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Abstract—Future wireless networks, in particular, 5G and
beyond, are anticipated to deploy dense Low Earth Orbit (LEO)
satellites to provide global coverage and broadband connectivity.
However, the limited frequency band and the coexistence of mul-
tiple constellations bring new challenges for interference manage-
ment. In this paper, we propose a robust multilayer interference
management scheme for spectrum sharing in heterogeneous satel-
lite networks with statistical Channel State Information (CSI) at
the Transmitter (CSIT) and Receivers (CSIR). In the proposed
scheme, Rate-Splitting Multiple Access (RSMA), as a general and
powerful framework for interference management and multiple
access strategies, is implemented distributedly at Geostationary
Orbit (GEO) and LEO satellites, coined Distributed-RSMA (D-
RSMA). By doing so, D-RSMA aims to mitigate the interference
and boost the user fairness of the overall multilayer satellite
system. Specifically, we study the problem of jointly optimizing
the GEO/LEO precoders and message splits to maximize the
minimum rate among User Terminals (UTs) subject to a transmit
power constraint at all satellites. A robust algorithm is proposed
to solve the original non-convex optimization problem. Numerical
results demonstrate the effectiveness and robustness towards
network load and CSI uncertainty of our proposed D-RSMA
scheme. Benefiting from the interference management capability,
D-RSMA provides significant max-min fairness performance
gains compared to several benchmark schemes.

Index Terms—RSMA, max-min fairness, beamforming design,
statistical CSIT and CSIR, satellite communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

Low Earth Orbit (LEO) satellite is envisioned as an appeal-
ing technique to support and enhance 5G New Radio (NR) and
beyond-5G communications [1], [2]. It has benefits in enabling
network scalability, reinforcing the communication service
availability and reliability, and boosting the performance of
limited terrestrial networks in un-served/underserved areas
[3], [4]. LEO constellations formed by LEO satellites are
required to provide worldwide and continuous coverage. Due
to the limited frequency resource, however, different satellite
constellations should work in the same frequency band, which
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induces mutual interference and further destabilizes the reli-
ability of space-to-ground links, especially in Geostationary
Orbit (GEO)-LEO coexisting scenarios [5], [6].

To manage the mutual interference, some existing works
[5]–[7] study the power controlling-based methods. On the one
hand, the authors in [7] studied the GEO and LEO coexistence
system where the LEO satellites serve as primary and the GEO
satellite acts as secondary. Beam hopping and adaptive power
control techniques are implemented at the GEO satellite to
maximize the system throughput and minimize the interference
from GEO to the LEO network. On the other hand, the authors
of [5] and [6] considered a case where the GEO satellite is
treated as primary and the LEO as secondary. [5] focused
on a single GEO-single LEO co-existing system, and the
authors formulated a beam power control problem solved by
a fractional programming algorithm aiming to maximize the
LEO transmission rate while satisfying the service quality
requirement of the GEO satellite. Further, [6] extended the
scenario to a single GEO-multiple LEO satellites network,
a flexible spectrum sharing and cooperative communication
method is proposed to mitigate the inter-system interference,
where LEO users are served by multiple LEO satellites coop-
eratively.

In contrast to the works [5]–[7] that concentrate on power
control in non-terrestrial networks, beamforming techniques
can also be utilized to coordinate the interference between
different satellite systems and improve system performance.
Specifically, Rate Splitting Multiple Access (RSMA), rely-
ing on linear precoding rate-splitting at the transmitter and
Successive Interference Cancellation (SIC) at the receivers,
has emerged as a promising multiple access technique for
modern multi-antenna networks [8]–[11]. RSMA divides user
messages into common and private parts at the transmitter
for interference management. The common parts of the split
messages are combined and encoded into a common stream,
then decoded by multiple users, while the private parts are
encoded separately and decoded by their corresponding users
(and treated as noise by co-scheduled users) [9], [12]–[14].
There are various structures of RSMA, such as 1-layer RSMA,
hierarchical RSMA, and generalized RSMA [13]. RSMA has
also been shown to be a unified and generalized multiple
access schemes that subsumes Space Division Multiple Access
(SDMA), Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA), and
physical layer multicasting as special cases [13], [15]. The
gains of RSMA have been demonstrated in various multi-
antenna terrestrial networks in terms of energy efficiency [16],
[17], user fairness [18], [19], robustness and latency [20]–[23]
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Fig. 1. Multilayered satellite system model with 1 GEO satellite and 4 LEO satellites, N = 6, K = 8.

for a wide range of network loads and channel state conditions.
More recently, building upon the promising gains offered

by RSMA, several works extended the application of RSMA
to Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV) communications [24],
satellite communications [25]–[28] and the Satellite-Terrestrial
Integrated Network (STIN) [29], [30]. Specifically, in [24],
UAVs served users in a unicast manner, and the weighted
sum rate was maximized by jointly optimizing UAV placement
and precoders. [25] implemented RSMA in a two-beam GEO
satellite communication system to mitigate the inter-beam
interference and improve the achievable rate region. [26]
considered an RSMA-based multibeam multicast network with
different Channel State Information at Transmitter (CSIT)
qualities, in which a Weighted Minimum-Mean Square Error
(WMMSE)-based algorithm was proposed to maximize the
Max-Min Fairness (MMF) ergodic rate. A general STIN
framework was presented in [29], [30], in which the mutual
interference between satellite users and cellular ones is taken
into account. The authors designed two RSMA-based STIN
schemes to suppress interference aiming to maximize the
minimum fairness rate among all satellite users and cellular
users. Simulation results showed that the proposed scheme
achieves higher MMF rate than the conventional schemes
without RSMA, illustrating the effectiveness of RSMA to
manage the interference among satellites.

However, [24] focused on UAV communications with lim-
ited coverage. Besides, UAVs or terrestrial Base Stations (BSs)
typically serve users in a unicast manner [24], [31], while
GEO typically serves users in a multicast manner with larger
coverage. In the considered GEO-LEO coexistence networks,
we consider the combination of unicast and multicast modes,
and the co-channel users served by LEO nodes suffer from the
interference from both GEO and unintended LEO satellites.
[25], [26], [29], [30] consider GEO-only or STIN network and
do not investigate multiple orbit constellations co-existence
network. There is limited work which investigated a single-

GEO-single LEO satellite network [32], where the GEO satel-
lite adopted Orthogonal Multiple Access (OMA) and the LEO
employed RSMA-based multigroup multicast transmission. In
[32], a GEO satellite serves as primary network while LEO
operates as secondary network. RSMA is used to mitigate
the interference and improve the sum rate of LEO users.
Nevertheless, [32] does not make full use of RSMA, since
it only optimizes the power allocation without beamforming.
Besides, it relies on perfect CSIT and Channel State Informa-
tion at Receiver (CSIR), which lacks practicality in real-world
communication situations.

Motivated by 1) the severe interference in multilayer satel-
lite networks, 2) the appealing interference management capa-
bility of RSMA, and 3) the lack of more comprehensive beam-
forming and power control strategies in GEO-LEO coexistence
networks, we further investigate a multilayer satellite network
consisting of a GEO satellite and multiple LEO satellites (as
shown in Fig. 1). RSMA is implemented across satellites to
manage the interference in and between both sub-networks
under imperfect CSIT and CSIR. The contributions of this
article are summarized as follows:

1) We first present a general framework to manage
the interference in GEO-LEO coexistence networks,
where RSMA is distributedly implemented, namely
Distributed-RSMA (D-RSMA), at both GEO and LEO
satellite sub-networks. In this framework, we assume
that both satellite systems share the same radio spectrum
due to the spectrum scarcity. The gateway is deployed
to gather information, allocate resources, and manage
interference. The structure of the proposed scheme is
designed to encompass the conventional RSMA. This
framework differs from prior RSMA STIN papers due
to the involvement of multiple LEO satellites, and a
distributed implementation strategy of RSMA, i.e., D-
RSMA, at both GEO and LEO networks.

