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Abstract—Drones are envisaged as an important part of the 

future 6G systems. With the possibility of their fast deployment 

they provide additional connectivity options in form of a 

hotspot. However, typically in such a use case they require 

provisioning of a wireless backhaul link to facilitate their proper 

operation, which might be a challenging task in urban 

environment. One of the possible ways to connect such nodes is 

to use the integrate access and backhaul (IAB) approach, where 

part of the spectrum dedicated for user access at the base station 

is used for wireless backhauling. Thus, in this work we consider 

the problem of establishing a multi-hop wireless backhaul link 

following the IAB concept, with the aid of drone relay stations 

(DRSs) and reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs). We 

formulate the problem of coverage improvement with fixed 

number of relays assuming certain throughput requirements on 

the backhaul. We show with simulations that the use of RISs 

allows for improvement of coverage in such a scenario or 

reduction in the number of involved nodes to provide the 

required backhaul. 

 
Index Terms—backhaul, multi-hop, RIS, UAV 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

ONE of the key use cases considered with 5G and beyond 

wireless networks is the provisioning of enhanced mobile 

broadband (eMBB) services through deployment of a large 

number of small base stations (BSs), creating the so-called 

ultra-dense networks (UDN). One of the challenges when 

deploying UDN is provisioning of backhaul network that will 

connect the numerous nodes to the core network [1]. 

Solutions relying on wired backhauling might be not 

available, congested or providing only limited capacity. Thus, 

fast and economic deployment of backhaul infrastructures 

providing the required capacity is considered a key enabler 

for UDN. 

Wireless backhaul provisioning with the relay nodes is 

considered in 5G system, among other solutions, in the 

framework of integrated access and backhaul (IAB) concept. 

The idea behind IAB is to serve simultaneously end users and 

relay nodes over wireless links with a single macro BS for 

coverage extension. Two distinct approaches can be 

considered with IAB: in-band backhauling, where the same 

frequency resources are used for user access and backhauling, 

resulting in possible interference between these links, and 

out-of-band backhauling, where separate frequency resources 

are used for user access and backhaul provisioning, thus 

reducing the interference problem [2]. 

Among the emerging technologies introduced in 5G 

systems, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) are envisaged as 

an important part of wireless access networks, providing, 

among others, reconfigurable on-demand access or relay 

nodes. The main advantage of such UAV-assisted wireless 

communications is its low deployment cost, suitable for 

emergency scenarios, or temporary network capacity boosts. 

Furthermore, the wireless channels between UAVs and 

ground nodes typically is a line-of-sight (LoS) link, thus 

providing better wireless coverage and higher 

communication throughput. With the fully controllable 

mobility of UAVs in three-dimensional (3D) airspace, they 

can adaptively change their locations to improve the 

communications performance. Therefore, one of the 

envisaged applications of UAVs is to provide wireless 

backhaul connectivity to the small BSs [3]. In a scenario 

when multiple UAVs are deployed as quasi-stationary aerial 

relay nodes, by optimizing their location and the routing path, 

a wireless multi-hop backhaul link can be established 

between a small BS and a macro BS.  

The deployment and control of UAV-enriched wireless 

multi-hop network is a challenging task. UAV size, mobility, 

payload, energy consumption and the related battery 

endurance are the key constraints, and are subject to 

performance degradation, making it difficult to incorporate a 

drone as a reliable node for 5G or beyond wireless network. 

Additionally, in an urban environment, UAVs may 

experience LoS link blockage due to high rise buildings, thus 

requiring use of a high number of such nodes to provide high 

capacity backhaul. In order to overcome these problems, 

advanced transmission techniques making use of 

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RIS) can be considered to 

improve the capacity or reliability of wireless links [4] in such 

a challenging scenario, where establishing LoS links between 

UAVs (or UAV and BS) is not possible or requires increase 

in the number of operating drones. 

RISs, also called intelligent reflecting surfaces (IRSs) or large 

intelligent surfaces (LISs), are arrays with a large number of 

reflecting elements that can be used to change the amplitude, 

frequency or phase of the incident signals [5]. RIS are capable 

of mitigating a wide range of challenges encountered in 

diverse wireless networks, proactively modifying the 

wireless communication environment, thus providing gains 

in capacity, reliability, sustainability, coverage, and secrecy 

performance of wireless communication. One of the main 

advantages of RISs is the ease of their deployment. Made of 

nearly-passive devices of electromagnetic material, they can 

be mounted on several structures, including building facades, 

indoor walls, aerial platforms, roadside billboards, etc. 

