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Links

Eray Guven, Member, IEEE, Pablo Camacho, Member, IEEE,
Elham Baladi, Member, IEEE, Gunes Karabulut Kurt, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Interplanetary links (IPL) serve as crucial enablers
for space exploration, facilitating secure and adaptable space
missions. An integrated IPL with inter-satellite communication
(IP-ISL) establishes a unified deep space network, expanding
coverage and reducing atmospheric losses. The challenges, includ-
ing irregularities in charged density, hardware impairments, and
hidden celestial body brightness are analyzed with a reflectarray-
based IP-ISL between Earth and Moon orbiters. It is observed
that 10−8 order severe hardware impairments with intense solar
plasma density drops an ideal system’s spectral efficiency (SE)
from ∼ 38 (bit/s)/Hz down to 0 (bit/s)/Hz. An ideal full angle
of arrival fluctuation recovery with full steering range achieves
∼20 (bit/s)/Hz gain and a limited beamsteering with a numerical
reflectarray design achieves at least ∼1 (bit/s)/Hz gain in severe
hardware impairment cases.

Index Terms—Interplanetary communication, inter-satellite
links, reflectarray.

I. INTRODUCTION

Deep space networks are becoming popular for exciting
Earth-to-Mars [1] and lunar communication [2], [3] with
interplanetary links (IPL). Currently, the backbone ground-to-
air (G2A) networks link a ground station on Earth to an orbiter
around the target planet. This approach has multiple advan-
tages, however a G2A network constraints the communication
in several aspects. One major constraint is the coverage, which
leaves out-of-coverage dark zones on the target planet (e.g.,
the far side of the Moon [4], [5]). A second constraint is the
exposure to severe atmospheric conditions on Earth and space
weather. For example, it is well known that in both terahertz
(THz) and microwave spectra, there are windows of band gaps
that are not reasonable to operate within the earth’s atmosphere
due to the absorption by atmospheric gases and scattering by
the atmospheric particles. θs

An integrated IPL with an inter-satellite link (IP-ISL) can set
a highly efficient and feasible deep-space network. One recent
study proposes a relayed IP-ISL for increasing the coverage
[6], and another study performs space debris exploration by
using IP-ISL [7]. A recent survey shows that IP-ISL can be the
new backbone of the large-scale unified space communication
networks [8]. In this regard, we evaluate the performance of an
IP-ISL with zero misalignment and full controllability under
hardware impairments, hidden celestial body noises, and a
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deep space channel and examine the significance of each factor
on the spectral efficiency (SE) in perpetual Earth-to-Moon
connectivity.

Hidden planets and celestial bodies are part of deep space
and are yet to be explored. By October 2021, 19 possible
hidden planets were discovered due to the interaction with
LOFAR [9]. So far, recent studies show that even the Solar sys-
tem possibly has undiscovered cloud planets within the Oort
cloud that we are unable to detect. Therefore, radar and radio
telescopes still have limited capability for space surveillance.
In long-distance IP links, the presence of asteroids, meteors,
and meteoroids exceeds expectations, and these numerous and
varying-sized celestial bodies pose a potential threat to the
communication link. Other than observable kilometer-sized
objects such as space rocks, one study [10] highlights the
source of lunar craters by the near-earth asteroids, whereas
another technical report [11] focuses on the impact of the
average 260 meteoroids with a mass greater than 1 kg on
the Moon per year. For such a long-distance communication
between Earth and Moon orbits (∼ 384, 400 km), randomly
spread celestial bodies are detrimental noise sources for IP-
ISL due to the application of high-gain antennas.

Under solar activities, the Earth-to-Moon communication
channel is solely formed by the solar plasma. Due to the
plasma density in free space, the refractions on the propagation
path are exposed to charged particles. The plasma irregularities
in near-earth aerial channels and satellites have been discussed
in [12]–[14]. Similarly, the phase deviation on ISL for optical
ranging is shown in [15]. A directly related study analyzes
the phase scintillations as Doppler noise and investigates the
spectral broadening [16]. For this reason, we highlight the need
for beam management design during the pointing, acquisition,
and tracking (PAT) to suppress the impact of deep space
channels and noise on astronomical distance [17]. The major
problems and our solution approaches are given in Table I.

