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Abstract—Space-air-ground integrated networks (SAGINs) are
emerging as a pivotal element in the evolution of future wireless
networks. Despite their potential, the joint design of communica-
tion and computation within SAGINs remains a formidable chal-
lenge. In this paper, the problem of energy efficiency in SAGIN-
enabled probabilistic semantic communication (PSC) system is
investigated. In the considered model, a satellite needs to transmit
data to multiple ground terminals (GTs) via an unmanned aerial
vehicle (UAV) acting as a relay. During transmission, the satellite
and the UAV can use PSC technique to compress the transmitting
data, while the GTs can automatically recover the missing infor-
mation. The PSC is underpinned by shared probability graphs
that serve as a common knowledge base among the transceivers,
allowing for resource-saving communication at the expense of in-
creased computation resource. Through analysis, the computation
overhead function in PSC is a piecewise function with respect
to the semantic compression ratio. Therefore, it is important
to make a balance between communication and computation to
achieve optimal energy efficiency. The joint communication and
computation problem is formulated as an optimization problem
aiming to minimize the total communication and computation
energy consumption of the network under latency, power, com-
putation capacity, bandwidth, semantic compression ratio, and
UAV location constraints. To solve this non-convex non-smooth
problem, we propose an iterative algorithm where the closed-
form solutions for computation capacity allocation and UAV
altitude are obtained at each iteration. Numerical results show
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Space-air-ground integrated network, semantic
communication, joint communication and computation optimiza-
tion, energy efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN the era of rapid advancements in satellite and unmanned
aerial vehicle (UAV) technology, the potential of space-air-

ground integrated networks (SAGINs) to revolutionize future
communication systems is becoming increasingly evident [1].
SAGIN covers satellites, aerial platforms, and terrestrial nodes,
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making it a multi-level three-dimensional (3D) network [2].
This 3D characteristic gives SAGINs global broadband cov-
erage, which is a major demand in future wireless networks
[3]. Moreover, with the exponential growth in computation
capability of ground, aerial and space platforms, SAGINs
are able to provide computing-intensive services, such as
semantic communication [4]. These advantages make SAGIN
a promising key technology for future mobile networks.

Satellite is a key component in SAGINs, and satellite
communication has several unique advantages compared to
conventional terrestrial communication [5]. Firstly, it provides
global coverage, enabling communication in remote and iso-
lated areas where traditional infrastructure is impractical [6].
Satellite networks also offer high reliability and resilience,
as they are less susceptible to natural disasters or localized
disruptions that can affect terrestrial communication systems
[7]. Additionally, satellite communication supports high data
transfer rates, facilitating the transmission of large volumes of
information for applications like broadband internet, television
broadcasting, and secure military communications [8], [9].
The advent of Starlink, a satellite internet constellation de-
veloped by SpaceX, exemplifies the remarkable advancements
in satellite communication [10]. Starlink leverages a massive
network of low Earth orbit (LEO) satellites to provide high-
speed, low-latency internet access globally. The deployment of
Starlink showcases the potential for satellite communication to
revolutionize global internet infrastructure, offering a scalable
and flexible solution to meet the growing demands for high-
speed connectivity in a wide range of applications.

UAVs are essential in improving the convenience of SA-
GINs by offering a unique combination of multi-functionality,
high mobility, ease of deployment, and cost effectiveness [11].
As a result, UAV-assisted communication stands out as an
indispensable technology in the evolution of SAGINs. The
growing interest in UAV-enabled wireless communication net-
works has prompted researchers to investigate various aspects
of this field. The authors of [12] went into the intricacies of
beamforming and power allocation. Their investigation, based
on the assumption of a UAV following a circular trajectory
and employing a decode-and-forward relaying strategy, aimed
at maximizing the instantaneous data rate. In [13], the re-
searchers explored a UAV-enabled wireless communication
system with energy harvesting. This investigation consid-
ered the role of the UAV in transferring energy to users,
operating in either half-duplex or full-duplex mode, while
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users harnessed energy for subsequent data transmission to
the UAV. Furthermore, Nguyen et al. proposed a real-time
resource allocation algorithm in [14]. Their focus was on
maximizing energy efficiency through joint optimization of
energy harvesting time and power control in a device-to-device
communication framework integrated with UAV technology.
Moreover, the work presented in [15] addressed the problem
of sum power minimization within a mobile edge computing
network incorporating multiple UAVs. This effort involved the
simultaneous optimization of user association, power control,
computation capacity allocation, and location planning.

The fast development in satellite communication and UAV-
assisted communication has greatly stimulated the potential
of SAGINs. However, the aforementioned works [6]–[15] all
used conventional communication schemes. By employing
the emerging semantic communication, we could unlock the
potential of SAGINs even further.

Semantic communication represents a novel paradigm that
transcends traditional bit transmission methods [16]–[20]. Un-
like conventional communication, which focuses on trans-
mitting identical bit streams without considering the under-
lying message meaning, semantic communication prioritizes
conveying the actual meaning of the message [21]. This
semantic content is typically much smaller than the original
bit data [22]. Taking advantage of the rapid advancements in
artificial intelligence, we can use this technology to accurately
extract semantic information from the original data [23], [24].
By targeting the extraction of essential meaning, semantic
communication has the capability to eliminate redundant data,
particularly those less relevant to the receiver’s task [25].
Consequently, the communication process becomes more en-
ergy efficient, exhibits higher spectral efficiency, and ensures
greater reliability [26].

Semantic communication has emerged as a vibrant area
of research within the communication domain, witnessing
several impactful studies. In [27], researchers introduced a
semantic communication framework designed for the trans-
mission of textual data. The framework utilized a knowledge
graph composed of semantic triples to model the semantic in-
formation. Moreover, [28] explored semantic-oriented speech
transmission. They devised an end-to-end deep learning-based
transceiver capable of extracting and encoding semantic in-
formation from input speech spectrums at the transmitter.
At the receiver end, the system decoded this information to
produce corresponding transcriptions, comprising a compact
set of semantically irrelevant details essential for speech
reconstruction. Furthermore, [29] proposed a reinforcement
learning-based adaptive semantic coding strategy for image
data, transcending pixel-level encoding. Introducing the con-
cept of semantic representation units that encompass category,
spatial arrangement, and visual features, the authors designed
a convolutional semantic encoder. This encoder effectively
extracted semantic concepts, paving the way for adaptive
and efficient image encoding beyond traditional pixel-level
methodologies.

The aforementioned observations highlight the significant
computation demands associated with semantic communica-
tion [30]. Specifically, the extraction of semantic meaning

from messages requires substantial computation resources,
resulting in a reduction of the transmitted data volume and
a subsequent decrease in the demand for communication
resources [31], [32]. Notably, within SAGINs, communication
resources are more valuable when compared to traditional
terrestrial communication frameworks [33]. Consequently, the
integration of semantic communication in SAGINs is con-
sidered prudent, as it helps economize on communication
resources, despite the associated computation overhead. The
increasing computation capabilities of space, air, and ground
platforms within SAGINs contribute to a growing abundance
of computation resources, thereby strengthening the founda-
tion for effective semantic communication. This connection
underscores an interdependence relationship between SAGIN
and semantic communication, emphasizing their mutual re-
inforcement and substantiating their collective capacity to
optimize information exchange within resource-constrained
environments.