Furthermore, they are more energy efficient than the 

conventional relays, as the phase, absorption, reflection, or 
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refraction of IRS passive reflecting elements can control the 

incident signals without any need of RF chains. With their 

capability of reconfiguring the wireless propagation 

environment by compensating for the power loss over long 

distances, they can help in forming virtual LoS links between 

the two transmission endpoints without direct LoS 

propagation.  Finally, RISs are compatible with current radio 

technologies, supporting full-duplex and full-band 

transmission due to the fact that they only reflect the EM 

waves. Thus, their integration in existing wireless systems is 

possible without significant changes in hardware. 

When it comes to the use of RISs with UAVs, due to their 

uniform spatial configuration when installed on high altitude 

buildings, these can provide shorter LoS paths. Especially in 

urban scenarios, RISs can be employed to overcome the 

signal blocking by high-rise buildings when communicating 

with UAVs operating at low altitude. Furthermore, with RIS 

mounted on a mobile UAV rather than a fixed wall or 

building, gains in coverage and flexibility of deployment are 

envisaged. RIS-assisted UAVs can be used to reduce the 

channel complexity and mitigate interference for wireless 

communication as well as access delay and energy 

consumption for UAVs [6]. By joint optimization of UAV’s 

trajectory and resource allocation, accounting for the 

presence of RISs, one can achieve significant reduction in 

power consumption, which is one of the crucial factors in 

UAV-assisted wireless networks. 

In this work, following the research described in [7], we 

consider the problem of placing the drone-based relay station 

(DRSs) and multi-hop transmission path selection to ensure 

backhaul connectivity to a given point (small BS) between 

obstacles, as shown in Fig. 1. Assuming the backhaul link is 

realized with radio communications in the framework of the 

5G system, and specific requirements on throughput provided 

to the end node are formulated, we extend the work by adding 

RISs deployed in different configurations on buildings' 

facades. Following an assumption on the throughput 

requirement, we show that with RISs it is possible to increase 

the coverage with the use of a fixed set of UAVs, or reduce 

the number of drones required for backhauling for a certain 

served small cell. 

The remaining part of this paper is structured as follows. 

Section II summarizes selected works on the topic of UAV 

positioning aiming at optimization of wireless backhaul 

provisioning. Section III introduces the considered system 

model and parameters, as well as the basic formulation of the 

optimization goal. Section IV presents the envisaged solution 

to the introduced problem along with its exemplary analysis 

via simulations. The following Section V outlines the 

possible further development of the optimization problem, 

and other considerations or assumptions on the investigated 

scenario. Finally, Section VI concludes the work. 

II. RELATED WORK 

The idea of wireless backhauling with the use of UAVs 

gained a lot of attention in research recently, following the 

introduction of aerial network part concept for 6G. While 

there are many works focusing on the resource allocation 

problem for wireless backhauling with drones, only several 

of them include UAV positioning as one of the optimized 

parameters. The work presented in [8] presents the problem 

of resource allocation in an in-band IAB scenario where 

drones are used as access points using wireless backhaul to 

the macro BS. Power allocation as well as UAVs locations 

are optimized to maximize the network performance in terms 

of sum rate, however, only single-hop backhauling is 

considered. Similarly, [9] considers a similar IAB scenario, 

however using out-of-band backhauling in the mmWave band 

and aiming at optimizing the drones’ locations. More 

sophisticated optimization problem is considered in [10], 

where joint UAV location, user scheduling and association 

and spectrum resource allocation is considered with single-

hop UAV-aided wireless backhauling. Similar optimization 

problem is also considered in [11] applied to the cognitive 

radio network, thus also accounting for the inter-system 

interference. However, all these works do not consider a 

multi-hop backhaul configuration. Such problem is 

investigated in [12], where aspects of throughput 

maximization with proper UAV positioning and bandwidth 

and power allocation is considered. Multi-hop networking is 

also considered in [13], where a game-theoretic framework is 

proposed for backhaul optimization. 