2) It is difficult to acquire the instantaneous Channel State
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Information (CSI) in real-world, however, statistical CSI
varies slower than instantaneous CSI, which allows it
to be relatively accurately and easily captured by both
the satellites and User Terminals (UTs). Therefore, we
investigate a robust beamforming design for D-RSMA
with statistical CSIT and CSIR. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first work on joint GEO-LEO
beamforming design with imperfect CSIT and CSIR.

3) Based on the proposed multilayer D-RSMA framework,
we formulate an MMF problem to jointly optimize the
beamforming and power allocation of GEO and LEO
satellites as well as the message splits of RSMA. Instead
of focusing on the performance of one of the sub-
networks, and maintaining the quality of service for
the other sub-network, the objective of this paper is to
maximize the minimum rate among all UTs.

4) Due to the nonconvex and mathematical intractable
essence of the formulated optimization problem, we
transform the original problem into a tractable form by
using Semi-Definite Programming (SDP) and first-order
Taylor approximation, and then a penalty function-based
iterative algorithm is proposed to tackle the optimization
problem. Numerical results demonstrate that the pro-
posed D-RSMA scheme is robust to user deployment
and channel uncertainty. D-RSMA achieves a MMF rate
gain over benchmark schemes.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system
model and multilayer D-RSMA scheme are introduced in Sec-
tion II. The MMF optimization problem and proposed robust
SDP-based iterative optimization algorithm are specified in
Section III. Simulation results illustrating the effectiveness of
our proposed scheme are discussed in Section IV, followed by
the conclusions in Section V. The major variables adopted in
the paper are listed in Table I for ease of reference.

In the remaining sections of this work, matrices, column
vectors, and scalars are denoted by boldface uppercase, bold-
face lowercase, and standard letters, respectively. The operator
(·)T denotes transpose and (·)H denotes conjugate-transpose.
◦ is Hadamard product. λmax(·) denotes the maximum eigen-
value of the matrix. CN (ζ, σ2) represents a complex Gaussian
distribution with mean ζ and variance σ2. tr(·) is the trace. | · |
is the absolute value and ∥·∥ is the Euclidean norm. C denotes
the complex space. |A| is the cardinality of the set A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a multilayer satellite system with a single
GEO satellite and M LEO satellites serving N single-antenna
GEO UTs (GUs) and K single-antenna LEO UTs (LUs),
respectively. GUs are the UTs served by the GEO, and LUs
are the UTs served by the LEO satellites. Fig. 1 shows a toy
example of the system model with 1 GEO and 4 LEO satellites
serving N = 6 GUs, and K = 8 LUs. We denote the set
of LEO satellites as M = {1, . . . ,M}. N = {1, . . . , N}
and K = {1, . . . ,K} are the sets of UTs served by GEO
and LEO, respectively. LUs are divided into M groups, and
Km denotes the set of UTs under the coverage of m-th LEO
satellite.

⋃
m∈MKi = K, Ki ∩ Kj = ∅, i, j ∈ M, i ̸= j.

The size of the m-th group is Km = |Km| , ∀k ∈ Km. GEO

TABLE I
VARIABLE LIST

Notation Definition

M number of LEO satellites
N number of GUs
K number of LUs
Ntg number of antennas for GEO
Ntl number of antennas for LEO
hg,n channels between GEO and GU-n
hg2l,km

channels between GEO and LU-km
hl,mkm channels between LEO-m and LU-km
hl2g,mn channels between LEO-m and GU-n
sg,c common stream from GEO
sg,d GUs-designated stream from GEO
ssubl,m sub-common stream from LEO-m
sp,km private stream from LEO-m
wc precoders for GEO common
wd precoders for GEO GUs-designated stream
pc,m precoders for LEO-m sub-common stream
pp,km

precoders for LEO-m private stream

and LEO satellites are equipped with Ntg and Ntl feeds array
fed reflector antennas, respectively. We assume that the GEO
and LEO satellites operate in the same radio spectrum. The
satellites are managed by the gateway (GW)s, which act as a
control hub to gather and handle various types of data, apply
centralized processing, and oversee the overall system through
resource allocation and interference management. We assume
that statistical CSIT and CSIR are available in the network.

Due to the spectrum sharing and co-existence GEO/LEO
satellites, each user experiences hierarchical multi-user in-
terference. GUs receive inter-system interference from LEO
satellites, besides, LUs suffer from inter-LEO interference
from unintended LEO satellites as well as from inter-system
interference from GEO. The GEO and LEO satellites can
exploit various multiple access techniques to manage the inter-
ference, such as RSMA, SDMA, multicast [33] etc. Inspired
by the state-of-the-art RSMA frameworks and the interference
coordination capability of RSMA [9], we propose a scheme
where RSMA is distributedly implemented at different satel-
lites, which is denoted as D-RSMA. Different from prior litera-
ture which typically deploys traditional RSMA in one network,
in this work, the proposed D-RSMA implements RSMA across
the networks (i.e., GEO and LEO sub-networks), enhancing
the ability of interference management. In this section, we
first elaborate the received signal by GUs and LUs followed
by channel models and imperfect channel model. Then we
illustrate the signal processing progress at GUs and LUs.

A. Transmit and Received Signal

We assume that all GUs are interested in the same content,
and the multicast message G is split into a common part,
Gc, and a GUs-designated part, Gd, in D-RSMA scheme.
The unicast messages L1, . . . , LKm for LUs served by the m-
th LEO are split into three parts, namely, a super-common
part, a sub-common part and a private part, i.e., Lkm

→
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Fig. 2. D-RSMA signal transmission model for 1 GEO and 2 LEO satellites deployment, N = 2, M = 4, each LEO satellite serves 2 LUs.

{
Lsup
c,km

, Lsub
c,km

, Lp,km

}
, ∀km ∈ Km, m ∈ M. The su-

perscript “sup” and “sub” are used to represent the super-
common and sub-common parts for LUs messages/streams,
respectively. The common message for GUs, Gc, and all
super-common messages for LUs, {

⋃
km∈K Lsup

c,k }, are com-
bined as Tg,c and encoded into sg,c to be transmitted from
GEO and decoded by all GUs and LUs. It manages the
inter-system interference between GEO and LEO so as the
inter-LEO interference. The GUs-designated message, Gd,
is encoded into sg,d. The vector of GEO streams is sg =

[sg,c, sg,d]
T and E

{
sgsg

H
}
= I. The sub-common messages,

{
⋃

km∈Km
Lsub
c,km
}, for LUs under m-th LEO coverage are

combined into a sub-common message T sub
l,m and encoded into

a sub-common stream ssubl,m to manage the intra-LEO interfer-
ence. The subscript “g” and “l” are used to represent mes-
sages/streams from the GEO and LEO satellites, respectively.
The private parts for LUs are independently encoded into pri-
vate streams sp,1, . . . , sp,Km

. The vector of m-th LEO satellite

streams sl,m =
[
ssubl,m, sp,1, . . . , sp,Km

]T
∈ C(Km+1)×1 is

obtained, and we assume it satisfies E
{
sl,msHl,m

}
= I. A

signal transmission model for D-RSMA is shown in Fig. 2.
Data streams are mapped to the transmit antennas via

precoding matrix W = [wc,wd] ∈ CNtg×2 at GEO satellite
and precoding matrices Pm = [pc,m,pp,1, . . . ,pp,Km

] at m-
th LEO satellite, where Pm ∈ CNtl×(Km+1). The respective
transmit signals at the GEO and m-th LEO are

xg = wcsg,c +wdsg,d, (1a)

xl,m = pc,mssubl,m +

Km∑
km=1

pp,kmsp,km , m ∈M. (1b)

Following [34], [35], we assume that they are subject to
the total power constraints, i.e., E

{
xH
g xg

}
≤ Pg , and

E
{
xH
l,mxl,m

}
≤ Pl. The received signal at GUs and LUs

are illustrated in the following two subsections, respectively.