This paper explores the integration of SAGIN and semantic
communication. We propose a SAGIN-enabled probabilistic
semantic communication (PSC) framework that combines the
benefits of SAGIN and semantic communication. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the first work that examines semantic
communication resource allocation problem in SAGINs. The
key contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose a SAGIN-enabled PSC framework in which
a satellite in the space transmits data to multiple ground
terminals (GTs) and uses a UAV in the air as a relay. Dur-
ing the transmission, the satellite and the UAV can choose
to perform semantic compression to reduce the data size
of the message using PSC technique, while the GTs can
reconstruct the compressed information using the shared
probability graphs. Although this semantic compression
can save communication resource, it inevitably incurs
additional computation costs. The computation overhead
function in PSC system is modeled as a piecewise
function with respect to the semantic compression ratio.
Thus, a strategic balance between communication and
computation in the system is required to achieve optimal
performance.

• We formulate a joint communication and computation
optimization problem whose goal is minimizing the total
communication and computation energy consumption of
the system while considering latency, power, computation
capacity, bandwidth, semantic compression ratio, and
UAV location constraints.

• To solve this non-convex non-smooth problem, we pro-
pose an iterative algorithm where the closed-form so-
lutions for computation capacity allocation and UAV
altitude are obtained at each iteration. Numerical results
show the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The
system model and problem formulation are described in Sec-
tion II. The algorithm design is presented in Section III.
Simulation results are analyzed in Section IV. Conclusions
are drawn in Section V.
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the considered SAGIN-enabled PSC system.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a downlink transmission scenario that a satellite
in the space needs to transmit data to multiple GTs on the
ground and uses a UAV in the air as a relay, as shown in
Fig. 1. The set of GTs is represented by K = {1, 2, · · · ,K},
and the data that need to be transmitted to GT k is denoted
by Dk. Due to limited wireless resources, the satellite or UAV
needs to take advantage of its computation capability to extract
the small-sized semantic information Ck from original data Dk

to reduce data size, thus saving communication resources. In
the considered model, semantic communication is enabled by
shared probability graphs between the satellite, UAV, and GTs.

A. Semantic Communication Model

In the considered PSC model, we assume that the transmitter
(satellite) has substantial semantic triples [34] to transmit. A
typical semantic triple can be represented by

ε = (h, r, t), (1)

where h is the head entity, t denotes the tail entity, and r
represents the relation between h and t. For instance, (Tree,
on, Grass) is a semantic triple, where “Tree” is the head
entity, “Grass” is the tail entity, and “on” is the relation, and
this semantic triple basically means “the tree grows on the
grass”. These semantic triples can be generated from extensive
textual/audio/picture/video data using deep neural networks
[35]–[40]. As demonstrated by the instance, the semantic
triple is a data representation approach with high information
density. It uses a small number of bits to store a relatively
large amount of information. Although the semantic triple
already uses a small amount of data, we propose a probabilistic
approach that can compress it even further.

In a traditional semantic triple, the relation is fixed. If there
are substantial semantic triples, we can use them as samples
to generate a probability graph that stores the statistical

Tree

Building

Parking lot

Grass
Tree-Grass

on outside

0.7 0.3

Building-Parking lot

have not have

0.6 0.4

Tree-Building

in front of behind

0.2 0.8

Fig. 2. Illustration of the probability graph in the PSC system.

information of these semantic triples. These sample semantic
triples used to construct the probability graph can be historical
data between the transceivers. The probability graph consists
of numerous semantic quadruples as shown in Fig. 2. The
semantic quadruple extends the conventional semantic triple
with an additional dimension of relation probability, which
reflects the probability of a particular relation occurring under
the given condition of a fixed head entity and tail entity. The
details of probability graph construction can be found in [41].

The probability graph is shared between the semantic
transceivers as a knowledge base. When the transmitter needs
to send a set of semantic triples to the receiver, the probability
graph can be used for further semantic compression. Using the
statistical data from the probability graph, a multi-dimensional
conditional probability matrix can be calculated. This matrix
indicates the probability of a specific semantic triple being
valid, given that certain other triples are valid. This allows the
removal of relation in the semantic triple before transmission,
resulting in data compression. After the receiver receives the
compressed information, it can recover the missing relation
according to the shared probability graph. For example, as-
suming that the probability graph in Fig. 2 is shared by the
transceivers, if the transmitter needs to send a semantic triple
(Tree, behind, Building) to the receiver, then according to the
probability graph, it only needs to send (Tree, ∅, Building)
where the relation is omitted. After receiving the compressed
information, the receiver can automatically recover the relation
“behind” based on the shared probability graph, because it is of
higher probability. However, it is important to emphasize that
achieving a smaller data size requires a lower semantic com-
pression ratio, which requires higher-dimensional conditional
probabilities. This decrease in the semantic compression ratio
results in a higher computation overhead, which represents a
trade-off between communication and computation in the PSC
network.
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Fig. 3. Illustration of the relationship between semantic compression ratio
and computation overhead.

Within the considered SAGIN-enabled PSC framework,
each GT has a local probability graph that stores statistical
information about its historical data. These probability graphs
are shared with the satellite and the UAV. The satellite has
data Dk for GT k, and these data can be remote sensing
results in the form of semantic triples. With the above PSC
technique, the satellite or UAV can perform semantic com-
pression to further compress the data Dk. After GT k receives
the compressed data denoted by Ck, it can automatically re-
cover missing information using the shared probability graph.
Denote the number of bits in original data Dk by Dk and the
number of bits in compressed data Ck by Ck, then the semantic
compression ratio for GT k can be defined as

ρk =
Ck

Dk
. (2)

A lower semantic compression ratio indicates a more compact
compression.

B. Computation Model

The PSC technique can save communication resources
through semantic compression. However, this process in-
evitably costs additional computation resources. Intuitively,
a lower semantic compression ratio corresponds to a larger
computation consumption, as it requires more compression.

According to equation (20) in [42], the computation over-
head for the considered PSC technique can be written as

Ok (ρk) =


Ak1ρk +Bk1, Ck1 < ρk ≤ 1,

Ak2ρk +Bk2, Ck2 < ρk ≤ Ck1,
...
AkDρk +BkD, CkD ≤ ρk ≤ Ck(D−1),

(3)

where Akd < 0 denotes the slope, Bkd > 0 represents the
constant term, and Ckd stands for the boundary for each
segment d ∈ Ds = {1, · · · , D}. These parameters depend
on the properties of the probability graph corresponding to
different GTs.
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Fig. 4. The considered SAGIN-enabled PSC network.

