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Abstract—We propose a low-power mobile low earth orbit
(LEO) satellite communication architecture, employing double
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) to enhance energy
efficiency and signal performance. With a distance between RISs
that satisfies the far-field requirement, this architecture positions
one small RIS each in the near-field of the satellite’s antenna and
the user on the ground. Moreover, we develop a path loss model
for the double-RIS communication link, considering the near-
field and far-field effects. Further, with the help of dual-stage
beamforming, the proposed system maximizes the signal power
and minimizes power consumption. Simulation results show that
the proposed architecture can reduce the power consumption
with 40 dB in the uplink, with a small 0.252 m? RIS near
the user, to communicate in energy-constrained LEO satellite
communication circumstances.

Index Terms—Non-terrestrial mobile networks, Reconfig-
urable intelligent surfaces, Low-earth orbit satellites.

I. INTRODUCTION

The 5G terrestrial communication network has made con-
sequential efforts to meet the critical specifications for ultra-
reliable and low-latency communications (URLLC), massive
machine-type communications (MTC), and enhanced mobile
broadband (eMBB) [1]. Nevertheless, because it is incredibly
challenging and expensive to install terrestrial base stations
and backhauls, conventional terrestrial wireless networks are
still predominantly unable to deliver reliable communication
coverage for geographically remote regions, including deserts,
mountains, rural areas, and oceans [2]. Non-terrestrial network
(NTN) systems were established under this limitation as a pro-
ductive means of extending services over underserved or un-
explored geographic areas in addition to terrestrial networks.
Moreover, NTN communication offers far more versatility
and a lower cost of coverage than terrestrial communication
to facilitate the rapid development of smart telecommunica-
tion technologies [3]. The impending sixth-generation (6G)
network is envisioned to incorporate the characteristics of
terrestrial and non-terrestrial satellite networks to envision a
fully connected society [4].

Recently, the low earth orbit (LEO) satellite has enticed
the most attention because of its low-altitude deployment
and resulting benefits like reduced costs, smaller propagation
loss, and shorter transmission delays than other higher-orbit
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satellites [5]. However, the substantial path loss caused by
the massive distance between the satellite and satellite users
necessitates a high-power transmitter and a high-sensitivity
receiver for LEO satellite communication [6]. Consequently,
LEO satellite communications will eventually require more
expensive hardware and greater electrical power. In order
to improve the communication performance of LEO satellite
links, reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs) are deployed
either on the satellite [7] or close to ground users [8].

The contributions of the paper are summarised as follows:

e Novel low-power system architecture: The paper presents
an innovative low-power mobile satellite communication
architecture that maximizes the performance of the com-
munication link by utilizing two RISs.

o Combined path loss analysis: The study contributes an
exhaustive path loss model by integrating both near-field
and far-field models.

e Dual-stage beamforming: Dual-stage beamforming is
enforced in the proposed arrangement to reduce power
consumption and increase signal power.

e Simulation and performance analysis: The results show
the DRIS-assisted configuration’s capability for promot-
ing efficient and economically viable mobile LEO satel-
lite communication networks.

Notation: The symbols a, A, and A represent vectors,
matrices, and sets, respectively. The notation A (s, C) refers
to a Gaussian distribution with mean p and covariance C,
while CN(p,C) denotes a complex Gaussian distribution
with the same parameters. The operations ()T, (-)*, and | - |
represent the transpose, Hermitian (conjugate transpose), and
element-wise magnitude of a complex vector, respectively.
diag(a) produces a diagonal matrix of a. ali] and A[i]
represent the 7™ entry and i" diagonal entry, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this study, we develop mobile DRIS-assisted LEO satel-
lite communications. We consider the uplink between a single
antenna satellite user (SU) (mobile) on the ground and a
single antenna satellite access point (SAP) (LEO satellite) in
space. In our proposed architecture, two independent RISs
are deployed in the near-field of the LEO satellite and the SU
[9] to effectively compensate for the large path losses caused
by the long propagation distances, as illustrated in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1: Double RIS architecture. RIS-s is fixed to the satellite
while the mobile RIS-u is near the user on the ground.

