∣

∣
Case 1

}

+ P{Case 2}B2E

{

log2

(

1+SINRCase 2
k

)
∣

∣

∣
Case 2

}

+ P{Case 3}B1,3E

{

log2

(

1+SINRCase 3
k

)
∣

∣

∣
Case 3

}

. (18)

According to the property of expectation, we have E{X} =
∫∞

0 P{X > x}dx for X > 0, which brings

E
{

log2(1 + SINRk)
}

=
∫ ∞

0

P
{

log2(1 + SINRk) > t
}

dt

=
∫ ∞

0

P
{

SINRk > 2t − 1
}

dt. (19)

The achievable data rate in (18) is written as

R = P{Case 1}B1,3

∫ ∞

0

P

{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ 2t − 1

}

dt

+ P{Case 2}B2

∫ ∞

0

P

{

SINRCase 2
k ≥ 2t − 1

}

dt

+ P{Case 3}B1,3

∫ ∞

0

P

{

SINRCase 3
k ≥ 2t − 1

}

dt. (20)

The coverage probability in (17) characterizes the probability
of a user’s received SINR higher than a given threshold with
the consideration of user’s random location, the positions of
satellites and BSs, fading variation, and scheduling. However,
the average achievable data rate in (20) evaluates the ergodic
data rate of a user that can achieve over time slots, fading,
and network topology changes with different bandwidths for
satellites and BSs communications.

SINRCase 2
k =

∣

∣

∣
gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

2

∑

j′∈	T,Case 2,j′ 	=j

∣

∣

∣
gH
j′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

+ B2σn0
2

, (13)

SINRCase 3
k =

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHA(k)kwk

√
Gml

√

PNk xk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∑

i∈	N ,i 	=A(k)

∑

k′∈�N
i

∣

∣

∣
hHikwk′

√
Gsl

√

PN
k′xk′

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∑

j′∈	T,Case 1

∣

∣

∣
gH
j′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

+ B1,3σn0
2

, (15)
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III. INTERMEDIATE RESULTS

In this section, we will derive some intermediate technical
results, i.e., related distributions, number of served users by
TN and NTN, and the probability of connection for each of
four cases, which will be used in the subsequent calculations
of coverage probability and the achievable data rate.

A. RELATED DISTRIBUTION

Lemma 1: The PDF of the distance between the k-th user
and its attached i-th satellite is given by

frik(r) = 2r

RN
2
,HN ≤ r ≤

√

HN
2 + RN

2 (21)

where HN is the orbit altitude of satellites, and RN denotes
the radius of satellite serving region.
Proof: For the circular serving region of a satellite, the

PDF of distance from a user to the region center is

fX(x) = 2x

RN
2
, (22)

for 0 ≤ x ≤ RN . The distance between the satellite and a
user can be expressed as Y = g(X) =

√

X2 + RN
2, which

brings X = hY(y) = (Y2 − HN
2)

1
2 .

Taking its derivative over y, we obtain

dhY(y)

dy
= y
(

y2 − HN
2
)− 1

2
. (23)

Without loss of generality, the PDF of y, achieved by
combining (22) and (23), is shown as follows [54]

fY(y) =
{

fX(hY(y))

∣

∣

∣

dhY (y)
dy

∣

∣

∣
,HN ≤ y ≤

√

HN
2 + RN

2

0, else
(24)

where for HN ≤ y ≤
√

HN
2 + RN

2, fY(y) can be further
expressed as

fY(y) =
2
(

y2 − HN
2
)

1
2

RN
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

y
(

y2 − HN
2
)− 1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 2y

RN
2
. (25)

Thus, the PDF of distance between the k-th user and its
serving satellite, i.e., i-th satellite, is given by

frik(r) =
{

2r

RN
2 , HN ≤ r ≤

√

HN
2 + RN

2

0, else
(26)

which completes this proof.
Denote AT as the serving area of a BS, i.e., AT = πRT

2.
The PDF of the distance between the k-th scheduled user
and its attached j-th BS, i.e., ljk, is expressed as [55]

fljk(l) = 2l

RT
2
, 0 < l ≤ RT , (27)

where RT is the radius of the BS’s serving region. The
average number of users associated with the j-th BS in TN,
i.e., E{�T

j }, is expressed as E{|�T
j |} = UT .

