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Abstract

Integrating non-terrestrial networks (NTNs), in particular high altitude platform stations (HAPS), with terrestrial networks,
referred to as vHetNets, emerges as a promising future wireless network architecture for providing ubiquitous connectivity. In
this context, optimizing the performance of vHetNets has become a paramount concern, particularly in harmonized spectrum
vHetNets, where HAPS and terrestrial networks share the same frequency band, resulting in severe inter-/intra-tier interference.
This paper provides a comparative analysis of different objective functions, specifically focusing on weighted sum rate (WSR),
network-wide proportional fairness (NW-PF), and network-wide max-min fairness (NW-MMF), with an aim to design a joint user
association scheme and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) beamforming weights in a vHetNet, operating in an urban area.
The simulation results comprehensively compare the behavior of different objective functions in vHetNets and standalone terrestrial
networks. This analysis aims to shed light on the impact of diverse objective functions on the achievable spectral efficiency (SE)
of vHetNets.

Index Terms
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the context of next-generation wireless communications, the transition to sixth-generation (6G) networks presents a
critical challenge in achieving ubiquitous and seamless connectivity. This transition demands innovative architectures to satisfy
growing coverage and heterogeneous data traffic. To this end, one promising approach is integrating aerial platforms, particularly
high altitude platform stations (HAPS), located approximately 20 kilometers above the ground, with terrestrial networks to
form vertical heterogeneous network (vHetNet) architecture for future telecommunications networks [1]–[3]. There are several
advantages and challenges that differentiate vHetNets from terrestrial heterogeneous networks (HetNets). Advantages include
the large footprint of HAPS, and strong line-of-sight (LoS) connection between HAPS and user equipment (UEs); challenges
include limited wireless backhaul capacity and onboard energy caused by the positioning of HAPS. Moreover, in harmonized
spectrum vHetNets, where HAPS-tier and terrestrial network-tier share the same frequency band, inter-/intra-tier interference
is a critical challenge, which necessitates developing efficient algorithms to mitigate and manage propagated interference. The
algorithm design must ensure to enhance the network’s overall performance by optimizing the key network parameters such as
radio resources, antenna array geometry, or other related aspects of wireless networks. Diverse optimization problems can be
formulated in this context, each with a distinct objective and impact on network performance. The network objective functions
range from improving the performance of the worst UE to enhancing the average or total achievable data rate or spectral
efficiency (SE); choosing the most appropriate objective function is important.

The widely used objective functions to study the performance of wireless networks include weighted sum rate (WSR),
network-wide proportional fairness (NW-PF), and network-wide max-min fairness (NW-MMF). Particularly, WSR maximizes
the weighted sum of all UEs’ data rate, NW-PF maximizes the data rate of individual UE, providing a trade-off among achieved
data rate and fairness, and NW-MMF maximizes the minimum achievable data rate of all UEs across the entire network [4].
It is worth mentioning that the term network-wide (NW) is used to emphasize that NW-PF and NW-MMF objective functions
consider the entire network for achieving fairness; although, other variations consider achieving per-cell fairness. Several works
have designed interference management schemes in vHetNets, utilizing various objective functions [5]–[8]. The authors in [5]
proposed an interference coordination method in integrated HAPS-terrestrial networks to maximize the sum data rate of the
UEs. In [6], the authors designed a user association scheme based on the deep Q-learning (DQL) approach to maximize the
network’s sum data rate. In [7], we employed the NW-MMF objective function to design joint subcarrier and power allocation
in a vHetNet. Furthermore, in [8], we solved the NW-MMF problem to design a joint user association scheme and beamforming
weights in a vHetNet.

