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Abstract

With the rapid increase in the number of Internet of Things (IoT) devices and
the growing demand for wireless communication, improving energy efficiency and
scaling up network capacity have become a major challenge for next generation
wireless communication systems. Ambient backscatter communication (AmBC)
and non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) are promising techniques for sup-
porting energy-efficient and massive connectivity in future IoT networks, while
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) provide flexible coverage when terrestrial links
are unavailable or severely blocked. This paper investigates the performance of
a NOMA-assisted UAV-AmBC network, where the direct links between the base
station and two ground users are blocked. A UAV equipped with a backscatter
device acts as a decode-and-forward relay, while the backscatter link provides an
additional signal copy to enhance transmission reliability. Considering both per-
fect and imperfect successive interference cancellation, analytical expressions for
the outage probability and ergodic capacity are derived under selection combining
(SC) and maximum ratio combining (MRC) schemes. Simulations are provided
to validate the theoretical analysis and evaluate the effects of the reflection coef-
ficient, path loss, residual interference, and signal-to-noise ratio. It is shown that
imperfect SIC degrades the outage performance, whereas increasing the reflec-
tion coefficient improves link reliability. Moreover, MRC achieves lower outage
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probability than SC, and the proposed UAV-AmBC-assisted scheme significantly
outperforms the benchmark system without AmBC.

Keywords: Ambient Backscatter Communication (AmBC), Non-Orthogonal Multiple
Access (NOMA), Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAV), Outage Probability, Ergodic
Capacity

1 Introduction

The evolution from beyond-5G toward 6G wireless networks is driven by the need
to support ubiquitous coverage, massive connectivity, high spectral efficiency, and
sustainable low-power operation. These requirements are particularly pressing for the
Internet of Things (IoT), where a large number of sensing and monitoring devices are
expected to be deployed in smart infrastructure, industrial automation, healthcare,
transportation, and environmental monitoring scenarios. Many of these devices are
cost-sensitive and energy-constrained, and their batteries may be difficult or even
impossible to be replaced after deployment. Therefore, energy-efficient and scalable
communication mechanisms have become essential for next-generation IoT networks
[1]-[2].

Ambient backscatter communication (AmBC) has emerged as a promising candi-
date for such low-power networks because it allows passive or semi-passive devices to
transmit information by reflecting existing radio-frequency (RF) signals rather than
generating dedicated carrier waves. In a typical AmBC system, a backscatter tag har-
vests energy from incident RF signals and modulates its information by changing the
antenna impedance, while the receiver detects the weak reflected signal superimposed
on the ambient waveform [3]-[4]. The authors of [5] proposed an AmBC model com-
posed of a single RF source and a passive tag, and investigated the outage performance
over real Gaussian channels by deriving exact and asymptotic outage expressions. In
contrast to [5], the authors of [6] extended the model to a multi-tag scenario, where
multiple tags coexisted and a tag selection mechanism was applied to evaluate sys-
tem performance. The comparative results showed that the multi-tag configuration
achieved improved outage performance over the single-tag counterpart, demonstrating
the benefits of spatial diversity and opportunistic tag selection. Additionally, con-
sidering the combined effects of hardware impairments and outdated channel state
information, the authors of [7] investigated a more practical multi-tag AmBC sys-
tem and analyzed its performance under imperfect conditions using a low-complexity
tag selection scheme. In [8], the authors proposed a mutualistic symbiotic AmBC
communication system to address the limitations of conventional passive tag access,
enabling spectrum sharing between cellular users and backscatter devices and thereby
improving spectral efficiency. From another perspective, [9] introduced an analyti-
cal framework to evaluate the covert communication performance of AmBC systems
and proposed an optimization scheme to maximize covert throughput under detec-
tion constraints. Furthermore, the authors of [10] proposed a relay-assisted mutualistic
AmBC communication framework, which achieved a performance tradeoff between
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outage probability and resource allocation flexibility under energy availability con-
straints. These studies established the analytical foundation of AmBC, but most of
them focused on terrestrial or infrastructure-fixed systems.