From equation (3), we observe that the computation over-
head for GT k, denoted by Ok(ρk), manifests as a piecewise
function with respect to its semantic compression ratio, ρk.
Fig. 3 visually depicts the behavior of the Ok(ρk) function.
This function exhibits a segmented structure with D distinct
levels. This segmentation arises from the inherent character-
istic of the semantic compression process, which employs
multiple hierarchical levels of conditional probabilities. Each
level contributes a distinct linear expression to the overall
computation overhead. Furthermore, a discernible decrease
in the slope magnitude of Ok(ρk) is evident across these
discrete segments. This phenomenon can be attributed to the
utilization of lower-dimensional conditional probabilities at
higher semantic compression ratios, resulting in reduced com-
putation demands. On the contrary, as ρk diminishes, the need
for higher-dimensional information arises. Consequently, the
computation overhead intensifies with increasing information
dimensionality. Each transition within the piecewise function
Ok(ρk) signifies the activation of a higher level of probabilistic
information.

C. Network Model

In the considered SAGIN-enabled PSC system, there is one
satellite, one UAV, and K GTs. The satellite and the UAV
are equipped with computation capacity and are shared with
probability graphs of all GTs. The UAV can hover in the air.
Fig. 4 illustrates the considered network.

In the ground network, the horizontal and vertical location
of GT k can be denoted by

LG
k =

(
xG
k , y

G
k

)
, (4)

and the height of each GT is approximated to be zero com-
pared to the height of UAV and satellite.
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In the air network, the horizontal and vertical location of
the UAV can be denoted by

LU =
(
xU, yU

)
, (5)

and the height of the UAV is represented by HU. Therefore,
the distance between the UAV and GT k can be calculated as

dUG
k =

(∥∥LU − LG
k

∥∥2 +H2
U

) 1
2

, (6)

where ∥·∥ is the Euclidian norm.
In the space network, we denote the distance between the

satellite and the UAV by dSU. Since the altitude of the satellite
is very high, the positional change of the UAV has little effect
on dSU. For simplification, we disregard the impact of the
UAV’s positional changes on the distance between the satellite
and the UAV.

The satellite transmits data to GT k indirectly with the UAV
as a relay. During the transmission process, the satellite or
UAV can choose to perform semantic compression using the
PSC technique to reduce the consumption of communication
resources. We use aSk to indicate the computation state of the
satellite. If the satellite does the semantic compression for GT
k, we have aSk = 1; otherwise, we have aSk = 0. Similarly, we
use aUk to indicate the computation state of the UAV. If the
UAV does the semantic compression for GT k, we have aUk =
1; otherwise, we have aUk = 0. Since the semantic compression
for each GT is required at most once, the following constraint
can be obtained:

aSk + aUk ≤ 1, (7)

which indicates that the semantic compression for each GT is
either conducted by the satellite, by the UAV, or by neither of
them.

D. Transmission Model

In the considered downlink transmission scenario, the satel-
lite sends data to the UAV, which then sends data to the GTs.

1) Satellite to UAV: Different from traditional terrestrial
communication, the satellite communication channel is subject
to various factors, including space propagation fading, atmo-
spheric absorption fading, rain attenuation, among others. For
simplification, we model the satellite-to-UAV wireless channel
coefficient as

|hSU| =
√
δSλ

SU

4πdSU
, (8)

where δS is the beam gain, and λSU denotes the wavelength
of the satellite-to-UAV transmission wave.

Consequently, the downlink transmission rate between the
satellite and the UAV can be given by

rSU = BSU log2

(
1 +

|hSU|2 PS

BSUN0

)
, (9)

where BSU denotes the bandwidth of the satellite-to-UAV
system, PS represents the transmit power of the satellite, and
N0 is the power spectral density of additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN).

2) UAV to GT: We assume that the UAV is outfitted with a
directional antenna featuring adjustable beamwidth, while each
GT is equipped with an omnidirectional antenna possessing
unit gain. The azimuth and elevation half-power beamwidths
of the UAV’s antenna are equivalent and are denoted by
2Θ ∈ (0, π). Conforming to [ [43], Eqs. (2-51)], the antenna
gain within the azimuth angle θ and elevation angle ϕ can be
expressed as

G =

{
G0

Θ2 , if 0 ≤ θ ≤ Θ and 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ Θ,

g, otherwise,
(10)

where G0 ≈ 2.2846, and g ≈ 0 represents the antenna gain
outside the beamwidth.

In the considered scenario, the GTs are positioned in out-
door environments, and the communication channels between
the UAV and each GT are dominated by the line-of-sight (LoS)
path. Consequently, the channel gain between the UAV and GT
k can be expressed as1

gk =
g0(

dUG
k

)2 , (11)

where g0 denotes the channel gain at the reference distance of
1 m.

To ensure effective communication between the UAV and
the GTs, all GTs must be within the coverage area of the UAV,
which means∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥ ≤ HU tanΘ,∀k ∈ K. (12)

We employ frequency-division multiple access (FDMA) for
UAV-to-GT communication, then the achievable downlink
transmission rate for GT k satisfying constraint (12) can be
written as

rk = bk log2

(
1 +

G0gkpk
Θ2bkN0

)
, (13)

where bk is the allocated bandwidth for GT k, and pk is the
allocated transmit power for GT k.

E. Latency and Energy Model

Latency and energy efficiency are both important metrics in
communication systems, particularly in SAGINs. SAGINs are
characterized by exceptionally long communication distances,
which require great attention to latency. Additionally, the
resource-constrained nature of SAGINs highlights the impor-
tance of energy efficiency.

1) Satellite to UAV: The computation latency caused by
satellite computation can be modeled as

tS =
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
kOk(ρk)

FS
, (14)

where κ is a constant, and FS denotes the computation
capacity of the satellite.

Then, the computation energy cost by the satellite can be
written as

eS = τtSF
3
S , (15)

1For simplification, we consider the GTs are located outdoors within rural
areas where the pathloss exponent is 2, and we assume that communication
via sidelobes is negligible.
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where τ is a constant.
The communication latency of the satellite-to-UAV link is

comprised of transmission delay and propagation delay. The
propagation delay cannot be neglected since the vast distance
between the satellite and the UAV, often spanning thousands
of kilometers.

The transmission delay of the satellite-to-UAV communica-
tion can be expressed as

tT =

∑K
k=1

[
aSkCk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

, (16)

which is data size over transmission rate. The propagation
delay of the satellite-to-UAV communication can be expressed
as

tP =
dSU

c
, (17)

where c is the speed of light. Then, the total communication
latency of the satellite-to-UAV communication can be written
as

tSU = tT + tP. (18)

Afterwards, the satellite-to-UAV communication energy can
be calculated as

eSU = tTPS. (19)

2) UAV to GT: The computation latency caused by UAV
computation for GT k can be modeled as

tUk =
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk
, (20)

where fk denotes the computation capacity of the UAV that
is allocated for GT k.

Then, the total computation energy cost by the UAV can be
written as

eU = τ

K∑
k=1

tUk f
3
k . (21)

As the distance between the UAV and each GT is only
a few hundred meters, the propagation delay in UAV-to-GT
communication can be neglected.

Then, the communication latency from the UAV to GT k
that is in coverage can be expressed as

tUG
k =

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρkDk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
Dk

rk
. (22)

Afterwards, the total UAV-to-GT communication energy can
be calculated as

eUG =

K∑
k=1

tUG
k pk. (23)

The general framework of the considered SAGIN-enabled
PSC network is illustrated in Fig. 5.