In standalone terrestrial networks, because of non-LoS (NLoS) links and interference, some UEs face severely low data
rate. In this case, fairness-based objective functions would improve the performance of impacted UEs. On the other hand,
in standalone HAPS networks, with dominant LoS link, WSR would be an appropriate objective function. Whereas for the
vHetNets, it is unclear that which objective function will be appropriate. Hence, this work investigates the impact of objective
function on SE performance of vHetNets. To this end, this study formulates three joint user association and beamforming weights
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Fig. 1: Network architecture.

design (JUBD) problems corresponding to three objective functions, namely WSR, NW-PF, and NW-MMF, in a vHetNet. Since
the formulated problems are strictly non-convex, reformulations and approximations are employed to transform the original
problems into tractable forms, that can be solved iteratively through successive convex approximation (SCA) framework [9].
Comprehensive comparisons are provided through numerical simulations to analyze the impact of the three objective functions
on SE in a vHetNet.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the system model, Section III formulates the
optimization problems, details the problem relaxation, and explains the proposed algorithms, and Section IV discusses the
convergence behavior and complexity of the proposed algorithm. Section V presents the numerical results obtained, and finally,
Section VI concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a vHetNet consisting of one HAPS and B terrestrial macro base stations (MBSs), providing service in a downlink
channel to U single antenna UEs within an urban geographical region, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The base stations1 and UEs are
indexed by b ∈ {1, . . . , B + 1} and u ∈ {1, . . . , U}, respectively, with index b = B + 1 reserved for HAPS. Each base station
b is equipped with a total of Nb antenna elements that are arranged in a uniform planar array (UPA) geometry. Base stations
employ beamforming to generate narrow high gain beams toward UEs; the beamforming matrix at base station b is represented
by Wb = [wb

1, . . . ,w
b
U ] ∈ CNb×U , where wb

u = [wb
1,u, . . . , w

b
Nb,u

]T ∈ CNb , is defined as the beamforming weight vector of
UE u at base station b. Furthermore, we define Hb = [hb

1, . . . ,h
b
U ] ∈ CNb×U , as the channel matrix at base station b, where

hb
u = [hb

1,u, . . . , h
b
Nb,u

]T ∈ CNb denotes the channel vector between base station b and UE u. In this system model, the same
time-frequency resource, with the same bandwidth, has been allocated to all UEs, resulting in propagated interference from all
active base stations toward all UEs.

Considering the different locations of HAPS and MBSs, different propagation characteristics are expected within HAPS and
terrestrial tiers. Particularly, due to the altitude of HAPS, there is a high probability of having a strong LoS connection between
HAPS and UEs, aligned with the small-scale fading components, inherited from the multi-path nature of urban environments.
In this regard, hB+1

u , representing the channel vector between HAPS and UE u, can be modeled as a 3D Rician fading channel
with a dominant LoS and NLoS components as [10]

hB+1
u =

1√
PL(B+1),u

(√ 1

1 +Ku
ĥu +

√
Ku

1 +Ku
hu

)
, ∀u, (1)

where PL(B+1),u represents the free space path loss (FSPL) between HAPS and UE u, calculated as PLb,u = (4πfcdb,u/c)
2,∀u, b =

B+1, where fc is the carrier frequency (in Hz), db,u (in m) is the distance between the base station b and UE u, and c represents
the speed of light in free space. Ku is the Rician factor for UE u, and ĥu ∈ CNB+1 represents the NLoS component of the
channel vector with its elements from a normal random distribution with zero mean and unit variance, NC(0, 1). Accordingly,
hu is the LoS component of the channel vector obtained from the steering vectors [10].

In contrast, for the MBS-UE channel in an urban environment, there is a very low probability of having LoS connection;
therefore, we consider small-scale fading, FSPL, and shadowing for the channel between each MBS and UE. In this regard,
the channel coefficient between antenna element r of MBS b and UE u, denoted as hb

r,u, can be formulated as hb
r,u =

1In this work, the term base station refers to HAPS and MBSs, collectively.



