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Abstract—Optical wireless communication (OWC) has gar-
nered significant importance to provide gigabit capacity links
owing to its unique features. Free space optics (FSO) communi-
cation, which is the term used for OWC in outdoor scenario, is a
good candidate to establish ground-to-satellite/satellite-to-ground
links. Despite of many advantages, FSO communication in uplink
is limited by the adverse effects of beam wander beam scintilla-
tion, and pointing errors. Therefore, to counteract the limitations,
it is wise to backup FSO links with reliable radio frequency (RF)
links. In addition, the complementary characteristics exhibited
by FSO and RF links to atmospheric effects have paved the way
for hybrid FSO/RF communication. In recent years, a growing
interest is also witnessed in the research and development of
space-air-ground integrated network (SAGIN). This paper aims
to fuse FSO and RF technologies for integrated space-air-ground
uplink networks utilizing unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) such
as high altitude platform station (HAPS) as a relay station
for achieving better reliability. Thus, we propose single-hop
and SAGIN-based dual-hop system models for uplink satellite
communication with hybrid FSO/RF links and the performance is
investigated using analytical and simulation results. In summary,
the results show that hybrid FSO/RF systems perform better
than the FSO systems in uplink scenario due to backup RF link.

Index Terms—Diversity gain, Free space optics, high-altitude
platform station (HAPS), hybrid FSO/RF, and space-air-ground
integrated network (SAGIN), unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV).

I. INTRODUCTION

According to World Disaster Report 2016 [1], earthquakes,
floods, and wildfires have happened on numerous occasions
from 2006 to 2015. In addition, it has also been reported that
more than 40 percent of the total number of disasters occurred
in Asia. Therefore, in order to prevent these disasters, it is
important for India and other Asian countries to deploy more
satellites and increase the monitoring frequency, observation
area, and resolution of images obtained from the satellite.
This necessitates the need for large communication capacity
and reliable communication links in satellite communication
(SATCOM) systems [2], which have opened a new chapter for
space-air-ground integrated network (SAGIN) [3] and optical-
space-based communication [4]. SAGIN is an integration of
satellite system, terrestrial system, and aerial networks in order
to achieve a large network topology for efficient sharing of
global information. Currently, most of the SAGIN links are
operating in microwave radio frequency (RF) band. However,

RF band has limited capacity and is also costly as most of
the frequency bands are licensed. Also, SAGIN demands high
date rate connectivity due to the exchange of huge amount
of data among space, air, and ground networks. Thus, FSO
communication plays a key role in meeting the high data rate
requirements.

In recent years, a growing interest has been witnessed in
the research and development of establishing free space optics
(FSO) links between ground station (GS) and satellite, which
can offer much larger data rates even up to terabits per second.
Therefore, it is high time to consider free space optics (FSO)
communication, which has attracted enough attention due to
various advantages over RF communication such as cheap
installation cost with faster deployment, low power usage,
high bandwidth, heavily secured links, etc [5]. FSO refers to
a line of sight communication using optical carriers between
two fixed points in the outdoor environment. Advancement
of space technology together with the sophisticated optical
sources [6], [7] and detectors opened a new chapter for
FSO-based SATCOM. However, the performance of FSO
SATCOM links is mainly affected by beam scintillation, beam
wander, and pointing errors, which result in frequent link
failures [8] and [9]. Beam scintillation and beam wander are
atmospheric turbulence effects, which arise due to large-scale
inhomogeneities in the turbulent atmosphere. Beam wander is
caused by misalignment of the optical beam from the boresight
because of the presence of turbulent eddies larger than the
beam diameter. Beam scintillation and beam wander lead to
loss of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at the receiver. In addition,
pointing errors, which arises due to misalignment between
transmit and receive apertures because of satellite mechanical
vibration, is also a primary concern for FSO communication.
One efficient solution is to use RF link as a backup with FSO
link, as it is less affected by the aforementioned factors. This
complementary behaviour of FSO and RF links to atmospheric
effects has paved the way for hybrid FSO/RF communication
[10].

Another option is to use the concept of relaying technique to
counteract atmospheric effects to achieve further improvement
in the system performance [11]-[13]. Consequently, SATCOM
system during uplink and downlink require a distributed ar-
chitecture, where data is relayed from GS to relay and then
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finally forwarded to the satellite. Unmanned-aerial-vehicles
(UAVs) such as high-altitude platform station (HAPS), low-
altitude platform station (LAPS), etc. can act as a relay station
between GS and satellite to enhance the performance of FSO
communication [4]. UAVs should be deployed well above
the clouds in such a way that the atmospheric effects on
an optical beam is less severe so that a strong line-of-sight
(LOS) link exists between UAV and satellite. HAPS is an
aerial vehicle usually placed in the stratosphere between 17
and 32 km above sea level [15], where the existence of
strong LOS link is possible between HAPS and satellite,
which eventually improves the reliability of GS-to-satellite
communication link. The main advantages of HAPS are easier
and faster deployment than satellite, medium operational costs,
easy maintenance, and environmental friendliness. HAPS is
useful for many applications such as astronomy, disaster
monitoring, ad-hoc communication during disaster situations
[16].

By deploying HAPS as a relay terminal, the GS-to-satellite
uplink is split into two parts: (i) GS-to-HAPS and (ii) HAPS-
to-satellite. Among the two links, GS-to-HAPS link is more
sensitive to atmospheric effects. Hence, it is mandatory to
backup GS-to-HAPS FSO links with RF links to enhance the
link performance. It is also to be noted that HAPS will be
located in a cloud-free atmospheric altitude and reliability is
not a major concern for HAPS-to-satellite link. Therefore, we
can restrict the links to FSO communication alone as shown
in Fig. 1(b).

A. Prior Works

In prior works [10] and [17], performance of a terres-
trial switching-based single-hop hybrid FSO/RF system was
investigated over weak and strong atmospheric turbulence
conditions considering log-normal and Gamma-Gamma fad-
ing channels, respectively. In both works, the performance
analysis was carried out without considering the effect of
pointing errors. Further, dual-hop relay-assisted FSO and hy-
brid FSO/RF communication were investigated extensively for
terrestrial communication scenario in [11]-[14]. In [11], end-
to-end performance of a dual-hop FSO communication was
investigated over Gamma-Gamma turbulence for a fixed gain
relaying system. To validate the analytical performance of the
dual-hop FSO system, a real state-of-the-art optical hardware
system was designed in [12]. In [13], the performance of
a switching-based hybrid FSO/RF decode-and-forward (DF)
relaying system was investigated considering maximal-ratio-
combining (MRC) at the destination. In [14], we considered
a dual-hop relaying scenario and optimization of FSO link
parameters was carried out for a hybrid FSO/RF system to
minimize the effect of pointing errors.

In [18], performance analysis of a hybrid satellite-terrestrial
FSO cooperative system had been carried out using satellite
RF link, which is modelled using Shadowed-Rician distri-
bution, and terrestrial FSO link, which is modelled using
Gamma-Gamma distribution. Similarly, in [19], an integrated
satellite-terrestrial relay network considering multiuser en-

vironment and threshold-based DF relaying was proposed.
Here, the satellite-to-relay link is modelled using Shadowed-
Rician distribution and the relay-to-user link is modelled using
Nakagami-m distribution. Thus, the proposed works in [18]
and [19] investigate the performance of a hybrid satellite-
terrestrial relay system, where the ground station receives the
signal from the satellite and relay the signals to the destination
node. It is to be noted that the ground station acts as a relay
node in [18] and [19] and FSO link was used as a last-mile
connection from relay to destination node in [18].

In literature, only very few works are reported in case of
single-hop FSO communication between satellite and GS [9],
[20], and [21]. On contrary, many works are reported consid-
ering RF communication between GS and satellite. Recently,
in [22], double differential modulation scheme for land mobile
satellite (LMS) communication was proposed to overcome
the carrier frequency offset and the symbol error probabil-
ity (SEP) expressions were derived considering shadowed-
Rician fading channels. The error performance of the double
differential modulation system was compared with coherent
modulation and single differential modulation techniques. In
addition, the effect of elevation angle on the error performance
was also studied. In [9], performance analysis of FSO-based
downlink SATCOM system with spatial diversity was carried
out over Gamma-Gamma fading channels by deriving closed-
form expression for outage probability. In [20], the bit error
rate (BER) analysis was carried out for different modulation
schemes considering uplink SATCOM system in the presence
of atmospheric turbulence and beam-wander induced point-
ing errors. The atmospheric turbulence was modelled using
Gamma-Gamma distribution and the effect of channel anoma-
lies on the BER performance of different intensity modulation
schemes was reported. In [21], BER evaluation of various
modulation schemes was performed for single-hop FSO-based
uplink and downlink SATCOM systems. In addition, aperture
averaging scheme was considered to enhance the performance
of downlink SATCOM system. In summary, the performance
analysis of single-hop RF-based and FSO-based SATCOM
systems was investigated in [9], [20]-[22] and link reliability
techniques were proposed in case of FSO-based SATCOM
system for downlink scenario.