Transmission rate 𝑟𝑟SU

Latency

Satellite UAV
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Channel coefficient ℎSU

Commun.
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𝑡𝑡SU
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�
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Fig. 5. The framework of the considered SAGIN-enabled PSC network.

F. Problem Formulation

Given the defined system model, our goal is to minimize
the energy consumption of the SAGIN-enabled PSC network
while considering latency requirement, power budget and suit-
able location of the UAV, bandwidth and computation capacity
allocation of the UAV, semantic compression ratio for each GT,
and computation task allocation between the satellite and the
UAV. Mathematically, the energy minimization problem can
be formulated as

min
LU,HU,Θ,b,f ,p,ρ,aS,aU

eS + eSU + eU + eUG, (24)

s.t. tS + tSU + tUk + tUG
k ≤ T, ∀k ∈ K, (24a)

K∑
k=1

pk ≤ PU, (24b)∥∥LU − LG
k

∥∥ ≤ HU tanΘ,∀k ∈ K, (24c)

Hmin
U ≤ HU ≤ Hmax

U , (24d)
K∑

k=1

bk ≤ BU, (24e)

K∑
k=1

fk ≤ FU, (24f)

ρmin
k ≤ ρk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K, (24g)

aSk + aUk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K, (24h)

aSk, a
U
k ∈ {0, 1} ,∀k ∈ K, (24i)

Θmin ≤ Θ ≤ Θmax, (24j)
bk, fk, pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K, (24k)

where b = [b1, · · · , bK ]
T, f = [f1, · · · , fK ]

T, p =

[p1, · · · , pK ]
T, ρ = [ρ1, · · · , ρK ]

T, aS =
[
aS1 , · · · , aSK

]T
,

and aU =
[
aU1 , · · · , aUK

]T
. T is the maximum tolerable

latency of each GT, PU is the total power budget of the
UAV,

[
Hmin

U , Hmax
U

]
is the feasible altitude range of the

UAV, constrained by both obstacle heights and regulatory
limitations, BU is the total bandwidth of the UAV, FU is
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the total computation capacity of the UAV, ρmin
k is the min-

imum achievable semantic compression ratio of GT k, and
[Θmin,Θmax] is the feasible range of half-beamwidth for the
UAV’s antenna, as determined by practical antenna beamwidth
tuning techniques.

In problem (24), constraint (24a) requires that the SAGIN-
enabled PSC network cannot have a latency exceeding T
for all GTs, which necessitates a careful trade-off between
communication and computation. Constraints (24b), (24e),
and (24f) impose limitations on the total power, bandwidth,
and computation capacity resources allocated for each GT.
Constraints (24c), (24d), and (24j) limit the location of the
UAV and the half-beamwidth of its antenna. Constraint (24g)
determines the range of the semantic compression ratio of
each GT. Constraints (24h) and (24i) govern the allocation of
computation tasks between the satellite and the UAV. Finally,
constraint (24k) guarantees the non-negativity of bandwidth,
computation capacity, and transmit power.

It is generally hard to solve problem (24) since both
the objective function and constraint (24a) are non-convex.
Additionally, the integer constraint (24i) and the presence of
the piecewise function Ok(ρk) further complicate the opti-
mization process. To address these challenges and achieve
a polynomial-time solution for problem (24), we propose an
iterative algorithm that leverages the alternating method.

III. ALGORITHM DESIGN

In this section, we propose an alternating algorithm to
iteratively solve problem (24) by optimizing six subproblems:
satellite-UAV computation task allocation, semantic compres-
sion ratio optimization, optimal computation capacity alloca-
tion, optimal power and bandwidth allocation, optimal altitude
and beamwidth, and optimal location planning.

A. Satellite-UAV Computation Task Allocation

With given semantic compression ratio, computation capac-
ity, power, and bandwidth allocation, altitude, beamwidth, and
location planning, problem (24) can be simplified as

min
aS,aU

κτ

K∑
k=1

aSkOk(ρk)F
2
S

+
PS

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

aUk Ok(ρk)f
2
k

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
rk

,

(25)

s.t.
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
kOk(ρk)

FS

+

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk

+Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

≤ T, ∀k ∈ K,

(25a)

aSk + aUk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K, (25b)

aSk, a
U
k ∈ {0, 1} ,∀k ∈ K. (25c)

The difficulty in solving problem (25) arises from the discrete
nature of the value space for aS and aU. This characteristic
transforms problem (25) into a discrete optimization problem,
whose complexity of finding the optimal solution is often
significantly high.

To deal with the discrete difficulty of problem (25), we first
relax the integer constraint (25b) with

aSk, a
U
k ∈ [0, 1] ,∀k ∈ K. (26)

Then, problem (25) becomes a convex optimization problem
which can be addressed by the dual method.

The dual problem of problem (25) after integer relaxation
(26) can be written as

max
λ

D (λ) , (27)

where

D (λ) =


min
aS,aU

L
(
aS,aU,λ

)
,

s.t. aSk + aUk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K,

aSk, a
U
k ∈ [0, 1] ,∀k ∈ K,

(28)

with

L
(
aS,aU,λ

)
=κτ

K∑
k=1

aSkOk(ρk)F
2
S

+
PS

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

aUk Ok(ρk)f
2
k

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

+

K∑
k=1

λk

(
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
kOk(ρk)

FS

+

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk

+Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

− T

)
,

(29)

and λ = [λ1, · · · , λK ] is non-negative Lagrange multiplier
vector with respect to the corresponding constraint (25a).
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The objective function in (28) is linear, we can write the
coefficient corresponding to aSk as

AS
k =κτOk(ρk)F

2
S −Dk(1− ρk)

(
PS

rSU
+

pk
rk

)
+ λk

[
κOk(ρk)

FS
−Dk(1− ρk)

(
1

rSU
+

1

rk

)]
, (30)

and write the coefficient corresponding to aUk as

AU
k =κτOk(ρk)f

2
k −Dk(1− ρk)

pk
rk

+ λk

[
κOk(ρk)

fk
−Dk(1− ρk)

1

rk

]
. (31)

Considering constraint aSk + aUk ≤ 1, we can obtain the
optimal solution as

(
aSk, a

U
k

)∗
=



(0, 0), if
(
AS

k ≥ 0 and AU
k ≥ 0

)
,

(0, 1), if
(
AS

k ≥ 0 and AU
k < 0

)
or
(
AU

k < AS
k < 0

)
,

(1, 0), if
(
AS

k < 0 and AU
k ≥ 0

)
or
(
AS

k < AU
k < 0

)
,

(32)

The value of λ can be determined by the sub-gradient
method, and the updating process can be given by

λk =

[
λk+ξ

(
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
kOk(ρk)

FS

+

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk

+Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

− T

)]+
,

(33)

where [x]+ = max{x, 0}, and ξ > 0 is the dynamic step
size [44]. By iteratively updating

(
aSk, a

U
k

)
according to (32)

and λk according to (33), we can obtain the optimal solution
of problem (25) with zero duality gap. Note that although
we relaxed the integer constraint (25c) to be continuous,
the optimal solution we derived always satisfies the discrete
constraint aSk, a

U
k ∈ {0, 1} in accordance with (32). Therefore,

the integer relaxation does not affect the optimality of problem
(25).