The number of users associated with the i-th satellite in
NTN, i.e., E{�N

i }, is given by

E

{
∣

∣

∣
�N
i

∣

∣

∣

}

≈
∞
∑

n=0

n

(

λTπRN
2UT

)n

n!
e−λTπRN

2UT

= λTπRN
2UT . (28)

B. PROBABILITY OF CONNECTION

In this subsection, we provide the probabilities of the four
cases respectively.
The probability of case 1 is given by

P{Case 1} = K

E
{

�N
i

}

1

E
{

�T
i

} , (29)

where we assume that there is at least one BS in the serving
area of a satellite AN , and E{�N

i } is given in (28).
The probability of case 2 is given by

P{Case 2} =
(

1 − K

E
{

�N
i

}

)

1

E
{

�T
i

} . (30)

The probability of case 3 is given by

P{Case 3} = K

E
{

�N
i

}

(

1 − 1

E
{

�T
i

}

)

. (31)

The probability of case 4 is given by

P{Case 4} =
(

1 − K

E
{

�N
i

}

)(

1 − 1

E
{

�T
i

}

)

. (32)

It is worth noting that the summation of (29), (30), (31),
and (32) equals to one. The above probabilities of dif-
ferent cases will be used to calculate the system overall
performance, such as (17) and (20). In the next Section, we
will derive the coverage probability under each case.

IV. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

Denote the following terms which will appear in the
subsequent analysis. Specifically, DSNk in (36) represents the
desired signal power at the typical user k from NTN. DSTk
in (34) indicates the desired signal power at the user k
from TN. INk in (35) is the interference power at the user
k generated from NTN. ITk in (36) denotes the interference
power at the user k generated from TN.

DSNk =
∣

∣

∣

∣

hHA(k)kwk

√

Gml

√

PNk xk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (33)

DSTk =
∣

∣

∣
gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

2

, (34)

INk =
∑

i∈	N ,i 	=A(k)

∑

k′∈�N
i

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHikwk′
√

Gsl

√

PN
k′xk′

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (35)

I
T,Case 1/2
k =

∑

j′∈	T,Case 1/2,j′ 	=j

∣

∣

∣
gHj′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

. (36)

In TN, when a user is served by its nearest BS, the distance
l should be smaller than the radius of BS’s serving area, i.e.,
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0 < l < RT as shown in (27). For interference signal from
TN, we also set a minimum interfering distance rTI,min that
equals to l.
In NTN, as the radius of satellite serving region is defined

as RN , the lower and upper integral limits of the desired
signal are rNDS,min = HN and rNDS,max =

√

RN
2 + HN

2, while
those of the interference power are rNI,min = rik which is the
distance from the typical user to its nearest serving satellite,
and rNI,max =

√

RS
2 − RE

2 which represents the distance
between a satellite and its point of tangency with the earth,
i.e., length of the tangent line, respectively.

A. CASE 1

The coverage probability conditioned on Case 1 is derived
in (37) at the bottom of the page, where the interference
power from satellites in NTN, and that from BSs in TN in
Case 1 is given by INk and IT,Case 1

k , respectively.
Since the Shadowed-Rician fading channel between the

satellite and the user can be approximated by a Gamma
distribution, we have |fNA(k)k|

2 ∼ Ŵ(κ, β), where Ŵ(κ, β) is
the gamma function with shape κ and scale β. The sum of
independent Gamma random variables can be approximated
as a single Gamma random variable with appropriate shape

and scale parameters [56]. The channel power of the intended
signal for the typical user k in NTN is represented as

∥

∥hHik
∥

∥

2 =
MN
∑

m=1

βN0 rik
−αN fNik

(

fNik

)H
, (42)

which follows a Gamma distribution, i.e., ‖hHik‖
2 ∼

Ŵ(MNκ, βN0 rik
−αNβ).

According to the property of Gamma distribution, X ∼
Ŵ(k, θ) brings about CX ∼ Ŵ(k,Cθ). By projecting the
channel vector onto the ZF beamformer [57], we obtain

∣

∣hHikwk

∣

∣

2 ∼ Ŵ

(

(MN − K + 1)κ, βN0 rik
−αNβ

)

. (43)

Then, we have

∣

∣hHikwk

∣

∣

2 ≈ ββN0 rik
−αN�N

DS,k, (44)

where �N
DS,k ∼ Ŵ((MN − K + 1)κ, 1).