In [25], a LAPS-based based relaying system was proposed
recently in which two LAPS serve as relay nodes between
terrestrial source and destination nodes. In the proposed work,
RF transmission was assumed between LAPS and GS and
FSO transmission was assumed between two LAPS. Based
on the proposed system model, closed-form expression for
outage probability was derived. In [26], the performance
of a multibeam very high throughput satellite system was
carried out in which GS-to-satellite FSO link was modelled
using Gamma-Gamma distribution and satellite-to-user RF
link was assumed to follow shadowed-Rician distribution. A
cooperative satellite-aerial-terrestrial downlink system based
on RF communication was considered in [27] with satellite,
UAV, and a group of terrestrial receivers serving as source,
relay, and destination nodes, respectively. Here, the coverage
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probability of relay-to-destination link and outage performance
of source-to-relay link was investigated considering shadowed-
Rician fading channel. Recently, outage performance anal-
ysis of ground-to-HAPS FSO communication was carried
out in [28] assuming log-normal and Gamma-Gamma at-
mospheric turbulence fading channels with pointing errors.
Further, performance of a UAV-to-satellite FSO communica-
tion system was studied in [29] and the effect of pointing
error and atmospheric turbulence on the BER performance
was reported using Monte-Carlo simulations. Recently, we
investigated the average SEP performance of HAPS-based
hybrid FSO/RF communication for downlink scenario in [30]
assuming Gamma-Gamma atmospheric turbulence and Rician
RF fading channels.

In order to meet the high data rate requirements of SAGIN,
a dual-hop FSO-based uplink SATCOM architecture has been
proposed. Further, to counteract the FSO channel distortions
and improve the network performance between GS and HAPS,
RF backup link is utilized, which leads to the development
of HAPS-based SAGIN architecture with hybrid FSO/RF
communication. The proposed architecture can be effectively
applied in lots of fields such as earth observation and mapping,
intelligent transportation system, mission critical applications,
disaster monitoring and rescue, etc. with better reliability
and high data rates compared to already existing FSO-based
SATCOM architecture. In addition, the proposed architecture
would bring lots of benefits for 5G and 6G wireless commu-
nication systems especially for Enhanced mobile broadband
(eMBB), Big communications (BigCom), Ultra- reliable low-
latency communications (URLLC), and Three-Dimensional
Integrated Communications (3D-InteCom) usage scenarios.

B. Motivations

Thus, the main motivations of our proposed work are as
follows:
• The performance analysis of hybrid FSO/RF communi-

cation was restricted mostly to terrestrial communication
in literature.

• In case of SATCOM systems, the performance analysis
was carried out by assuming only FSO link between GS
and satellite.

• The FSO link reliability during uplink scenario needs to
be improved, as the link is prone to atmospheric turbu-
lence effects, pointing errors, and atmospheric attenuation
due to various weather conditions. Moreover, previously
proposed aperture averaging scheme also failed to im-
prove the link performance for uplink case.

• In prior works, performance of UAV-to-satellite and
ground-to-HAPS FSO communication systems was in-
vestigated separately. Further, a comprehensive end-to-
end performance analysis based on outage and average
SEP was also missing in the existing works.

• Also, UAVs were used as relay nodes only between
two terrestrial nodes in most of the existing works. In
addition, only RF communication was considered for
dual-hop UAV-based relaying system for SATCOM.

TABLE I
RESEARCH STATUS

Type of Com-
munication

Configuration

Single Hop Relay-assisted
FSO Terrestrial
Communication

Well Investigated
[8]

Well Investigated
[11], [12]

FSO SATCOM Well Investigated
[9], [20], [21],
[26]

Moderately
Investigated [28],
[29]

Satellite-
Terrestrial Relay
Communication

Not applicable Well Investigated
[18], [19]

Hybrid FSO/RF
Terrestrial Com-
munication

Well Investigated
[10], [17]

Moderately
Investigated [13]

Hybrid FSO/RF
SATCOM

Recently we have
investigated [30]

Recently we have
investigated [30]

• In our work [30], FSO-based dual-hop relaying SATCOM
system using HAPS and RF backup links to support FSO
links for nullifying atmospheric turbulence effects was
proposed. However, the analysis was restricted to down-
link scenario without considering the effect of pointing
errors and atmospheric attenuation. Further, closed-form
expression for average SEP was obtained only for non-
coherent detection technique assuming Rician fading for
RF communication. Also, asymptotic analysis to obtain
full diversity gain from both FSO and RF links was not
carried out.

In a nutshell, the overall status of the research works has
been tabulated in Table I.

C. Contributions

The major contributions of our work are as follows:
• In our current work, single-hop and SAGIN-based dual-

hop system models considering HAPS as a relay station
with hybrid FSO/RF communication have been proposed
for uplink scenario to counteract the limitations of FSO
communication. The system performance of SAGIN-
based dual-hop system is studied using single-hop FSO
and hybrid FSO/RF systems as benchmark.

• End-to-end average SEP and outage analyses of the hy-
brid systems have been carried out over Gamma-Gamma
distribution in the presence of atmospheric turbulence,
attenuation, and pointing errors for FSO communication
and Shadowed-Rician distribution for RF communication.

• Unified average SEP and asymptotic SEP expressions
are derived in closed-form assuming both intensity mod-
ulation and direct detection (IM/DD) and heterodyne
detection techniques.

• Asymptotic analysis to obtain full diversity gain from
both FSO and RF links has been carried out and the
coding and diversity gains obtained due to the presence
of RF link has been reported for various scenarios.

The effect of beam-wander induced pointing errors is neg-
ligible in case of downlink signals from satellite, as the beam
size when reaches the atmosphere is much larger than the
turbulent eddy size. However, if the turbulent eddy size is
larger than the transmitter beam size, then the effect of beam
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wander, which induces pointing error, should be taken into
consideration. Thus, beam-wander induced pointing errors has
been taken into consideration inside large scale scattering
parameter in case of uplink SATCOM scenario.

D. Organization of the manuscript

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II,
system and channel models have been discussed. The perfor-
mance analysis of the proposed system models, which include
outage, average SEP, and diversity order analyses, is given
in Section III. In Section IV, numerical results and related
discussions are given for various scenarios. Finally, concluding
remarks are given in Section V.

II. SYSTEM AND CHANNEL MODELS

A. System Model

In our proposed work, we consider two system models.
Firstly, we consider a single-hop communication scenario
between GS and LEO satellite as shown in Fig. 1(a). Secondly,
we consider SAGIN comprising of a GS, a HAPS-based relay
node, and a LEO satellite as shown in Fig. 1(b). In case of
single-hop communication, we consider both FSO and RF
links between GS and satellite with higher priority to FSO link.
For SAGIN-based dual-hop communication, both FSO and RF
transmission between HAPS and GS and only FSO transmis-
sion between satellite and HAPS have been considered. An
erroneous DF-relaying-based SATCOM system is assumed in
our work. The reason for considering DF relaying is that in
case of amplify-and-forward (AF) relaying, the relay node
amplifies the received message signal and then forwards the
amplified version to the destination node. However, the noise
together with the signal is also amplified, which is the main
disadvantage of AF relaying scheme. While a conventional DF
scheme can completely eliminate noise at the relay, if the relay
can make perfect detection. Further, the performance analysis
framework in our work is focused on the DF relaying owing
to the ease of implementation [23] and the popularity of the
DF scheme among the researchers and developers of proof of
concept. It is to be noted that in UL scenario, GS and LEO
satellite will act as a source (S) node and a destination (D)
node, respectively. Further, HAPS will act as a relay (R) node.

The atmospheric channel state in case of FSO communica-
tion and flat fading RF channel gain over source-to-destination
link are denoted as ISD and hSD, respectively. Moreover,
the channel state over source-to-relay and relay-to-destination
FSO links are denoted as ISR and IRD, respectively. Similarly,
the flat fading RF channel gain over source-to-relay link
is denoted as hSR. The system model in case of single-
hop communication is straightforward, where source (i.e. GS)
transmits to destination (i.e. Satellite), respectively, over FSO
or RF links based on the channel conditions. The proposed
system model in case of dual-hop communication adopts
two-phase orthogonal transmission, where source (i.e. GS)
transmits to relay (i.e. HAPS) over FSO or RF link based
on the channel conditions during the first phase. After that

relay decodes, re-encodes, and forwards the message signal to
destination (i.e. LEO satellite) during second phase.

We consider an FSO subsystem with sub-carrier intensity
modulation based M -ary phase-shift-keying (SIM-MPSK) at
the transmitter. Further, both direct detection and heterodyne
detection techniques are assumed at the destination in case
of FSO sub-system. In optical SIM-PSK system, the data
sequence is first modulated using an electrical modulator con-
sidering MPSK scheme, which can be easily implemented with
existing microchips. The MPSK signal is then up-converted
to an intermediate frequency and the up-converted signal
modulates the intensity of the laser beam. At the transmitter
of the RF subsystem, the data sequence is modulated using
MPSK signalling scheme. The hardware implementation of
the hybrid system will also be easier in case of usage of
same modulation scheme for both RF and FSO subsystems in
electrical domain. It is to be noted that direct detection, which
is a non-coherent detection technique, is assumed as the main
mode of detection in FSO subsystem. However, heterodyne
detection, which is a coherent detection technique, have also
been proposed as an alternative detection scheme.