It is assumed that the SU bears a portable RIS to enhance
performance by beamforming towards the LEO satellite with
a fixed RIS. In addition, we assume that the RIS set up at the
SAP has N, = N, . x Ny, reflecting elements (REs) that
are wired to the intelligent controller. Nonetheless, those RIS
that the user carries have N,, = N, , x N, , REs. For ease
of analysis, the sets containing the REs at RIS are defined as
N;={1,--- | N;}, fori € {s,u}.

We represent the baseband equivalent channels from the
SU to RIS-u, RIS-u to RIS-s, and RIS-s to SAP as h, €
CNx1 H e CN+*Nu and hz € C'™Ns_ respectively.
The reflection coefficient matrix of RIS ¢ is defined as
P, = diag{pi,l, cee 7pi,Ni}v where Pin; = amie‘j‘i’iv"i. i n;
and ¢;,, denote the controllable amplitude and phase-shift
of n‘ih element E; ,,, at RIS ¢, for n; € N;. The controllable
amplitude levels are defined as

- {1 for passive RIS %

a for active RIS; @ > 1

We denote L, as the path loss of the double reflected path
from the SAP to SU. Therefore, for the total transmit power
P, from the SU, the overall received complex baseband signal
at the SAP can be represented as'

y=VP/L {hl® H® b} +2 @)

and

for passive RIS-u

, @3
= {\/ hT<I> H®,w+ z; for active RIS-u )

The direct link from the SU to the SAP is neglected due to the use of
single directional antennas at both the transmitter and receiver. Additionally,
the single-reflected path from SU to SAP via RIS-u is ignored because RIS-u
is in the SU’s near-field, making the paths from SU to SAP and RIS-u to
SAP effectively similar. This approximation similarly applies to the single
reflection from SU to SAP through RIS-s.

where z ~ CN(0, Ny), zs ~ CN(0,02) is the static noise
term and w € CNu*! ~ CN(0,02) is the non-negligible
additional thermal noise vector generated by power amplifiers
of active REs rather than in the passive REs. Moreover, Ly is
the path loss from the active RIS to the SAP. Moreover, we
consider that the REs in active RIS have different reflection
coefficients but have the same amplification factor as defined
in (1) to minimize the power consumption problem of a fully
connected design that requires a dedicated power amplifier
for each RE [10], [11].

A. Channel Models

In wireless communication systems, the electromagnetic
radiation field can be classified as far-ﬁeld or near-field
based on the Rayleigh distance, Ry = A , where D and
A represent the array aperture and wavelength, respectively.
The distinction of fields at different distances results in the
formulation of varying channel models.

1) Far-Field Planar Wave Channel Model: We model
the wireless communication channel as a far-field planar
channel when the separation connecting the transmitter and
receiver is larger than the Rayleigh distance. We represent the
classical far-field line-of-sight (LoS) multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) channel between two uniform planar arrays
(UPAs) as the product of the array response vectors at the
transmitter UPA, ¢, and receiver UPA, r, nodes [12], i.e.,

aT(9T7 @T)a?(etu Spt)u (4)

where d; , is the separation between the center of the trans-
mitter and receiver, k = 27” depicts the wave number and the
array response vector at node n, for n = r,¢ can be defined
as

HIf = et

an (b0, pn) =€ (% cos(py ) sin(6,), Nn@)

)

® € (% sin(ey,) sin(6,), Ny, y> e CN»xt (5)

where N,, = N,, , X N,, ,, is the number of antennas/elements
in the UPA, A is the RE spacing at both nodes, (6,,, ¢y, ) is the
elevation and azimuth angle pair at the node n, and €(d, N)
is the one-dimensional steering vector of the uniform linear
array (ULA) with ¢ being the phase-shift difference of the
signals from two contiguous elements and NV is the number of
reflecting/antenna elements in the ULA. The one-dimensional
steering vector can be represented as

e—jfr(N—l)ﬂ]T . (6)

