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Abstract

Efficient spectrum allocation has become crucial as the surge
in wireless-connected devices demands seamless support for
more users and applications, a trend expected to grow with
6G. Innovations in satellite technologies such as SpaceX’s
Starlink have enabled non-terrestrial networks (NTNs) to
work alongside terrestrial networks (TNs) and allocate spec-
trum based on regional demands. Existing spectrum sharing
approaches in TNs use machine learning for interference min-
imization through power allocation and spectrum sensing,
but the unique characteristics of NTNs like varying orbital
dynamics and coverage patterns require more sophisticated
coordination mechanisms. The proposed work uses a hierar-
chical deep reinforcement learning (HDRL) approach for ef-
ficient spectrum allocation across TN-NTN networks. DRL
agents are present at each TN-NTN hierarchy that dynami-
cally learn and allocate spectrum based on regional trends.
This framework is 50x faster than the exhaustive search al-
gorithm while achieving 95% of optimum spectral efficiency.
Moreover, it is 3.75x faster than multi-agent DRL, which is
commonly used for spectrum sharing, and has a 12% higher
overall average throughput.

1 Introduction
The increasingly complex ecosystem of wireless
networks—from cellular systems to satellite constellations,
Internet of things (IoT) devices to vehicular networks—
operating within a constrained spectrum band necessitates
efficient spectrum sharing. Spectrum sharing refers to the
dynamic allocation and reuse of radio frequency bands
among multiple users, particularly in complex interference
channel (IC) scenarios where multiple transmitters and
receivers operate simultaneously. Efficient spectrum sharing
reduces co-channel interference and thereby maintains a
higher signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) and
preserves reliable network throughput for communication.
Technological breakthroughs in satellite constellation
deployments, led by innovators such as SpaceX’s Starlink,
Amazon’s Project Kuiper, and OneWeb, transform wireless
communication landscapes. These non-terrestrial networks
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(NTNs) now seamlessly coexist with terrestrial networks
(TNs), establishing intricate, multi-tiered network architec-
tures that operate across diverse altitudinal ranges. Globally,
the number of operational satellites is expected to increase
from 13,000 to 33,000 by 2030, enabling 20-30% of mobile
users to shift to satellite internet services (Wilson 2024).
This market is projected to grow from $9 billion in 2023 to
$37 billion by 2034 (Zoting 2024). Therefore, developing
efficient spectrum sharing mechanisms for integrated TN-
NTN has become crucial to ensure resource optimization
and seamless coexistence between these diverse network
architectures.

Deep reinforcement learning (DRL) emerges as a par-
ticularly compelling solution for optimal spectrum sharing
due to its ability to adapt to complex wireless environments
and learn optimal policies through continuous interaction (Si
et al. 2024). Unlike traditional machine learning approaches
that rely on static training datasets and struggle to general-
ize beyond their training distributions, DRL agents can dy-
namically adjust their spectrum allocation strategies based
on real-time network conditions, interference patterns, and
quality of service (QoS) (Zhang, Li, and Mu 2024).

Existing spectrum sharing strategies often oversimplify
spectrum allocation as they fail to account for the nested hi-
erarchy present in modern network architectures (Patil et al.
2023). These approaches demonstrate efficacy in controlled
environments but, their centralized nature introduces a sig-
nificant overhead in execution time and leads to subopti-
mal outcomes due to computational bottlenecks and delays
in gathering state information (Zhang and Luo 2023). In
large-scale deployments with heterogeneous architectures,
spectrum sharing faces severe scalability limitations as the
complexity of interference management and resource al-
location in ICs grows exponentially with expanding net-
work size and user density. Traditional solutions have pri-
marily focused on TNs, employing conventional techniques
like power control (Nasir and Guo 2021), interference man-
agement (Oyedare et al. 2022), and spectrum sensing (Li
et al. 2020) for efficient spectrum usage. However, these ap-
proaches fail to address the unique challenges of TN-NTN
which require coordinated decision-making across multiple
network tiers.
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This paper proposes a novel hierarchical deep reinforce-
ment learning (HDRL)-based spectrum allocation scheme
for integrated TN-NTN networks. The network architec-
ture is hierarchically decomposed into three distinct sub-
networks: satellite, high altitude platforms (HAPs), and a
combined layer of unmanned aerial vehicle (UAVs) and ter-
restrial base stations (TBSs). Each sub-network’s agent op-
erates on a different temporal scale with interconnected poli-
cies, where higher-level agents guide the behavior of lower-
level agents through metacontrol signals. The hierarchical
structure ensures that each subsequent network layer oper-
ates within the spectrum constraints imposed by its preced-
ing layer, creating a cascaded decision-making framework
that maximizes spectrum utilization across the entire net-
work.