Under solar activities, the Earth-to-Moon communication
channel is solely formed by the solar plasma. Due to the
plasma density in free space, the refractions on the propagation
path are exposed to charged particles. The plasma irregularities
in near-earth aerial channels and satellites have been discussed
in [12]–[14]. Similarly, the phase deviation on ISL for optical
ranging is shown in [15]. A directly related study analyzes the
phase scintillations as Doppler noise and investigates the spec-
tral broadening [16]. For this reason, beam management during
PAT to suppress the impact of deep space channels and noise
on astronomical distance is needed [17]. Reflectarray antennas
offer a simplified alternative to phased array antennas, known
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Table I
IP-ISL MODEL

Solution Problem

Thermal noise modeling
• Non-ideal hardware noises
• Hidden celestial bodies
• EM disturbances

Beam management
• AoA fluctuations
• Free space diffractions
• Antenna misalignments

for their complexity and high associated costs at frequencies
above microwave. This streamlined approach helps to maintain
lower costs for unified space communication networks [18].
A reflectarray is able to steer the beam on the broadside in
spatial tracking by manipulating the phase distributions over
the aperture cells. The planar surface is mounted on a dielectric
substrate which provides mechanical support and facilitates
the mechanical fabrication. The aperture is illuminated by an
exterior feed antenna. Just as phased array, the reflectarray
can be both transmitter and receiver. Recently, the use of
reflectarray for air-to-ground (A2G) satellite communication is
justified by the flexibility, weight, and durability as discussed
in [19], [20] and [21].

In the literature, a stochastic free space optics-based relayed
system performance is analyzed under solar corona fading
channel [22], yet lower operation bands are neglected. The
authors in [23] takes the lower operation bands into account
to present an ISL design, but for only a single constellation.
Similarly, the deep space channel is mostly considered as
solely free space [24], which is not a realistic assumption
for IPL. With the recent advancements in satellite compatible
reflectarrays in X-band and THz [25] - [26], we show the
necessity of a precise beam management, even in the perfectly
aligned and localized IP-ISL communication scenarios.

A perpetual IP-ISL necessitates the provision of efficient
spectrum use within constrained resource parameters. Thus,
a realistic signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) maximization on IP-
ISL is only possible with beam management and thermal
noise modeling. Accordingly, we first model the noise spectral
density for end-to-end IP-ISL under weak & strong electro-
magnetic (EM) disturbances, and then we find the fluctuations
on angle-of-arrival (AoA) to be able to control the incident
wave towards feed on reflectarrays.

The contributions of this study are the followings:
• An IP-ISL between Earth-to-Moon orbiters is constructed

on a deep space channel under the presence of both
known and unknown celestial bodies, hardware impair-
ments, and dynamic free-space plasma density with ideal
PAT with zero misalignment and full controllability.

• A feed-offset planar reflectarray engineered for low pay-
load and high-gain is utilized for the IP-ISL. SE gain
of the reflectarray is shown for both ideal and non-ideal
cases.

• The impact of hidden celestial bodies over IP-ISL is
analyzed as a source of thermal noise on the main
beamwidth of the designed antenna.

• The variance of the AoA fluctuations caused by the solar
activities are derived in reflectarray use.

Figure 1. An IP-ISL of Sat1 − Sat2 on free space including the Sun, Earth
and the Moon. Assuming orbital inclinations to be zero allows a simplified
2D model in the xy− plane. The diffracted trajectory along the Sat1 − Sat2
path due to ∆ϵ, leading to δθ fluctuation on AoA.

• The advantages and disadvantages of utilizing the X-
band in IP-ISL are examined. A comparative analysis is
conducted, considering external thermal noise and system
hardware impairment, to assess their impact on SE.

The direct application of reflectarray technology paves the
path for large-scale IP-ISL deployments at a reduced cost and
with low size, weight, and power (SWaP), simplifying beam
management through passive reflecting unit cells. This stands
in contrast to phased arrays, which require active phase shifters
and amplifiers.