Taking Y = DSNk + DSTk , we rewrite (37) as

P

{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ γth

}

≥ P

{

Y ≥ γth

(

INk + I
T,Case 1
k + B1,3σn0

2
)}

, (45)

P

{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 1

}

= P

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎩

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHA(k)kwk

√
Gml

√

PNk xk + gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

INk + I
T,Case 1
k + B1,3σn0

2
≥ γth

⎫

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎭

= P

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHA(k)kwk

√

Gml

√

PNk xk +
∑

j∈	T
k

gHjkbjk

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≥ γth

(

INk + I
T,Case 1
k + B1,3σn0

2
)

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

≥ P

{

DSNk + DSTk ≥ γth

(

INk + I
T,Case 1
k + B1,3σn0

2
)}

. (37)

ψ(r, l) = µ2

(MN − K + 1)κ

(

GmlPN
E
{
∣

∣�N
i

∣

∣

}ββN0 rik
−αN

)2

+MT

(

PTβ
T
0 ljk

−αT
)2

, (38)

ζ (r, l) =
(MN − K + 1)κ

(

GmlPN
E
{∣

∣�N
i

∣

∣

}ββN0 rik
−αN

)2

+MT

(

PTβ
T
0 ljk

−αT
)2

µ
, (39)

µ = (MN − K + 1)κ
GmlPN

E
{
∣

∣�N
i

∣

∣

}ββN0 rik
−αN +MTPTβ

T
0 ljk

−αT . (40)

P

{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 1

}

≥ 1 − E

⎧

⎨

⎩

1

Ŵ(ψ(r, l))
γ

⎛

⎝ψ(r, l),
γth

(

INk + I
T,Case 1
k + B1,3σn0

2
)

ζ (r, l)

⎞

⎠

⎫

⎬

⎭

. (41)
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and we have

DSNk ∼ Ŵ

(

(MN − K + 1)κ,
GmlPN

E
{
∣

∣�N
i

∣

∣

}ββN0 rik
−αN

)

, (46)

DSTk ∼ Ŵ

(

MT ,PTβ
T
0 ljk

−αT
)

. (47)

Note that Y can be approximated by a Gamma random
variable, i.e., Y ∼ Ŵ(ψ, ζ ), based on the Welch-Satterthwaite
approximation [58]. Following this approximation, we denote
the PDF of Y as

fY(y) ≈ 1

Ŵ(ψ)ζψ
yψ−1e

− y
ζ , (48)

where ψ and ζ are shown in (38) and (39), respectively, at
the bottom of the previous page. The cumulative distribution
function (CDF) of Y is approximated by

FY(y) ≈ 1

Ŵ(ψ)
γ

(

ψ,
y

ζ

)

, (49)

where γ (·, ·) is the lower incomplete gamma function. Then,
the complementary CDF (CCDF) of Y is

P{Y ≥ y} ≈ 1 − 1

Ŵ(ψ)
γ

(

ψ,
y

ζ

)

. (50)

According to (50), the coverage probability can be initially
written as (41) at the bottom of the previous page. For the
interference power generated from satellites in NTN, we
have

∣

∣

∣
hHA(k′)kwk′

∣

∣

∣

2
≈ βN0 rA(k′)k

−αN�N
I,A(k′)k, (52)

where �N
I,A(k′)k follows an exponential distribution, i.e.,

�N
I,A(k′)k ∼ exp(1), due to the ZFBF and its projection on

other channel vectors. The average interference power from
satellites where the equal power allocation at each satellite
is considered, equivalently denoted as ϒCase 1

N (r), is

ϒCase 1
N (r) = E

{

INk

}

= E

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

∑

i′∈	N ,i′ 	=i

∑

k′∈�N
i′

∣

∣

∣

∣

hHikwk′

√

PN
k′xk′

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

= E

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

GslPN

E
{
∣

∣�N
i

∣

∣

}ββN0

∑

i′∈	N ,i′ 	=i

∑

k′∈�N
i′

�N
I,i′kri′k

−αN

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

GslPNββN0

∑

i′∈	N ,i′ 	=i
�N
I,i′kri′k

−αN

⎫

⎬

⎭

= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

GslPNββN0

∑

i′∈	N ,i′ 	=i
E

{

�N
I,i′k

}

ri′k
−αN

⎫

⎬

⎭

(a)= GslPNββN0 2πλN
RN

RT

∫ rNI,max

rik

v−αN+1dv

(b)= GslPNββN0
2π

αN − 2

RN

RT
λN

(

r2−αN − rNI,max

2−αN
)