• The proposed framework was benchmarked against dif-
ferent algorithms, including exhaustive search, random
access, single-agent DRL (SADRL), and multi-agent
DRL (MADRL), across three network hierarchies. The
framework achieved 95% of the spectral efficiency of ex-
haustive search while being 50x faster. It also demon-
strated 3.75x faster execution than MADRL and yielded
10-18% performance improvements over SADRL and
random access methods across all scenarios.

• In a single 500-step episode, the framework achieved
5%, 11%, and 25% higher average throughput compared
to MADRL, SADRL, and random access, respectively.
The framework maintained superior stability with min-
imal throughput fluctuations across all steps relative to
both MADRL and SADRL.

• The framework’s learning progression and convergence
behavior were evaluated across different network hierar-
chies to assess adaptability. Training results over 1000
episodes showed consistent learning progress, with the
space-air-ground (SAG) network achieving the highest
cumulative reward, followed by the air-ground and UAV-
aided networks.

2 Related Work
2.1 Spectrum Sharing
Several previous works focus on interference management
for spectrum sharing in satellite-terrestrial networks: (Lee
et al. 2021) introduces reverse spectrum pairing for TN-
NTN systems, while (Lee et al. 2024) optimizes TN-NTN
grouping with earth-fixed satellite beamforming. To accom-
modate different network architectures, (Wang et al. 2020)
develops a cognitive control system for air ground integrated
networks (AGIN) spectrum sharing, whereas, (Wang, Ding,
and Zhang 2020) and (Zhang et al. 2019) focus on satel-
lite spectrum sharing frameworks—the former for geosta-
tionary earth satellites (GEO) and low-orbit earth satellites
(LEO) networks using overlay/underlay modes, and the lat-
ter for satellite-terrestrial mmWave networks using protec-
tion areas. These works allow spectrum sharing via interfer-
ence mitigation through spectrum sensing and power control
mechanisms, however, they overlook the challenge of spec-
trum allocation across integrated TN-NTN networks where

spectrum resources need to be dynamically distributed based
on regional demand patterns.

2.2 DRL for Spectrum Management
There are several works exploring DRL approaches for spec-
trum management: (Song et al. 2021) and (Chen et al. 2022)
utilize deep Q-network (DQN) variants for dynamic spec-
trum access (DSA) coordination, with the latter implement-
ing dueling DQNs and prioritized experience replay for bal-
anced primary user and secondary user performance. (Cui
and Yu 2021) introduces a scalable single-agent reinforce-
ment learning (RL) method for joint routing and spectrum
optimization in wireless ad-hoc networks. For distributed
approaches, (Tan et al. 2022) employs cooperative multi-
agent RL with recurrent DQNs for DSA, while (Jo et al.
2022) proposes multi-agent DQL for HAPs power control
with interference management. (Han et al. 2022) addresses
urban air mobility using DRL-based spectrum allocation be-
tween aerial and terrestrial users.

While these approaches demonstrate the effectiveness of
utilizing DRL algorithms for spectrum sharing, they primar-
ily focus on TNs and single-layer optimization, neglecting
the spectrum management required for NTNs in conjunc-
tion with TNs, and the need for hierarchical decision-making
across multiple network layers.

3 HDRL Based Intelligent Spectrum
Allocation

3.1 System Overview
The considered system comprises a LEO satellite, HAPs,
UAVs, TBSs, and users. The LEO satellite covers desig-
nated geographical regions using fixed multi-beam technol-
ogy, where each beam cell serves as a dedicated coverage
area for a HAP. Each HAP acts as a regional hub, relaying
data and control signals between the satellite and lower-tier
network nodes. Within each HAP’s coverage area, multiple
TBSs and UAVs are deployed. TBSs provide fixed, high-
capacity connectivity for ground-based users, while UAVs
act as aerial base stations, offering flexible, on-demand cov-
erage. Users dynamically associate with either a TBS or
UAV based on factors such as signal strength, network load,
and QoS. A satellite gateway facilitates communication be-
tween the TN and the LEO satellite while a central control
and compute unit manages network operations, acting as the
coordinator for spectrum allocation and interference man-
agement. The LEO satellite allocates portions of its spec-
trum Asatellite to each beam cell. Each beam’s spectrum is
then further divided by the HAPs into subbands AHAP and is
shared by both UAVs and TBSs in that coverage region.