As IoT networks become denser, orthogonal multiple access becomes increasingly
inefficient because assigning exclusive time-frequency resources to a large number of
devices limits spectral efficiency and connectivity [11]-[12]. Non-orthogonal multiple
access (NOMA) addresses this limitation by allowing multiple users to share the same
resource block and separating their signals in the power domain through successive
interference cancellation (SIC) [13]. The integration of NOMA with backscatter com-
munication has therefore attracted increasing interest [14]. Specifically, the authors of
[15] proposed a symbiotic communication network that integrated AmBC with NOMA
for IoT devices, achieving spectrum and energy efficiency by enabling IoT transmit-
ters to assist far NOMA users while transmitting their own data. The authors of
[16] derived the outage probability and ergodic capacity of an AmBC-NOMA scheme
under both perfect and imperfect SIC. Their results showed that the proposed scheme
outperformed orthogonal multiple access (OMA) and conventional NOMA in terms of
reliability and spectral efficiency. To overcome the limitations of traditional jamming-
based covert communication in uplink NOMA systems, the authors of [17] proposed an
AmBC system in which the tag simultaneously supported covert signaling and infor-
mation transmission through a multi-objective optimization approach. Furthermore,
the authors of [18] designed a secure AmBC-NOMA system to improve physical-layer
security against randomly located eavesdroppers, where artificial noise was introduced
and protection zones were established around the transmitter to reduce the risk of
interception. These works demonstrated the potential of AmBC-NOMA integration,
yet they were still largely constrained by fixed terrestrial deployment and did not fully
exploit the spatial flexibility of aerial platforms.

In recent years, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) have attracted significant atten-
tion in low-power wireless networks due to their high mobility and flexible deployment
capabilities [19]-[20]. These features make UAVs particularly suitable for applications
in dynamic or remote areas. In such scenarios, integrating AmBC into mobile UAV
platforms provides a practical solution for low-power and large-scale data collection
[21]-[22]. For instance, the authors of [23] proposed a UAV-assisted AmBC system and
formulated a joint optimization problem to maximize the average transmission rate
by jointly designing the UAV trajectory and transmit power. Similarly, the authors
of [24] proposed a hybrid BackCom-HTT system supported by drones, where the
drones acted as mobile energy sources and assisted multiple IoT nodes operating in
backscatter and active transmission modes. To maximize the overall energy efficiency,
they optimized key parameters such as the reflection coefficient and time allocation.
From another perspective, the authors of [25] investigated the outage performance
of a UAV-assisted AmBC system over Nakagami-m fading channels and derived the
outage probability and ergodic capacity. In [26], the authors analyzed a UAV-aided
network integrating AmBC communication and conventional air-ground transmission,
and derived outage probability expressions for both uplink and downlink transmission
under mutual interference. To address security issues, the authors of [27] proposed
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a UAV-assisted AmBC communication system with cooperative jamming and ana-
lyzed the secrecy outage probability under artificial noise interference. Furthermore,
the authors of [28] investigated a UAV-aided backscatter communication system with
optimized trajectory planning and signal detection, which improved energy efficiency
and detection performance for passive devices.

The above studies primarily focused on UAV-assisted AmBC communication sys-
tems. However, in scenarios with a large number of users or limited spectrum resources,
NOMA can improve spectral efficiency and system capacity by supporting simulta-
neous transmission over shared resources, thereby providing a scalable solution for
connectivity enhancement and resource allocation. Therefore, the authors of [29] pro-
posed a UAV-assisted NOMA backscatter communication system and optimized the
sum rate using a block coordinate descent method. In [30], the authors investigated
the joint optimization of UAV trajectories in multi-UAV-assisted AmBC communi-
cation networks. To maximize the minimum average rate, a solution built on block
coordinate descent and successive convex approximation was put forward. Numerical
results verified the superiority of the devised method over baseline schemes regarding
rate fairness and overall system performance.

From the above studies, it can be seen that the performance optimization and
analysis of integrated communication systems combining UAV, AmBC, and NOMA
technologies have been widely investigated. It is worth noting that only a few studies
have jointly considered UAV, AmBC, and NOMA for analytical performance eval-
uation. Based on the above analysis, this paper proposes a UAV-assisted AmBC
network model with NOMA-based transmission. The communication channels consist
of Nakagami-m fading channels over UAV links and Rayleigh fading channels via ambi-
ent backscatter devices, and both perfect and imperfect SIC are taken into account.
Based on this framework, the end-to-end reliability and capacity performance are ana-
lyzed by deriving the outage probability and ergodic capacity under SC and MRC
schemes. Specifically, the key contributions of this study are summarized as follows:

i) A NOMA-assisted UAV-AmBC transmission framework is established for sce-
narios where the direct terrestrial links between the base station and ground users
are blocked or severely degraded. In the proposed framework, the UAV serves as an
aerial relay, while the backscatter device mounted on the UAV provides an additional
reflected signal path. This cooperative transmission strategy enables the ground users
to exploit both the UAV forwarding link and the AmBC link, thereby enhancing
transmission diversity in obstructed communication environments.