2) Near-Field Spherical Wave Channel Model: We model
the multiple-input single-output (MISO) wireless communi-
cation channel as a near-field spherical channel when the
distance between the transmitter and receiver is smaller than

the Rayleigh distance, which can be expressed for a UPA as
[13]

eW,N)=[1 e

R =b(0,p,d), @)



where 6 and ¢ represent the elevation and azimuth angle,
respectively.

The spherical wave assumption is used to derive the array
steering vector for the near field channel as follows:
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where i, € N4, iy € Npy, k = 2F is the wave number,
and d is the distance between the center of the antenna array

and the user.

B. Double RIS-assisted Path Loss Model

This section develops the pass loss model for DRIS-assisted
satellite communication. We assume that one RIS is placed
in the near-field of the SAP, and the other is in the SU’s
near-field. At the same time, the two RIS are separated in
such a way that they satisfy the far-field condition. The three-
dimensional (3D) Cartesian coordinate locations of the SAP,
SU, RIS-s, and RIS-u are denoted as £, € R®*1, ¢, € R3x1,
£, € R3*1 and €] € R3*!, respectively. Without loss of
generality, we assume that the two RISs are equipped with
UPAs. Moreover, the REs are placed along two orthogonal
base directions bl(-x) e R3*1 and bl(-y) € R3X1, respectively,
at RIS . Thereby, the position of any particular element n;
at RIS 7 mentioning the indices in RIS 7’s first and second
base directions can be represented as (n!”), n{*)), for n{*) €
{0, —1}and nl¥ € {0,---,N;, — 1} with N; =
Nz,x X Nzyy The size of each RE at RIS 7 is of subwavelength
scale, which is expressed as d; . and d; 4, respectively, along
the  and y base directions. The normalized power radiation
pattern of a antenna/RE in the spherical coordinate system is

cos®0 6 €[0,5],¢ € [0,2n]

0 0 € [5,7], pelo,2n]’ ©)

F(ev(p):{

where 6 and ¢ are the elevation and azimuth angles to
a particular transmitting/receiving direction from the an-
tenna/RE [14]. The normalized power radiation pattern of
the SU to RIS-u, RIS-u to SU, RIS-u to RIS-s, RIS-s
to RIS-u, RIS-s to SAP and SAP to RIS-s are defined
as B0, gte, ). FU6L, ol ). FL, &),
Ere (01, it ) FI(0L,,,,h ), and FI#(07% o),
respectively. The power of the incident signal into the RE
E, n, can be represented as

in _ Pt Gt
Uy Ny 47.‘.61121‘”u

F'°E,, (10)

Where Ftc = th (ezznu’ ‘Pfﬁm )Fﬁ (0'2 s My ? (pz,nu)’ du-,nu =
HEZ—i—nu )du@bg )—i—n& )dmybl(}’)—ﬁuﬂ is the distance between

the antenna element at SU and each REs on the RIS positioned
at the near-field of the SU [15], and E,, = dy »dy,y-

The power of the reflected signal received by the RIS-s
from E,, ., can be represented as

pr G Pvinnu|pu,nu QFTCE 11
UHH—W v sy (11)

where FJ¢ = F(0] .. @50 JEL (000 @5 ). iy, 1S
the distance between the n'! RE on the RIS-u positioned at the
near-field of the SU and the n™ RE on the RIS-s positioned
at the near-field of the SAP, and F, = d; ,d; ,. Given the
coordinates of RIS-s and RIS-u deployments dn,n, = |1€s+
n{d, b +nd, oY -7 +n{d, b +nlPd, b
The power of the reﬂected signal received by the SU from
E; ,, traversed through E, ,,, is given by
r |p5 Ns 2G5Pu 3Ny FTCA 12
e . (12)
Where ‘FsrC = Fr(eg nycps,ns)FsTm(egwns ) spg,mns)’ ds,ns =
€, — € +n{"dy b —I—ngy)dsyybgy) || is the distance between
the antenna element at the SAP and each REs on the RIS-s
positioned at the near-field of the SAP [15], and A, is the
aperture of the receiving antenna at the SAP. Consequently,
the electric field of the reflected signal from E ,,_ traversed
through E,, ,,, received by the SAP can be expressed as