3.2 Problem Formulation
The hierarchical spectrum sharing framework is modeled
as a Markov decision process (MDP), captures the multi-
tiered decision-making process essential for efficient spec-
trum allocation in a TN-NTN system. The MDP consists
of a state space S, an action space A, a state transi-
tion function s′ = f(s, a), and a reward function r(s, a).
DRL agent interacts with the environment over a sequence
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Figure 1: Proposed framework environment for HDRL-based dynamic spectrum sharing in integrated TN-NTN Networks.

of states s1, s2, . . . , st, actions a1, a2, . . . , at, and rewards
r1, r2, . . . , rt, where st, at, rt are state, action and reward at
time t and total time steps in the episode are T . The primary
objective is to optimize network performance across three
hierarchical decision levels—satellite, HAP, and UAV—
each responsible for spectrum management within its re-
spective operational scope.

Global Policy. At the top level, the global policy πg is
managed by the satellite agent, which oversees the entire
network spectrum allocation. This agent’s goal is to allocate
spectrum resources effectively across multiple beam cells,
ensuring fair distribution and accommodating varying user
demands and channel conditions. The global network state,
denoted as

Sg = {Aspec, Dbeam, Gavg},
includes aggregated information such as the total available
spectrum Aspec, the distribution of beams Dbeam across geo-
graphical regions, and the average channel gain Gavg across
these regions. Given this state Sg , the satellite agent deter-
mines a spectrum allocation matrix Ag ∈ [0, 1]B×N , where
each element ab,n represents the allocation of subband n to
beam b

ab,n =

{
1 if subband n is allocated to beam b

0 otherwise
(1)

This allocation must satisfy

B∑
b=1

ab,n ≤ 1,∀n ∈ {1, . . . , N}. (2)

The selected action ag = Ag is constrained by the policy
πg(Sg), which optimizes the high-level allocation to maxi-
mize network performance metrics like spectral efficiency η,
system fairness F , and average throughput Ravg. This global

level allocation subsequently passes down to the regional
tier as a constraint on available resources, ensuring that the
regional and local policies can operate within these alloca-
tions.

Regional Policies. At the intermediate level, each HAP i
manages a regional policy πi

r, responsible for spectrum allo-
cation within its designated coverage area. Given the global
allocation constraints from πg , each HAP agent operates on
a regional network state Si

r, which incorporates detailed in-
formation relevant to the local context. This state is defined
as

Si
r = {Aspec, Dregion, Gavg},

where Aspec is the spectrum allocated by the global policy
to the HAP’s region, Dregion represents the spatial distribu-
tion of users within the HAP’s coverage, and Gavg indicates
average channel conditions in the region.

At this level, each HAP determines a regional spectrum
allocation matrix Ai

r ∈ [0, 1]M×N , where M is the num-
ber of subordinate nodes (UAVs and TBSs) in region i. The
allocation elements are

aim,n =

{
1 if subband n is allocated to node m in region i,

0 otherwise,

which are subject to the constraints
M∑

m=1

aim,n ≤ 1, ∀n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, (3)

aim,n ≤ ab(i),n, ∀m,n, (4)

where b(i) denotes the beam containing region i.

Local Policies. At the lowest level, individual UAVs and
TBSs operate under local policies πj

l for each node j, mak-
ing real-time decisions on spectrum access and power allo-
cation for their associated users. The local network state Sj

l
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Figure 2: Flow diagram for the proposed hierarchical reinforcement learning for spectrum resource management.

for each UAV or TBS agent j is represented as

Sj
l = {Aspec, Pu, Pv, H, I},

where Pu and Pv indicate the positions of the user equip-
ment (UE) and UAV, respectively, H represents the chan-
nel gains, and I denotes interference levels in the immediate
vicinity. Based on Sj

l , each local policy πj
l selects an action

ajl , which is represented as

ajl = {βj , αj ,∆pj},

where the spectrum access vector βj ∈ [0, 1]N , the power
allocation vector αj ∈ [0, 1]K , and the movement vector
∆pj ∈ [−∆pmax,∆pmax]