ii) A mixed-channel analytical model is developed to characterize the considered
UAV-AmBC network. Specifically, Nakagami-m fading is adopted for the BS-to-UAV
and UAV-to-ground-user links, while Rayleigh fading is adopted for the BS-to-
backscatter-device and backscatter-device-to-ground-user links. Based on this model,
the end-to-end signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) expressions are formu-
lated under both perfect and imperfect SIC, providing the basis for reliability and
capacity analysis.

iii) The outage probability and ergodic capacity of the proposed system are derived
under two diversity combining schemes, namely SC and MRC. Different from existing
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UAV-assisted AmBC or AmBC-NOMA studies that mainly focus on a single transmis-
sion path, this work jointly evaluates the UAV relay and backscatter paths to analyze
the effect of diversity combining on end-to-end system performance

iv) Through comprehensive simulation experiments, the impact of key system
parameters on the proposed network performance was deeply explored, including the
backscatter reflection coefficient, path loss, residual interference caused by imperfect
SIC, and transmit SNR. In addition, the proposed AmBC-assisted transmission scheme
is compared with the benchmark scheme without AmBC, providing design insights
into the role of AmBC and diversity combining in improving UAV-assisted NOMA
communications.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the system
model and channel assumptions. Section III derives the analytical outage probabil-
ity and ergodic capacity under the considered SIC and diversity-combining schemes.
Section IV provides numerical and Monte Carlo simulation results. Finally, Section V
concludes the paper.

2 SYSTEM MODEL

BS

UAV-AmBC

U2

U1

Fig. 1 UAV-AmBC assisted NOMA based network

As shown in Fig. 1, the considered system consists of a Base Station (BS), a
Decode-and-Forward (DF) UAV relay equipped with a Backscatter Device (BD), and
two ground users, denoted by U1 and U2. Due to obstacles or severe shadowing, the
direct BS-to-user links are assumed to be unavailable, and all information is delivered
through the UAV-assisted transmission. Specifically, the BS first superimposes the
information intended for the two users according to the NOMA principle and forwards
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the composite signal to the UAV. After decoding, the UAV retransmits the NOMA
signal to the ground users through the downlink. Meanwhile, the BD installed on the
drone reflects the incident RF signal and reflects information to the user through envi-
ronmental backscatter communication. Therefore, each user will receive superimposed
information from the drone forwarding link and the AmBC link. To improve reception
reliability, SC or MRC is employed at the receiver, while both perfect and imperfect
SIC are considered during signal detection. The channel coefficients of the BS-to-UAV
and UAV-to-user links are denoted by hSR and hRUi

, respectively, whereas those of
the BS-to-BD and BD-to-user links are denoted by hSB and hBUi

, where i ∈ (1, 2).
The coordinates of the BS, UAV, and users are given by (a0, b0, 0),(x, y,H), (a1, b1, 0)
and (a2, b2, 0). The distances between the links (T-BS-UAV, UAV-U1 , UAV-U2 )

are denoted as dsr,dru1
and dru2

, where dsr =

√

(x− a0)
2
+ (y − b0)

2
+H2,dru1

=
√

(x− a1)
2
+ (y − b1)

2
+H2 and dru2

=

√

(x− a2)
2
+ (y − b2)

2
+H2.

2.1 BS-to-UAV Transmission

In the analysis presented in this paper, two scenarios are assumed: perfect SIC and
imperfect SIC. In the perfect SIC scenario, it is assumed that the receiver is able to
perfectly decode and subtract the interference from previously received signals. In this
ideal case, the SIC process is performed with no errors, allowing each signal to be sep-
arated with perfect accuracy, thereby maximizing the system’s overall performance.
On the other hand, in the imperfect SIC scenario, the receiver faces practical limita-
tions, which prevent the complete elimination of interference. In this case, although
SIC is still applied, some residual interference remains in the decoded signals, leading
to a degradation in the quality of the received signal and a reduction in overall sys-
tem performance. In this paper, we take this aspect into account when analyzing the
signal transmission and decoding processes. The signal received at the UAV is:

yiUAV =
1

√

dςSR
hSR

(

2
∑

i=1

√

PSaixi

)

+ ni (1)

where xi denote the information transmitted to Ui , here xi =
√
PSa1x1 +

√
PSa2x2.