,(53)

where (a) follows from E{�N
I,i′k} = 1 and Campbell’s

theorem of the SPPP, while (b) is obtained by

∫ rNI,max

rik

v−αN+1dv = 1

αN − 2

(

r2−αN − rNI,max

2−αN
)

. (54)

Since some BSs participate in the joint transmission with
satellites in frequency band B1,3, the density of interfering

BSs in Case 1 is given by λTN = E{|�N
i |}

E{|�T
j |}πRN2 . Then, the

average interference power from BSs in TN, equivalently
denoted as ϒCase 1

T (l), is expressed with closed-form as
follows

ϒCase 1
T (l) = E

{

I
T,Case 1
k

}

= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

∑

j′∈	T ,j′ 	=j

∣

∣

∣
gHj′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

⎫

⎬

⎭

= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

PTβ
T
0

∑

j′∈	T ,j′ 	=j
�T
I,j′k′ lj′k

−αT

⎫

⎬

⎭

(a)= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

PTβ
T
0

∑

j′∈	T ,j′ 	=j
lj′k

−αT

⎫

⎬

⎭

= PTβ
T
0 2πλTN

∫ ∞

l

v−αT+1dv

(b)= PTβ
T
0 πλTN

2

αT − 2
l2−αT , (55)

where (a) holds true because E{�T
I,j′k′} = 1, while (b)

follows from the fact that
∫∞
l v−αT+1dv = l2−αT

αT−2
. Note

that (53) and (55) are closed-form expressions which can
be calculated directly. In addition, (53) and (55) are the
functions of r and l whose PDFs are given in (21) and (27).
By inserting (38), (39), (40), as shown at the bottom of

the previous page, (53), (55) into (41) and taking the definite
integrals, we represent the coverage probability conditioned
on Case 1 in (51) at the bottom of the page. Note that
the expression of the coverage probability involves only two
integrals which can be calculated efficiently.

P

{

SINRCase 1
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 1

}

≈ 1 −
∫ rNI,max

rNI,min

∫ RT

rTDS,min

frik(r)fljk(l)

{

1

Ŵ(ψ(r, l))
γ

(

ψ(r, l),
γth
(

ϒCase 1
N (r) + ϒCase 1

T (l) + B1,3σn0
2
)

ζ (r, l)

)}

dldr. (51)
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B. CASE 2

In Case 2, we consider the coverage probability conditioned
on that the typical user is only scheduled by a terrestrial
BS in the current time slot. The are no desired signals from
satellites so that the target signal for analysis is yTk in (12)
and (11).
Regarding the desired signal from TN based on MRTBF,

we have

∣

∣

∣
gHjkbjk

∣

∣

∣

2
=
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

gHjk

gHjk
∥

∥gjk
∥

∥

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= βT0 ljk
−αT�T

DS,j, (56)

where �T
DS,j ∼ Ŵ(MT , 1). Correspondingly, the desired

signal power from TN in (34) can be rewritten as

DSTk =
∣

∣

∣

√

βT0 ljk
−αT�T

DS,j

√

PTjkxk

∣

∣

∣

2

= βT0 PT ljk
−αT�T

DS,j. (57)

The CDF of |gHjkbjk|
2
is then given by

P

{

∣

∣

∣
gHjkbjk

∣

∣

∣

2
≤ x

}

= P

{

�T
DS,j ≤ x

βT0 ljk
−αT

}

≈
(

1 − exp

(

−Bh
x

βT0 ljk
−αT

))MT

,(58)

where Bh = Ŵ(MT + 1)
− 1
MT ·scale . By inserting the interference

power generated from TN, i.e., I
T,Case 2
k , the coverage

probability of the k-th user associated with the j-th BS is
given by

P

{

SINRCase 2
k ≥ γth

∣

∣

∣
Case 2

}

= P

{

DSTk

I
T,Case 2
k + B2σn0

2
≥ γth

}

= P

{

βT0 PT ljk
−αT�T

DS,j ≥ γth

(

I
T,Case 2
k + B2σn0

2
)}

= P

{

�T
DS,j ≥ γth

βT0 PT ljk
−αT

(

I
T,Case 2
k + B2σn0

2
)

}

(a)=1 − Eljk

⎧

⎨

⎩

∞
∑

q=0

(

MT

q

)

(−1)qL
I
T,Case 2
k

(s)e−sB2σn0
2

⎫

⎬

⎭

,

where (a) is obtained from s = q·Bhγth
βT0 PT ljk

−αT
.