The switching scheme for both single-hop and dual-hop
scenarios is described as follows: If the instantaneous signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) of FSO link at the receiver is above a
particular FSO threshold SNR value γft , then FSO link will
be used for transmission. However, if the instantaneous SNR
drops below γft , then the receiver sends a 1-bit feedback signal
to activate the RF sub-system and the information signal will
be transmitted over RF link. Meanwhile, the FSO sub-system
will be put on a standby mode. Note that the transmitter does
not need the exact channel state information (CSI) of FSO
link. As the FSO channel varies on the order of millions of
symbol intervals [24], it is not required to monitor the SNR
of FSO link at regular intervals unlike RF system to send the
feedback signal.

In SATCOM-based FSO communication, the optical beam
when propagating through the atmosphere will encounter vari-
ous kinds of atmospheric effects and they are given as follows
[4], [8]: (a) free-space loss (b) atmospheric turbulence effects
(c) pointing errors (d) attenuation due to weather conditions.
All the above-mentioned effects are taken into consideration
in our system model.

The complex baseband signal received at the destination
node from source node over single-hop FSO link during uplink
transmission is given by

yfSD=

(
ηSD

P fg G
f
Tg G

f
Rs

FL
ISD

)b/2
s+ nfSD , (1)

where FL denotes the free-space loss and is given by FL =
4πL
λ , L denotes the transmission distance between GS and

satellite, b = 1 and 2 for heterodyne and direct detection
schemes, respectively, f indicates the transmission over FSO
link, ηSD denotes the optical-to-electrical conversion coeffi-
cient, P fg indicates the transmit power of FSO at GS, GfTg
denotes the transmit telescope gain at GS, GfRs denotes the
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Fig. 1. (a) Single-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM (b) Dual-hop SAGIN

receive telescope gain at LEO satellite, nfSD denotes the
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the destination,
which is a widely accepted model for optical wireless system
[8], and symbol s belongs to the MPSK constellation. It
is to be noted that ISD = I lSDI

a
SDI

p
SD is the product of

atmospheric transmittance or atmospheric attenuation due to
varying weather conditions I lSD, atmospheric turbulence IaSD,
and pointing errors IpSD.

For dual-hop scenario, the complex baseband signal re-
ceived at the relay node from the source node over FSO link
is given by

yfSR=

(
ηSR

P fg G
f
Tg G

f
Rh

Fp
ISR

)b/2
s+ nfSR , (2)

where the free space loss Fp is given by Fp =
4πLp
λ , Lp

denotes the transmission distance between GS and HAPS,
ISR = I lSRI

a
SRI

p
SR, nfSR denotes the AWGN at the relay dur-

ing FSO transmission, and GfRh denotes the receive telescope
gain at LEO satellite. After decoding the information signal
at the relay, the decoded symbol ŝ will be forwarded to the
destination and the received complex baseband signal at the
destination over FSO link is given by

yfRD=

(
ηRD

P fh G
f
Th G

f
Rs

Fs
IRD

)b/2
ŝ+ nfRD , (3)

where IRD = IaRDI
p
RD, free-space loss Fs is given by

Fs = 4πLs
λ , Ls denotes the transmission distance between

HAPS and satellite, λ denotes the wavelength of FSO signal,
and nfRD denotes the AWGN at the destination during FSO
transmission. Since HAPS will be usually deployed in a cloud-
free atmospheric altitude, the atmospheric attenuation due to
varying weather condition I lRD will be almost equal to unity
and hence, the same has been ignored in (3).

In case of single-hop scenario, the received complex base-
band signal at the destination over RF link is given by

yrSD=hSD

√
P rg g

r
SD s+ nrSD , (4)

where r indicates the transmission over RF link, P rg indicates
the transmit RF power at GS, grSD is the pathloss of RF
link from GS to satellite, and nrSD denotes the AWGN at the
destination during RF transmission.

In case of dual-hop transmission, the received complex
baseband signal at the relay over RF link is given by

yrSR=hSR

√
P rg g

r
SR s+ nrSR , (5)

where grSR is the pathloss of RF link from GS to HAPS
and nrSR denotes the AWGN at the relay node during RF
transmission.

From the received complex baseband signals, the instan-
taneous SNR expression [33] for source-to-destination and
source-to-relay FSO links assuming both hetrodyne and direct
detection schemes are, respectively, given by

γfSD=
(ηSD P fg G

f
Tg G

f
Rs ISD)b

(FL)b(σfSD)2
, (6)

γfSR=
(ηSR P

f
g G

f
Tg G

f
Rh ISR)b

(Fp)b(σ
f
SR)2

, (7)

The instantaneous SNR expression for relay-to-destination
FSO link is given by

γfRD=
(ηRD P fh G

f
Th G

f
Rs IRD)b

(Fs)b (σfRD)2
, (8)

where (σfii)
2 denotes the noise variance of AWGN channel

over FSO link. Now the corresponding average SNR expres-
sions [33] are given by

ΓfSD=
(ηSD P fg G

f
Tg G

f
Rs kSD I lSD A0)b

(FL)b (σfSD)2
, (9)

ΓfSR=
(ηSR P

f
g G

f
Tg G

f
Rh kSRI

l
SR A0)b

(Fp)b (σfSR)2
, (10)

ΓfRD=
(ηRD P fh G

f
Th G

f
Rs kRD A0)b

(Fs)b (σfRD)2
, (11)
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where A0 is the fraction of total power collected at the receiver
aperture, ζii is the pointing errors parameter or coefficient, and
kii =

ζ2ii
ζ2ii+1

.
Similarly, the instantaneous and average SNR expressions

for RF link from the baseband signal are, respectively, given
by

γrjj=
P rg g

r
jj |hjj |2

(σrjj)
2

,Γrjj=
P rg g

r
jj Ωjj

(σrjj)
2

, (12)

where jj ∈ {SD, SR}, (σrii)
2 denotes the noise variance

of AWGN channel over RF link, Ωjj = E[|hjj |2] indicates
the average power of line-of-sight (LOS) and non-line-of-
sight (NLOS) or scattered components, and E[·] denotes
the expectation operator. The noise variance is given by
(σrjj)

2 = PNNF , NF denotes the noise figure of the receiver,
PN (dB) = KdB + TN + BW, BW denotes the receiver
noise bandwidth (in dBHz), TN indicates the system noise
temperature (in dBK), and KdB is the Boltzmann’s constant,
which is equal to -228.6 dBW/K/Hz. The pathloss of RF link
grjj is given by [31], [32]

grjj [dB] = GT +GR − LF − LR − LA − LO , (13)

where GT indicates the transmit antenna gain (in dB), GR
indicates the receive antenna gain (in dB), LF denotes the
free space loss (in dB) and is given by LF = 92.45 +
20 logf + 20 logLp for source-to-relay link (GS-to-HAPS)
scenario, LF = 20log

(
4πL
λr

)
for source-to-destination (GS-to-

Satellite), λr denotes the wavelength of RF signal, f denotes
the RF frequency in GHz, L denotes the transmission distance
between GS and satellite (in m), Lp denotes the transmission
distance between GS and HAPS (in Km), LR denotes the rain
attenuation in dB/Km, LA denotes the gaseous atmosphere
loss, and LO denotes the other fading or miscellaneous losses
(in dB) that include antenna mispointing, polarization mis-
match, antenna degradation, etc.

B. Channel Models

FSO channel: The atmospheric turbulence-induced fading
or the fluctuations in received optical irradiance Iaii is modeled
using Gamma-Gamma distribution, which is used to charac-
terize moderate to strong atmospheric turbulence condition.
We have used Gamma-Gamma distribution due to its wide
acceptance in the current literature [5], [9], [11], [13], [18],
[20], [21]. It is a doubly-stochastic scintillation model, where
the received optical irradiance Iaii is considered as a product
of two independent Gamma random variables, which represent
the intensity fluctuations due to small and large scale turbu-
lence. The PDF of Iaii is given by [5, eq.(2)]

fIaii(x) =
2(αiiβii)

αii+βii
2 x

αii+βii
2 −1

Γ(αii)Γ(βii)

×Kαii−βii(2
√
αiiβiix) , x > 0 (14)

where ii ∈ {SD, SR,RD}, αii and βii are the large scale
and small scale turbulence parameters of the scattering en-
vironment, respectively, Kv(·) indicates the modified bessel

function of second kind of order v [39, eq.(8.407.1)], and
Γ (·) is the gamma integral function [39, eq.(8.310.1)]. The
expressions to calculate αii and βii for SATCOM links are
given in Appendix B. The attenuation due to pointing error
can be expressed as Ipii ≈ A0 exp

(
− 2r20

(W ii
Leq)