1) GEO UT received signal: After each GEO UT (GU)
receives the signal, it first decodes the GEO common stream,
sg,c, by treating other streams as noise. The interference be-
tween GEO and LEO satellites and inter-LEO interference are
handled by sg,c, because it contains a portion of UT messages
from both GUs and LUs. Each GU or LEO UT (LU) partially
decodes the inter-system interference and partially treats inter-
system interference as noise, so as inter-LEO interference for
LUs. The signal received at GU-n can be expressed as

yg,n = hH
g,nxg +

M∑
m=1

hH
l2g,mnxl,m + nn

= hH
g,nwcsg,c + hH

g,nwdsg,d︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired signal

+

M∑
m=1

hH
l2g,mn(pc,mssubl,m +

Km∑
i=1

pp,isp,i)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference from LEO satellites

+nn,

(2)

where hg,n ∈ CNtg×1 is the channel between the GEO satellite
and GU-n and hl2g,mn ∈ CNtl×1 is the channel between the
m-th LEO satellite and GU-n, m ∈ M. nn ∼ CN

(
0, σ2

n

)
represents the Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) at
GU-n, n ∈ N .
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2) LEO UT received signal: The received signal at LU-km
writes as

yl,km = hH
l,mkm

xl,m + hH
g2l,km

xg +

M∑
j=1,
j ̸=m

hH
l,jkm

xl,j + nkm

= hH
g2l,km

wcsg,c + hH
l,mkm

pc,mssubl,m + hH
l,mkm

pp,km
sp,km︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired signal

+ hH
l,mkm

Km∑
i=1,
i̸=km

pp,isp,i

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Intra-LEO interference

+ hH
g2l,km

wdsg,d︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference from GEO satellite

+

M∑
j=1,
j ̸=m

hH
l,jkm

pc,js
sub
l,j +

Kj∑
i=1

pp,isp,i


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Inter-LEO interference

+nkm
,

(3)
where hl,mkm ∈ CNtl×1 is the channel between the m-th LEO
satellite and LU-km and hg2l,km

∈ CNtg×1 is the channel
between the GEO satellite and LU-km. nkm

∼ CN
(
0, σ2

km

)
represents the AWGN at LU-km, km ∈ Km, m ∈M.

B. Channel Model

In this subsection, we illustrate the channel models of GEO
and LEO satellites.

1) GEO Satellite Channel: We assume that the channel
realizations between the satellite and different UTs are un-
correlated, because different UTs are often geographically
separated by a certain distance. The main characteristics of
GEO channel include atmospheric fading and radiation pattern.
Rain attenuation is the dominant atmospheric impact for the
Ka-band satellite channel, and it is often characterized by a
lognormal distribution [26], [29]. The GEO satellite channel
vector between the satellite and i-th UT is expressed as
hg,i = [hg,1i, hg,2i, . . . , hg,Ntgi]

T , i ∈ N ∪ K. The ntg-th
entry of the channel between the GEO satellite and the UT-i
can be written as

hg,ntgi =

√
GrGg,i

4π
dg,i

λ

√
κTsysBw

χ
− 1

2
ntgi

e−jϕg,ntgi , i ∈ {N ∪ K} ,

(4)
where Gr and Gg,i are the UT antenna gain and the antenna
gain from GEO satellite to the UT-i, respectively. dg,i and λ
denote the distance from the GEO satellite to UT-i and the
carrier wavelength, respectively. κ is the Boltzmann constant,
Tsys is the receiving system noise temperature and Bw denotes
the user link bandwidth. The large-scale fading is modeled
as χntgi,dB = 10 log10(χntgi), and ln(χntgi,dB) ∼ N (µ, σ).
ϕg,i = [ϕg,1i, ϕg,2i, . . . , ϕNtgi]

T ∈ RNtg×1 is channel phase
vector. Gg,i can be further expressed as

Gg,i = Gmax

[
J1(ug,i)

2ug,i
+ 36

J3(ug,i)

u3
g,i

]2
, (5)

where ug,i = 2.07123
sin(θg,i)
sin(θ3dB) . θg,i is the angle between

UT-i and the center of GEO satellite beam. θ3dB denotes

a 3 dB loss angle compared with the beam center. Gmax

is the maximum beam gain of the beam center. J1 and
J3 are first-kind Bessel functions with first-order and third-
order, respectively. The channel between GEO and LU-km is
hg2l,km

= [hg,1km
, hg,2km

, . . . , hg,Ntgkm
]T , km ∈ Km,m ∈

M.
2) LEO Satellite Channel: Due to the high mobility of

LEO, the propagation characteristics of satellite channel and
impact on the channel modelling are different. It differs from
GEO satellite channel due to the Doppler shift and delay [35],
[36]. The Doppler shift fi,u associated with propagation path u
of UT-i is dominated by two independent Doppler shifts, fsat

i,u

and fut
i,u, which result from the movements of LEO satellite

and UT, respectively. The channel between m-th LEO satellite
and i-th UT is

hl,mi = gmi(t, f)e
j2π(fsat

i,u t−fτmin
i )e−jϕl,mi , (6a)

gmi(t, f) =

Ui−1∑
u=0

gi,ue
j2π(fut

i,ut−fτut
i,u), i ∈ {N ∪ K} , (6b)

where τmin
i is the minimum value of the propagation delays

of the i-th UT defined by τmin
i = minu{τi,u}, where τi,u

is the delay of the u-th path to UT-i. We denote the delay
difference of UT-i with path u as τuti,u ≜ τi,u−τmin

i . Ui denotes
the number of propagation paths of the i-th UT. The Doppler
shift fsat

i,u induced by the movement of the LEO satellite can
be considered to be identical for different propagation paths of
the same UT-i due to the relatively high altitude of the LEO
satellite [36], [37]. Hence, in order to simplify the notation,
we recast and omit the path index the Doppler shifts caused
by the motion of the LEO satellite as fsat

i,u = fsat
i . ϕl,mi

is the channel phase vector from LEO satellite-m to UT-i,
ϕl,mi = [ϕl,m

1i , ϕl,m
2i , . . . , ϕl,m

Ntli
]T ∈ RNtl×1, and it can be

calculated by using geographic location information between
the i-th UT and the LEO satellite, or it can be acquired
through using satellite positioning system [38]. gmi(t, f) is
LEO satellite downlink channel gain, gi,u is the complex-
valued gain corresponding to path u and UT-i [39]. LEO
satellite system usually operates under Line-of-Sight (LoS)
propagations, and we assume gmi(t, f) follows Rician fading
distribution with the Rician factor κi and power

γi = E
{
|gmi(t, f)|2

}
=

GrGl

(4π dmi

λ )2κTsysBw
, (7)

where Gl is the antenna gain of the LEO satellite. Alterna-
tively, the real and imaginary parts of gmi(t, f) have inde-
pendent and identically distributed (i.i.d) real-valued Gaussian
entries with a certain mean and variance, i.e., gmi(t, f) ∼
N
(√

κiγi

2(κi+1) ,
γi

2(κi+1)

)
. Following [36], [40], we assume

that the time and frequency compensation can be properly
performed at UTs. Specifically, the Doppler compensation,
fsyn
i = fsat

i , and delay compensation, τsyni = τmin
i are

applied.