The density of interfering BSs in frequency band B2

is λTT = λT − λTN . Then, the Laplace transform of
interference power generated from TN is given by (59)
at the bottom of the page, where (a) is achieved by
ŝ = sPTβ

T
0 = qBhγthljk

αT , (b) follows from probability
generating functional (PGFL) of the PPP [55], (c) is because
the square root of the gamma distribution,

√

�T
I,j′k′ , follows

the Nakagami distribution, (d) holds from T
T,Case 2
k =

qBhγth. By taking u = (v−1ljk(T
T,case 2
k )

1
αT )

−2

, (59), also
denoted as ϒCase 2

T (l), can be further expressed with closed-
form as

L
I
T,case 2
k

(s)

= exp

(

−πλTT ljk
2
(

T
T,Case 2
k

)
2

αT

×
∫ ∞
(

T
T,Case 2
k

)− 2
αT

(

1

1 + u
αT
2

)

du

)

= exp

(

−πλTT ljk
2 2

αT − 2
T
T,Case 2
k

× 2F1

[

1, 1 − 2

αT
; 2 − 2

αT
;−TT,Case 2

k

])

= ϒCase 2
T (l).

L
I
T,Case 2
k

(s) = E

{

exp
(

−sIT,Case 2
k

)}

= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

exp

⎡

⎣−s
∑

j′∈	TT ,j′ 	=j

∣

∣

∣
gHj′kbj′U(j′)

√

PT
j′U(j′)xU(j′)

∣

∣

∣

2

⎤

⎦

⎫

⎬

⎭

(a)= E

⎧

⎨

⎩

exp

⎛

⎝−ŝ
∑

j′∈	TT ,j′ 	=j
�T
I,j′k′ lj′k

−αT

⎞
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⎫

⎬
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= E	TT

⎧
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E�T
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{
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(
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−αT
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⎫
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⎭

(b)= exp

(

−2πλTT

∫ ∞

ljk

(

1 − E�T
I,j′k′

[

e
−ŝ�T

I,j′k′v
−αT

])

vdv

)

(c)= exp

(

−2πλTT

∫ ∞

ljk

(

1 − 1

1 + ŝv−αT

)

vdv

)

(d)= exp

(

−2πλTT

∫ ∞

ljk

(

1 − 1

1 + T
T,Case 2
k ljk

αT v−αT

)

vdv

)

, (59)
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By inserting (63), as shown at the bottom of the next page
to (59), we obtain the coverage probability conditioned on
Case 2 in (60), as shown at the bottom of the page.

C. CASE 3

For Case 3, we derive the coverage probability of a typical
user conditioned on the fact that it is only scheduled by a
satellite in a time slot. Since there are no desired signals
from terrestrial BSs, the target signal for analysis is yNk in (8)
and (14).
Based on the ZFBF, the CDF of |hHikwk|2 is given by

P

{

∣

∣hHikwk

∣

∣

2 ≤ x
}

= P

{

�N
DS,k ≤ x

βN0 rik
−αN

}

≈
(

1 − exp

(

−Ah
x

βN0 rik
−αN

))(MN−K+1)κ

, (61)

where Ah = Ŵ((MN − K + 1)κ + 1)
− 1

(MN−K+1)κ·scale , and the
above equality holds when MN = K.

By inserting DSNk = |hHikwk

√
Gml

√

PNk xk|
2

, the coverage
probability of the k-th user associated with the i-th satellite
for Case 3 is given by (62) at the bottom of the page, where
(a) is obtained by the approximation of normalized gamma
distribution of |hHikwk|2 [59], (b) is obtained from Binomial
theorem, s = q·Ahγth

GmlP
N
k ββN0 rik

−αN
, and PNk = PN

E{|�N
i |} is denoted for

equal power allocation.
First, the Laplace transform of interference power INk

from NTN in Case 3, equivalently denoted as ϒCase 3
N (r),

is given by (63) at the top of the next page, where (a) is

obtained from ŝ = s · PN
E{|�N

i |}GslββN0 , (b) holds true for the

PGFL of the PPP, (c) is because
√

�N
I,i′k follows from the

Nakagami-m distribution, and (d) is from denoting TNk =
q Gsl
Gml

AhγthE{|�N
i′ |}.