2

)
, where r0

indicates the radial displacement between beam center and
detector center and is modelled using Rayleigh distribution
and W ii

Leq is the equivalent beam waist at the receiver [14].
Now the probability density function (PDF) of pointing errors
Ipii is given by [26, Eq.(2)]

fIpii(y) =
ζ2
ii

A
ζ2ii
0

yζ
2
ii−1 (15)

The attenuation due to path loss or atmospheric trans-
mittance for source-to-destination and source-to-relay FSO
links are determined using Beers-Lambert law [4], [40] and
are given by I lSD = exp

(
−
∫ L

0
σ(z).dz

)
and I lSR =

exp
(
−
∫ Lp

0
σ(z).dz

)
, respectively, and σ(z) is the atmo-

spheric attenuation coefficient which depends on the propaga-
tion distance. It is to be noted that MODTRAN 4.0 simulations
[40] will give the measure of atmospheric transmittance. The
combined PDF of atmospheric channel state of FSO link
Iii = I liiI

a
iiI

p
ii can be written in terms of Meijer G-function

Gm,np,q (·) using [34, Eq.(07.34.03.0605.01)] (i.e. using (48) in
Appendix A) and is given by [33, Eq.(1)]

fIii(I) =
ζ2
ii

IΓ(αii)Γ(βii)
G 3 0

1 3

(
αiiβiiI

A0

∣∣∣∣ ζ2
ii + 1

ζ2
ii, αii, βii

)
(16)

The PDF of the instantaneous SNR of FSO links can be
obtained from (16) using the power transformation of random
variable and the resultant unified PDF expression is given by
[33, Eq.(4)]

fγfii
(γii)=

Aii
γii

G 3 0
1 3

Dii

(
γii

Γfii

)1/b
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ζ2

ii + 1
ζ2
ii, αii, βii

 , (17)

where Aii =
ζ2ii

bΓ(αii)Γ(βii)
and Dii = αiiβiikii. The

cumulative distribution function (CDF) of γfii using [34,
Eq.(07.34.21.0084.01)] is given by

Fγfii
(γii)=FiiG 3b 1

b+1 3b+1

(
Db
iiγii

b2bΓfii

∣∣∣∣∣1, E1
ii

E2
ii, 0

)
, (18)

where Fii= ζ2iib
αii+βii−2

(2π)b−1Γ(αii)Γ(βii)
, E1

ii=
{
ζ2ii+1
b , · · ·, ζ

2
ii+b
b

}
, and

E2
ii=

{
ζ2ii
b , · · ·,

ζ2ii+b−1
b , αiib , · · ·,

αii+b−1
b , βiib , · · ·,

βii+b−1
b

}
,

RF channel: In our work, we consider Shadowed-Rician
distribution, which fits very well for modelling satellite com-
munication links [36]. It is a generalized RF fading channel
model which includes Rayleigh and Rician distribution as
special cases [37], [38]. In case of Shadowed-Rician fading
model, the amplitude of the LOS component is assumed
to be random unlike Rician model and it finds potential
applications in different frequency bands such as the UHF
band, C-band, L-band, S-band, C-band, and Ka-band [36].
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The lowpass-equivalent complex envelope of the Shadowed-
Rician fading channel model can be written as follows [36]:
hii(t) = A(t)exp(jα(t))+Z(t)exp(jζ0), where j2 = −1, α(t)
is the stationary random phase process which follows uniform
distribution over [0, 2π), and ζ0 indicates the deterministic
phase of the LOS component. Note that the stationary inde-
pendent random processes Z(t) and A(t) denote the amplitude
of LOS and NLOS components and they follow Rayleigh and
Nakagami-m distributions, respectively. Now the Shadowed-
Rician PDF of envelope of fading channel gain hjj (i.e. |hjj |)
is given by 1[35, eq.(2.67)]

f|hjj |(h
′) =

(
2b1m1

2b1m1Ω1

)m
h′

b1
exp

(
−(h′)2

2b1

)
× 1F1

(
m1; 1;

Ω1(h′)2

2b1(2b1m1 + Ω1)

)
, (19)

1F1(·; ·; ·) is the confluent hypergeometric function [39], 2b1
is the average power of NLOS components, Ω1 is the average
power of LOS component, and 0 ≤ m1 ≤ ∞ is the Nakagami-
m fading severity parameter.

Applying power transformation of random variable in (19)
using (12), we obtain the PDF of instantaneous SNR of RF
link, which is given by

fγrjj (γ
′
jj)=

Ωjjα1

Γrjj
exp

(
−
β1Ωjjγ

′
jj

Γrjj

)
1F1

(
m1; 1;

Ωjjδ1γ
′
jj

Γrjj

)
,

(20)
where Ωjj = Ω1 + 2b1, α1 = (2b1m1/(2b1m1+Ω1))m1

2b1
, β1 =

1
2b1

, and δ1 = 0.5Ω1

2b21m1+b1Ω1
. It is to be noted that for m1 = 0

and m1 = ∞, the norm of hjj (i.e. |hjj |) follows Rayleigh
and Rician distributions, respectively. The CDF of γrjj using
Kummer transformation [41, eq.(12)] is given by

Fγrjj (γ
′
jj) =

m1−1∑
k1=0

Ωjjα1ψ(k1)

((β1 − δ1)Ωjj)k1+1

× γ

(
k1 + 1,

(β1 − δ1)γ′jjΩjj

Γrjj

)
, (21)

where ψ(k1) =
(m1−1)!δ

k1
1 (Ω1)k1

(m1−1−k1)! (k1!)2 and γ(·, ·) represents lower
incomplete gamma function [39].

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we perform the outage and error analyses
of single-hop and dual-hop SATCOM systems and derive
the closed-form expressions for outage and average SEP. In
addition, asymptotic outage and average SEP expressions are
also derived to obtain the diversity gain of the proposed system
models.

1For simplicity without loss of generality, we are not using the index t in
our derivation.

A. Outage analysis of single-hop SATCOM:

The single-hop hybrid FSO/RF-based SATCOM will be in
outage, when both FSO and RF links are lesser than their
respective threshold values γft and γrt , respectively. Hence,
the outage probability is given by

P outSD = FγfSD
(γft ) FγrSD (γrt ) , (22)

where the CDFs of FSO and RF links are given by (18) and
(21), respectively.

B. Outage analysis of dual-hop SATCOM:

The dual-hop SATCOM system with hybrid FSO/RF and
FSO links will not be in outage if both the links are above
their respective threshold values. So, the probability that the
system will be in outage is given by

P outDH = 1− {(1− P outSR )(1− P outRD)}
= P outSR + P outRD − P outSR P

out
RD , (23)

where individual terms are given by P outRD = FγfRD
(γft ) and

P outSR = FγfSR
(γft ) FγrSR(γrt )

C. Error analysis of single-hop SATCOM:

The conditional SEP of MPSK signaling conditioned on
the instantaneous SNR of a given link can be written as [13,
eq.(14)]

p(e/γii) =
A

2
erfc (

√
γiiB) , (24)

where A= 1 when modulation order M=2 i.e. binary phase-
shift keying (BPSK), A = 2 when M > 2, B = sin(π/M),
and erfc(·) denotes the complementary error function. Us-
ing the relation between erfc(·) and Meijer G-function [34,
Eq.(07.34.03.0619.01)] (i.e. using (47) in Appendix A), the
conditional SEP can also be written in terms of Meijer G-
function and is given by

p(e/γii)=
A

2
√
π
G 2 0

1 2

(
B2γii

∣∣∣∣ 1
0, 1/2

)
, (25)

The conditional SEP can also be expressed in terms of
Maclaurin series expansion [39, eq.(3.321)] and is given by

p(e/γii)=
A

2

{
1− 2√

π

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k(γii)
2k+1

2 B2k+1

k!(2k + 1)

}
. (26)

The average SEP of single-hop SATCOM considering hy-
brid FSO/RF links is given by

P̄eSD=BfSD(γft ) + FγfSD
(γft )BrSD , (27)

where BfSD(γft ) denotes the average SEP of SH FSO link
when γfSD > γft , FγfSD (γft ) indicates the outage probability
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of FSO link, and BrSD denotes the average SEP of single-hop
RF link. Now BfSD(γft ) can be derived as follows:

BfSD(γft )=

∫ ∞
γft

p(e/γfSD)fγfSD
(γSD) dγSD (28)

=

∫ ∞
0

p(e/γfSD)fγfSD
(γSD)dγSD︸ ︷︷ ︸

I1

−
∫ γft

0

p(e/γfSD)fγfSD
(γSD)dγSD︸ ︷︷ ︸

I2(γft )

(29)

Now (29) is divided into two terms I1 and I2(γft ). The detailed
derivation of I1 and I2(γft ) is given in Appendix C. The outage
probability of FSO subsystem, which is denoted by FγfSD (γft ),
considering single-hop scenario can be obtained from (18).