B. Semantic Compression Ratio Optimization

With given satellite-UAV computation task allocation, com-
putation capacity, power, and bandwidth allocation, altitude,

beamwidth, and location planning, problem (24) can be sim-
plified as

min
ρ

κτ

K∑
k=1

aSkOk(ρk)F
2
S

+
PS

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

aUk Ok(ρk)f
2
k

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
rk

, (34)

s.t.
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
kOk(ρk)

FS

+

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk

+Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

≤ T, ∀k ∈ K,

(34a)

ρmin
k ≤ ρk ≤ 1,∀k ∈ K. (34b)

The difficulty in solving problem (34) lies in the piecewise
function Ok(ρk), which leads to non-smooth optimization.

To address this difficulty, we suggest using the binary
variable αkd ∈ {0, 1} to signify the linear segment level of
Ok(ρk). When αkd = 1, the computation overhead function
Ok(ρk) is associated with the d-th segment. Thus, it can
be represented as Ok(ρk) = Akdρk + Bkd. Conversely, if
αkd = 0, the computation overhead function does not pertain
to the d-th segment. By introducing the binary variable αkd,
we can rewrite the computation overhead function as

Ok(ρk) =

D∑
d=1

αkd (Akdρk +Bkd) , (35)

where D represents the total number of segments of the
piecewise function. Furthermore, we have

D∑
d=1

αkd = 1, αkd ∈ {0, 1}, (36)

since each GT corresponds to only one linear segment level.
After the above reformulation, we first aim to roughly

determine the segment of the piecewise function. To achieve
this, we use the midpoint of each segment d to approximate
the value of this segment, which can be given by

ρkd =
Ckd + Ck(d−1)

2
,∀d ∈ Ds,∀k ∈ K, (37)

with Ck0 = 1,∀k ∈ K.
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Then, the segment selection problem can be expressed as

min
α

κτF 2
S

K∑
k=1

D∑
d=1

aSkαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

+
PS

∑K
k=1 Dk

[
aSk

(∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

)
+
(
1− aSk

)]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

D∑
d=1

aUk f
2
kαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

1− aSk − aUk +
(
aSk + aUk

)∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

rk
,

(38)

s.t.
κ
∑K

k=1

∑D
d=1 a

S
kαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

FS

+

∑K
k=1 Dk

[
aSk

(∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

)
+ 1− aSk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk

∑D
d=1 αkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

fk

+Dk

1− aSk − aUk +
(
aSk + aUk

)∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

rk
≤ T,

∀k ∈ K, (38a)
D∑

d=1

αkd = 1,∀k ∈ K, (38b)

αkd ∈ {0, 1},∀d ∈ Ds,∀k ∈ K. (38c)

where α = [α1, · · · ,αk, · · · ,αK ] with αk = [αk1; · · · ;
αkD].

Similarly, we relax the integer constraint (38c) with

αkd ∈ [0, 1],∀d ∈ Ds,∀k ∈ K. (39)

Then, problem (38) becomes a convex optimization problem
which can be tackled by the dual method.

The dual problem of problem (38) after integer relaxation
(39) can be written as

max
γ

D̂ (γ) , (40)

where

D̂ (γ) =



min
α

L̂ (α,γ) ,

s.t.
D∑

d=1

αkd = 1,∀k ∈ K,

αkd ∈ [0, 1],∀d ∈ Ds,∀k ∈ K,

(41)

with

L̂(α,γ) = κτF 2
S

K∑
k=1

D∑
d=1

aSkαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

+
PS

∑K
k=1 Dk

[
aSk

(∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

)
+
(
1− aSk

)]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

D∑
d=1

aUk f
2
kαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

1− aSk − aUk +
(
aSk + aUk

)∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

rk

+

K∑
k=1

γk

(
κ
∑K

k=1

∑D
d=1 a

S
kαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

FS

+

∑K
k=1 Dk

[
aSk

(∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

)
+ 1− aSk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk

∑D
d=1 αkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

fk

+Dk

1− aSk − aUk +
(
aSk + aUk

)∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

rk
− T

)
,

(42)

and γ = [γ1, · · · , γK ] is non-negative Lagrange multiplier
vector with respect to the corresponding constraint (38a).

The objective function in (41) is linear, we can write the
coefficient corresponding to αkd as

Skd =κτF 2
Sa

S
k (Akdρkd +Bkd) +

PSDka
S
kρkd

rSU

+ κτf2
ka

U
k (Akdρkd +Bkd) +

pkDkρkd
(
aSk + aUk

)
rk

+ γk

[
κaSk (Akdρkd +Bkd)

FS
+

Dka
S
kρkd

rSU

+
κaUk (Akdρkd +Bkd)

fk
+

Dkρkd
(
aSk + aUk

)
rk

]
. (43)

Due to constraint
∑D

d=1 αkd = 1,∀k ∈ K and the linear
objective function, we let αkd corresponding to the smallest
coefficient be 1 for any k. Hence, the optimal segment
selection can be given by

α∗
kd =

{
1, if d = argmind∈Ds Skd,

0, otherwise,
(44)

The value of γ can be determined by the sub-gradient
method, and the updating process can be given by

γk =

[
γk + ξ

(
κ
∑K

k=1

∑D
d=1 a

S
kαkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

FS

+

∑K
k=1 Dk

[
aSk

(∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

)
+ 1− aSk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk

∑D
d=1 αkd (Akdρkd +Bkd)

fk

+Dk

1− aSk − aUk +
(
aSk + aUk

)∑D
d=1 αkdρkd

rk
− T

)]+
,

(45)

By iteratively updating αkd and γk, we can obtain the optimal
solution of problem (38) with zero duality gap.

After solving the segment selection problem, we can de-
termine which segment does Ok(ρk) belong to. Denote the
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optimal segment of Ok(ρk) by d∗k, we can rewrite problem
(34) as

min
ρ

κτ

K∑
k=1

aSk
(
Akd∗

k
ρk +Bkd∗

k

)
F 2
S

+
PS

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+ κτ

K∑
k=1

aUk
(
Akd∗

k
ρk +Bkd∗

k

)
f2
k

+

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
rk

, (46)

s.t.
κ
∑K

k=1 a
S
k

(
Akd∗

k
ρk +Bkd∗

k

)
FS

+

∑K
k=1

[
aSkρkDk +

(
1− aSk

)
Dk

]
rSU

+
dSU

c

+
κaUk

(
Akd∗

k
ρk +Bkd∗

k

)
fk

+Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)
rk

≤ T, ∀k ∈ K,

(46a)
Ckd∗

k
≤ ρk ≤ Ck(d∗

k−1),∀k ∈ K, (46b)

which is a linear optimization problem and can be addressed
using existing toolbox.