Accordingly, an Earth-to-Moon IP-ISL thermal noise and
channel model is described in Section II. The utilization of
a lossless reflectarray design for beamsteering applications is
discussed in Section III, and numerical analysis methodologies
and simulations are given in Section IV. We conclude our
findings in Section V.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

A transmitter satellite Sat1 orbiting around the Earth and a
receiver satellite Sat2 orbiting around the Moon for IP-ISL dur-
ing the coverage timeline are shown in Figure 1. The orbiters
are positioned at heights h1 and h2, near geosynchronous
orbit around their respective home planets, thereby minimizing
atmospheric effects like ionization, molecular absorption, and
attenuation. Both satellites assume knowledge of the orbiter
positions pS1

and pS2
, ensuring beam alignment is unaffected

by mobility. First, the IP-ISL is exposed to hardware impair-
ments, thermal noises caused by the celestial body brightness,
and the cosmic microwave background. Additionally, the IP-
ISL channel is determined by the sun plasma density consti-
tuted by the solar corona [27]. Correspondingly, the noise and
channel models are given in the following sections.
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Figure 2. Finite spatial regions of asymmetric main beam radiation of Sat2 on
local frame where each u⃗i starts at the origin and ySat2 is the beam direction
axis.

A. Thermal Noise Model

According to black body radiation, any object in free space
with non-zero temperatures radiate electromagnetic energy.
Therefore, antennas are exposed to noise sources within their
radiation fields. Other than man-made interference and distur-
bance sources on Earth, which can be foreseen in some exten-
sion, the free space of the solar system is full of unpredictable
thermal emission bodies. In case the physical temperature and
internal receiver losses of an antenna (e.g. transmission line,
radiation efficiency) are neglected, the system temperature wıll
be equal to the antenna temperature (Tsys = TA) within a
satellite.

1) Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) Radiation: It is
observed that CMB on the observable sky on (θ, ϕ) has non-
uniform noise fluctuations with ensemble average temperature
of TCMB = 2.761 ± 0.010 K [28] where the blackbody
radiance peaks at 160.2 GHz. The uncertainty of measurement
sourced by instrument calibration, thermometer gain offset,
and frequency offset [29]. In free space, where the EM threats
(e.g., atmospheric distortions, radiation belts, and geomag-
netic storms) are minimized, it is appropriate to use high-
gain transmitter and receiver amplifiers. For such a receiver
front end, an unexpected power source is able to delude and
even damage the receiver structure. As the CMB increasingly
emerges as a dominant noise source on high-gain antennas,
thorough analysis becomes imperative.

2) Thermal Noise: A randomly located hidden celestial
body to pc = [xc, yc]

T with a dC = ||pc − pS2
||2 distance

to origin centered Sat2 with pS2
= [0, 0]T is a source of

thermal noise with its brightness temperature TC . Accordingly,
the system temperature under effective thermal noise (Teff )
contribution from N amount of celestial bodies is as follows:

Tsys =
∑
k

T k
eff , k ∈ {1, 2, .., N}. (1)

For celestial bodies with non-uniform brightness, Teff is the
following:

T k
eff =

2π∫
0

π∫
0

T k
C(θ, ϕ)G(θ, ϕ) sin (θ)dθdϕ

2π∫
0

π∫
0

G(θ, ϕ) sin (θ)dθdϕ

, k ∈ {1, 2, .., N},

(2)
where G(θ, ϕ) is the receiver antenna gain. Noting that,
TCMB
eff = TCMB due to the independency of θ and ϕ in

CMB. Similarly, in order to keep TC independent of θ and ϕ,
the thermal sky noise sourced by the celestial body regions
are defined as following:

TC
x>0

=


T 1
C , if y > y2

x2
· x

T 2
C , if y3

x2
· x < y < y2

x2
· x

... . . .

T k
C , if y < yk+1

xk
· x

(3)

and

TC
x<0

=



T 1
C , if y >

y′
2

x′
2
· x

T 2
C , if y′

3

x′
2
· x < y <

y′
2

x′
2
· x

... . . .