The average SEP of RF link is given by

BrSD =

∫ ∞
0

p(e/γrSD)fγrSD (γSD)dγSD . (30)

After substituting (20) and (24) in (30), 1F1(·; ·; ·) is expanded
in terms of Kummer transformation [41, eq.(12)] and then
using integration by parts, the integral in (30) is simplified to
obtain the final expression as

BrSD =
AΩSDα1

2

m1−1∑
k1=0

ψ(k1)

(ΓrSD)k1+1

{
Γ(k1 + 1)

Ck1+1

−Bk1!√
π

k1∑
n=0

Γ(n+ 0.5)

n!Ck1+1−n(B2 + C)n+0.5

}
, (31)

where C = (β1−δ1)ΩSD
ΓrSD

.

D. Error analysis of dual-hop SATCOM

As per the proposed system model for dual-hop scenario, if
the instantaneous SNR of FSO link between source (i.e. GS)
and relay (i.e. HAPS) is above a threshold SNR value, then
FSO link will be used for transmission. If the instantaneous
SNR is less than a threshold value, then RF link will be used
for transmission between source and relay. Further, only FSO
link will be used between relay and destination (i.e. LEO satel-
lite). Now the average SEP of source-to-relay-to-destination
link is obtained by averaging the conditional SEP of source-
to-relay-to-destination link over the PDFs of instantaneous
SNR of source-to-relay and relay-to-destination links based
on the conditions γfSR > γt and γfSR < γt, which is given by
(32) (refer to the top of next page), where PeSRD(γfSR, γ

f
RD)

is the conditional SEP of source-to-relay-to-destination link
conditioned on γfSR and γfRD. Further, PeSRD(γrSR, γ

f
RD)

is the conditional SEP of source-to-relay-to-destination link
conditioned on γrSR and γfRD. The conditional SEP of FSO-
based source-to-relay and relay-to-destination links assuming
M− ary signalling can be written as [42, eq.(21)]

PeSRD(γfSR, γ
f
RD) = P (e/γfSR) + P (e/γfRD)

− P (e/γfSR) P (e/γfRD) . (33)

Similarly, the conditional SEP of RF-based source-to-relay
and FSO-based relay-to-destination links assuming M− ary
signalling can be written as [42, eq.(21)]

PeSRD(γrSR, γ
f
RD) = P (e/γrSR) + P (e/γfRD)

− P (e/γrSR) P (e/γfRD) . (34)

After substituting (33) and (34) in (32), the average SEP of
dual-hop SATCOM can be written as

P̄eSRD = BfSR(γt) + FγfSR
(γt)B

r
SR +BfRD

−BfRD
{
BfSR(γt) + FγfSR

(γt)B
r
SR

}
, (35)

where BfRD denotes the average SEP of relay-to-destination
FSO link, BfSR(γt) indicates the average SEP of source-to-
relay FSO link when γfSR > γt, and BrSR indicates the average
SEP of source-to-relay RF link. From (35), the average SEP
can be written as

P̄eSRD = P̄eSR + P̄eRD − P̄eSR P̄eRD , (36)

where P̄eRD = BfRD, which is obtained from (57) given in
Appendix C by replacing DSD, FSD, and ESD with DRD,
FRD, and ERD, respectively. Note that P̄eSR in (36) is the
average SEP of hybrid FSO/RF link, which is given by

P̄eSR=BfSR(γft ) + FγfSR
(γft )BrSR . (37)

P̄eSR can be obtained similar to (27) by replacing DSD, FSD,
CSD, ESD, ΩSD, and ΓrSD with DSR, FSR, CSR, ESR, ΩSR,
and ΓrSR.

E. Asymptotic Analysis

The asymptotic expressions for outage and average SEP
have also been derived in closed-form to obtain the diversity
gain of SH and DH systems. The asymptotic outage proba-
bility expression for the single-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM
system when ΓfSD →∞ is given by

P aoutSD = FγasySD
(γft ) FγrSD (γrt ) . (38)

The asymptotic expression for CDF of FSO link in (38) is
obtained by applying [34, eq.(07.34.06.0040.01)] on (18) and
the same is given by

Fγasyii
(γft )=Fii

3b∑
l=1

∏3b
x=1
x 6=l

Γ(E2,x
ii − E

2,l
ii )

E2,l
ii

∏b
x=1

Γ(E1,x
ii − E

2,x
ii )

(
Diiγ

f
t

b2bΓfii

)E2,lii
,

(39)
where E i,xii represents the xth term of E iii. From (38) and
(39), it is observed that P aoutSD ∝ (ΓfSD)−vSD , where vSD =

min
(
ζ2SD
b , αSDb , βSDb

)
. Thus, the diversity gain G1 of the

proposed single-hop SATCOM system is given by G1 =vSD.
Similarly, the asymptotic outage probability expression for

dual-hop SATCOM system can be obtained as

P aoutDH = P aoutSR + P aoutRD − P aoutSR P aoutSR , (40)

where individual terms in (40) are given by P aoutRD =
FγasyRD

(γft ) and P aoutSR = FγasySR
(γft ) FγrSR(γrt ). From (40),

8



P̄eSRD =

∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
γt

PeSRD(γfSR, γ
f
RD)f

γ
f
SR

(γSR)f
γ
f
RD

(γRD) dγSR dγRD

+ F
γ
f
SR

(γt)

∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
0

PeSRD(γrSR, γ
f
RD)fγr

SR
(γ′SR)f

γ
f
RD

(γRD) dγ′SR dγRD , (32)

it is observed that P aoutDH ∝ (Γfii)
−vii , where vii =

min
(
ζ2SR
b , αSRb , βSRb ,

ζ2RD
b , αRDb , βRDb

)
. Thus, the diversity

gain G2 of the proposed dual-hop SATCOM system for uplink
scenario is given by G2 = vSR = min

(
ζ2SR
b , αSRb , βSRb

)
, as

ζSR < ζRD, αSR < αRD, and βSR < βRD.
For the single-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM system, the

asymptotic expression for average SEP P̄eSD, when ΓfSD →
∞, is given by

P̄ aeSD ≈ B
af
SD(γft ) + FγasySD

(γft )BrSD , (41)

where FγasySD
(γft ) is given by (39). The expression for

BafSD(γft ) is given by

BafSD(γft )=Ia1 + Ia2 (γft ) , (42)

The closed-form asymptotic expressions for Ia1 and Ia2 (γft ) are
given in Appendix C.

It is to be noted that BrSD for a given average SNR of
RF link is constant and will not affect the diversity gain.
From (41), it is observed that P̄ aeSD ∝ (ΓfSD)−vSD . Thus,
the diversity gain G1 of single-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM
system for a constant average SNR of RF link is given by
G1 =vSD.

Similar to single-hop system, we can also obtain the diver-
sity gain of SAGIN-based dual-hop system. The end-to-end
asymptotic expression for SAGIN-based dual-hop system is
given by

P̄ aeSRD = P̄ aeSR + P̄ aeRD − P̄ aeSR P̄ aeRD . (43)

The asymptotic SEP expression for P̄eRD when ΓfRD →∞
is given by (60) by replacing FSD, E i,xSD, and DSD with FRD,
E i,xRD, and DRD, respectively. The asymptotic SEP expression
for hybrid FSO transmission over source-to-relay link i.e.
P̄ aeSR when ΓfSR →∞ is obtained similar to (41) by replacing
the appropriate source-to-destination FSO link parameters with
source-to-relay FSO link parameters and can be written as

P̄ aeSR ≈ B
af
SR(γt) + FγasySR

(γft )BrSR . (44)

It is observed from the derived expression that P̄eSRD ∝
(ΓfSR)−vSR . Thus, the diversity gain G2 of SAGIN-based dual-
hop uplink system is given by G2 =vSR.

Note that the asymptotic analysis has been carried out for a
fixed average SNR value of RF link and under the condition
that the average SNR of FSO link alone tending to infinity.
Hence, only coding gain due to RF link has been obtained
and the diversity gain obtained from hybrid FSO/RF system
remains the same as that of FSO system. The asymptotic
analysis for the scenario when both the average SNR of RF

TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Wave length λ 1550 nm
HAPS altitude Hp 20 Km
LEO satellite altitude Hs 620 Km
GS aperture height H0 1 m
Pointing error coefficient ζSR = 5.2 and ζRD = 13.07
Variance of background noise
(AWGN)

(σfSR)2 = 1.445×10−25 A2/Hz,
(σfSD)2 = 4.435 × 10−28

A2/Hz, and (σfRD)2 = 4.435 ×
10−28 A2/Hz

Transmit telescope gain GfTg = GfTh = 5 dB

Receive telescope gain GfRh = GfRs = 10 dB
Zenith angle θ (a) 80 ◦ (b) 50 ◦ (c) 40 ◦

Wind velocity w (a) 31 m/s (b) 21 m/s (c) 11 m/s
Beam radius at transmitter W ii

0 2 cm
Phase front radius of curvature of
transmitter beam F0

∞

Heavy Shadowing b1 =0.063, m1 =1, Ω1 =0.0007
Moderate Shadowing b1 =0.251, m1 =5, Ω1 =0.279
Light Shadowing b1 =0.158, m1 =19, Ω1 =1.29
RF carrier frequency fr = 5 GHz
Optical to electrical conversion co-
efficient