The introduction of RIS concept opened new possibilities 

in establishing a wireless backhaul link for UAVs. However, 

as the RIS idea is relatively new, only recent works consider 

its application with drone-assisted backhauling. In [14] a 

high-altitude platform system mounted RIS is considered for 

backhaul provisioning to drone BSs, focusing on energy-

efficiency aspects. Placement and array partitioning strategies 

for airborne RIS are investigated, as well as optimization of 

phasing of array elements. Similarly, drone-mounted RIS is 

considered in [15], where a multi-armed bandit problem is 

formulated for a mmWave backhauling scenario. However, 

neither of these works consider a hybrid scenario with 

mixture of RIS and DRSs. 

III. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION 

A. System model 

In this work we consider UAV-assisted multi-hop 

backhauling in an urban environment, where a single macro 

BS is responsible for providing coverage over the whole area 

with the aid of drones. We consider an out-of-band IAB 

scenario, where a dedicated part (B) of a mmWave band is 

reserved for backhauling purposes. We assume that there are 

at most N UAVs available that can serve as an access point or 

 
Fig. 1.  Illustration of the envisaged application scenario, where RIS and 
UAVs are used to provide a multi-hop backhaul link between the macro BS 

and a small BS. 
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as a relay node for multi-hop backhaul provisioning. We 

consider an extended Madrid grid [16] scenario, where the 

macro BS is located in the center of the considered area 

shown in Fig.2. Drones operate in a semi-static way once 

being deployed in any of the locations on the road 

intersections (marked with red stars in Fig. 2). Furthermore, 

we consider availability of R RISs mounted on the facades of 

selected buildings, which can be used to increase the 

connectivity range of a single-hop transmission. 

Due to the capacity constraints of the backhaul links, we 

assume that certain throughput needs to be achieved between 

the macro BS and UAV or between two UAVs for a link to 

be considered as available, thus considering the LOS links. 

We consider the losses due to reflections on obstacles are too 

high with the considered frequencies to provide enough 

capacity for a single hop. However, we account for the 

possibility of reflected transmission via RIS, where the 

received power level depends on the joint attenuation of the 

two paths: transmitter to RIS and RIS to the receiver. The link 

budget is then calculated based on the path-loss estimated 

following the formulas given below. In the case of a direct 

mmWave link between two stations (i.e., no RIS involved), 

the path loss is similar to the free-space path loss, and it is 

given by [17]: 

  𝑃𝐿𝑑𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡
𝑑𝐵(𝑑) = 𝑃𝐿(𝑑0) + 10𝛼 ∙ 𝑙𝑜𝑔 (𝑑) (1) 

Where 𝑑 is the distance, 𝑃𝐿(𝑑0) is the free-space path loss at 

distance 𝑑0 = 5𝑚, and 𝛼 is the path loss exponent. In our 

work we assume 𝑃𝐿(𝑑0) = 39 dB for 38 GHz transmission 

and  𝛼 = 2.13 [9, Table 3]. As for the path loss when RIS is 

involved, we use the same model as in [18]: 

  

 𝑃𝐿𝑅𝐼𝑆
𝑑𝐵(𝑑1→𝑅, 𝑑𝑅→2) = 𝑃𝐿(𝑑0) + 

10𝛽 ∙ 𝑙𝑜𝑔 (𝑀2(𝑑1→𝑅 + 𝑑𝑅→2))  −   𝑔𝑏𝑓 (2) 
where 𝑀 is the number of meta-surfaces per RIS, 𝛽 is the path 

loss exponent, and finally 𝑑1→𝑅 and 𝑑𝑅→2 are the transmitter-

RIS and RIS-receiver distances, respectively.  Furthermore, 

we assume that the RIS is actively reflecting signals with 

beamforming capabilities which is accounted for by adding 

the gain term, 𝑔𝑏𝑓, in the formula which reduces the resulting 

path loss. We assume that 𝑀 = 3 and 𝛽 = 𝛼 = 2.13. 

The average link throughput can be calculated using the 

modified Shannon formula [19]: 

 

 𝐶𝑖 = 𝜂 ∙ 𝐵(𝑒𝑓𝑓) log2(1 + 𝑆𝑁𝑅𝑖), (3) 
where 𝜂 is the throughput efficiency of the system (fraction 

of data bits in total number of bits transmitted), 𝐵(𝑒𝑓𝑓) is the 

used effective total bandwidth and 𝑆𝑁𝑅𝑖 is the average 

signal-to-noise ratio of the i-th hop, calculated as: 

 𝑆𝑁𝑅𝑖 =
𝑃𝑖

(𝑇𝑋)
𝑔𝑖

𝜎2 , (4) 

with 𝑃𝑖
(𝑇𝑋)

 and 𝑔𝑖 being the transmit power (constrained as 

𝑃𝑖
(𝑇𝑋)

≤ 𝑃𝑚𝑎𝑥)  and the channel gain of the i-th link, 

respectively, and 𝜎2 representing the noise component. 