T k
C , if y <

y′
k+1

x′
k

· x

(4)

where T i
C ∈ TC is the thermal noise on the corresponding

radiation region of receiver occupancy, respectively. As shown
in Figure 2, each existing region corresponds to a noise
temperature source. For the continuity on TC , Eq. (3) and
Eq. (4) assume that antenna nulls does not exist. Due to
the directive radiation, thermal background noise occupancy
regions caused by the celestial bodies denoted with beam
efficiencies (BE) for each spatial region are given by:

BEi =

2π∫
0

θi∫
0

U(θ, ϕ)dθdϕ

2π∫
0

π∫
0

U(θ, ϕ)dθdϕ

, i ∈ {1, 2, .., k − 1}, (5)

where each spatial region is separated with u⃗i ∈ R2. θi ∈
(−π, π] is the beamwidth of the corresponding region such as
u⃗i ·u⃗i−1 = |u⃗i||u⃗i−1| cos(θi−1),∀i and U(θ, ϕ) is the radiation
intensity. Thus, Tsys can be formulated as linear superposition
of BEi,∀i. Herewith, Tsys in Eq. (1) can be written explicitly
as the following:

Tsys =
∑
i

BEi × T i
C (6)

= BE1 × T 1
C + BE2 × T 2

C + · · ·BEk × T k
C + TCMB .

(7)

Consequently, Tsys is obtained under both known and un-
known stellar bodies for Earth-to-Moon IP-ISL.

B. Channel Model

Wave propagation is primarily influenced by solar activ-
ity, resulting in phase fluctuations during transmission. Solar
winds release charged particles into space at velocities ranging
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from 400 to 800 km/s, existing in a plasma state with energies
between 0.5 and 10 keV. The Sun-Earth probe (SEP) angle
α determines the distribution of charged particles in relation
to the real permittivity ϵ. Starting the channel definition
with Drude-Lorentz model, which can describe the harmonic
oscillation of the released particles with dielectric function as
following

ϵ = 1 +
ω2
p

ω2
0 − ω2

, (8)

where ωp is the angular plasma frequency, ω is the angular
frequency of the Lorentz oscillator and ω0 is the resonance
frequency. The plasma frequency (fp) is defined as following

fp =
e

2π

√
ne

ϵ0me
, (9)

where e is the electron charge, ne is electron density, me

is the effective mass of the electron, and ϵ0 is the vacuum
permittivity. Assuming that the interaction of charged particles
with each other does not exist, the open expression of ϵ is the
following:

ϵ = 1 +
λ2nee

2

ϵ0me(λ2ω2
0 − 4π2c2)

. (10)

The deep space weather of solar wind with dynamic electron
density model is [27]:

ne(r) =
2.21× 1014

(r/rs)6
+

1.55× 1012

(r/rs)2.3
[m−3], (11)

where rs is the Sun radius and r is the perpendicular distance
from Sun vertex to the shortest Sat1 - Sat2 path. Here, the
plasma density is dominated by the first term of Eq. (11) and
has a radial spread around the Sun [30].

High plasma frequency draws ϵ away from being 1, leading
to both phase and angular fluctuations (δ(θ)) along the wave
trajectory. The phase shift (S) on IP-ISL is S = S0 + φ
where S0 is the nominal phase shift when ωp = ω, and φ
is the random variable of phase shift1 caused by ∆ϵ, which
corresponds to variant terms in Eq. (8). The nominal phase
shift is supposed to be estimated and compensated by Sat2,
and considered as S0 = 0. Letting ϵ(ℓ) be unitary constant
along the path, and the integration path (dS) to be invariant
and independent of ϵ. Accordingly, φ is the following:

φ =
1

2
k

∮
1√
ϵ(ℓ)

∆ϵdℓ, (12)

≈ k

2

∫ dS

0

∆ϵdℓ. (13)

wherein ∆ϵ denotes the deflections due to non-constant reflec-
tivity along the path. Recall that ϵ is a differentiable function,
thus; ∆ϵ can be expressed from Eq. (10) as following

∆ϵ =
(λe)2

ϵ0me(λ2ω2
0 − 4π2c2)

∆ne. (14)

The irregularities of plasma density on high-altitude orbits are

1Result of φ on propagating wave also leads to offsets on the carrier
frequency (e.g. Doppler noise) which is neglected on this study.

modeled proportionally with the magnitude of plasma density,

∆ne ≈
ne

αβ
. (15)

where β denotes the order of solar plasma magnitude, and α
is the electron density index as a scaling factor. ∆ne is not
monotonically decreasing, and the model is viable as long as
(r/rs)

6 >> αβ. Lastly, the Chandrasekhar equation notates
the δθ with orthogonal phase shift component to the wavefront
as following

δθ =
1

k
√
ϵ
∇⊥φ. (16)

With this statement, the interplanetary IP-ISL channel model
is completed.