ηii = 0.8

RF antenna gains GT = 28 dB and GR = 10 dB
RF attenuation losses LR = 0.01 dB/Km (No rain), LA

= 5.4 ×10−3 dB/km, and LO = 2
dB

Receiver Noise Bandwidth (RF) BW = 74.8 dBHz
System noise temperature, 58K TN = 17.6 dBK
Noise figure NF = 2 dB

and FSO links tending to infinity is given as follows: The
asymptotic average SEP of RF link is obtained under the
condition that Γrjj , where jj ∈ {SR,RD}, tends to infinity.
After applying [43, Eq.(4.1.18)], high-SNR approximations,
and considering only the dominant term in (30), the final
simplified asymptotic SEP expression is given by

Barjj =

(
Aα1Ωjjψ(0)Γ(3/2)

2
√
πB2

)
(Γrjj)

−1 (45)

By substituting (45) in place of BrSR and BrSD in (44) and
(41), respectively, and assuming Γrjj = Γfii, the diversity gain
values G′1 and G′2 for single-hop and dual-hop SATCOM
systems will be equal to min

(
ζ2SD
b + 1, αSDb + 1, βSDb + 1

)
and min

(
ζ2SR
b + 1, αSRb + 1, βSRb + 1

)
. It is to be noted that

G′1 and G′2 are the highest/full diversity gain values that can be
obtained from the proposed single-hop and dual-hop system
models.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The parameters assumed in our simulation studies are
shown in Table II [31], [32]. As the link between HAPS
and satellite is not very sensitive to channel distortions, we
assume ΓfRD=5× ΓfSR, very weak turbulence and negligible
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Fig. 2. Average SEP versus threshold SNR for different values of average
SNR of RF link

pointing errors scenario (i.e. ζRD = 13.07). Moreover, for
simplicity, we assume θ = θp = θS = θH , where θS and
θH are the zenith angles that indicate the angle between the
zenith and the propagation orientation from HAPS-to-satellite
and GS-to-HAPS, respectively. Similarly, θp denotes the angle
between the zenith and the propagation orientation from GS-
to-satellite. However, we have also relaxed the equal zenith
angle assumption in Fig. 8. Also, we have assumed IM/DD
scheme in our simulation studies except Fig. 8. The summation
limits in (59) and (31) are truncated to k=50 and n=10, as
k > 50 and n > 10 do not have an impact on the fifth decimal
figure of the average SEP values. Further, the typical range
of HAPS altitude adopted for simulation is 20 km as shown
in Table II. It is motivated by the facts which are given as
follows: (a) The atmospheric turbulence effects on an optical
beam is less severe at the height of 20 Km than directly above
ground. (b) As wind speed is very less in these altitudes,
HAPS requires only less power to maintain its position. (c)
Large coverage area for telecommunications is possible at
these altitudes. (d) HAPS is situated above normal commercial
airline traffic. The commercial planes usually operate at an
altitude much lower than the altitude of HAPS. A circular
polarization either right-hand circular polarization or left-hand
circular polarization is used for RF channel [44]. A moderate-
gain omnidirectional terminal is considered as the HAPS
terminal segment and the RF antenna pattern is assumed to be
omnidirectional for the azimuth and partially omnidirectional
for the elevation [44].

In Fig. 2, the variation of average SEP of hybrid FSO/RF
systems with respect to switching threshold SNR γt is shown,
respectively, for different values of average SNR of RF links
ΓrSR assuming heavy shadowing, w = 21m/s, θ = 80◦, and
M = 4. It is noticed that the average SEP value is minimum
at γt =[-2 2 5 7 8] dB for ΓrSR =[0 5 10 15 20] dB. In
addition, the optimal threshold value remains same irrespective
of the average SNR of FSO links. The optimum threshold
SNR values γopt

t are the corresponding γft values for which
the average SEP performance curve reaches minimum. It is
inferred that with the availability of better RF link (i.e. RF
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Fig. 3. Performance of different system models for uplink scenario
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Fig. 4. Performance of different system models for downlink scenario

link with high average SNR), the optimum switching threshold
SNR γ

opt
t to switch from FSO to RF link also increases.

The main reason behind this phenomenon is given as follows:
When the average SNR value of RF link increases or when the
quality of available RF link is good, then to achieve minimum
probability the optimum threshold value should increase. This
is because, as the optimum threshold value increases, the
FSO system will be in outage frequently and RF link will
be used with higher probability which in turn improves the
overall performance by nullifying the FSO channel distortions.
Therefore, when the average SNR of RF link is constant, then
irrespective of the average SNR of FSO link, the optimum
threshold value should remains same to achieve minimum
average SEP.

In Fig. 3, the average SEP performance comparison of
single-hop FSO system, single-hop hybrid FSO/RF system,
dual-hop FSO system, and dual-hop hybrid FSO/RF system
with respect to average SNR of FSO links is shown assuming
average shadowing, zenith angle θ = 80◦, wind velocity w =

21m/s, γft = γ
opt
t , and Γrjj = 5 dB, where jj ∈ {SR, SD}.

Firstly, it is observed that the analytical results match exactly
with the Monte-Carlo simulations and performance deterio-
rates with increase in M as expected. The hybrid FSO/RF
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system (both single-hop and dual-hop) performs better than
the FSO system with a coding gain of more than 5 dB at the
SEP value of 10−2 with a moderate average SNR of RF link
(i.e. Γrii = 5 dB). Thus, increase in coding gain is obtained due
to backup RF link. Most importantly, it has been observed that
the dual-hop FSO system performs better than the single-hop
FSO system with a coding gain of 4 dB. In addition, the dual-
hop hybrid system performs better than the single-hop hybrid
system with a coding gain of around 2 dB. Thus, significant
improvement in the SEP performance and diversity gain have
been obtained by deploying HAPS for uplink scenario. As
FSO link is prone to beam-wander induced pointing errors
in case of uplink scenario, the deployment of HAPS helps
in counteracting the pointing errors. Moreover, the diversity
improvement is due to the following reason: With decrease in
link distance due to deployment of HAPS in case of dual-hop
scenario compared to single-hop scenario, the Rytov variance
decreases and the small and large scale turbulence parameters
increases. Since the diversity order depends on the turbulence
parameters, improvement in diversity gain is obtained in case
of dual-hop scenario compared to single-hop scenario.

In addition, the performance improvement of dual-hop sce-
nario with HAPS compared to single-hop scenario is also
due to the following reason: In case of uplink scenario, the
FSO signal first travels from GS to HAPS, which is highly
sensitive to both beam scintillation and misalignment errors,
as the beam size of the FSO signal is much smaller than the
turbulent eddy size in the atmosphere. At HAPS, both the
atmospheric turbulence effects are nullified and then the FSO
signal is forwarded to satellite. For the single-hop scenario,
both the turbulence effects are not nullified, as HAPS is not
utilized. Hence, the FSO signal suffers from loss of SNR and
pointing errors in case of uplink scenario and the utilization of
HAPS leads to better system performance in case of dual-hop
system compared to single-hop system.

However, no improvement in the performance of the dual-
hop system is noticed compared to single-hop system for
downlink scenario as shown in Fig. 4. This is due to the
fact that in the case of downlink scenario, the optical signal
undergoes less attenuation when it travels from satellite to
HAPS, as satellite-to-HAPS link is less prone to varying
weather conditions. Thus, it suffers low beam divergence
till it reaches the height at which the HAPS is stationed.
When the optical signal travels from HAPS to GS during the
orthogonal phase, it enters the high attenuation region and
suffers high beam divergence, which will be approximately
same as that of the beam divergence encountered by the
optical signal during single-hop downlink transmission. Thus,
no performance improvement is achieved due to HAPS in
case of dual-hop system with respect to single-hop system
unlike uplink scenario. Hence, we are mainly interested in the
trends of the uplink scenario compared to downlink scenario
in our proposed work. The expression to calculate large scale
turbulence parameter αii is different for downlink scenario and
the same is given in [9, Eq.(9)].

In Fig. 5, the SEP performances of single-hop and dual-hop
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hybrid systems are shown for different values of average SNR
of RF link and shadowing severity. It is inferred that increase
in average SNR of RF link (from 5 dB to 10 dB) and decrease
in shadowing severity improve the performance of single-hop
and dual-hop hybrid systems.

In Fig. 6, the SEP performances of single-hop and dual-hop
hybrid FSO/RF system are shown for two different values of
zenith angle θ assuming light shadowing, ΓrSR = 8 dB and 5
dB, w = 21m/s, M = 4, and γft = γ

opt
t . It is observed from

the performance that decrease in the zenith angle improves
the SEP performance. Note that with decrease in zenith angle,
the Rytov variance [21] decreases and the small and large
scale turbulence parameters (i.e. αii and βii) increases. As
the diversity order of the proposed system depends on αii
and βii, significant improvement in the SEP performance in
terms of diversity gain is obtained with decrease in zenith
angle. Otherwise, the propagation distance of the optical
beam increases with increase in zenith angle leaving it more
vulnerable to free space loss, atmospheric turbulence, beam
wander, atmospheric attenuation due to varying weather con-
ditions, pointing errors, and RF fading effects, compared to the
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scenario with low zenith angle value. Therefore, significant
degradation in the performance is noticed with increase in
zenith angle value. Since the diversity gain of the system
also depends on atmospheric turbulence and pointing errors
parameters, increase in zenith angle also affects the diversity
gain of the system.