Channel gain can be calculated accounting for the path-loss 

and antenna gains of the link as 𝑔𝑖 =

𝐺𝑖
(𝑇𝑥)

𝐺𝑖
(𝑅𝑥)

10 log10 𝑃𝐿𝑖
𝑑𝐵 , where 𝐺𝑖

(𝑇𝑥)
 and 𝐺𝑖

(𝑅𝑥)
 are the 

transmit and receive antenna gains, respectively, and 𝑃𝐿𝑖
𝑑𝐵 is 

calculated using (1) or (2) for the direct or RIS-aided links, 

respectively. Furthermore, we assume that 𝜂 and 𝐵(𝑒𝑓𝑓) can 

be calculated following the 5G system specification [20].  

B. Problem formulation 

The aim of this work is to maximize the coverage of the 

macro BS providing backhaul opportunities capable of 

achieving a minimal throughput Cmin, with the aid of at most 

N UAVs operating as access points or relay nodes. Each UAV 

might be located in one of the predefined locations, where the 

drone location Ln = (xn, yn) with (xn, yn) being the Cartesian 

coordinates. Thus, the optimization problem can be 

formulated as: 

 max
{𝐿1,𝐿2,…,𝐿𝑛}

|𝐴| , 𝑛 ≤ 𝑁, (5) 

where 𝐴 = {𝐿𝑘 , ∀𝑘: 𝑄𝑘 = 1} is the set of all possible 

locations of an access point UAV where backhaul 

connectivity to macro BS can be provided. 𝑄𝑘 is the 

connectivity indicator of access point location 𝐿𝑘 defined as: 

 𝑄𝑘 = ∏ 𝑞𝑖 , 𝑛 ≤ 𝑁𝑛
𝑖=1 , (6) 

where 𝑞𝑖 denotes the availability of connection via the i-th 

hop of the backhaul link formulated as: 

 𝑞𝑖 = {
1 𝑖𝑓 𝐶𝑖 ≥ 𝐶𝑚𝑖𝑛

0   𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒 
, (7) 

Using (3), the value of 𝐶𝑖 is calculated for the i-th link and 

it can be translated to an SNR requirement of 𝑆𝑁𝑅𝑚𝑖𝑛. 

When RIS is included in communication on one of the 

hops, this particular link is still considered as a single-hop 

one, despite the RIS supporting the transmission. In such a 

case the formula for throughput calculation accounts for the 

joint path-loss of two paths in communication with RIS: 

TxRIS and reflected path RISRx. Thus, equation (2) is 

used in channel gain estimation.  

IV. SOLUTION AND EXEMPLARY EVALUATION 

A. Proposed solution including RIS availability 

Given an environment with obstacles (e.g., similar to Fig. 2) 

and any two points in the area, we can find if these two points 

are visible to each other (i.e., have a clear LOS path) using 

the algorithm described in [7]. There, Lee’s visibility graph 

algorithm was applied to a graph 𝐺(𝑉, 𝐸) that contains the set 

of all buildings’ edges, 𝐸, and the set of their corner vertices, 

𝑉, which are considered the set of points for which the 

visibility is calculated. That is, for every point 𝑣𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 we find 

the set of visible points from the set of the remaining vertices 

{𝑣𝑗 ∈ 𝑉 −  𝑣𝑖}. Then, given the resulting visibility graph 𝑉𝑔 

that contains edges between vertices that are visible to each 

 
Fig. 2.  A schematic of buildings layout, macro BS (MBS, marked by a blue 
square), and possible relaying UAVs locations (marked with red circles) for 

the considered Madrid grid urban environment setup. 
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other, we can apply Dijkstra’s algorithm to select the shortest 

path through successive LOS hops. 

In this work we extend the algorithm to account for new 

possible paths resulting from an RIS installed on a building 

façade. Using Lee’s algorithm, we are also able to find all 

visible points from a given RIS. If two points are visible to 

the RIS then this indicates that a link can be made between 

them with no extra DRS involved. To proceed further, for 

every installed RIS we find the set of visible points from that 

RIS. Then, we add an edge to the earlier visibility graph for 

every possible pair of points.  