C. Angular Fluctuations Analysis

We present a closed form expression of angular fluctuation
variance E[δθ2] analysis on Sat1−Sat2 link disturbed by solar
plasma density as illustrated in Figure 1. Let ϵ = 1, angular
fluctuation in reflectarray with aperture area A along the x
axis unit cells is following [31]

δθ =
1

kA

∫ ∫
A

∂

∂x
φdxdz. (17)

For the remaining analysis, isotropic assumption will be made
along the z axis. Using Eq. (13) and Eq. (14), φ(x, z) is
encountered for each eddy ℓ is the following

φ(x, z) =
k

2

∫ ∞
−λ2re∆nedℓ, (18)

= πλre

∫ ∞
−∆nedℓ, (19)

where the radius of electron is used as re =
e2

4πc2ϵ0me
. In the

subsequent equations, δθ is expressed using Eq. (19) applied
to Eq. (17), and

δθ = − 1

2A
reλ

2

∫ ∫
A

∂

∂x

(∫ ∞
∆nedℓ

)
dxdz, (20)

is obtained. Instead of applying Leibniz integral rule di-
rectly, the derivative of the characteristic function ξX(t) is
used with the assumption that n-th moment exists such that
E[Xn] = i−n

[
∂n

∂tn ξX(t)
]
t=0

as following,

E[δθ2] =
1

4A2
r2eλ

4

∫ ∫
A

dxdz

∫ ∫
A

dx′dz′
∫ ∞

0

dℓ

×
∫ ∞

0

∂2

∂x∂x′E[∆ne∆n′
e]dℓ

′ (21)

where the symmetry order of the derivatives is held by
Clairaut’s theorem [32]. The spatial correlation of electron
density variation on Eq. (21) is shown with the wave number
spectrum [33] that utilizes the electron density fluctuation
spectrum (ΨN ) as follows:

E[∆ne∆n′
e] =

∫
ΨN (κ)eiκx(x−x′)+iκz(z−z′)+iκℓ(ℓ−ℓ′)d3κ,

(22)
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where κ notates the turbulence wave number and resolves with
the following:

E[δθ2] =
1

4A2
r2eλ

4

∫ ∫
A

dxdz

∫ ∫
A

eiκx(x−x′)+iκz(z−z′)dx′dz′︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

(23)

×
∫

κ2d3κ

∫ ∞

0

dℓ

∫ ∞

0

ΨN (κ)eiκℓ(ℓ−ℓ′)dℓ′︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

Accordingly, the elliptic reflectarray surface integration on Eq.
(23)-I in polar coordinates is given as:

I =
r2eλ

4

4π2a2b2

∫ r

abr(1)mndr
(1)
mn

∫ r

abr(2)mndr
(2)
mn (24)

×
∫ 2π

dΘ1

∫ 2π

dΘ2 (25)

× exp
[
iκx

(
r(1)mn cos (Θ1)− r(2)mn cos (Θ2)

)]
× exp

[
iκz

(
r(1)mn sin (Θ1)− r(2)mn sin (Θ2)

)]
,

where x = r cos (Θ), z = r sin (Θ) and rmn is the distance of
the mnth unit cell from the center of the aperture. Using the
zeroth-order Bessel function of the first kind (J0) on definite
integral [34]-[Ch.2, pg. 20] J0(z) =

1
2π

∫ 2π
e(z cos (x))dx and

u cos (x) + v sin (x) =
√
u2 + v2 cos (x+Θ) for some Θ:

I =
r2eλ

4

a2b2

∫ r

abr(1)mnJ0(r
(1)
mn

√
κ2
x + κ2

z)dr
(1)
mn (26)

×
∫ r

abr(2)mnJ0(r
(2)
mn

√
κ2
x + κ2

z)dr
(2)
mn.

=
r2eλ

4

a2b2r2

[
J1(r

√
κ2
x + κ2

z)

r
√

κ2
x + κ2

z

]2
.