However, the coding gain of dual-hop and single-hop hybrid
FSO/RF systems compared to FSO systems deteriorate with
decrease in zenith angle. As shown in the figure, coding gain
value of more than 5 dB is obtained from hybrid system
compared to FSO system for the case when θ = 80◦. However,
the SEP performances of FSO and hybrid FSO/RF systems
are almost equal for θ = 40◦ as shown in Fig. 5. Thus,
backup RF link helps in enhancing the reliability for worst case
scenario with high zenith angle values. It is also noticed that
the asymptotic SEP values almost match the exact SEP values
in the high-SNR region for the case when the average SNR
of RF link remains constant, which validates the fact that the
diversity order of the proposed system is min

(
ζ2ii
b ,

αii
b ,

βii
b

)
,

where ii = {SR} and ii = {SD} for dual-hop and single-hop
scenarios, respectively.

Similarly, asymptotic SEP curve almost matches the exact
SEP curve in the high-SNR region for the case when the
average SNR of RF link also varies with the average SNR
of FSO link (i.e. Γrjj = Γfii). Thus, it is inferred that full
diversity gain due to both FSO and RF links, which is equal
to min

(
ζ2ii
b + 1, αiib + 1, βiib + 1

)
, can be obtained for the

case when the average SNR of RF link also varies with the
average SNR of FSO link under the condition γft = γ

opt
t .

Further, if the average SNR of RF link is constant, then only
coding gain will be obtained due to backup RF link and
the diversity gain of hybrid FSO/RF system will be equal to
diversity gain of FSO system. This is because, for the case
when the average SNR of RF link Γrjj is constant, the optimum

switching threshold SNR value γopt
t is also fixed. Further, for

high-SNR region (i.e. Γfii >> γ
opt
t ), it is least likely that the

instantaneous SNR of FSO link falls below fixed γopt
t and the

FSO link will be active most of the time. Therefore, only FSO
link contributes to the diversity gain of hybrid FSO/RF system.
However, for the case when the average SNR of RF link
also varies with the average SNR of FSO link, the optimum
switching threshold also increases with Γrjj as inferred from
Fig. 2. So the probability that the instantaneous SNR of FSO
link falls below increasing γopt

t or the probability of usage of
RF link is higher compared to the previous case especially in
the high-SNR region. Thus, both FSO and RF links contribute
in the diversity gain of the hybrid FSO/RF system, which
validates the derived full diversity gain.

In Fig. 7, the SEP performances of the dual-hop FSO and
hybrid FSO/RF systems are compared for different values
of w assuming heavy shadowing, ΓrSR = 5 dB, θ = 80◦,
γft = γ

opt
t , and M = 2. It is inferred from the figure that

increase in wind velocity w degrades the performance of both
FSO and hybrid FSO/RF systems. This is due to the fact
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that the increase in wind velocity increases the formation of
vortexes in air. This phenomenon will effectively change the
refractive index of the medium, which will cause beam wander
induced pointing errors and higher fluctuations in the received
signal amplitude. Thus, degradation in the average SEP per-
formance is observed from the trends. Most importantly, it is
also observed that the wind velocity impacts the performance
of FSO system to a great extent compared to hybrid FSO/RF
system. Hence, reliable RF backup link has reduced the impact
of wind velocity on the system performance.

Fig. 8 shows the effect of pointing errors on the dual-
hop SATCOM system performance by varying the pointing
errors coefficient ζSR assuming heterodyne detection scheme,
ζRD = 6, ΓrSR = 10 dB, θH = 80◦, θS = 40◦, γft = γ

opt
t ,

M = 2, and light shadowing scenario. Sine the zenith
angle values are different for HAPS-to-satellite and GS-to-
HAPS links, the assumption of HAPS being in a straight-
line path from GS-to-satellite is relaxed for this scenario. The
performance is shown for three different values of ζSR, which
are given by ζSR = 1, 1.8, and 5.2. It is to be noted that the
severity of pointing errors is high for lower values of ζSR.
In addition, as HAPS-to-Satellite FSO link is less sensitive
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to pointing errors, high value of pointing errors coefficient is
assumed in our simulations. From Fig. 8, it is observed that to
achieve the average SEP value of 10−3, the coding gain values
obtained using dual-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM system
over dual-hop FSO SATCOM system are 10 dB, 5 dB, and 3.5
dB for g = 1, 1.8, and 5.2, respectively. Thus, it is observed
that the backup RF link provides better coding gain when the
severity of pointing errors is high. Further, improvement in the
performance of heterodyne detection scheme is noticed due to
its coherent detection nature as compared to IM/DD scheme.

It is to be noted that the hybrid FSO/RF system provides
much better coding gain under the conditions with high
pointing errors, more propagation distance (i.e. high zenith
angle value), and high wind velocity as compared to low point-
ing errors, less propagation distance, and low wind velocity
conditions as discussed before. This is because, the probability
of usage of RF link is high under the conditions in which the
FSO link is more prone to channel distortions. Further, the
probability of switching to RF link is comparatively less or the
probability of usage of FSO link is high under the conditions
with less FSO channel distortions. Hence, high coding gain
due to backup RF link is observed. The above inferences are
also justified from the trends shown using probability of usage
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Fig. 11. SEP performance of DH FSO and hybrid SATCOM systems
assuming different weather conditions

of FSO or RF link in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10. Here, the probability
of usage of RF and FSO link is evaluated from the outage and
non-outage probabilities of FSO link, respectively. From both
the figures, it has been observed that the probability of usage
of RF link is higher for the scenarios with high pointing errors
and zenith angle values compared to the scenarios with low
pointing errors and zenith angle values especially for average
SNR values greater than 5 dB.

In Fig. 11, the average SER plots of dual-hop SATCOM
system with respect to FSO transmit power are shown for
various weather conditions. Here, we consider three scenarios
of weather condition (i.e. clear air, thin or light fog, and
moderate fog) for both dual-hop FSO and hybrid FSO/RF
SATCOM systems. The parameters assumed in the simulations
are listed in Table II. In addition, the RF transmit power
assumed in our simulations is prg = 40dBm. Further, the
atmospheric transmittance values ISRl for clear air, thin or light
fog, and moderate fog conditions according to MODTRAN 4.0
simulations [40] based on visibility [20] are assumed as 0.9,
0.52 and 0.15, respectively. It is observed that the dual-hop
hybrid SATCOM system performs better under all scenarios
compared to dual-hop FSO system due to backup RF links.
The coding gain offered by hybrid FSO/RF system over FSO
system to achieve the average SER of 10−4 is found to be
around 4 dBm. Interestingly, it is also inferred that dual-hop
hybrid FSO/RF system under moderate fog scenario performs
slightly better than dual-hop FSO system under light fog
scenario. Similarly, improvement in the performance is also
observed in case of dual-hop hybrid FSO/RF system under
light fog scenario compared to dual-hop FSO system under
clear air scenario.

In Fig. 12, the outage performance comparison of different
system models with respect to average SNR of FSO links is
shown assuming average shadowing, zenith angle θ = 80◦,
wind velocity w = 21m/s, and γft = γrt = 5 dB for different
values of average SNR of RF links. It is observed from the
plots that the theoretical outage probability values exactly
match with the simulated outage values. It is also noticed
from the outage performance curves that the hybrid FSO/RF
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systems performs better than the FSO systems. Hence, the
backup RF link helps in improving the outage performance of
FSO links. In addition, outage performance improvement is
noticed especially in the high-SNR region for dual-hop FSO
and hybrid systems compared to single-hop FSO and hybrid
systems, respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed two system models for up-
link SATCOM scenario namely SAGIN-based hybrid FSO/RF
communication using HAPS (i.e. dual-hop scenario) and
single-hop hybrid FSO/RF SATCOM to counteract atmo-
spheric turbulence effects and improve link reliability of
FSO-based SATCOM. The exact expressions for the average
SEP and outage probability were derived in closed-form
assuming Gamma-Gamma fading turbulence with pointing
errors for FSO links and Shadowed-Rician fading for RF
link. In addition, closed-form asymptotic expressions with less
computational complexity were also derived and the diversity
gain was obtained. The derived expressions were validated
using Monte-Carlo simulations. From the performance plots, it
was observed that the hybrid FSO/RF systems perform better
than the FSO systems due to backup RF link. In addition,
the utilization of HAPS as a relay station also improved the
reliability of uplink SATCOM. Moreover, when zenith angle,
severity of pointing errors, and wind velocity increases, it
was observed that the coding gain obtained due to RF link
increases. Finally, a numerical optimization was performed to
obtain the optimal threshold value of the proposed system.