2. The spectrum access vector βj

indicates which spectrum channels to utilize, allowing the
agent to decide the specific channels that are most efficient
under current network conditions. The power allocation vec-
tor αj specifies the power levels assigned to each selected
channel, ensuring that power resources are optimally dis-
tributed to minimize interference while meeting user de-
mands. Lastly, for UAVs, the movement vector ∆pj controls
positional adjustments within the UAV’s operational range,
allowing it to enhance local coverage dynamically by repo-
sitioning itself in response to user distribution and channel
quality variations. Penalty PUAV is imposed if the UAVs are
outside their operational range

PUAV =

∑U
u=1 ⊮(u /∈ R)

U
, (5)

where ⊮(u /∈ R) is the indicator function for UAVs outside
their designated region, and U is the total number of UAVs
per region. This local-level optimization ensures that real-
time adjustments to spectrum access and power control are
responsive to changes in user demand, channel conditions,
and interference levels.

At the regional level, several metrics are evaluated to de-
termine the performance of each region j ∈ J , where J
represents the set of all local regions. We utilized appropri-
ate channel distributions for all channel links. Each u user’s
SINR is defined as

γju =
HjuαjuP

Iju +N0
, (6)

where Hju represents the channel gain, αju is the power
allocation, P is the transmission power, Iju denotes inter-
ference, and N0 is the noise power. Using (6), the data rate
for each user is

Rju =
W

N
log2(1 + γju), (7)

where W is the total bandwidth available and N is the num-
ber of spectrum channels. We compute spectral efficiency in
each region as

ηj =

∑
Rju

W
, (8)

where ηj represents the spectral efficiency. To measure fair-
ness, we calculate the Jain’s fairness index for each region
as

Fj =
(
∑

Rju)
2

K
∑

R2
ju

, (9)

where K is the number of users in region j. Finally, to mon-
itor QoS adherence, we calculate the QoS violation for each
region as

Vj = max(0, Rmin −min(Rju)), (10)

where Rmin is the minimum required rate for QoS compli-
ance. These metrics collectively provide a detailed assess-
ment of each region’s performance and are instrumental in
formulating the reward function.

3.3 Optimization Objective
The hierarchical structure of the MDP maximizes the cumu-
lative reward over all time steps t formulated as

max
πg,πr,πl

E

[
T∑

t=1

(w1Ravg + w2η + w3F + w4PUAV)

]
,

(11)
where w1, w2, w3, and w4 are weights for data rate, spectral
efficiency, fairness, and, UAV penalty respectively. This re-
ward structure incentivizes each policy level to contribute to-
wards optimal network performance, balancing local needs
and global objectives in a dynamically adaptive manner.



Algorithm 1: HDRL for Spectrum Sharing
1 Initialize neural networks for policies πs, πh, πl

2 Initialize replay buffers Ds, Dh, Dl

3 for episode = 1 to M do
4 Initialize parameters H , I , Pu, Pv , α
5 for step = 1 to S do
6 if step % δs = 0 then
7 Observe (beam)

ss = {Aspec, Dbeam, Gavg}
8 Take action as = πs(ss) for Abeam spec

9 if step % δh = 0 then
10 for each HAP i = 1 to B ×H do
11 Observe sih = {Aspec, Dregion, Gavg}
12 Take action aih = πh(s

i
h) for Aspec

13 for each region j = 1 to B ×H ×R do
14 Observe sjl = {Aspec, Pu, Pv, H, I}
15 Take action ajl = πl(s

j
l ) for βj , αj , ∆pj

16 Update UAV positions: Pv = Pv +∆p

17 for each region j do
18 Calculate local metrics
19 {γju, Rju, ηj , Fj , Vj}
20 Compute rewards: rs, rh, rl
21 Store (ss, as, rs) in Ds

22 Store (sh, ah, rh) in Dh

23 Store (sl, al, rl) in Dl

24 Update πs, πh, πl using samples from buffers
25 if terminated or truncated then
26 break

27 Calculate episodic metrics Ravg , η, F
28 return πs, πh, πl, Ravg , η, F

Through this hierarchical MDP structure, the HDRL frame-
work facilitates efficient spectrum sharing by decompos-
ing the overall optimization problem into manageable sub-
problems, each tailored to the operational scope and con-
straints of the respective agent.