C. Optimal Computation Capacity Allocation

With given satellite-UAV computation task allocation, se-
mantic compression ratio, power, and bandwidth allocation,
altitude, beamwidth, and location planning, problem (24) can
be simplified as

min
f

K∑
k=1

aUk Ok(ρk)f
2
k , (47)

s.t. tS + tSU +
κaUk Ok(ρk)

fk
+ tUG

k ≤ T, ∀k ∈ K, (47a)

K∑
k=1

fk ≤ FU, (47b)

fk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K. (47c)

To solve problem (47), we obtain the following theorem.
Theorem 1: The optimal solution of problem (47) is

fk =
κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

,∀k ∈ K. (48)

Proof: For those GTs with aUk = 0, we can simply set
fk = 0 because the UAV does not need to compute for these
GTs. For other GTs with aUk = 1, we can combine constraints
(47a) and (47c) as

fk ≥ κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

> 0,∀k ∈ K, (49)

where κaU
k Ok(ρk)

T−tS−tSU−tUG
k

is a constant in problem (47).

Then, the Lagrange function of problem (47) can be given
by

L (f ,µ1, µ2) =

K∑
k=1

aUk Ok(ρk)f
2
k

−
K∑

k=1

µ1k

(
fk − κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

)

+ µ2

(
K∑

k=1

fk − FU

)
, (50)

where µ1 = [µ11, · · · , µ1K ] is the non-negative Lagrange
multiplier vector associated with constraint (49), and µ2 is the
non-negative Lagrange multiplier associated with constraint
(47b). The first derivative of (50) is

∂L (f ,µ1, µ2)

∂fk
= 2aUk Ok(ρk)fk − µ1k + µ2. (51)

Setting ∂L(f ,µ1,µ2)
∂fk

= 0 yields

fk =
µ1k − µ2

2aUk Ok(ρk)
. (52)

According to complementary slackness, we have

µ1k

(
fk − κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

)
= 0. (53)

To obtain the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point, conditions
(52) and (53) must be satisfied at the same time. Moreover,
due to the fact that fk > 0 and µ1k, µ2 are non-negative, µ1k

must be greater than zero, which means

fk − κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

= 0, (54)

for those GTs with aUk = 1. As mentioned above, we set
fk = 0 for those GTs with aUk = 0. Hence, we can obtain the
closed-form solution of problem (47) as

fk =
κaUk Ok(ρk)

T − tS − tSU − tUG
k

,∀k ∈ K. (55)

This ends the proof.

D. Optimal Power and Bandwidth Allocation

With given satellite-UAV computation task allocation, se-
mantic compression ratio, computation capacity allocation,
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altitude, beamwidth, and location planning, problem (24) can
be simplified as

min
b,p

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0gkpk

Θ2bkN0

) , (56)

s.t.
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0gkpk

Θ2bkN0

)
≤ T − tS − tSU − tUk ,∀k ∈ K, (56a)

K∑
k=1

pk ≤ PU, (56b)

K∑
k=1

bk ≤ BU, (56c)

bk, pk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K. (56d)

It is hard to solve problem (56) due to the non-convexity of
the objective function. Hence, we first try to obtain the optimal
condition of problem (56) and we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1: The optimal (b∗,p∗) of problem (56) satisfies

Dk

(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk + 1− aSk − aUk

b∗k log2

(
1 +

G0gkp∗
k

Θ2b∗kN0

) = T−tS−tSU−tUk ,∀k ∈ K.

(57)
Proof: Lemma 1 can be proved by the contradiction

method. Define function

f(x) =
x

log2(1 + x)
, x > 0, (58)

whose derivative is

f ′(x) =
(ln 2) (1 + x) log2(1 + x)− x

(ln 2) [log2(1 + x)]
2
(1 + x)

, x > 0. (59)

Then, define function

g(x) = (ln 2) (1 + x) log2(1 + x)− x, x > 0, (60)

whose derivative is

g′(x) = (ln 2) log2(1 + x), x > 0. (61)

Obviously, g′(x) > 0 for x > 0. Since g(0) = 0, we have
g(x) > 0 for x > 0. Furthermore, since the denominator of
f ′(x) is greater than zero for x > 0, we have f ′(x) > 0 for
x > 0. Thus, f(x) is monotonically increasing on x > 0.
Hence, with given bk, the objective function of problem (56)
increases with growing pk.

Assume (b,p) is a feasible solution of problem (56), if
there exists one k whose corresponding constraint (56a) holds
with inequality, we can always decrease pk to obtain a smaller
objective value. Therefore, for optimal (b∗,p∗), constraint
(56a) must hold with equality.

According to lemma 1, we can separate p∗k with

p∗k =

b∗k

(
2

Uk
b∗
k − 1

)
Vk

,∀k ∈ K, (62)

where

Uk =
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
T − tS − tSU − tUk

, (63)

and
Vk =

G0gk
Θ2N0

, (64)

are both constants in problem (56).
Then, problem (56) can be reformulated as

min
b

K∑
k=1

T − tS − tSU − tUk
Vk

bk

(
2

Uk
bk − 1

)
, (65)

s.t.
K∑

k=1

bk

(
2

Uk
bk − 1

)
Vk

≤ PU, (65a)

K∑
k=1

bk ≤ BU, (65b)

bk ≥ 0,∀k ∈ K. (65c)

To solve problem (65), we have the following theorem.
Theorem 2: Problem (65) is a convex optimization problem.

Proof: Define function

q(x) = x
(
2

a
x − 1

)
, x > 0, (66)

where a is a positive constant. Then, we can write its derivative
as

q′(x) = 2
a
x − 1− a(ln 2)2

a
x

x
, x > 0. (67)

Furthermore,

q′′(x) =
a2(ln 2)22

a
x

x3
, x > 0. (68)

Obviously, q′′(x) > 0 on x > 0. Thus, q(x) is a convex
function. Therefore, the objective function of problem (65) and
constraint (65a) are both convex. Since constraints (65b) and
(65c) are also convex, problem (65) is a convex optimization
problem.

Following theorem 2, problem (65) can be efficiently solved
using existing convex optimization toolbox.

E. Optimal Altitude and Beamwidth

With given satellite-UAV computation task allocation, se-
mantic compression ratio, computation capacity, power, band-
width allocation, and location planning, problem (24) can be
simplified as

min
HU,Θ

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
(
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+H2

U

)
bkN0

) , (69)

s.t.
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
(
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+H2

U

)
bkN0

)
≤ T − tS − tSU − tUk ,∀k ∈ K, (69a)∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥ ≤ HU tanΘ,∀k ∈ K, (69b)

Hmin
U ≤ HU ≤ Hmax

U , (69c)
Θmin ≤ Θ ≤ Θmax. (69d)

We observe that the objective function of problem (69)
and the left hand side of constraint (69a) are both increasing
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functions in HU with given Θ. Denote H∗
U as the optimal

value of HU in problem (69), we can claim that

H∗
U = max

{
Hmin

U ,
Lmax

tanΘ

}
, (70)

where Lmax = maxk∈K
∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥. Based on (70), we
consider the following two cases.