ĥb
r,uξ

b
u/

√
PLb,u, where ĥb

r,u ∼ NC(0, 1), normal random variable with zero mean and unit variance, represents the small-scale

Rayleigh fading channel gain, and ξbu = 10ξ
′b
u /10 denotes the log-normal shadowing gain, where ξ

′b
u is the Gaussian random

variable with zero mean and standard deviation σξ (in dB).
In this system, we represent the binary user association matrix by A ∈ B(B+1)×U , with elements ab,u = 1, ∀b, ∀u, if UE

u is associated to base station b, and ab,u = 0, otherwise. Accordingly, the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for
UE u can be defined as

γu =

∑B+1
b=1

∣∣∣(hb
u

)H
wb

u

∣∣∣2∑B+1
b=1

∑U
k=1
k ̸=u

∣∣∣(hb
u)

H
wb

k

∣∣∣2 + σ2
n

, ∀u, (2)

where σ2
n denotes the variance of the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at UE u, and (·)H refers to the conjugate

transpose operation. It is noteworthy that the equation (2) is applicable under the assumption that the beamforming weights
for non-associated UEs are zero at each base station.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND PROPOSED ALGORITHM

In this section, we formulate three JUBD problems for three different objective functions: WSR, NW-PF, and NW-MMF.
Due to the non-convexity of the original problems, we apply reformulations and approximations to convert them into tractable
and approximate forms. These approximated SCA-based problems can be solved iteratively for the optimal solution, which is
essentially the suboptimal solution of the corresponding original problem.

A. WSR JUBD Algorithm

The WSR JUBD problem aims to maximize the weighted sum of the UEs’ data rate. Considering the assumption that all the
UEs are allocated the same amount of bandwidth, we continue the discussion by replacing the data rate of each UE with SE.
Defining 0 ≤ ξu ≤ 1 as the weight, associated with UE u, the preliminary WSR JUBD optimization problem can be expressed
as

maximize
A,W

U∑
u=1

ξu log2(1 + γu) (3a)

s.t. γu ≥ γmin, ∀u, (3b)
U∑

u=1

a(B+1),uF log2(1 + γu) ≤ RBH, (3c)

∥wb
u∥22 ≤ Pmax

b ab,u, ∀u, ∀b, (3d)
∥Wb∥2F ≤ Pmax

b , ∀b, (3e)
B+1∑
b=1

ab,u = 1, ∀u, (3f)

where γu represents the SINR of UE u, calculated according to (2), W denotes the collection of all beamforming matrices
Wb, ∀b, and γmin refers to the minimum required SINR for each UE. F denotes the bandwidth, allocated to each UE, RBH
refers to the available data rate of the HAPS backhaul link, and Pmax

b is the maximum available transmit power at base station b.
Problem (3) is a mixed integer non-linear programming (MINLP) maximization problem under constraints (3b)-(3f). Constraint
(3b) ensures that the minimum SINR requirement of each UE u is satisfied, and constraint (3c) limits the sum of the data rate of
associated UEs with HAPS to RBH. Constraint (3d) ensures that the beamforming weights for non-associated UEs at each base
station are zero, constraint (3e) limits the total transmit power of each base station b to Pmax

b , and finally, constraint (3f) ensures
that each UE is associated with only one base station. Due to non-convex objective function, non-convex constraints (3b) and
(3c), and the existence of binary variables A, problem (3) is challenging to be solved for the optimal solution. Consequently,
through the steps discussed in the following, we transform problem (3) into an approximated SCA-based convex form, which
can be solved iteratively. An on-the-shelf algorithm, such as the interior point method, can be used to find the optimal solution
at each SCA iteration. Note that the solution to the approximated problem is essentially a suboptimal solution of the original
problem (3).

Step 1: First, we deal with the objective function. To tackle this, considering the monotonically increasing behavior of the
logarithm function, we replace the objective function by

∏U
u=1 (1 + γu)

ξu . Next, we define slack variables t = [1, . . . , tU ]
T ,

with the elements tu, ∀u, as the lower bound for (1 + γu)
ξu , and replace the objective function by its lower bound, f(t) =∏U

u=1 tu. Accordingly, U constraints will be added to the problem as

tu
1/ξu ≤ 1 + γu, ∀u. (4)



∥[2z(Q)
i t(2i−1) − t(2i)]

T ∥2 ≤ t(2i−1) + t(2i), i = {1, . . . , 2Q−1}, (5a)

∥[2z(q)i z
(q+1)

(2i−1) − z
(q+1)

(2i) ]T ∥2 ≤ z
(q+1)

(2i−1) + z
(q+1)