4 Numerical Results
4.1 Experimental Settings
The experimental framework utilized a hierarchical rein-
forcement learning environment with a detailed network
topology. It featured 2 beams from LEO, each with 1 HAP,
subdivided into 2 regions, each with 2 base stations and 1
UAV, supporting 10 users per region. Spectrum allocation
spanned 200 MHz across 10 subbands centered at 28 GHz.
Node altitudes included satellites at 550 km, HAPs at 20 km,
and UAVs at 100 meters. Transmission power ranged from
33–45 dBm for satellites, 28–36 dBm for HAPs, 16 dBm for
base stations, and 8 dBm for UAVs. Each 2 × 2 km region
featured UAVs moving in 10-meter steps, with noise power
fixed at −174 dBm/Hz.

The reward mechanism used a weighted multi-objective
structure: spectrum efficiency (1.5), fairness (0.5), UAV

penalty (−1.0), and QoS violations (−0.5). Employed prox-
imal policy optimization (PPO) as a single-agent RL al-
gorithm with a learning rate of 0.0005, mini-batch size of
512, batch size of 2000, 30 stochastic gradient descent iter-
ations, a discount factor of 0.99, entropy coefficient of 0.01,
and value function loss coefficient of 1.0. All experiments
were run on i9-14900X 24 cores with 1x NVIDIA T4 16GB
VRAM.

4.2 Baseline Methodologies
Results compare the proposed HDRL framework against
SADRL & MADRL algorithms used in spectrum sharing
scenarios. A direct comparison with frameworks used in
other relevant works, however, is unfeasible as the system
model and components are vastly different. Evaluation con-
siders a comprehensive SAG network as the default sce-
nario, unless mentioned otherwise.

1. Exhaustive Search. This baseline conducts a full com-
binatorial search across all possible spectrum allocation
configurations to identify the optimal solution. However,
the exhaustive search is computationally prohibitive for
large-scale networks due to its exponential complexity.

2. Random Allocation. Serving as a performance lower
bound, this approach assigns spectrum resources ran-
domly without leveraging any intelligent decision-
making, offering a baseline for evaluating the gains
achieved through reinforcement learning.

3. SADRL. PPO is a SADRL algorithm that learns a global
policy to optimize network objectives as is commonly
used in literature. (Guo et al. 2022) relies on PPO to op-
timize spectrum sharing in an IRS-aided cognitive radio
system, and (Samidi, Radzi, and Aripin 2024) optimizes
subcarrier spacing and uplink-downlink allocation with
PPO in 5G networks.

4. MADRL. Various works formulate MADRL algorithms
to enhance spectrum sharing. (Gao et al. 2021) employs
MADRL to enable cooperative spectrum sensing among
multiple secondary users in cognitive radio networks,
enhancing sensing accuracy by sharing detection re-
sults and reducing overhead through decentralized execu-
tion. (Naderializadeh et al. 2021) proposes a distributed
resource management mechanism using MADRL and in-
dependent Q-learning to determine user scheduling and
power allocation.

4.3 Results
Fig. 3a compares execution times of spectrum allocation
algorithms. Exhaustive search has the highest time due to
evaluating all possible action-state combinations. MADRL
is slower than HDRL due to the exponential growth of
joint state-action spaces and non-stationary learning envi-
ronments with multiple agents training simultaneously, com-
pared to HDRL’s structured task decomposition and transfer
learning between hierarchical levels. The proposed HDRL
framework achieves a balance, segmenting decision-making
hierarchically to improve efficiency without compromis-
ing decision quality. The proposed framework is 3.75x
faster than MADRL and 50x faster than exhaustive search.



SADRL’s centralized structure leads to faster execution,
while random access, lacking intelligent decision-making,
is the fastest. The HDRL framework is 4x and 19x slower
than SADRL and random access, respectively.

Fig. 3b compares spectral efficiency across various net-
work scenarios, illustrating the performance of different al-
location algorithms. Exhaustive search achieves the highest
efficiency possible in all network scenarios and the proposed
framework achieves 97% of that optimal spectral efficiency
in SAG network, and achieves 2% more than MADRL. This
shows that the proposed framework achieves near-optimal
performance while maintaining better computational effi-
ciency. In the SAG network scenario, the proposed frame-
work outperforms SADRL and random access by approx-
imately 15% and 18%, respectively. The performance gap
between all algorithms narrows in other scenarios due to
reduced degrees of freedom and increased interference in
simpler architectures. The difference is more pronounced in
SAG networks because it has higher system complexity with
three distinct layers offering more degrees of freedom to ex-
ploit.