2md
220P) . (Mwnuwns)
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where Z; is the characteristic impedance of the air,
d% M ds Ms + dns N + du,nua Es - ds,zds,y, and
7]27rd

T+ P, + (bnu) is the phase alteration caused by
the 31gnal propagation and the reflections from the RIS-s and
RIS-u. Moreover, the combined normalized radiation pattern
isFy . = = FI°FreFre. The total electric field of the received
signal at the SAP can be defined as the superposition of the
reflected electric fields by all REs at RIS-s towards the SAP,

which is expressed as
> D B as)
nsENs ny €Ny
By knowing the received electric field at the SAP, its received
signal power can be represented as
G \?

[E(r)? _
27, Ar Ar=—— (16)

The maximum received power by substituting (15) in (16) and
after the beamformer design at the RIS-s and RIS-u becomes
2

P, =

P . P GtGSGuGTESEuA2a2 Z \/ ns N
T 25671 By Doy s
n eN u Sy u
nuENu



The beamforming design of RIS-s and RIS-u is discussed
in Section III-A. Thereby, the path loss of the double-RIS
assisted near-field beamforming can be represented as

2567
L = o
VEin
GGG G EsE ) a2 |y, Vet
TLSGNS UMy FNs, Ny 'S,Ng
ny €Ny

A7)

Similarly, the path loss of the double-RIS assisted far-field
beamforming can be represented as [14]

4 92 72 72
" T GiG.GuGy B E N2 N2 N2 a2 Fe

Mg My,

where dj, is the distance between the centers of RIS-s and
RIS-u.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSED
SYSTEM

This section investigates the impact of integrating two RISs
on the overall performance of satellite communication links.
Some of the key aspects of performance analysis are as
follows.

A. Signal Enhancement and Dual-Stage Beamforming:

The independent dual RIS deployment enables dual-stage
beamforming, with the SU signal reflected by the first RIS
near the SU to the second RIS near the satellite, without
increased latency compared to single or no RIS systems. The
second RIS then fine-tunes the beam to maximize the signal
strength at the satellite’s antenna. This process significantly
enhances the received signal power compared to a direct
satellite link.

The channel links between the RIS-u to SU, h,, and the
SAP to RIS-s, h, follow the near-field channel model defined
in (7). Consequently, h,, and h, can be expressed as

hu = b(eua Pus du)a and hs = b(esa Ps, ds)7 (19)

respectively, where d,, is the distance between the SU and
the center of the RIS-u placed at its near-field and d; is the
distance between the antenna element on the SAP and the
center of the RIS-s placed at its near-field. Conversely, the
far-field channel representation in (4) can be used to simulate
the channel between the RIS-s and RIS-u, H. As such, the
signal that was received in (2) can be rewritten as

P .
y= \/ L_t {b(esa Pss ds)T@se_Jkdh Anp, (ens ’ (p"s)

aZ (O, o, )®ub(u, pu, du)} t2 (20)

Based on (20), the power of the received signal at the SU
can be depicted as

Py
p=:"
L

T

b(0s, s, ds)T ® e ma, (0, ,0n.)

2
azu(enu#’nu)(pu b(Ou, 0u,dy)| , (21)

where L, is defined in (17) and (18) in accordance with
the placement of RIS near the SU. Now, in order to have
maximum received power at the SAP, the beamformer at RIS-
u and RIS-s can be configured as

®,[nu] = (an, (On,; ¥n,)[nu]hung)”, and (22)
P[] = (hs[nslan, (On,, on,)[ns])" ejk(dh')a (23)
respectively [15], where we consider normalized channel.