Due to the fact that dS >> ℓ, arclength integration can be
done over y-axis in Eq. (23)-II as following:

II = 2π

∫
κ2ΨN (κ)δ(κℓ)d

3κ

∫ ∞

0

dy. (27)

By this, the closed form expression for angular error variance
can be obtained from Eq. (23). In further steps, expanding the
final expression with ΨN reveals the contribution of electron
density on the angular fluctuation.

D. Signal Model

The transmission of average signal power of
√
P by Sat1

having M1 ×M2 unit cells in the reflectarray on xz− plane
to Sat2 having an identical reflectarray, received signal model
is the following:

y =
√
Ph(s+ ηt) + ηr + w (28)

where h =
√
µejφ and h ∈ C is the effective channel

coefficient with path gain µ ∼ ( λ
4πds

)2 for the sample of
s ∈ C, ηt and ηr are aggregated hardware distortions on the
transmitter and receiver respectively with ηt ∼ CN(0, Pκ2

1)
and ηr ∼ CN(0, κ2

2P |h|2) where κ1, κ2 ≥ 0 represents the
independent hardware noise levels with aggregated distortion

Figure 3. Angle of arrival fluctuations arise from the non-constant dielectric
of the free space plasma within a time instance of the reflectarray aperture
phase distribution.

at the receiver with

E[|hηt + ηr|2] = P |h|2(κ2
1 + κ2

2), (29)

and w is the accumulated system thermal noise analyzed on
Section II-A2 with power spectral density of Nsys/2. In this
case, the independent, effective distortion noises are ηt and
ηr/h, which follow Gaussian distribution [35]. This is one
reason why the Earth orbiter Sat1 is selected as a transceiver,
as the RF impairments are reliably monitored and easily
replaceable. Thence, the spectral efficiency (SE [bp/sec/Hz])
of the corresponding link with polarization and alignment
matched reflectarrays is the following:

SE = log2 (1 +
PGT (θ, ϕ)GR(θ + δθ, ϕ)|h|2

Nsys + (κ2
1 + κ2

2)P
), (30)

where Nsys = kTsys, and k is the Boltzmann constant.

III. ISL WITH REFLECTARRAY ANTENNA

A reflectarray consists of unit cells over an aperture to
reflect the incoming signal. A planar reflectarray with geo-
metric setup on Figure 4 is used for the Earth-to-Moon IP-
ISL application. The system consists of an offset reflectarray
with the feed (in our case, a horn antenna) located at the
focal distance. The reflectarray is an ellipse with M1 × M2

unit cells, and its projected aperture in the zy- plane is a
circle with radius DMZ-XMC/2. The phase distribution of the
reflectarray manipulates the incident beam to reflect it towards
the direction θs.
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A. Reflectarray

The radiation pattern for the reflectarray, wherein the phase
delay of the mnth unit cell (φmn) is assigned in order to direct
the main beam towards the direction û0, is obtained using the
following [36] - pg.82:

E(θ, ϕ) =

M∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

cosqf (θf (m,n))

|rmn − rf |

× e−jk(|rmn−rf |−rmn·û) cosqe θe(m,n)ejφmn . (31)

where θf denotes the elevation angle in feed’s coordinate
system, rf and rmn are the position vectors of the feed and
the mnth unit cell, and cosqf (·) is the balanced feed radiation
pattern.

B. Beamsteering Resolution

We denote the required beamsteering angle pair with
(θs, ϕs) such that (θs, ϕs) := (δθx, δθz), which fully com-
pensates AoA fluctuation. Due to a scan loss tolerance in
beamsteering, the compensation is limited with a predefined
design parameter θ0 such that θs, ϕs ∈ (−θ0, θ0]. Therefore,
θs and ϕs are intentionally limited with θ0 at most. In an ideal
case with perfect estimation of φ for each instance of time,
(δθx, δθz) loss can be compensated by (θs, ϕs) if and only if
−θ0 ≤ δθ ≤ θ0. The required phase profile on the aperture of
the Sat2 reflectarray in order to direct the beam to (θs, ϕs) is
calculated using the following formula [36]-Section 2.4:

ϕA = k0 (Ri − sin θs (xi cosϕs + zi sinϕs)) + φ0, (32)

where k0 is the wave number, and Ri is the distance between
the ith unit cell and the phase center of the feed antenna. xi and
yi refer to the coordinates of the ith unit cell on the aperture
of the reflectarray. The first term in this formula serves to
compensate for the nonuniform phase of excitation received
from the feed antenna, while the terms dependent on (θs, ϕs)
apply the required phase profile for beamsteering. One another
advantage of the reflectarray is that it can be used for the

Figure 4. Planar reflectarray geometry design for both Sat1 and Sat2.