(2i) , q = {1, . . . , Q− 1}, i = {1, . . . , 2q−1}. (5b)

The objective function f(t) can be reformulated as a second-order cone programming (SOCP) representation [11]. In this
regard, we consider the special case of U = 2Q, where Q is a positive integer2. Accordingly, we define 2Q − 1 new slack
variables z

(q)
i , ∀q ∈ {1, . . . , Q}, i ∈ {1, . . . , 2q−1}. Consequently, the objective function can be replaced by z

(1)
1 , and new

series of SOC constraints will be added to the problem according to (5), which is mentioned at the top of this page.
Step 2: In this step, we tackle the constraint (4) which is non-convex due to the fractional formula of γu. To handle this,

we define slack variables βu, ∀u, and αu, ∀u, and replace γu in constraint (4) by its lower bound αu, as

tu
1/ξu ≤ 1 + αu, ∀u, (6)

that represents a convex constraint for 0 ≤ ξu ≤ 1. In order to ensure that αu is the lower bound for γu, two new constraints
should be defined as

αuβu ≤
B+1∑
b=1

∣∣∣(hb
u

)H
wb

u

∣∣∣2, ∀u, (7a)

βu ≥
B+1∑
b=1

U∑
k=1
k ̸=u

∣∣∣(hb
u

)H
wb

k

∣∣∣2 + σ2
n, ∀u. (7b)

Constraint (7b) is convex but constraint (7a) is non-convex. To handle this, we define slack variable matrices P ∈ R(B+1)×U ,
and Q ∈ R(B+1)×U , with their elements, respectively, defined as

pb,u ≤ ℜ
((

hb
u

)H
wb

u

)
, ∀u, ∀b, (8a)

qb,u ≤ ℑ
((

hb
u

)H
wb

u

)
, ∀u, ∀b, (8b)

where, ℜ(·) and ℑ(·) represent the real and imaginary parts of a complex number, respectively. Consequently, equation (7a)
can be reformulated as

αuβu ≤
B+1∑
b=1

(pb,u)
2 + (qb,u)

2, ∀u, (9)

which can be converted to a convex form, according to (10), by moving βu to the right-hand side, and replacing the right-hand
side with its approximated first-order Taylor series:

αu ≤
B+1∑
b=1

2p
(n)
b,u

β
(n)
u

(
pb,u − p

(n)
b,u

)
+

2q
(n)
b,u

β
(n)
u

(
qb,u − q

(n)
b,u

)
+

(
p
(n)
b,u

)2
+
(
q
(n)
b,u

)2
β
(n)
u

(
1− βu − β

(n)
u

β
(n)
u

)
, ∀u. (10)

In equation (10), the superscript (n) refers to the value of the corresponding variable in the nth iteration of the SCA process.
Step 3: Through this step, we deal with constraint (3c). To this end, first, we prove that at each SCA iteration n, SINR for

all UEs, i.e, γu, ∀u, will converge to αu, ∀u, upon convergence.
Proof: We assume that t(n)u and α

(n)
u , are the optimal solutions at SCA iteration n. By contradiction, we show that at the

convergence of SCA iteration n, the term (t
(n)
u )1/ξu − 1 converges to α

(n)
u ; in other words, constraint (6) will be active. If

constraint (6) is not active upon convergence, i.e, (t(n)u )1/ξu − 1 < α
(n)
u , there will be t̂u > t

(n)
u , ∀u, which can be considered

as the better solution than t
(n)
u . As this contracts with the assumption, we conclude that at the convergence, the constraint (6)

will be active. Now, according to inequalities (t
1/ξu
u ) − 1 ≤ γu ≤ αu, ∀u, and the squeeze theorem, γu, ∀u, also converges

to α
(n)
u , ∀u.