1) Case 1: If H∗
U = Hmin

U , problem (69) is equivalent to

min
Θ

Θ, (71)

s.t.
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
[
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+(Hmin

U )
2
]
bkN0

)
≤ T − tS − tSU − tUk ,∀k ∈ K, (71a)

Lmax ≤ Hmin
U tanΘ, (71b)

Θmin ≤ Θ ≤ Θmax. (71c)

Obviously, the optimal solution of problem (71) is

Θ∗ = max

{
Θmin, arctan

Lmax

Hmin
U

}
, (72)

which is the minimal value of Θ satisfying constraints (71b)
and (71c). Considering constraint (71a), problem (71) is fea-
sible if and only if

Θ∗ ≤ min

{
Θmax,min

k∈K

√
G0g0pk

IkbkN0 (2Jk − 1)

}
, (73)

where Ik =
∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥2 +
(
Hmin

U

)2
and Jk =

Dk[(aS
k+aU

k )ρk+(1−aS
k−aU

k )]
bk(T−tS−tSU−tUk )

. Otherwise, problem (71) has no
solution.

2) Case 2: If Hmin
U ≥ Lmax

tanΘ∗ , then the optimal solution
of case 1 is the optimal solution of problem (69). Otherwise,
H∗

U = Lmax

tanΘ . In this case, problem (69) is equivalent to

min
Θ

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
[
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+(Lmax

tanΘ )
2
]
bkN0

) ,

(74)

s.t.
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
[
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+(Lmax

tanΘ )
2
]
bkN0

)
≤ T − tS − tSU − tUk ,∀k ∈ K, (74a)

Hmin
U ≤ Lmax

tanΘ
≤ Hmax

U , (74b)

Θmin ≤ Θ ≤ Θmax. (74c)

It is generally hard to obtain the optimal solution of problem
(74) in closed form due to its complicated objective function.
Hence, we conduct one-dimensional exhaustive search over
[Θmin,Θmax] to obtain the optimal Θ∗.

Comparing the optimal solution of the above two cases,
the one with lower objective value is the optimal solution of
problem (69).

F. Optimal Location Planning

With given satellite-UAV computation task allocation, se-
mantic compression ratio, computation capacity, power, band-
width allocation, altitude, and beamwidth, problem (24) can
be simplified as

min
LU

K∑
k=1

pkDk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
(
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+H2

U

)
bkN0

) , (75)

s.t.
Dk

[(
aSk + aUk

)
ρk +

(
1− aSk − aUk

)]
bk log2

(
1 + G0g0pk

Θ2
(
∥LU−LG

k ∥2
+H2

U

)
bkN0

)
≤ T − tS − tSU − tUk ,∀k ∈ K, (75a)∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥ ≤ HU tanΘ,∀k ∈ K. (75b)

Constraint (75a) is equivalent to

∥∥LU − LG
k

∥∥ ≤

√
G0g0pk

Θ2bkN0 (2Jk − 1)
−H2

U,∀k ∈ K. (76)

Denote the right-hand side of (76) by Qk, then we can combine
constraints (75a) and (75b) as∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥ ≤ min {HU tanΘ, Qk} ,∀k ∈ K. (77)

Since
∥∥LU − LG

k

∥∥ represents the horizontal distance between
the UAV and GT k, the feasible region for GT k is a circular
area of radius min {HU tanΘ, Qk} with center LG

k . Denote
the feasible region for GT k by Rk, we can express the feasible
region of problem (75) as

RU =
⋂
k∈K

Rk. (78)

Then, we conduct two-dimensional exhaustive search over
RU to obtain the optimal LU with the lowest objective value
of problem (75).

G. Algorithm Analysis

The overall SAGIN-enabled PSC network energy minimiza-
tion algorithm is presented in Algorithm 1.

1) Convergence Analysis: Denote the objective value of
problem (24) at i-th iteration by V

(i)
obj, and the objective value

at i-th iteration after solving the first subproblem by V
(i)
s1 , etc.

According to Algorithm 1, we have

V
(i−1)
obj ≥ V

(i)
s1 ≥ V

(i)
s2 ≥ V

(i)
s3

≥ V
(i)
s4 ≥ V

(i)
s5 ≥ V

(i)
s6 = V

(i)
obj, (79)

which means the objective value of problem (24) is non-
increasing along the iteration. Moreover, the physical meaning
of the objective value is energy consumption, which is always
positive. Since the objective value is non-increasing during the
iteration and is lower-bounded by zero, the proposed iterative
Algorithm 1 must converge.
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Algorithm 1 Energy Minimization Algorithm for SAGIN-
enabled PSC Network

1: Initialize
(
LU
)(0)

, H
(0)
U ,Θ(0),b(0), f (0),p(0),ρ(0),(

aS
)(0)

,
(
aU
)(0)

. Set iteration index i = 1.
2: repeat
3: With given

(
LU
)(i−1)

, H
(i−1)
U ,Θ(i−1),b(i−1), f (i−1),

p(i−1),ρ(i−1), solve the satellite-UAV computation
task allocation subproblem and obtain the solution(
aS
)(i)

,
(
aU
)(i)

.
4: With given

(
LU
)(i−1)

, H
(i−1)
U ,Θ(i−1),b(i−1), f (i−1),

p(i−1),
(
aS
)(i)

,
(
aU
)(i)

, solve the semantic compres-
sion ratio optimization subproblem and obtain the so-
lution ρ(i).

5: With given
(
LU
)(i−1)

, H
(i−1)
U ,Θ(i−1),b(i−1),p(i−1),

ρ(i),
(
aS
)(i)

,
(
aU
)(i)

, solve the optimal computation
capacity allocation subproblem and obtain the solution
f (i).

6: With given
(
LU
)(i−1)

, H
(i−1)
U ,Θ(i−1), f (i),ρ(i),(

aS
)(i)

,
(
aU
)(i)

, solve the optimal power and
bandwidth allocation subproblem and obtain the
solution b(i),p(i).

7: With given
(
LU
)(i−1)

,b(i), f (i),p(i),ρ(i),
(
aS
)(i)

,(
aU
)(i)

, solve the optimal altitude and beamwidth
subproblem and obtain the solution H

(i)
U ,Θ(i).

8: With given H
(i)
U ,Θ(i),b(i), f (i),p(i),ρ(i),

(
aS
)(i)

,(
aU
)(i)

, solve the optimal location planning
subproblem and obtain the solution

(
LU
)(i)

.
9: Set i = i+ 1.

10: until the objective value of problem (24) converges.
11: Output: The optimized LU, HU,Θ,b, f ,p,ρ,aS,aU.