 Now that we have made the points that can communicate 

through an RIS visible to each other, what remains is to apply 

Dijkstra’s algorithm to find a backhaul path to any given 

point. For finding the path, we define different costs for direct 

edges between two points and for indirect edges that go 

through an RIS, while also taking into consideration the 

expected rate of any edge, 𝐶𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 , which is obtained using (3). 

These costs are obtained using: 

 𝐷𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 =

{

 𝑃𝐿𝑑𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡
𝑑𝐵 + 𝑃 𝑖𝑓 𝑑𝑖𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐶𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒  >  𝐶𝑚𝑖𝑛 

 𝑃𝐿𝑅𝐼𝑆
𝑑𝐵 + 𝑃 𝑖𝑓 𝑅𝐼𝑆 𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒 𝑎𝑛𝑑 𝐶𝑒𝑑𝑔𝑒  >  𝐶𝑚𝑖𝑛

∞ 𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒

  (8) 

where 𝑃 is a fixed penalty per hop to guide the search 

towards paths with least hops, and ∞ is a sufficiently large 

number indicating that the edge does not satisfy the rate 

requirement and therefore it should be avoided if possible. 

B. Simulations 

In our simulations we compare two scenarios: the case 

where there are no RISs; and the case where two RISs are 

installed in the middle square. These RISs provide virtual 

LOS paths between any two points that are visible to the RIS 

within the obstacles, the channel through the RIS also 

includes a beamforming gain of  𝑔𝑏𝑓 as previously mentioned. 

These points belong to the set of feasible DRS locations 

which is obtained from the buildings’ corners. Table 1 lists 

the simulation parameters assumed. 

 
Table 1: Assumed simulation parameters. 

Parameter Value 

Transmission power 𝑷(𝑻𝒙) 100 mW 

RIS beamforming gain 𝒈𝒃𝒇 15 dB 

Noise power 𝝈𝟐 -131 dBm 

Throughput efficiency 𝜼 0.82 

Effective bandwidth 𝑩(𝒆𝒇𝒇) 18.72 MHz 

Required SNR: 𝑺𝑵𝑹𝒎𝒊𝒏 

(Corresponding to minimum 

throughput 𝑪𝒎𝒊𝒏) 

41, 31, 21, and 11 dB 

(200, 150, 100,  

and 55 Mbps) 

The first results we show in Fig. 3 indicate the required 

number of DRS hops for providing connectivity to each point 

from the considered set of points. In this case we assume 

𝑺𝑵𝑹𝒎𝒊𝒏  =  31 dB and no RISs installed. We compare these 

results with the case where R=2 RISs are installed (Fig. 4) 

that clearly shows the increased reachability of the MBS to 

farther destinations. Furthermore, less hops are required for 

reaching the same earlier destinations marked in Fig. 3 and 

the whole map can be covered with 7 hops only, whereas 8 

hops were needed for covering almost the entire map without 

RISs as shown in Fig. 3. 

 

Next, we obtain the achievable rate of each point in the 

map and compare the two scenarios by plotting heatmaps 

illustrating the achievable rate distribution which is shown in 

Fig. 5. Note that to obtain the rate at any point, we need to 

find the path of selected hops providing connectivity to that 

particular point and select the minimum rate between any two 

hops as the maximum achieved throughput at that point. Fig. 

5 illustrates the improvement in terms of reachability and 

throughput that is achieved when only a single location is 

supplemented with RISs. This improvement arises from both 

the new virtual LOS paths and the increased signal power due 

to the beamforming gain.  

 
Fig. 3.  Required number of DRS hops to reach each point is indicated by 

the marker color and shape. Notice that not all map is reachable with a 

maximum of 8 DRS hops.  

  

 
Fig. 4. Required number of DRS hops to reach each point when two RISs 
are installed at the marked location. 7 DRS are almost sufficient for covering 

the entire map. 

 
Fig. 5. Heatmap showing the distribution of achievable rate in the map. The left 

figure concerns the case where no RISs are installed, whereas the right figure 

shows the results when two RISs are installed in locations indicated in Fig. 4. 
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Finally, Fig. 6 shows different bar plots considering 

different SNR requirements and illustrating the number of 

reachable points from the set of all feasible points shown in 

Fig. 2 that count to 600 points. For each SNR requirement, 

we increase the number of allowed DRS hops, 𝑁, 

successively up to a maximum of 8. In the case where an SNR 

requirement of 41 dB is assumed, we notice that without any 

RISs deployment we can only reach a maximum of 3 points 

because the distance, and therefore the path loss, between 

feasible points limits the reachability regardless of the 

number of DRS hops. Similarly, when deploying the RISs, 

and regardless of 𝑁, we can only reach a maximum of 50 

points which is a great improvement in terms of reachability. 