Let u = (v−1rik(T
N
k )

1
αN )

−2

, we derive the Laplace
transform of INk in (64) at the bottom of the next page after
next, where (a) follows from the fact that

(

rNI,max

)2
rik

−2
(

TNk

)− 2
αN

=
[

(

rNI,max

)αN
rik

−αN
(

TNk

)−1
]

2
αN

, (65)

and the integral is represented by a hypergeometric function
as follows

∫ ∞

T
2
α

1

1 + u
α
2

du = 2T
2

αN
−1

α − 2
2F1

[

1, 1 − 2

α
; 2 − 2

α
; − 1

T

]

. (66)

Second, the Laplace transform of interference power from
TN in Case 3, i.e., of IT,Case 3

k , is given by

L
I
T,Case 3
k

(s) = E

{
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(
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k

)}

= E

⎧
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∣
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∣

∣
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(67)
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}
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⎦dl, (60)
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Finally, after inserting (64) and (67) into (62), the coverage
probability conditioned on Case 3 is represented as (68) at
the bottom of the next page.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we quantitatively evaluate the downlink
performance of the multi-connectivity MIMO between TN

LINk
(s) = ϒCase 3

N (r)
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TABLE 1. Simulation parameters.

and NTN from a system-level perspective. On the one hand,
the coverage probabilities are compared among different
satellite altitudes and NTN path-loss exponents. On the other
hand, the average achievable data rate of the typical user is
investigated in terms of different satellite antenna numbers,
TN path-loss exponents, ground BS density, and satellite
bandwidth. The numerical results are provided according to
related mathematical tools and expressions in Sections II–IV.

For the simulation and numerical results, we utilize
MATLAB in Monte Carlo simulation manner to obtain the
coverage probability and the average achievable data rate
of a typical user in the satellite-terrestrial multi-connectivity
MIMO system. In all iterations, main systematic parameters
are summarized in Table 1 unless otherwise noted according
to [60], while other parameters are determined based on
specific scenarios. Particularly, the approximation of αN ≈
2.0 is for αN = 2 + 1e−10. The density of BSs, i.e., λT , is
6 × 10−9 / m2 and the average number of users associated
with each BS, i.e., UT , is 4. For comparison, TN scenario
settings from [36], [37] are simulated as the baseline results
of TN single-connectivity.
The coverage probability of the multi-connectivity system

is plotted and compared against the SINR threshold under
different satellite altitudes in Fig. 3. The corresponding
closed-form expression is achieved by inserting expressions
of connection probability (29), (30), (31), and expressions of
coverage probability for each case (51), (60), (62) into (17).
It is shown that when the satellite altitude decreases from
900 km to 300 km, the coverage probability increases under
a given SINR threshold between −20 dB and 40 dB. This
implies that in the introduced multi-connectivity model,
higher satellite altitude incurs lower coverage probability
at a specific SINR threshold range. It is also manifest
from this figure that the analytical expression of the
coverage probability perfectly matches with the simulation
results.

FIGURE 3. Coverage probability of the multi-connectivity system versus SINR

threshold under different satellite altitudes, where αN ≈ 2.0, αT = 3.5, B1,3 = 200 MHz,

each satellite equipped with 4 antennas.

FIGURE 4. Average achievable data rate of the typical user versus satellite altitude

under different satellite antenna numbers and connectivity statuses, where αN ≈ 2.0,

αT = 3.5, B1,3 = 200 MHz.