2) Complexity Analysis: According to Algorithm 1, the
complexity of solving problem (24) lies in solving six sub-
problems at each iteration. For the satellite-UAV computation
task allocation subproblem, the complexity is O (N1K), where
N1 is the number of iterations of using the dual method
to solve problem (25). For the semantic compression ratio
optimization subproblem, the complexity lies in the segment
selection problem and the subsequent convex problem. For
the segment selection problem, the complexity is O (N2KD),
where N2 is the number of iterations of using the dual method
to solve problem (38). For the subsequent convex problem, the
complexity is O

(
M2

1M2

)
[45], where M1 = K is the number

of variables, and M2 = 2K is the number of constraints in
problem (46). As a result, the total complexity of solving
the semantic compression ratio optimization subproblem is
O
(
N2KD +K3

)
. For the optimal computation capacity allo-

cation subproblem, the complexity is O (K). For the optimal
power and bandwidth allocation subproblem, the complexity
is O

(
K3
)
. For the optimal optimal altitude and beamwidth

subproblem, the complexity is O ((Θmax −Θmin) /η), where
η is the step size of one-dimensional exhaustive search of
problem (74). For the optimal location planning subprob-
lem, the complexity is O (N3), where N3 is the number

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Number of iterations

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

T
ot

al
 e

ne
rg

y 
co

ns
um

pt
io

n 
(J

)

F
S
 = 2 GHz

F
S
 = 1.5 GHz

F
S
 = 1 GHz

Fig. 6. Convergence behavior of the proposed algorithm under different
satellite computation capacity.

of steps of two-dimensional exhaustive search of problem
(75). As a result, the total complexity of Algorithm 1 is
O(NN1K+NN2KD+NK3+N (Θmax −Θmin) /η+NN3),
where N is the number of outer iterations of Algorithm 1.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In the simulations, the GTs are uniformly distributed within
a circular area of radius 300 m. We assume that each GT
requires the same amount of data. For the PSC model, we
adopt the same parameters as in [42]. A summary of the main
system parameters is provided in Table I.

TABLE I
MAIN SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Parameter Value
Number of GTs K 4

Original data size Dk 64 KB
Satellite-UAV distance dSU 200 km

Satellite beam gain δS 25 dB
Satellite-UAV wavelength λSU 10 mm

Satellite bandwidth BSU 1 GHz
Satellite transmit power PS 1 W

Power spectral density of AWGN N0 −174 dBm/Hz
Reference gain g0 1.42× 10−4

Computation coefficient τ 10−28

Satellite computation capacity FS 1 GHz
Maximum latency T 700 ms

Total transmit power of the UAV PU 1 W
Feasible altitude range of the UAV

[
Hmin

U , Hmax
U

]
[50, 500] m

Total bandwidth of the UAV BU 10 MHz
Total computation capacity of the UAV FU 0.5 GHz

Feasible range of half-beamwidth [Θmin,Θmax] [0, π/2] rad

Fig. 6 demonstrates the convergence behavior of the pro-
posed algorithm under varying satellite computation capaci-
ties. The results indicate that the algorithm converges rapidly,
requiring only three iterations to achieve stability, which
underscores the effectiveness of our optimization algorithm.
Initially, the energy consumption is high because communica-
tion and computation resources are equally allocated to each
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Fig. 7. Total energy consumption vs. data size.

GT. However, after several iterations, the energy consumption
significantly decreases, as the proposed algorithm effectively
optimizes these system parameters.

To compare the results of the proposed algorithm, labeled
as ‘SAGIN-PSC’, we consider three alternative schemes: the
‘Non-semantic’ scheme, which employs no semantic compres-
sion; the ‘Random comp. allocation’ scheme, where compu-
tation tasks are randomly allocated between the satellite and
the UAV; and the ‘Fix UAV location’ scheme, which excludes
optimization of the UAV’s location.

Fig. 7 illustrates the relationship between total energy
consumption and original data size. As expected, an increase
in data size leads to a corresponding rise in energy con-
sumption across all four examined schemes. Notably, the
proposed ‘SAGIN-PSC’ scheme consistently demonstrates the
lowest total energy consumption. This efficiency is primarily
attributed to the scheme’s use of the PSC technique, which
compresses the original data, therefore reducing the energy
expended on communication. Despite the additional compu-
tational resources required for semantic compression, the en-
ergy savings from reduced communication outweigh the extra
computational energy, especially when an optimal semantic
compression ratio is applied. Additionally, the ‘SAGIN-PSC’
scheme exhibits the gentlest slope in its energy consumption
curve, underscoring its robustness in handling varying data
sizes.

Fig. 8 demonstrates that the ‘SAGIN-PSC’ scheme’s ben-
efits are particularly pronounced under conditions of low
satellite beam gain. This occurs because a decrease in satellite
beam gain diminishes the achievable rate between the satel-
lite and the UAV, thereby increasing the energy required to
transmit the same amount of data. Under these conditions,
the ‘SAGIN-PSC’ scheme compensates by allocating more
computation resources at the satellite to mitigate the adverse
effects of reduced beam gain.

Fig. 9 depicts the relationship between total energy con-
sumption and the distance between the satellite and UAV. As
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Fig. 8. Total energy consumption vs. satellite beam gain.
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Fig. 9. Total energy consumption vs. satellite-UAV distance.

this distance increases, the channel gain between the satellite
and UAV weakens, resulting in a lower achievable rate and
consequently higher communication energy expenditure. This
trend confirms that communication energy forms a significant
component of the total energy consumption as distance in-
creases. Interestingly, the ‘Fix UAV location’ scheme exhibits
energy consumption levels comparable to those of the SAGIN-
PSC’ scheme, suggesting that the UAV’s location does not
critically impact the system’s overall energy efficiency. This
observation also indicates that the energy used for communi-
cation between the UAV and GTs is relatively minor within
the system’s total energy consumption.

In Fig. 10, the influence of UAV’s location on its com-
munication energy is explored. The axes represent the UAV’s
two-dimensional coordinates in meters, and the color gradient
illustrates varying values of the objective function defined in
Section III-F, which is the communication energy consumed
by the UAV. Fig. 10 is obtained when the 4 GTs requiring



15

Fig. 10. The impact of UAV’s location on UAV communication energy.

different amount of data. The figure reveals that the optimal
UAV location is not at the origin but slightly offset. Given that
the UAV communication energy is quantified on the order of
10−3, it constitutes a minor fraction of the total system energy
consumption. This minor impact supports the observation that
the ‘Fix UAV location’ scheme performs comparably to the
‘SAGIN-PSC’ scheme.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper has investigated the problem of energy efficiency
in SAGIN-enabled PSC system. The model considers that a
satellite transmits data to multiple GTs through a UAV acting
as a relay. The satellite and the UAV can use PSC technique
to compress the transmitted data, while the GTs can automat-
ically recover missing information. The PSC is enabled by
shared probability graphs among the transceivers, allowing for
the conservation of communication resource at the expense of
additional computation resource. The joint communication and
computation problem is formulated as an optimization problem
aiming to minimize the total communication and computation
energy consumption of the network under latency, power,
computation capacity, bandwidth, semantic compression ratio,
and UAV location constraints. We proposed an iterative algo-
rithm to solve this non-convex non-smooth problem, where the
closed-form solutions for computation capacity allocation and
UAV altitude are obtained at each iteration. Numerical results
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

In future research, we plan to expand our scenario to include
multiple satellites and UAVs. In addition, we plan to consider
the dynamic elements of satellite motion and the trajectory of
the UAV to improve the robustness and adaptability of our
energy-efficient communication framework.
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