Consequently, by replacing γu with αu, employing Jensen’s inequality3, and defining slack variables ηu = a(B+1),uαu, ∀u,
we can replace constraint (3c) as

U∑
u=1

ηu ≤ 2RBH/F − 1, (11)

2If U ̸= 2Q, we can consider nearest power of 2 that is greater than U , and define tu = 1, for u ∈ {U + 1, . . . , 2Q}.
3E{log(f(x))} ≤ log(E{f(x)}), where E denotes the expected value.



which represents a convex constraint. Accordingly, four new constraints will be added to the problem, as below, to ensure that
the actual equality ηu = a(B+1),uαu, ∀u holds:

0 ≤ ηu ≤ γmaxa(B+1),u, ∀u, (12a)
0 ≤ αu − ηu ≤ γmax(1− a(B+1),u), ∀u, (12b)

where γmax is large number denoting the upper bound for αu. As a result, the approximate problem of problem (3) will be as

maximize
A,W,t,z,β,α,P,Q,η

z
(1)
1 (13a)

s.t. (3d), (3e), (3f), (5), (6), (13b)
(7b), (8), (10), (11), (12), (13c)

where z, β, α, and η are the vectors, which collect variables z
(q)
i , βu, αu, and ηu, respectively.

B. NW-PF JUBD Algorithm

Adopting the logarithm utility function for the NW-PF objective function, the preliminary formulated NW-PF JUBD problem
can be expressed as

maximize
A,W

U∑
u=1

log(log(1 + γu)) (14a)

s.t. (3c), (3d), (3e), (3f). (14b)

Similar to problem (3), problem (14) is a MINLP due to the presence of binary variable A, non-convex objective function
and non-convex constraint (3c). Therefore, we convert the problem to the approximate SCA-based tractable form, to be solved
iteratively. To deal with the objective function, we convert the summation to the product as

∏U
u=1 log(1+γu). Accordingly, U

slack variables t = [t1, . . . , tU ]
T will be defined as the lower bound for log2(1+γu), ∀u. In this way, the objective function can

be replaced by f(t) =
∏U

u=1 tu, that can be reformulated as a SOC presentation, according to Step 1 in problem 3 relaxation.
As a result, the set of SOC constraints (5) will be added to the problem, and the objective function will be replaced by z

(1)
1 .

Moreover, U new constraints will be added to the problem as

tu ≤ log(1 + γu), ∀u. (15)

Similar to the relaxation approach, proposed in Step 2 of problem (3) relaxation, we replace γu with its lower bound αu,
and add constraints (7b), (8), and (10) to problem (14). In this way, constraint (15) will be replaced by

etu ≤ 1 + αu, ∀u, (16)

which can be represented as a series of SOC constraints as (17), utilizing the exponential cone approximation [12]. In (17),
parameter m determines the accuracy of the approximation, and kui , i = 1, . . . ,m + 4, ∀u, are the newly defined slack
variables.

kum+4 ≤ 1 + αu, ∀u, (17a)

∥[2 + tu/2
(m−1) 1− ku1 ]

T ∥2 ≤ 1 + ku1 , ∀u, (17b)
∥[5/3 + tu/2

m 1− ku2 ]
T ∥2 ≤ 1 + ku2 , ∀u, (17c)

∥[2ku1 1− ku3 ]
T ∥2 ≤ 1 + ku3 , ∀u, (17d)

19/72 + ku2 + 1/24ku3 ≤ ku4 , ∀u, (17e)
∥[2kui−1 1− kui ]

T ∥2 ≤ 1 + kui , i = 5, 6, . . . ,m+ 4, ∀u. (17f)

Finally, we use the technique, presented in Step 3 of problem (3) relaxation, to transform constraint (3c) to an equivalent
convex form. Consequently, problem (14) can be approximated as

maximize
A,W,k,z,β,α,P,Q,η

z
(1)
1 (18a)

s.t. (3d), (3e), (3f), (5), (7b), (18b)
(8), (10), (11), (12), (17), (18c)

where k is the vector of slack variables kui , ∀u, i = 1, . . . ,m+ 4.



TABLE I: Simulation Parameters.