Figure 5. (a) The vulnerability to diffractions on the carrier within different
solar plasma levels. (b) Robustness of the high-frequency band against X-band
in solar plasma density.

Figure 6. Directivity of the designed planar reflectarray with θref wave angle.

estimation of δθ without requiring knowledge of the state of
the Sat1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

IP-ISL performance evaluation is conducted over numerical
simulations. Sat1 to Sat2 transmission is investigated on deep
space channel under N randomly located number of celestial
bodies2 on the main beam field-of-view θ30dB. The satellites
possess κ = κ1,2 hardware impairments. Despite the zero
misalignment, the channel is exposed to δθ fluctuations on
the Sat2. Assuming that the IP-ISL coverage is on the half
sphere of each planet due to the tidal locking and the circular
shape of orbits, the closest distance is ds and longest distance
is
√

(ds + h1 + h2)2 + (h1 + h2)2 wherein Sat1 and Sat2 are
at the opposite edge end of the coverage. Therefore, the T
sample average of SE between varying distances is considered
the expectation of the SE for IP-ISL.

2We assume celestial bodies not to obstruct the line of sight IP-ISL; instead,
they are solely regarded as sources of thermal noise.
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Figure 7. Reflectarray use on different κ cases within β solar plasma indexes under N celestial bodies.

Figure 8. Expected spectral efficiency with ideal beamsteering of θs without scan loss.

Several different methodologies are used to realize this
analysis. The following section explains this strategy.

A. Numerical Methodologies
The directivity of an antenna (D) in the (θ0, ϕ0) direction

can be expressed as

D =
4π|E(θ0, ϕ0)|

2π∫
0

π∫
0

|E(θ, ϕ)|2 sin θdθdϕ
. (33)

The directivity of the reflectarray is evaluated numerically with
series approximation over N uniform divisions of π intervals
[37] and illustrated in Figure 6. Similarly, the numerical inte-
gration for the Chandrasekhar equation is solved by iterative

rectangular rule, with the discretized number of steps of 1000
[38]. The design parameters of the identical reflectarrays on
both transmitter and receiver side are given in Table II.

B. Discussion

Figure 7 shows the impact of the different solar plasma
order vlues β, hardware impairments κ1,2, transmission power
PT , and the number of random celestial bodies N on the IP-
ISL system. The first sub-figure shows that the ideal Sat1 and
Sat2 design with κ1,2 = 0 reveals the substantial impact of
celestial bodies on SE, especially on low electron density index
α regions. For the all simulations, PT = 500, except for that
shown in Figure 7-a. On Figure 7-a, randomly sized N =



8

Figure 9. Suppressed celestial body source noise with high κ1,2 impairments.

10 celestial bodies spread on θ30dB beamwidth of Sat2 limits
the maximum SE with more than 10 (bit/s)/Hz. On the other
hand, PT = 100 and PT = 500 differ only when α < 2.5.
This shows that the unmitigated δθ bottlenecks the IP-ISL and
increment in PT simply is not enough to achieve higher SE.
Another interesting result on Figure 7-b and Figure 7-c is that
the N = 0 case coincides with N = 10 for each β. This shows
that celestial body impact over the system is suppressed by
the hardware impairments. In a realistic IP-ISL system, this
implies that a certain number of hidden celestial bodies can
be disregarded as noise sources due to the existing hardware
impairments. Three subfigures show that an SE floor exists for
each IP-ISL design, even if there are no hardware impairments.