C. Imperfect channel

Due to the long propagation delay between a satellite and
UTs as well as the mobility of satellites and UTs, it is difficult
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to obtain instantaneous CSI. Hence, we assume that statistical
CSIT and CSIR are available in the network.

Under imperfect CSIT scenario, we utilize ergodic rate
as a long-term measurement to capture the expected per-
formance over a known statistical channel distribution. With
imperfect CSIR deployment, the progress of SIC is effected
and the stream cannot be perfectly removed, since UTs lack
of accurate channel information. We denote GEO channel
phase vector ϕg,i as the sum of a estimated phase, ϕ̂g,i, and
estimation error, ϕeg,i, i.e., ϕg,i = ϕ̂g,i + ϕeg,i, i ∈ N ∪ K
[4]. The channel phase is influenced by multiple time-varying
factors, such as the rain, cloud, gaseous absorption and the
use of different Local Oscillators (LO) onboard the satel-
lite for each antenna feed [33]. The phase estimation error,
ϕeg,i ∼ N (0, σ2

e,gI), is characterized by a normal distribution
with a variance of σ2

e,g that is affected by the types of LO.
The relationship between the actual channel and estimated
channel can be expressed as hg,i = ĥg,i ◦ Φeg,i, where
Φeg,i = exp(−jϕeg,i). Similarly, the m-th LEO channel
phase vector can be written as ϕl,mi = ϕ̂l,mi + ϕel,mi,
where ϕel,mi ∼ N (0, σ2

e,lI). The channel vector from m-th
LEO satellite to i-th UT is hl,mi = ĥl,mi ◦ Φel,mi, where
Φel,mi = exp(−jϕel,mi). ϕj = 0, j ∈ {{eg, i}, {el,mi}},
represents prefect CSI.

D. Signal transmission and rate expressions

In this subsection, the signal transmission progress, Signal
to Interference plus Noise Ratio (SINR) and ergodic rate
expressions are illustrated.

1) GEO UT: Once receiving the signal, GU-n first decodes
the common stream sg,c. Under imperfect CSIR, UTs only
have statistical CSI, therefore, UTs decode the desired stream
based on the estimated channel [41]. The SINR of decoding
the common stream at GU-n is expressed as

ρg,cn =
Ŝg,cn

S̃g,cn + Sg,dn + Itotg,n + σ2
n

, n ∈ N , (8)

where Ŝg,cn = |ĥH
g,nwc|2 and Sg,dn = |hH

g,nwd|2.
S̃g,cn = |hH

g,nwc|2 − |ĥH
g,nwc|2 is residual power. Itotg,n =∑M

m=1 |hH
l2g,mnpc,m|2 +

∑M
m=1

∑Km

i=1 |hH
l2g,mnpp,i|2 is the

sum of interference power of sub-common streams and the
private streams for LUs. The corresponding ergodic rate ex-
presses as Rg,cn = E{log2(1 + ρg,cn)}. The received signal
after decoding sg,c writes as

ySIC
g,n = yg,n − ĥH

g,nwc

= ĥH
g,n(diag (Φ

H
eg,n)− I)wcsg,c + hH

g,nwdsg,d

+

M∑
m=1

hH
l2g,mn(pc,mssubl,m +

Km∑
i=1

pp,isp,i) + nn

= h̃H
g,nwcsg,c + hH

g,nwdsg,d

+

M∑
m=1

hH
l2g,mn(pc,mssubl,m +

Km∑
i=1

pp,isp,i) + nn,

(9)

where h̃H
g,n is denoted as residual channel in this paper. Hence,

S̃g,cn can be rewritten as S̃g,cn = |h̃H
g,nwc|2.

Subsequently, GU-n decodes the GUs-designated stream
sg,d. Accordingly, GU-n’s decoding SINR of the GUs-
designated stream writes as

ρg,dn =
Ŝg,dn

S̃g,cn + S̃g,dn + Itotg,n + σ2
n

, n ∈ N , (10)

where S̃g,dn is the residual power of decoding sg,d, and
S̃g,dn = |h̃H

g,nwd|2. The ergodic designated rate of GU-n is
expressed as Rg,dn = E{log2(1+ ρg,dn)}. GU-n reconstructs
the original message after the common and GUs-designated
messages have been decoded by taking the decoded Gc from
the decoded Tg,c and combining it with the decoded Gd.

2) LEO UT: Based on estimated channel, LU-km firstly
decodes the sg,c by treating other interference as noise. The
corresponding SINR is

ρsupl,km
=

Ŝg2l,ckm

S̃g2l,ckm
+ Sl,ckm

+ Sl,pkm
+ Itotl,km

+ σ2
km

, km ∈ Km,

(11)
where Ŝg2l,ckm

= |ĥH
g2l,km

wc|2, S̃g2l,ckm
= |h̃H

g2l,km
wc|2,

Sl,ckm = |hH
l,mkm

pc,m|2, Sl,pkm = |hH
l,mkm

pp,km |2.
h̃H
g2l,km

= ĥH
g2l,km

(diag (ΦH
eg,km

) − I) denotes the
residual channel between GEO satellite and LU-km.
Itotl,km

=
∑Km

i=1,
i ̸=km

|hH
l,mkm

pp,i|2 +
∑M

j=1,
j ̸=m
|hH

l,jkm
pc,j |2 +∑M

j=1,
j ̸=m

∑Kj

i=1 |hH
l,jkm

pp,i|2+ |hH
g2l,km

wd|2 is the sum of inter-

ference power received at LU-km. The corresponding ergodic
rate is Rsup

l,km
= E{log2(1 + ρsupl,km

)}. In order to make sure
that all GUs and LUs can decode sg,c, we define the common
rate

Rc = min
n∈N ,k∈K

{
Rg,cn, Rsup

l,k

}
. (12)

Since sg,c is shared among all GUs and LUs, we define Rc ≜∑N
n=1 Cg,n +

∑M
m=1

∑Km

km=1 C
sup
l,km

, where Cg,n and Csup
l,km

denote the n-th GU’s and km-th LU’s portions of common
rate, respectively.