Thereby, the maximum received SNR at the SAP can be
expressed as

B L’I‘NO
B. Achievable Data Rate

The achievable data rate (ADR) of a DRIS-assisted satellite
communication system can be expressed using Shannon’s
capacity formula as follows,

R =1log,(14T),), (25)

2
T, h'® H®,h,| . (24)

which takes into account the SNR at the receiver, I',., in (24).

C. Energy Efficiency

The energy efficiency (EE) of a DRIS-assisted satellite
communications can be expressed as the proportion of the
total ADR to the total power consumption. The total power
consumption of the proposed system is determined as [10]

Potl = Py + Pris s + Pris u + Batic, (26)

where Friss and Frisy are the power consumed by the
RIS near the SAP and SU, respectively, and Piugie 1S the
power consumed by other components such as the satellite
transceiver, control circuits, etc, which are static in nature.
Consequently, the EE ngg is given by

R BWlog, (1 +T)
Rolal Pt + PRIS s+ PRIS u+ Pstatic

where I',. is defined in (24) and BW is the bandwidth of the
communication system. The power consumed by a passive
RIS Pgrrs consisting of N REs is NFP,s, where P, is the
power consumed by each adaptive phase shifter circuitry.
On the other hand, the power consumed by an active RIS
becomes Prjs = Pa + NPy, + Py, where Py is the
maximum amplification power from the active RIS. Moreover,
the dynamic and static power consumption of the active REs
are denoted as Py, and Py, respectively, with the note that
P,s < Py, [16].

neg = BW ,  @7)

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This section focuses on the performance comparison be-
tween DRIS-assisted mobile satellite communication systems
and systems with a single RIS (SRIS) or no RIS. The ‘SRIS’
scenario with simulation parameters in the parenthesis refers
to the location of the RIS solely near the SU, whereas the
‘SRIS at SAP’ configuration assumes that the RIS is placed
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Fig. 2: Relative power and transmit power required for various system parameters of double RIS, single RIS, and no RIS
scenarios in the parenthesis as (a) ‘(A,, Active/Passive)’ (b) ‘(ADR, Active/Passive)’ (c) ‘(Ay, Active/Passive)’.

only close to the SAP when the simulation parameters are
not specified in the parenthesis. In contrast, the ‘no RIS’
configuration indicates a satellite communication system that
has only a direct link between the SAP and the SU. The
simulation parameters are listed in Table I [7], [14].

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Parameters Values
The carrier frequency fe 12 GHz
The bandwidth 50 MHz

Distance between SAP and RIS-s dg Im

Distance between RIS-u and RIS-s dj, 1200 km
Transmit power P 10 dBm
Noise variance o2, o3 —133.5 dBm
Dynamic power Py, 30 dBm
Static power of active RIS Ps¢ 35 dBm
Static power of the system Pstgtic 75 dBm
Phase-shift circuitry power Pps 5 mW
Py

Maximum amplification power at active RIS Pg4 >
Number of REs at RIS-s, Ng 400

Gain at SU G¢ 10 dBi
Gain at SAP G, 20 dBi
Gain at RIS Gs, Gq, 3 dBi

Fig. 2a compares the relative power (RP) required at
varying distances between the SU and its nearby RIS-u for a
fixed ADR. In Fig. 2b, the RP is shown for different ADRs
with respect to the distance d,, while maintaining a constant
RIS-u area. Additionally, Fig. 2c illustrates the impact of
transmit power (TP) required across various ADRs and RIS-u
areas, A,, with the RIS-u at a fixed distance from the SU.
The legends in Fig. 2a and Fig. 2c follow the convention
‘System name (A,, A/P)’, where A, = N,dy .d, , is the
area of the RIS-u at the SU, which is measured in square
meters, m2. Additionally, ‘A’, and ‘P’ stand for active and
passive deployment of RIS-u near the SU. The legends in
Fig. 2b are denoted as ‘System name (ADR, A/P)’. The path
loss model dynamically transitions between the near-field and
far-field models as in (17) and (18), respectively, throughout
the simulations based on the Rayleigh distance criterion as
discussed in Section II-A.