Parameter Value
Shadowing standard deviation, σξ 8

Rician factor, Ku, ∀u 10
Noise variance, σ2

n −100 dBm
Number of antenna elements, Nb, b ∈ {1, . . . , B}, NB+1 4× 4, 8× 8
Available transmit power, Pmax

b , b ∈ {1, . . . , B}, Pmax
B+1 43 dBm, 52 dBm

UE allocated bandwidth, F 1 MHz
HAPS backhaul link available data rate, RBH 20 Gbps

UE minimum SINR requirement, γmin 1000
Algorithm 1 convergence parameters, Niter, ϵ 10, 10−4

C. NW-MMF JUBD Algorithm

The NW-MMF JUBD problem, maximizes the minimum SE of the UEs, which is equivalent to maximizing the minimum
SINR of the UEs within the entire network. In this way, the NW-MMF JUBD problem can be formulated as

maximize
A,W

min γu
u

(19a)

s.t. (3c), (3d), (3e), (3f). (19b)

Problem (19) can be reformulated by replacing the objective function with new variable γm, representing the minimum
SINR of the entire network, and adding U constraints according to (20) to the problem to ensure that the MMF is maintained
within the entire network.

γu ≥ γm, ∀u. (20)

With a similar rationale as the WSR and NW-PF problems (3) and (14), problem (19) represents a MINLP that can be
converted to equivalent SCA form as (21) using the techniques introduced in steps 2 and 3 of the WSR problem:

maximize
A, W,γm,β,α,P,Q,η

γm (21a)

s.t. αu ≥ γm,∀u, (21b)
(3d), (3e), (3f), (7b), (8), (10), (11), (12). (21c)

Algorithm 1 describes the JUBD algorithm for three discussed objective functions. Algorithm 1 solves the approximated
problem (13), (18), or (21), iteratively for the optimal solution. Upon convergence, which is defined as when a tolerable change
in the objective function value is achieved (less than ϵ), or the maximum number of SCA iterations, Niter, is reached, whichever
first, the algorithm stops.

Algorithm 1 Iterative WSR/NW-PF/NW-MMF JUBD algorithm for vHetNets.

1: Input: U, B, Nb, Hb, Pmax
b , ξu, γmin, γmax, F, RBH, σ2

n, Niter.
2: Output: W∗, A∗.
3: Initialize β(0), P(0), Q(0), and set n := 0.
4: while not Converged do
5: Solve (13)/(18)/(21) to find A(n)∗, W(n)∗, β(n)∗, Q(n)∗, P(n)∗, γ(n)∗

m .
6: Update β(n+1) := β(n)∗, P(n+1) := P(n)∗,Q(n+1) := Q(n)∗, n := n+ 1.

IV. CONVERGENCE AND COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we discuss the convergence and complexity of NW-MMF JUBD algorithm. The discussion can be generalized
to other two algorithms with the same rationale. First, it is evident that γ(n)

m is a feasible point for approximated problems
at iteration (n + 1). In accordance with the optimality condition, γ(n)

m ≤ γ
(n+1)
m , it confirms the monotonically increasing

behavior of the SCA problem’s objective function across iterations. Further, the approximated problems are inherently bounded
maximization problems due to the imposition of the maximum transmit power constraint. Thus, the sequence of iterate γ

(n)
m

is convergent. Finally, the optimal point of the SCA-based approximated problem satisfies the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)
conditions of the original problem [ [9] Proposition 3.2]. The worst-case computational cost of the algorithm is mainly
determined by the branch-and-bound method to solve mixed-integer problem at each SCA iteration and is given as O(2U(B+1)).
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Fig. 2: Statistical behavior of SE in a vHetNet (4 MBSs + 1 HAPS) for different objective functions.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This study considers a 4 Km by 4 Km square urban geographical area, covered by one HAPS and four MBSs, serving 16
uniformly distributed UEs, under the carrier frequency fc = 2.545 GHz. Simulation results compare the statistical behavior of
per UE SE (i.e., log2(1 + γu), ∀u), sum SE (i.e.,

∑U
u=1 log2(1 + γu)), and minimum SE (i.e., min

u
γu). These performance

metrics are analyzed under the implementation of the JUBD Algorithm 1, tailored for WSR, NW-PF, and NW-MMF objectives
in the envisioned vHetNet. In the WSR scenario, equal weights are assumed for all UEs, i.e., ξu = 1, ∀u. In addition to
vHetNet, we consider a standalone terrestrial network, comprising 5 MBSs; accordingly, we implement JUBD Algorithm 1 in
this standalone terrestrial network and compare the results with the vHetNet. The rest of the simulation parameters are listed in
Table I. For each scenario, outcomes are derived from 1000 independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random placements
of the 16 UEs within the area.