Once sg,c is decoded, its contribution to the original re-
ceived signal yl,km

is subtracted through SIC. After that, LU-
km decodes its sub-common stream ssubl,m by treating other
sub-common streams as noise. The sub-common streams are
used to manage intra-LEO interference since it contains parts
of messages for LUs served by the same LEO. Sub-common
streams enable users to partially decode intra-LEO interference
and partially treat intra-LEO interference as noise. The SINR
of decoding the sub-common stream ssubl,m at LU-km served by
LEO-m is

ρsubl,km
=

Ŝl,ckm

S̃g2l,ckm
+ S̃l,ckm

+ Sl,pkm
+ Itotl,km

+ σ2
km

, km ∈ Km,

(13)
where S̃l,ckm

= |h̃H
l,mkm

pc,m|2. h̃H
l,mkm

=

ĥH
l,mkm

(diag (ΦH
el,mkm

) − I) is the residual channel between
LEO satellite m and LU-km. The ergodic rate of the sub-
common stream is Rsub

l,km
= E{log2(1+ρsubl,km

)}. To guarantee
that all LUs served by m-th LEO are capable of decoding
ssubl,m, we define the achievable sub-common rates as

Rsub
c,m = min

km∈Km

{
Rsub

l,km

}
=

Km∑
km=1

Csub
l,km

, (14)
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where Csub
l,km

is the rate at which Lsub
c,km

is communicated. After
the sub-common stream is decoded, re-encoded, precoded,
and subtracted from the received signal through SIC, LU-km
decodes its private stream skm

. The SINR of decoding the
private stream skm

at LU-km is

ρkm
=

Ŝl,pkm

S̃g2l,ckm
+ S̃l,ckm

+ S̃l,pkm
+ Itotl,km

+ σ2
km

, km ∈ Km,

(15)
where S̃l,pkm

= |h̃H
l,mkm

pp,km
|2. The corresponding ergodic

private rate is Rp,km
= E{log2(1 + ρkm

)}. Thus, the achiev-
able rates of GU-n and LU-km are respectively given as

Rn = Cg,n +Rg,dn, n ∈ N , (16a)

Rkm = Csup
l,km

+ Csub
l,km

+Rp,km , km ∈ Km, m ∈M.

(16b)

Remark 1: D-RSMA is designed for managing interference
of the co-existence GEO/LEO satellites multilayer network1.
Each GU decodes sg,c first and requires 1 layer of SIC to
decode sg,d. By decoding sg,c, the inter-system interference
can be suppressed since partial inter-system interference is
decoded and part of inter-system interference is treated as
noise. While each LU requires 2 layers of SIC before decoding
intended private stream (in order to decode sg,c first and
then decode ssubl,m). The inter-system interference and inter-
LEO interference is managed through sg,c, and the intra-LEO
interference is managed by ssubl,m.

D-RSMA is a general framework of multilayer network
that encompasses traditional RSMA and SDMA as special
cases. By switching off sg,c, the multiple access technique of
GEO sub-network becomes traditional multicasting, and the
multiple access approach of LEO sub-network reduces to 1-
layer RSMA. By turning off sg,c and sub-common streams,
GEO and LEO sub-networks work in multicasting and SDMA
manner, respectively.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSED
ALGORITHM

In this section, we focus on designing a joint optimiza-
tion of GEO-LEO beamforming problem that maximizes the
minimum fairness rate across all GUs and LUs under the
constraint of transmit power at all satellites. For D-RSMA
based multilayer satellite network, the optimization problem
can be formulated as

P1 : max
c,W,P

min
n∈N ,k∈K

{Rn, Rk} (17a)

s.t.
∑
n∈N

Cg,n +
∑
k∈K

Csup
l,km
≤ Rc (17b)∑

km∈Km

Csub
l,km
≤ Rsub

c,m, m ∈M (17c)

tr(WWH) ≤ Pg (17d)

tr(PmPH
m) ≤ Pl, m ∈M (17e)

c ⪰ 0, (17f)

1This paper primarily focuses on the multilayer satellites network. However,
it is worth noting that the proposed D-RSMA can also be extended and
applied to heterogeneous wireless communication systems, e.g., multilayer
UAV network or terrestrial heterogeneous wireless communications.

where P = [P1, . . . ,PM ] represents the precoding matrix
at all LEO satellites. c = [cg, c

sup
l , csubl ], where cg =

[Cg,1, . . . , Cg,N ]T , csupl = [Csup
l,1 , . . . , Csup

l,K ]T , and csubl =

[Csub
l,1 , . . . , Csub

l,K ]T are the vectors of common rate portions.
(17b) ensures that all GUs and LUs can successfully decode
the common stream sg,c. Similarly, (17c) guarantees that the
sub-common stream ssubl,m can be decoded by all LUs under
the coverage of LEO-m. (17d) and (17e) represent power
constraints of the GEO and LEO satellites. (17f) ensure that
all common rate portions are non-negative.

The formulated problem (17) is nonconvex, while it
can be transformed into a tractable SDP problem and
solved with rank-one constraints. We propose a robust SDP-
based iterative optimization algorithm to solve the prob-
lem with statistical CSIT and CSIR in this work. Denote
α =

{
αg,c, αg,p, αsup

l , αsub
l , αp

}
and F =

{
Fg,c,

Fg,d, Fl,cm, Fl,pk|k ∈ K, m ∈ M
}

, where Fg,c =
wcw

H
c , Fg,d = wdw

H
d , {Fl,cm = pc,mpH

c,m|m ∈M} and
{Fl,pk = pl,pkp

H
l,pk|k ∈ K}. By introducing auxiliary vari-

ables t, α and F, the equivalent reformulation of P1 is

P2 : max
F,α,c

t (18a)

s.t. t ≤ Cg,n + αg,dn, n ∈ N (18b)
N∑

n=1

Cg,n +

K∑
k=1

Csup
l,k ≤ αg,cn, n ∈ N (18c)

t ≤ Csup
l,km

+ Csub
l,km

+ αp,km , km ∈ Km,m ∈M
(18d)

N∑
n=1

Cg,n +

K∑
k=1

Csup
l,k ≤ αsup

l,km
, km ∈ Km,m ∈M

(18e)
Km∑

km=1

Csub
l,km
≤ αsub

l,km
, km ∈ Km,m ∈M (18f)

tr(Fg,c) + tr(Fg,d) ≤ Pg (18g)

tr(Fl,cm) +

Km∑
km=1

tr(Fl,pkm
) ≤ Pl, m ∈M (18h)

Fg,c ⪰ 0,Fg,d ⪰ 0, (18i)
Fl,cm ⪰ 0, m ∈M (18j)
Fl,pkm ⪰ 0, km ∈ Km, m ∈M (18k)
rank(Fg,c) = 1, rank(Fg,d) = 1, (18l)
rank(Fl,cm) = 1,m ∈M (18m)
rank(Fl,pkm) = 1, km ∈ Km,m ∈M (18n)
c ⪰ 0, (18o)

where αg,c ≜ [αg,c1, . . . , αg,cN ]
T , αg,p ≜

[αg,p1, . . . , αg,dN ]
T , αsup

l ≜
[
αsup
l,1 , . . . , αsup

l,K

]T
, αsub

l ≜[
αsub
l,1 , . . . , αsub

l,K

]T
, αp ≜ [αp,1, . . . , αp,K ]

T represent the
lower bound of corresponding achievable rates. (18g) and
(18h) are the equivalent transmit power constraints.