Fig. 3a presents a comparative analysis of the ADR for
various distances d,, with the legends follow the convention
abstracted in Fig. 2a. On the other hand, Fig. 3b and Fig. 3c
illustrate the ADR and EE comparison with different RIS-u
areas at the SU, A,,. The legends of Fig. 3b and Fig. 3¢ adhere
to the format ‘(NF/FF, d,, A/P),” where ‘NF’ and ‘FF’ stand
for near-field and far-field path loss models, as in (17) and
(18), respectively, which are used to obtain the ADR for the
DRIS system. In contrast, the near-field and far-field path loss
models of the SRIS system are defined as per [14].

The insights from these results are elaborated as follows:
From Fig. 2, it can be observed that as the SU moves closer
to the RIS-u in the near field, the gain contribution from
the farther REs progressively deteriorates due to the reduced
field of view. Thereby, to keep the ADR constant, the SU
transmits with more power. Additionally, more RP is needed
as the distance between the SU and RIS increases beyond
the optimal d,, distance. The reason for the rise in RP is that
as distance increases in the far field, the RIS’s effective gain
decreases, requiring more power to compensate for the weaker
signal for the intended ADR. However, when the RIS area
expands, both active and passive RIS systems utilize less RP,
as seen in Fig. 2a. Also, as Fig. 2b illustrates, for both active
and passive RIS implementations, the RP demand remains
unchanged as the data rate increases. Passive RIS systems
become more power-efficient as their surface area increases,
as depicted in Fig. 2c. The less power needed by the DRIS
system (around 40 dB less than the no RIS case) is due to its
better signal-focusing ability.

In Fig. 3a, the ADR decreases significantly when the RIS is
positioned very close to the SU, as the farther REs contribute
less to the total gain, due to very small field of view. As
the RIS distance from the SU increases, the ADR initially
improves due to increased field of view and therefore stronger
contributions from almost all REs but then declines in the far-
field as signal strength diminishes over distance. Additionally,
passive RIS performs better in the near-field, while active RIS
outperforms at greater distances from the SU.
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The increase in RIS-u area always results in increased ADR
for passive and active RIS systems, as seen in Fig. 3b, by
increasing the signal gain. When the RIS-u area increases,
active RIS elements can magnify the reflected signal, resulting
in higher ADR than with passive RIS elements. As opposed
to this, passive RIS reflects the signal without amplifying it,
which makes it more energy-efficient, particularly with larger
RISs where more passive elements continue to enhance the
signal without consuming more power. The EE advantages of
active RIS decrease after reaching a particular RIS area since
active RIS requires more power for the amplifier circuitry, as
depicted in Fig. 3c. Passive RIS systems with a larger surface
area are preferred where power efficiency is critical. However,
active RIS might be more appropriate for systems with less
concern for power and needing maximum signal enhancement
when only a smaller RIS area is feasible.

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed a low-power double RIS-assisted mobile LEO
satellite communication architecture, with one RIS positioned
near the satellite antenna and another near the user’s antenna.
This design demonstrates minimized power consumption and
maximized data rates, enabling highly energy-efficient LEO
satellite communications for mobile users, even with very
small RISs, whether active or passive. Notably, the double RIS
setup achieves a 40 dB reduction in required power compared
to the no-RIS scenario, using an RIS near the user with an
area of just 0.252 m?. Investigating scenarios in which several
mobile devices are spatially scattered in the near-field region
of the same RIS while the RIS is concurrently communicating
with a satellite is an enticing direction for future research.
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