Fig. 3c illustrates the throughput performance of dif-
ferent algorithms against varying channel conditions. The
proposed framework maintains stable performance across
all steps, averaging approximately 9.85 Mbps, while other
approaches show more variance in their throughput val-
ues. MADRL closely follows with an average throughput
of about 9.65 Mbps. The proposed framework achieves
achieved 5%, 11% and 25% higher average throughput
than MADRL, SADRL, and random access, respectively.
SADRL shows lower average throughput due to its limita-
tions in capturing complex network dynamics and has the
highest throughput fluctuations at every step. Random ac-
cess performs worst with the lowest throughput, as expected
from its non-intelligent randomized selection of actions.

Fig. 3d demonstrates the learning progression and conver-
gence behavior of the proposed framework across different
network architectures over 1000 training episodes. The SAG
network achieves the highest normalized average cumulative
reward due to its rich multi-layer structure offering more
optimization opportunities. The air-ground (AG) network
shows moderate performance, with a similar learning pattern
but lower overall rewards due to reduced network complex-
ity. The UAV-aided network, being the simplest architecture,
exhibits the lowest reward values but shows steady improve-
ment. All scenarios show initial fluctuations during training
before stabilizing, with consistent performance gaps.

Fig. 3e illustrates the sum rate of various algorithms rel-
ative to the local average power, calculated as the aver-
age power across a region. The proposed framework and
MADRL perform equally well. Other algorithms display
consistent trends, with sum rates gradually increasing as av-
erage power rises. Exhaustive search consistently outper-
forms the proposed framework by 5 bps/Hz, equivalent to
a 1.5% improvement. Meanwhile, SADRL and random ac-
cess remain close, within 4 bps/Hz of each other, but lag at
least 8 bps/Hz behind the proposed framework.

Fig. 3f is a 3D surface plot illustrating the relation-
ship between normalized spectrum utilization and, user den-

Table 1: Simulation parameters.

Parameter Value

Number of beams (B) 2
HAPs per beam (H) 1
Regions per HAP (R) 2
Time blocks per region (T ) 2
UAVs per region (U ) 1
Users per region (K) 10
Total bandwidth (W ) 200 MHz
Number of subbands (N ) 10
Maximum episodes (M ) 1000
Steps per episode (S) 500
Decision intervals (δs, δh, δl) (50, 10, 1)

sity, and local average power. The color gradient represents
utilization, with darker blue indicating lower and yellow-
orange denoting higher utilization. The graph demonstrates
the adaptability of the proposed framework, revealing that at
user density close to 1, spectrum utilization decreases. This
reduction is attributed to the larger action space required to
accommodate a greater number of users.

5 Ablation Studies
Extensive ablation studies provide deeper insights into
HDRL’s performance. These evaluate the impact of different
reward function formulations, including cumulative reward
to capture the total aggregated rewards over the episode tra-
jectory, aggregative reward to normalize the cumulative re-
ward by episode duration and to reduce the influence of
varying episode lengths, and difference reward to isolate
the unique contribution of individual agents to the overall
system performance. Results use rigorous hyperparameter
tuning to explore the most impactful parameters such as
learning rate, PPO clip parameter, and entropy coefficient.
Evaluation tests the robustness of the proposed HDRL so-
lution by examining its performance under varying longitu-
dinal and latitudinal conditions, ensuring its adaptability to
diverse network configurations and environments. The abla-
tion studies are extensively covered in Supplementary Ma-
terials at the end of this paper.

6 Conclusion
The growing demand for seamless wireless connectivity,
further accelerated by 6G adoption, necessitates efficient
spectrum allocation to serve diverse user demands. Exist-
ing spectrum-sharing solutions predominantly address TNs,
overlooking the critical role of NTNs such as satellite con-
stellations from SpaceX, OneWeb, and Amazon. The re-
search introduces an HDRL framework for dynamic spec-
trum allocation within an integrated TN-NTN infrastruc-
ture. By leveraging network nesting, DRL agents at each
tier of the network hierarchy coordinate spectrum manage-
ment based on user demand. This adaptive, multi-layered ap-
proach surpasses algorithms like MADRL in efficiency and
responsiveness, supporting the diverse connectivity require-
ments of 6G ecosystems and empowering network operators
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Figure 3: Results compare the proposed framework with benchmark models for different metrics.

to manage spectrum resources.
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