Fig. 4 compares the average achievable data rate of
multi-connectivity systems under different satellite antenna
numbers with TN single-connectivity and NTN single-
connectivity, respectively. The closed-form expression for
this data rate is obtained by inserting expressions of
connection probability (29), (30), (31), as well as expressions
of coverage probability for each case (51), (60), (62),

P
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SINRCase 3
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∣

∣

∣
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}
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∞
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2

dr. (68)
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FIGURE 5. Average achievable data rate of the typical user versus satellite

bandwidth, where αN ≈ 2.0, αT = 3.5, each satellite equipped with 4 antennas while at

an altitude of 500 km.

into (20) and integral over variable t. As the satellite altitude
increases, the general trend of the average achievable data
rate in satellite-assisted systems decreases. This is because
a higher altitude brings a more severe path-loss in the
desired signal, which impairs the quality of service of the
typical user associated with a satellite. Moreover, when
increasing the number of satellite antennas from 2 to 4,
the performance of average achievable data date can have
at least 20% improvement. Also, the lower altitude brings
smaller attenuation in the desired signal, and as a result of
which the higher data rate increase can be achieved. The
lower altitude is, the higher increase in data rate will be,
which is owing to smaller attenuation in the desired signal.
In the TN single-connectivity system, however, the average
data rate remains virtually unchanged. This undoubtedly
goes well with our intuition - the signals from ground
BS are not related to the satellite altitude. Generally,
the TN and NTN multi-connectivity systems significantly
outperform the TN single-connectivity system or the NTN
single-connectivity system. The results further illustrate
the importance of investigating satellite-terrestrial integrated
networks.
Fig. 5 illustrates the gap of average achievable data rate

between the multi-connectivity scenario and the single-
connectivity one with the increase of satellite bandwidth. The
closed-form analytical expression for the average achievable
data rate is obtained from (20). The average data rate for the
TN single-connectivity shows almost no change, remaining
constant at around 48 Mbps, since it is irrelevant to satellite
bandwidth. On the contrary, the data rate for the NTN single-
connectivity increases from 40 Mbps to 110 Mbps, while
comparatively an approximate 40 Mbps increment can be
seen for NTN multi-connectivity at each satellite bandwidth.
It is thus concluded that with enough satellite bandwidth,
the data rate provided by multi-connectivity between TN and

FIGURE 6. Average achievable data rate of the typical user versus density of BSs in

TN, where αN ≈ 2.0, B1,3 = 200 MHz, each satellite equipped with 4 antennas while at

an altitude of 500 km.

NTN outperforms that by single-connectivity. Moreover, the
Monte Carlo simulation results match well with the derived
analytical results.
Finally, the influences of TN path-loss exponent αT

on both the multi-connectivity and the single-connectivity
scenarios, under different densities of ground BSs, are
demonstrated in Fig. 6. The closed-form analytical expres-
sion for the average achievable data rate is obtained
from (20). As the BS density increases, the data rate for
TN single-connectivity with αT = 3.5 is about 5 Mbps
higher than that with αT = 4 under given BS density,
while this gap narrows as the BS density increases. Another
similar gap and trend are also witnessed for the two
TN-NTN multi-connectivity counterparts. These two gaps
arise from the fact that the increase in TN path-loss
downgrades the quality of the desired signals from TN,
and the interference due to the increasing BS density will
have more impacts on the overall TN interference than
that due to the TN path-loss, thus the gap in between
is reduced. On the contrary, the only decreasing trend
is witnessed for NTN single-connectivity. This is because
while the desired signals of satellite communications remain
constant, a higher density of ground BSs brings higher
TN interference signals. Consequently, the performance of
the overall average achievable data rate could be severely
degraded.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced and analyzed a multi-
connectivity MIMO system between TN and NTN in
terms of coverage performance and average achievable data
rate. Using stochastic geometry and the Welch-Satterthwaite
approximation, we modeled four different connection cases
for the typical user. We derived approximated but tractable
and closed-form expressions for the overall coverage
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probability. The influences of critical system parameters,
including satellite altitude, satellite antenna number, satel-
lite bandwidth, the density of ground BSs, and path-loss
exponents of TN and NTN, were involved in comparing the
system performance between single-connectivity and multi-
connectivity systems. In the introduced multi-connectivity
MIMO system between TN and NTN, deployment of LEO
satellites at lower altitudes will improve coverage probability
and achievable data rate. Concerning the influences of path-
loss exponents, we found that higher TN path-loss negatively
affects the overall performance, while a slightly higher
NTN path-loss contributes positively. Moreover, sufficient
satellite antennas and bandwidth allocation are vital system
parameters to ensure the high performance of the multi-
connectivity TN and NTN systems.
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