APPENDIX A
MEIJER G-FUNCTION

The primary definition for Meijer G-function is given by

Gm n
p q

(
z

∣∣∣∣a1, a2, · · ·, an, · · ·, ap
b1, b2, · · ·bm, · · ·, bq

)
=

1

2πi∫
(
∏m
k=1 Γ(s+ bk))

∏n
k=1 Γ(1− ak − s)

(
∏p
k=n+1 Γ(s+ ak))

∏q
k=m+1 Γ(1− bk − s)

z−sds ,

(46)

where 0 ≤ m ≤ q, 0 ≤ n ≤ p, m ∈ N, and n ∈ N.

The following are some important equations related to
Meijer G-function, which are used in our derivation. The
relation between Meijer G-function and erfc(·) is given by

G 2 0
1 2

(
z

∣∣∣∣ a
a− 1, a− 1

2

)
=
√
πza−1erfc(

√
z) (47)

The relation between Meijer G-function and modified Bessel
function of second kind Kv(·) is given by

G 2 0
0 2

(
z

∣∣∣∣ −b, c
)

= 2z
b+c
2 Kb−c(2

√
z) (48)

APPENDIX B
UPLINK TURBULENCE PARAMETERS

The uplink turbulence parameter αSR is given by (49),
which is shown on the top of next page, and βSR for GS-
to-HAPS link is given by [20]

βSR =

[
exp

(
0.51(σSR)2

(1 + 0.69(σSR)12/5)5/6

)
− 1

]−1

, (50)

In (49) and (50), Rytov variance, which is denoted by (σSR)2,
for the slant optical path from GS-to-HAPS link is given by

(σSR)2 = 2.25k
7
6
1 (Hp −H0)

5
6 sec

11
6 (θH)

×
∫ Hp

H0

C2
n(h)

(
1− h−H0

Hp −H0

) 5
6
(
h−H0

Hp −H0

) 5
6

dh . (51)

Using the Hufnagel-Valley (H-V) boundary model, the refrac-
tive index structure parameter C2

n(h) is given by [21] [8]

C2
n(h) = 0.00594

( w
27

)2

(10−5h)10exp
(
−h

1000

)
+2.7× 10−16exp

(
−h

1500

)
+ C2

n(0)exp
(
−h
100

)
,(52)

where ground level turbulence C2
n(0), which is equal to 1.7×

10−14m−2/3.
In (49), WSR

0 denotes the beam size at the transmitter and
WSR denotes the beam size at the receiver, which is given
by WSR = WSR

0

√
Θ2
SR + Λ2

SR. Note that ΘSR and ΛSR are
the beam parameters at the transmitter, which are given by
ΛSR =

2Lp
k1(WSR

0 )2
and ΘSR = 1 − Lp/F0, respectively. Fur-

ther, F0 is the phase front radius of curvature of the beam at the
transmitter and Lp denotes the transmission distance between
HAPS and GS, which can be written as Lp=Hp/cos(θH). In
addition, rSR indicates the fried parameter, which is given by

rSR =

[
0.42sec(θH)k2

1

∫ Hp

H0

C2
n(h)dh

]−3
5

(53)

Moreover, ∆SR
pe =

σSRpe
Lp

in (49) denotes the beam-wander
induced pointing errors. The beam-wander induced pointing
errors variance (σSRpe )2 is given by

(σSRpe )2 = 0.54(Hp −H0)2sec2(θH)

(
λ

2WSR
0

)2

×
(

2WSR
0

rSR

) 5
3
[
1−

(
C2
r (WSR

0 )2/r2
SR

1 + C2
r (WSR

0 )2/r2
SR

)]
, (54)

14



αSR = 5.95(Hp −H0)2sec2(θH)

(
2WSR

0

rSR

)5/3
(

∆SR
pe

WSR

)2

+

[
exp
(

0.49(σSR)2

(1 + 0.56(σSR)12/5)7/6

)
− 1

]−1

, (49)

where Cr is a scaling constant, which is assumed as 2π.
The uplink turbulence parameter αRD is modelled sim-

ilar to (49) by replacing (Hp − H0)2, θH , WSR
0 , rSR,

∆SR
pe , and σSR with (Hs − Hp)

2, θS , WRD
0 , rRD, ∆RD

pe ,
and σRD. Here, the beam size at the receiver is given by
WRD = WRD

0

√
Θ2
RD + Λ2

RD, where ΛRD = 2Ls
k1(WRD

0 )2
,

ΘRD = 1−Ls/F0, and Ls denotes the transmission distance
between satellite and HAPS, which is given by Ls = (Hs −
Hp)/cos(θS). Another parameter βRD for HAPS-to-satellite
link is modelled similar to GS-to-HAPS link by replacing
(σSR)2 with (σRD)2, which denotes the Rytov variance from
HAPS-to-satellite link and is given by

(σRD)2 = 2.25k
7
6
1 (Hs −Hp)

5
6 sec

11
6 (θS)

×
∫ Hs

Hp

C2
n(h)

(
1− h−Hp

Hs −Hp

) 5
6
(
h−Hp

Hs −Hp

) 5
6

dh . (55)

The fried parameter rRD is given by

rRD =

[
0.42sec(θS)k2

1

∫ Hs

Hp

C2
n(h)dh

]−3
5

(56)

The beam-wander induced pointing errors can be written as
∆RD
pe =

σRDpe
Ls

. Further, the beam-wander induced pointing er-
ror variance (σRDpe )2 is given by (54) by replacing (Hp−H0)2,
θH , WSR

0 , rSR with (Hs − Hp)
2, θS , WRD

0 , and rRD,
respectively.

For uplink scenario during single-hop transmission, the tur-
bulence parameter αSD is obtained by replacing corresponding
terms in (49) with source-to-destination link terms, where
WSD = WSD

0

√
Θ2
SD + Λ2

SD, ΛSD = 2L
k1(WSD

0 )2
, ΘSD =

1 − L/F0, and L denotes the transmission distance between
satellite and GS, which is given by L= (Hs −H0)/cos(θS).
Another parameter βSD is given by (50) by replacing (σSR)2

with (σSD)2, which denotes the Rytov variance from GS-to-
satellite. The Rytov variance can be written similar to (51)
by replacing Hp and θH with Hs and θp. Similarly, the
fried parameter rSD and the beam-wander induced pointing
error variance (σSDpe )2 parameter during SH transmission are
modelled by changing appropriate parameters.

APPENDIX C
AVERAGE AND ASYMPTOTIC SEP DERIVATIONS

Here, we derive the closed-form expressions for I1
and I2(γft ) in (29). After substituting (17) and (25) in
I1 and simplifying the resultant expression using [34,
eq.(07.34.21.0013.01)], the final expression in closed-form is
given by

I1 =
AFSD
2
√
π

G 3b 2
b+2 3b+1

(
(DSD)b

b2bB2 ΓfSD

∣∣∣∣∣1, 1/2, E1
SD

E2
SD, 0

)
. (57)

In (29), the expression for I2(γft ) after substituting (26) can
be re-written as

I2(γft ) =

∫ γft

0

A

2
fγfSD

(γSD)dγSD −
∫ γft

0

(
2√
π

×
∞∑
k=0

(−1)k(γii)
2k+1

2 B2k+1

k!(2k + 1)

)
fγfSD

(γSD)dγSD , (58)

After substituting (17) in (58), the final expression can be
obtained using [34, eq.(07.34.21.0084.01)] and is given by

I2(γft )=
AFγfii

(γft )

2
− AFSD√

π

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k B2k+1(γft )(k+1/2)

k! (2k + 1)

×G 3b 1
b+1 3b+1

(
(DSD)bγft

b2bΓfSD

∣∣∣∣∣(1− k − 1/2), E1
SD

E2
SD, (−k − 1/2)

)
. (59)

The asymptotic expressions for (57) and (59), which are
denoted as Ia1 and Ia2 (γft ) are given as follows: The asymptotic
expression Ia1 , when ΓfSD →∞, is obtained by applying [34,
eq.(07.34.06.0040.01)] on (57) and is given by

Ia1 ≈
AFSD
2
√
π

3b∑
l=1

Γ(E2,l
SD + 1

2 )
∏3b
x=1
x 6=l

Γ(E2,x
SD − E

2,l
SD)

E2,l
SD

∏b
x=1

Γ(E1,x
SD − E

2,x
SD)

×

(
(DSD)b

b2bB2 ΓfSD

)E2,lSD
(60)

Now the asymptotic expression Ia2 (γft ), when ΓfSD → ∞,
is obtained by applying [34, eq.(07.34.06.0040.01)] on (59)
and the same can be written as

Ia2 (γft ) ≈
AFγasySD

(γft )

2
− AFSD√

π

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k B2k+1(γft )(k+1/2)

k! (2k + 1)

×
3b∑
l=1

∏3b
x=1
x 6=l

Γ(E2,x
SD − E

2,l
SD)

(E2,l
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2 )
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x=1
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2,x
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(
DSDγ

f
t
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)E2,lii
(61)
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