Fig. 2 illustrates the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of per UE SE, sum SE, and minimum SE, obtained by
implementing JUBD Algorithm 1 in the vHetNet. Two observations can be deduced from Fig. 2a, which plots the CDF
of per UE SE. First, it can be observed that NW-PF and WSR objective functions lead to higher average SE compared to
NW-MMF; on the other hand, NW-MMF objective function achieves a higher fifth percentile value compared to NW-PF and



160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320

Sum spectral efficiency (b/s/Hz)

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1

C
D

F

vHetNet: WSR (
u
=1)

vHetNet: NW-PF

vHetNet: NW-MMF

Terrestrial: WSR (
u
=1)

Terrestrial: NW-PF

Terrestrial: NW-MMF

(a) CDF of sum SE.

6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Minimum spectral efficiency (b/s/Hz)

0

0.25

0.5

0.75

1
C

D
F

vHetNet: WSR (
u
=1)

vHetNet: NW-PF

vHetNet: NW-MMF

Terrestrial: WSR (
u
=1)

Terrestrial: NW-PF

Terrestrial: NW-MMF

(b) CDF of minimum SE.

Fig. 3: Comparison between statistical behavior of SE in a vHetNet (4 MBSs + 1 HAPS) and standalone terrestrial network (5 MBSs).

WSR scenarios, providing an improved performance for the worst UE. Second, the CDF curve in NW-MMF has a steeper
curve compared to the other two objective functions, validating a lower variance for per UE SE values in NW-MMF scenario.
The second observation validates the more stable quality of service (QoS) for UEs in different locations across the region.

According to Fig. 2b, WSR algorithm provides the highest sum SE. In addition, according to Fig. 2c, the NW-MMF
objective function provides the highest minimum SE. Furthermore, NW-PF can be considered as a trade-off between sum SE
and minimum SE. Specifically, NW-PF provides a higher sum SE compared to NW-MMF and provides a higher minimum SE
compared to WSR scenario. Therefore, while choosing proper objective function for JUBD Algorithm 1 in vHetNet depends on
the specific requirement of the network (improving worst UE performance, achieve higher sum data rate, or providing fairness),
it can be concluded from the results in Fig. 2 that using NW-PF objective function can provide a good sum SE aligned with
acceptable performance for the worst UE.

Fig. 3 compares the performance of Algorithm 1, using different objective functions, in vHetNet and standalone terrestrial
network. Three observations can be obtained from Fig. 3. First, it can be observed that integrating HAPS with terrestrial
networks improves the performance of the network. Second, it can be observed that the CDF curves in vHetNet are steeper
than corresponding curves in the standalone terrestrial network, resulting in a more stable QoS in the vHetNet. Finally, as
can be observed in Fig. 3a and validated by Fig. 3b, vHetNet provides higher SE values for the worst UEs. Particularly, an
improved fifth percentile value can be observed from vHetNet in all algorithms. This observation can provide us with the
conclusion that employing HAPS, to be integrated with the standalone terrestrial networks, can be considered a promising
network architecture to improve the worst UE performance, and in particular the UEs that cannot establish a good channel
condition in the terrestrial network, and therefore, receiving a low QoS.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we formulated the joint user association and beamforming weights design (JUBD) problem for three objective
functions (WSR, NW-PF, and NW-MMF). Since the formulated problems were non-convex, we employed reformulations and
approximations to convert the problem to equivalent tractable SCA-based forms. Simulation results provided a comprehensive
comparison between the statistical behavior of SE in different scenarios. The SE performance results under all three objective
functions indicate that integrating HAPS with terrestrial networks improves the performance of the network. In addition, using
NW-PF as the objective problem provides a good trade-off between achieved sum SE and minimum SE.
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