Due to the imperfect CSIT deployment and nonconvex
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nature of problem (18), we denote

Hg,n =E{hg,nh
H
g,n}

=diag(ĥg,n)Xg,n diag(ĥ
H
g,n)

(19)

as symmetric GEO channel matrix, where Xg,n =
E{Φeg,nΦ

H
eg,n} is the correlation matrix of Φeg,n. Similarly,

Hl2g,mn,Hl,mkm
and Hg2l,km

are

Hl2g,mn = diag(ĥl2g,mn)Xl,mn diag(ĥ
H
l2g,mn), (20a)

Hl,mkm
= diag(ĥl,mkm

)Xl,mkm
diag(ĥH

l,mkm
), (20b)

Hg2l,km = diag(ĥg2l,km)Xg,km diag(ĥH
g2l,km

), (20c)

where Xl,mn = E{Φel,mnΦ
H
el,mn}, Xl,mkm =

E{Φel,mkm
ΦH

el,mkm
} and Xg,km

= E{Φeg,km
ΦH

eg,km
}.

The symmetric residual channel matrixes are defined as
H̃g,n = E{h̃g,nh̃

H
g,n}, H̃g2l,km = E{h̃g2l,km h̃H

g2l,km
},

H̃l,mkm = E{h̃l,mkm h̃H
l,mkm

}. Based on the symmetric
channel matrixes and beamforming matrixes, the power
segments of the received signal can be reformulated as

S′
g,jn = tr (Hg,nFg,j) , j ∈ {c, d}, (21a)

S̃′
g,jn = tr(H̃g,nFg,j), j ∈ {c, d}, (21b)

S′
g2l,ckm

= tr (Hg2l,km
Fg,c) , S̃

′
g2l,ckm

= tr(H̃g2l,km
Fg,c),

(21c)

S′
l,ckm

= tr (Hl,mkm
Fl,cm) , S̃′

l,ckm
= tr(H̃l,mkm

Fl,cm),
(21d)

S′
l,pkm

= tr (Hl,mkmFl,pkm) , S̃′
l,pkm

= tr(H̃l,mkmFl,pkm),
(21e)

Itotg,n
′
=

M∑
m=1

tr (Hl2g,mnFl,cm)

+

M∑
m=1

Km∑
i=1

tr (Hl2g,mnFl,pi) , (21f)

Itotl,km

′
=

Km∑
i=1,
i ̸=km

tr (Hl,mkm
Fl,pi) +

M∑
j=1,
j ̸=m

tr (Hl,jkm
Fl,cj)

+

M∑
j=1,
j ̸=m

Kj∑
i=1

tr (Hl,jkm
Fl,pi) + tr (Hg2l,km

Fg,d) .

(21g)

The ergodic rate is approximated by the following method as
in [42], take the general rate expression as an example,

R = E{log2(1 +
c1
c2

)} ≈ log2(1 +
E{c1}
E{c2}

), (22)

where c1 and c2 are nonnegative random variable. Therefore,

the rate expressions can be redefined and approximated as

R′
g,cn ≈ log2

(
S′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n

S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′ + σ2

n

)
(23a)

R′
g,dn ≈ log2

(
S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n

S̃′
g,cn + S̃′

g,dn + Itotg,n

′
+ σ2

n

)
(23b)

Rsup
l,km

′ ≈ log2

(
S′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

)
(23c)

Rsub
l,km

′ ≈ log2

(
S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

)
(23d)

R′
p,km

≈ log2

(
S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,pkm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

)
.

(23e)

In order to solve the non-convex parts in
the rate expressions, we further introduce slack
variables η =

{
ηg,c, ηg,p, ηsup

l , ηsub
l , ηp

}
and ξ =

{
ξg,c, ξg,p, ξsupl , ξsubl , ξp

}
, where

ηg,c ≜ [ηg,c1, . . . , ηg,cN ]
T , ηg,p ≜ [ηg,p1, . . . , ηg,dN ]

T ,

ηsup
l ≜

[
ηsupl,1 , . . . , ηsupl,K

]T
, ηsub

l ≜
[
ηsubl,1 , . . . , ηsubl,K

]T
,

ηp ≜ [ηp,1, . . . , ηp,K ]
T . ξg,c ≜ [ξg,c1, . . . , ξg,cN ]

T ,

ξg,p ≜ [ξg,p1, . . . , ξg,dN ]
T , ξsupl ≜

[
ξsupl,1 , . . . , ξsupl,K

]T
,

ξsubl ≜
[
ξsubl,1 , . . . , ξsubl,K

]T
, ξp ≜ [ξp,1, . . . , ξp,K ]

T . By taking
GU-n’s lower bound of designated rate as an example,
αg,dn ≤ R′

g,dn, it can be transformed as

αg,dn ln 2 ≤ ln(
S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n

S̃′
g,cn + S̃′

g,dn + Itotg,n

′
+ σ2

n

) (24a)

= ln(S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n)

− ln(S̃′
g,cn + S̃′

g,dn + Itotg,n

′
+ σ2

n) (24b)

= ηg,dn − ξg,dn, (24c)

where ηg,dn and ξg,dn represent the lower bound and upper
bound of corresponding terms, respectively.

Based on the auxiliary variables, P2 can be rewritten as P3.
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fP = β

{[
tr(Fg,c)−

(
v[i]
max g,c

)H
Fg,cv

[i]
max g,c

]
+

[
tr(Fg,d)−

(
v[i]
max g,p

)H
Fg,dv

[i]
max g,p

]
+

M∑
m=1

[
tr(Fl,cm)−

(
v
[i]
max l,cm

)H
Fl,cmv

[i]
max l,cm

]
+

M∑
m=1

Km∑
km=1

[
tr (Fl,pkm

)−
(
v
[i]
max l,pkm

)H
Fl,pkm

v
[i]
max l,pkm

]}
.

(26)

P3 : max
F,α,c
η,ξ

t (25a)

s.t. αg,cn ln 2 ≤ ηg,cn − ξg,cn, n ∈ N (25b)

S′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n ≥ eηg,cn (25c)

S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n ≤ eξg,cn (25d)

αg,dn ln 2 ≤ ηg,dn − ξg,dn, n ∈ N (25e)

S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n ≥ eηg,dn (25f)

S̃′
g,cn + S̃′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n ≤ eξg,dn (25g)

αsup
l,km

ln 2 ≤ ηsupl,km
− ξsupl,km

, km ∈ Km, m ∈M (25h)

S′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

n ≥ eη
sup
l,km

(25i)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km
≤ eξ

sup
l,km

(25j)

αsub
l,km

ln 2 ≤ ηsubl,km
− ξsubl,km

, km ∈ Km, m ∈M (25k)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km
≥ eη

sub
l,km

(25l)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km
≤ eξ

sub
l,km

(25m)
αp,km ln 2 ≤ ηp,km − ξp,km , km ∈ Km, m ∈M

(25n)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km
≥ eηp,km

(25o)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km
≤ eξp,km

(25p)
(18b)− (18o).