In Figure 8, the use of ideal reflectarray with different θs is
given for constant solar plasma order β. Expectedly, an ideal
beamsteering scenario within (−π, π] brings the IP-ISL to its
maximum spectral efficiency. With a limited θ0 steering angle,
there exists an α index where the reflectarray can fully recover
the SE loss. Three cases with different κ indicate that the full
recovery point gets further away as the hardware impairments
increase. Thus, the existing κ bottlenecks the reflectarray
beamsteering utilization. Nevertheless, beamsteering gain ex-
ists even in the high hardware impairment cases. Comparing
the Figure 8 with Figure 7, the ideal reflectarray beamsteering
gain can go up to 30 (bit/s)/Hz. However,in a limited yet
realistic ±θs steering interval, the SE can be increased by
∼ 1 (bit/s)/Hz. This reveals the importance of the steering
range θs of the reflectarray. Interestingly, ∼ 1 (bit/s)/Hz SE
gain is not limited by the hardware impairments, only the solar
plasma density. Figure 9 illustrates the impact of the number
of celestial bodies N on IP-ISL for a sample averaged α from
α = [1, 10] and constant β = 3 × 10−10. Both figures verify

Figure 10. Suppressed celestial body source noise with low κ1,2 impairments.

the previous inference that the celestial bodies are negligible
for N < 10 for κ > 10−10 cases. Beamsteering is not
applied in the first sub-figure Figure 9-a. On the Figure 9-
b, θ0, beamsteering achieves ∼ 1 (bit/s)/Hz for every κ and
N .

Importantly, the SE converges to a specific point for each
value of N in Figure 9. However, this is not the case for
Figure 10, which illustrates the low hardware impairment
performance under different N values. Although SE has an
average for N = 0 case, the random positions and size
of the celestial bodies lead to a margin of error when the
hardware impairments are low. This error is indicated by the
99% confidence interval (CI). The CI is determined using
the Z-score and the standard deviation of the SE at the
0.99 confidence level. It is observed that as N increases, SE
converges to an average as in a high electron density index
case with high hardware impairments in Figure 9. On the other
hand, the SE in κ = 10−11 and β = 3× 106 is monotonically
decreasing. The impact of celestial body noise sources is
shown in Figure 9 and Figure 10. In the light of these findings,
a comparison between the X-band and the THz band is shown
in Figure 5. Observations indicate that each frequency band
offers distinct advantages and disadvantages tailored to specific
use cases. For example, the X-band can be advantageous due
to being on a microwave window of lower black body spectral
radiance than THz in the CMB. Therefore, when the CMB and
celestial bodies become the dominant noise source of IP-ISL
with κ1 ≃ κ2 ≃ 0, the use of X-band becomes advantageous.
On the other hand, higher bands of THz are robust against
plasma frequency in free space. Consequently, utilizing THz
and higher bands for rather shorter communication distances
(such as ISL communication within a single constellation [39])
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Table II
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Parameter Value
h1, h2 37786000
fc [10× 109 − 100× 109]
κ1, κ2 [0, 10−11, 10−10, 10−8]
ηt, ηr 0.782
θ0 π/36
θ3dB 0.28π/36
M1 ×M2 10400
β [3× 106, 5× 106]
α [1− 10]
T 100
ω0 1
θi U[15, 30]
PT [100, 500]

offers greater advantages, thanks to reduced exposure to the
deep space channels. Conversely, long-distance IP-ISL can
significantly benefit from traditional microwave transmission
methods.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, a reflectarray-aided IP-ISL is modeled with
challenges including plasma density irregularities, hardware
impairments, and hidden celestial bodies for Earth-to-Moon
communication. Firstly, the thermal noise is modeled for
randomly sized N number of celestial bodies, and AoA fluc-
tuations due to the dynamic plasma density channel on a 10-
GHz planar reflectarray aperture are derived. It is observed that
solar plasma density impact on SE gain is heavily depending
on the hardware impairments of the orbiters. Accordingly,
a threshold level of κ1,2 = 10−8 is established for signal
recovery without additional hardware noises. It is observed
that a limited number of celestial bodies can hinder the
convergence of SE to an average value, whereas SE converges
as the number of celestial bodies increases. As a result, the
perfect estimation of δ0 with ideal reflectarray without θ0
limitations can fix the SE up to 38 (bit/s)/Hz. On the other
hand, θs ∈ (−θ0, θ0] steering range performance is constrained
by the both hardware impairments and plasma density, yet
presents at least 1 (bit/s)/Hz SE gain. A comparative analysis
between X-band and THz frequencies is conducted based on
diffraction levels across varying plasma densities for their
application in IP-ISL.
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