For further illustration, we plot this specific scenario in Fig. 

7 to better understand the reason for this behavior. We can 

observe that the distance between endpoints of long buildings 

edges incurs a path loss which prevents links satisfying the 

SNR requirement. In the case where RISs are installed, the 

beamforming gain allows the establishment of links through 

the RIS and to the other side of the long buildings. This is a 

clear limitation of our simplified selection of feasible points 

(i.e., building corners), to overcome this issue, the middle 

points of long buildings edges can be also added to the set of 

feasible points to increase the density of points and therefore 

allow less path loss values when selecting successive hops. 

Otherwise, more RISs can be deployed in appropriate 

location to stretch the reachability further. As for the other 

figures with higher SNR requirements, we can observe that 

all points can be reached by increasing 𝑁 and at a faster rate 

in the case where RISs are installed. 

V. NEXT STEPS 

So far in this work we have investigated only the coverage 

problem for RIS and UAV assisted multi-hop backhauling. 

While providing connectivity and required backhaul capacity 

to a significant area is a crucial task, other important factors 

can be also accounted for. Energy efficiency factors can be 

considered aiming at reducing the number of required DRSs 

to provide the required capacity. Furthermore, reducing the 

transmission latency for the considered backhaul link, where 

each additional DRS introduces processing delay related to 

the decode-and-forward procedure, is of importance. Thus, 

 

 
Fig. 6. The bars show the number of reachable points in the map for the SNR requirements of 41 dB (top left), 31 dB (top right), 21 dB (bottom left), and 11 

dB (bottom right). For the stringent requirement of 41 dB, we observe that the reachability is limited by the distance between feasible points and, therefore, 

increasing the number of DRS hops does not increase the reachability. 

 
Fig. 7. Reachable points with and without RISs involvement for an SNR 
requirement of 41 dB. Notice that increasing N does not increase 

reachability. 
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among the envisaged joint optimization criteria one can 

consider the following: 

● achieved throughput - the total data rate achieved in 

a multi-hop link, depending on the propagation 

conditions of each hop, 

● energy consumption - the amount of energy required 

for deployment and operation of the DRSs involved 

in creation of the multi-hop link, including also the 

power consumption related to signal transmission 

(frontend processing), 

● introduced latency - the delay in information 

transfer, taking into account both the propagation 

delays and the processing delays related to the need 

of additional signal processing performed at DRSs 

(signal decoding, reallocation of resources if 

needed). 

Furthermore, we can also consider different, more 

complicated configurations of availability of RISs. So far, we 

have considered only fixed RIS mounting on buildings’ 

facades. With the next steps we will investigate the 

positioning of DRSs knowing the availability and 

deployment configuration of RISs, considering the possible 

changes in their location. One can consider the use of mobile 

RISs, that can be mounted e.g. on vehicles or UAVs, thus 

providing more degrees of freedom with their deployment. 

Such a scenario will require advanced tools for optimization 

of the path selection and DRSs placement, thus both 

conventional optimization and machine learning tools will be 

accounted for in the investigation. Furthermore, use of 

additional context information that can be stored in databases, 

such as e.g., the Radio Environment Maps (REMs), will be 

considered to further improve the performance of the 

developed optimization algorithms. Finally, when in-band 

IAB configuration is considered, the problem needs to be 

extended to a general resource allocation problem with 

significant new types of interference, where the same time-

frequency resources are allocated to end users or backhaul 

links. 

VI. CONCLUSION 

In this work we study the idea of providing a multi-hop 

backhaul link between a macro BS and an UAV-mounted 

hotspot with the use of drone relay stations and 

reconfigurable intelligent surfaces. With this contribution we 

aim to optimize the coverage of the network by maximizing 

the number of available deployment locations for the drone 

access point, assuming minimum throughput constraints on 

the multi-hop link. We show that with the use RISs it is 

possible to increase the coverage by extending the individual 

links between macro BS and UAV or between two UAVs. 

Furthermore, we propose some improvements and open 

topics for further study in this area that will be conducted as 

the next steps of our research. 
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