Note that (25d), (25g), (25j), (25m) and (25p) are nonconvex
with convex Right-Hand Side (RHS) which can be approxi-
mated by the first-order Taylor series. The RHS parts of the
above constraints are approximated at

{
ξ
[i]
g,cn, ξ

[i]
g,dn, ξ

sup
l,km

[i]
,

ξsubl,km

[i]
, ξ

[i]
p,km
|n ∈ N , km ∈ Km, m ∈ M

}
at iteration i as

(27)

ej ≤ ej
[i]
[
j − j[i] + 1

]
, (27)

where j ∈
{
ξg,cn, ξg,dn, ξ

sup
l,km

, ξsubl,km
, ξp,km

}
. Hence, the con-

straints (25d), (25g), (25j), (25m) and (25p) can be rewritten
as

S̃′
g,cn + S′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n

≤ eξ
[i]
g,cn

[
ξg,cn − ξ[i]g,cn + 1

]
(28a)

S̃′
g,cn + S̃′

g,dn + Itotg,n
′
+ σ2

n

≤ eξ
[i]
g,dn

[
ξg,dn − ξ

[i]
g,dn + 1

]
(28b)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

≤ eξ
sup
l,km

[i]
[
ξsupl,km

− ξsupl,km

[i]
+ 1
]

(28c)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

≤ eξ
sub
l,km

[i]
[
ξsubl,km

− ξsubl,km

[i]
+ 1
]

(28d)

S̃′
g2l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,ckm

+ S̃′
l,pkm

+ Itotl,km

′
+ σ2

km

≤ eξ
[i]
p,km

[
ξp,km − ξ

[i]
p,km

+ 1
]
. (28e)

Rank-one implies that there is only one nonzero eigenvalue,
hence, the nonconvex constraints (18l) and (18n) can be
reexpressed as

tr(Fg,c)− λmax (Fg,c) = 0, tr(Fg,d)− λmax (Fg,d) = 0,
(29a)

tr(Fl,cm)− λmax (Fl,cm) = 0, m ∈M, (29b)
tr (Fl,pkm

)− λmax (Fl,pkm
) = 0, km ∈ Km, m ∈M.

(29c)

In order to include these constraints into the objective function
(25a), we construct a penalty function and obtain

max
F,α,c
η,ξ

t− β
{
[tr(Fg,c)− λmax (Fg,c)]

+ [tr(Fg,d)− λmax (Fg,d)]

+

M∑
m=1

[tr(Fl,cm)− λmax (Fl,cm)]

+

M∑
m=1

Km∑
km=1

[tr (Fl,pkm
)− λmax (Fl,pkm

)]
}
.

(30)

To ensure that the penalty function is as small as possible, we
choose the appropriate penalty factor β. Due to the existence
of the penalty function, (30) is not concave. We utilize an
iterative approach to solve this problem [42]. Using tr(Fg,c)−
λmax (Fg,c) as an example, the following inequality can be
derived

0 ≤ tr(Fg,c)− λmax (Fg,c)

≤ tr(Fg,c)−
(
v[i]
max g,c

)H
Fg,cv

[i]
max g,c,

(31)
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where vmax g,c is a normalized eigenvector in association
with the largest eigenvalue λmax (Fg,c). Likewise, we define
vmax g,p for λmax (Fg,d) and vmax l,cm for λmax (Fl,cm) as
well as vmax l,pkm

for λmax (Fl,pkm
)’s associated eigenvec-

tors. The iterative penalty function is represented by fP in
(26).

Therefore, we solve the following subproblem:

P4 : max
F,α,c
η,ξ

t− fP (32a)

s.t. (18b)− (18k), (18o), (25b),
(25c), (25e), (25f), (25h), (25i),
(25k), (25l), (25n), (25o), (28).

Problem P1 has been transformed into convex problem and
can be solved effectively using the CVX toolbox [43]. While
solving P4, the results

{
F[i], ξ[i]

}
from the i-th iteration are

considered as constants. The existence of lower bounds, i.e.,
(31), ensures that the objective function converges. In other
words, the rank-one constraints can be satisfied [42]. If the
optimized symmetric matrices,

{
Fg,c,Fg,p,Fl,cm,Fl,pk|k ∈

K,m ∈ M
}

, are of rank one, then the optimal precoders of
GEO and LEO satellites can be obtained by using eigenvalue
decomposition. Alternatively, randomization can be adopted to
extract approximate solutions from the optimized symmetric
matrices, however, this leads to higher complexity.

The steps of multilayer D-RSMA joint GEO-LEO precoders
optimization scheme is summarized in Algorithm 1. The
proposed robust beamforming design for D-RSMA is based
on statistical CSI, which means that the optimization problem
can be optimized offline, and the optimized precoders can
be implemented to all channel uses. The proposed algorithm
provides a theoretical upper bound for the system, since it is
based on the assumptions that physical channel parameters are
invariant over the time intervals of interest and time/frequency
synchronization can be properly performed at each UT. The
precoders are initialized by using Maximum Ratio Trans-
mission (MRT) and Singular Value Decomposition (SVD)
since they have been demonstrated to provide good overall
performance over a variety of channel realizations [13], [44].
The tolerance of the algorithm is denoted by τ = 10−5.

The convergence of Algorithm 1 is guaranteed since the
solutions to the problem (32) at iteration i − 1 is a feasible
solution to the problem at iteration i. Therefore, the objective
function t−fP rises monotonically and it is constrained above
by the transmit power. At each iteration, the solution meets the
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality criteria, which are the
same as those of (17) at convergence [45]. The total number
of iterations required for the convergence is approximated as
O(log(τ−1)). At each iteration of the proposed SDP-based
algorithm, the convex subproblem P4 is solved. The compu-
tational complexity of each iteration is mostly determined by
the number of optimization variables, the number and size
of Linear Matrix Inequality (LMI) constraints, and the size of
Second Order Cone (SOC) constraints [46], [47]. The problem
P4 has 2N2

tg + (K + M)N2
tl + 2K + N design variables,

6N + 9K + 1 slack variables, and 8N + 12K +M + 1 LMI

Algorithm 1: SDP-based Optimization Scheme

1 Initialize: i← 0, t[i] ← 0, F[i], ξ[i];
2 repeat
3 i← i+ 1;
4 Solve problem (32) using F[i−1], ξ[i−1] and denote

the optimal value of the objective function as
{t− fP }[i] and the optimal solutions as F[i], ξ[i];

5 until |{t− fP }[i] − {t− fP }[i−1]| < τ ;
6 for j ∈

{
{g, c}, {g, p}, {l, cm}, {l, pk}|k ∈ K,

m ∈M
}

do
7 if rank(Fj) = 1 then
8 Use eigenvalue decomposition to Fj and obtain

the corresponding precoder
9 else

10 Use randomization to extract an approximate
solution

11 end
12 end

constraints of size 1. Therefore, the worst-case computational
complexity is given by

O
(
log(τ−1)(8N + 12K +M + 1)

1/2 · z
[
z2

+ 2N2
tg(Ntg + z) + (K +M)N2

tl(Ntl + z)

+ (2K +N)(1 + z) + (8N + 12K +M + 1)(1 + z)
])

,

(33)

where z = O
(
2N2

tg + (K +M)N2
tl + 2K + 7N + 9K

)
.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

The performance of the proposed D-RSMA scheme is eval-
uated in this section. We assume all GEO and LEO satellites
operate in the Ka-band [2], [3], [26]. The major simulation
parameters are listed in Table II. Specifically, we assume the
GEO satellite is equipped with Ntg = 4 antennas, and N = 6
multicasting GUs locate uniformly in coverage area. Each
LEO satellite is deployed with Ntl = 3 antennas, and LUs are
uniformly distributed within LEO coverage. Because the noise
power is normalized by κTsysBw in (4) and (7), we denote
unit noise variance, i.e., σ2

r = σ2
n = σ2

km
= 1, ∀n ∈ N ,

∀km ∈ K, m ∈ M. We redefine Pl as Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(SNR) of LEO satellite and Pg as SNR of GEO satellite. We
first investigate the scenario with perfect CSI in the network,
then we move to the deployment with imperfect CSIT and
imperfect CSIR. All MMF simulation results are obtained by
averaging 100 channel realizations.

We compare the D-RSMA with three baseline multiple
access schemes, namely, “M-RSMA”, “M-SDMA” and “M-
NOMA”. “M-RSMA” means multicasting is adopted at the
GEO satellite and LEO satellites adopt 1-layer RSMA, while
“M-SDMA” and “M-NOMA” denote multicasting is adopted
at the GEO and LEO satellites implement SDMA and NOMA,
respectively.
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TABLE II
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter GEO LEO

Carrier frequency 20 GHz
Bandwidth 500 MHz
User terminal antenna gain 39.7 dBi
Boltzmann constan 1.38× 10−23J · K−1

Noise temperature 290 K
Satellite height 35786 km 600 km
Antenna gain 58.5 dBi 30.5 dBi
3 dB bandwidth 0.4412 deg 4.4127 deg
Rician factor 10 dB

Fig. 3 and 4 compare the MMF performance of D-RSMA
and baseline schemes under different system setups. Fig. 3
shows the MMF performance under 2 LEO satellites and 4
LUs deployments, each LEO satellite serves 2 LUs. Fig. 4
illustrates the MMF rate for overloaded scenario, i.e., 8 LUs
in total, and 4 LUs are served by one LEO satellite. From both
figures, it can be seen that D-RSMA achieves a clear MMF
rate gain over all the other schemes. As Pl increases, the gap
between D-RSMA and M-RSMA schemes gradually decreases
and the two schemes overlap when Pl is large enough. The
reasons are as follows. The joint GEO-LEO beamforming
optimization method is designed to attain the optimized MMF
rates. When the power budget of LEO is relatively small, the
system performance is restricted by the LUs since the SINRs
of LUs are much lower than those of GUs. However, in the
D-RSMA scheme, LUs messages are divided and parts of
LUs’ data are encoded into common stream sg,c transmitted
from the GEO satellite (streams are transmitted from different
satellites, thereby RSMA is distributedly implemented). This
enables D-RSMA to utilize GEO power to transmit parts
of LUs data, balancing the network load and managing the
interference between two sub-networks. Due to the fixed GEO
satellite transmit power budget Pg , the MMF rates of both D-
RSMA and M-RSMA saturate when Pl is sufficiently large.
The benefit of the D-RSMA over the other strategies decreases
as Pl increases. M-RSMA outperforms M-SDMA because we
consider the LoS channels and the LUs channels are closely
aligned with each other. Compared to Fig. 3, the attained
MMF rate in Fig. 4 decreases, while the benefit of distributed
RSMA is enhanced further. The relative gain of “D-RSMA
(Pg = 15 dB)” over “M-RSMA (Pg = 15 dB)” increases from
2.74% in Fig. 3 to 7.71% in Fig. 4 when Pl = 10 dB. With
more served LUs, the simultaneous inter-system and intra-
system interference are severer. M-RSMA cannot manage the
interference between sub-networks. However, by transmitting
sg,c from GEO, the interference can be coordinated and
suppressed with the implementation of D-RSMA.

The influence of the GEO power budget is also investigated.
From Fig. 3, the larger Pg leads to better MMF rate perfor-
mance. Besides, D-RSMA benefits more from the increase in
power budget since GEO can allocate more power to transmit
the common message. Hence the overall max-min rate can
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Fig. 3. MMF rate versus LEO SNR Pl for different GEO SNR Pg and
network loads. Ntg = 4, Ntl = 3, M = 2, N = 6, K = 4.
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Fig. 4. MMF rate versus LEO SNR Pl for different GEO SNR Pg and
network loads. Ntg = 4, Ntl = 3, M = 2, N = 6, K = 8.

be improved and the saturated rate when Pl is sufficiently
large increases compared to that in the scenario with Pg = 15
dB. When LEO satellites work in the overloaded deployment
(Fig. 4), only D-RSMA benefits from the increase of Pg since
it can make use of the power from both sub-networks and
manage the severer interference between GEO and LEO sub-
networks. We can conclude that D-RSMA can well manage
the interference and achieves MMF rate gain compared to
M-RSMA and M-SDMA regardless of network loads, which
guarantees user fairness. Alternatively, D-RSMA can utilize
less power to achieve the same MMF performance.

The influence of the number of LEO satellites is illustrated
in Fig. 5. We illustrate the performance of proposed scheme in
dense LEO networks with M = 2, M = 4 and M = 8 LEO
satellites scenarios. 2 LUs are served by each LEO satellite.
By increasing the number of LEO satellites and LUs, the MMF
performances of all schemes degrade, while D-RSMA still
outperforms the other baseline approaches in all deployments.
The relative gain of D-RSMA over M-RSMA increases from
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9.68% in 2 LEO satellites deployment to 13.74% in 4 LEO
satellites and to 37.41% in 8 LEO satellites deployment when
Pl = 10 dB. Because, as the increase of LEO satellites and
LUs, each UT suffers from severer inter-system and intra-
system interference, without the transmission of sg,c, M-
RSMA cannot manage the interference coming from GUs and
LUs that are not served by the same LEO. In comparison,
D-RSMA is more robust to the number of co-existence LEO
satellites and network load thanks to its ability to partially
decode the interference and partially treat interference as noise.

Furthermore, we take phase uncertainty into account. We
assume σ2

e,g = σ2
e,l = σ2

e . The ergodic MMF performance of
the proposed method and baselines under imperfect CSIT and
imperfect CSIR is investigated in Fig. 6. The MMF rates in all
approaches decrease with a rise in phase uncertainty variation,
while D-RSMA outperforms baselines in all scenarios. When
Pl = 20 dB, from perfect CSI (i.e., σ2

e = 0◦) to the deploy-
ment with σ2

e = 5◦ and σ2
e = 10◦, the corresponding ergodic

MMF rate decreases by 30.69% and 42.35% respectively for

D-RSMA, and decreases by 32.93% and 45.06% respectively
for M-SDMA. For comparison, the ergodic MMF rate of M-
SDMA decreases by 36.19% and 47.86% from perfect CSI to
the deployment with σ2

e = 5◦ and σ2
e = 10◦, respectively.

D-RSMA and M-RSMA have a more flexible design that
allows them to partially decode interference and treat it as
noise. Therefore D-RSMA is more robust to channel phase
uncertainty.

V. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we have investigated the co-existence of GEO-
LEO multilayer network with statistical CSIT and CSIR,
where the RSMA is distributedly implemented (D-RSMA)
to mitigate the interference and improve user fairness. To
this end, we have formulated a MMF problem that jointly
optimizes the precoders of GEO and LEO satellites and the
message split of each user subject to the power constraints at
the satellites. We have proposed a robust SDP-based iterative
optimization algorithm to solve this problem. We have further
showed show through numerical results that the proposed D-
RSMA can well manage the interference and boost the MMF
performance of the system. The influence of the GEO power
budget, the number of LUs, the number of LEO satellites and
CSI uncertainty have been studied. We have found that D-
RSMA is robust to the channel phase uncertainty. Besides,
as the increase of GEO transmit power, or the number of
serving LUs, the rate improvement of D-RSMA over other
RSMA, SDMA and NOMA baselines become more signif-
icant. Thanks to the transmission of GEO common stream,
D-RSMA is more capable of managing inter-system and intra-
system interference. These results lead us to conclude that D-
RSMA is superior to existing transmission schemes and has
a great potential to improve the system performance of future
communication networks.
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