PS represents the total transmission power from the BS, and ai is the power allocation
coefficient form BS to UAV. According to the NOMA protocol, we have

∑2
i=1 ai = 1

and a1 > a2 . hSR denotes the channel fading coefficient, which is assumed to follow
a Nakagami-m distribution.ς represents the path-loss exponent and ni denotes noise
at the receiver of Ui . In this model, it is assumed that U1 is the far user and U2 is
the near user. For U1 , the received signal at the UAV is:

y1UAV =
1

√

dςSR
hSR

(

√

PSa1x1 +
√

PSa2x2

)

+ n1 (2)
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After applying perfect SIC, the received signal at the UAV from user U2 is given
by:

y2UAV =
1

√

dςSR
hSR

√

PSa2x2 + n2 (3)

When imperfect SIC is applied, the received signal at the UAV from user U2 is
given by:

y1UAV =
1

√

dςSR
hSR

√

ΥPSa1x1 + hSR

√

PSa2x2 + n2 (4)

where Υ denotes the error factor associated with imperfect SIC; when Υ = 0 , it
corresponds to the case of perfect SIC.

In the first hop of the transmission process, the received signal at the UAV is given
by (1). The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for decoding the information
of user U1 at the UAV can be expressed as follows:

γ1 =
a1ρ|hSR|2

a2ρ|hSR|2 + dςSR
(5)

whereρ = PS

σ2
1

, and σ2
1 is the noise power of U1.

When perfect SIC is employed, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for decoding the
information of U2 is given by:

γ
per
2 =

a2ρ|hSR|2
dςSR

(6)

whereρ = PS

σ2
2

, and σ2
2 is the noise power of U2. Assuming σ2

1 = σ2
2 .

When imperfect SIC is employed, the SNR for decoding the information of U2 is
given by:

γ
imp
2 =

a2ρ|hSR|2

Υa1ρ|hSR|2 + dςSR
(7)

2.2 UAV Energy Harvesting and Relay Forwarding

By utilizing time-switching relay schemes, the UAV relay obtains energy from the RF
signals transmitted by the BS. Hence, the energy level acquired at the UAV relay is:

EUAV =
αβPS|hSR|2

dςSR
T (8)

where α represents the fraction of the EH time, T is the total time period and β

denotes the EH efficiency.
The transmit power of the relay is determined by the amount of energy harvested

during the first phase. It is expressed as follows:

PU =
EUAV

(1− α) T
2

=
2αβPS|hSR|2
(1− α) dςSR

(9)
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The UAV relay forwards the information to the ground users using the harvested
energy. During the second phase of transmission, the signal received at Ui from the
UAV is:

yiU =
1

√

dςRUi

hRUi

(

√

PUaU,1x1 +
√

PUaU,2x2

)

+ nUi
(10)

where hRUi
denotes the channel fading coefficient of the UAV-to-Ui link, which is

assumed to follow a Nakagami-m distribution. aU,i denotes the power allocation factor

for ith user, and
∑2

i=1 aU,i = 1 . nUi
represents the noise at the ith ground user.

At U2 , the SINR for decoding the information of U1 is:

γU2,1 =
HaU,1|hSR|2|hRU2

|2

HaU,2|hSR|2|hRU2
|2 + dςSRd

ς
RU2

(11)

where H = 2αβ
1−β

.
When perfect SIC is employed, the SINR for decoding the information of U2 is

given by:

γU2,2 =
HaU,2ρ|hSR|2|hRU2

|2
dςSRd

ς
RU2

(12)

When imperfect SIC is employed, the SINR for decoding the information of U2 is
given by:

γ
imp
U2,2 =

HaU,2ρ|hSR|2|hRU2
|2

ΥHaU,1ρ|hSR|2|hRU2
|2 + dςSRd

ς
RU2

(13)

At U1 , the received SINR can be expressed as:

γU1,1 =
HaU,1ρ|hSR|2|hRU1

|2

HaU,2ρ|hSR|2|hRU1
|2 + dςSRd

ς
RU1

(14)

2.3 AmBC-assisted Transmission

Based on the system model, the received signals at ground users Ui can be expressed
as

yUi

BC = ηhSBhBUi
xB

(

√

PSa1x1 +
√

PSa2x2

)

+ n2 (15)

where η represents the backscatter coefficient. hSB denotes the channel fading coeffi-
cient between the BS and the BD, which is assumed to follow a Rayleigh distribution;
hBUi

denotes the channel fading coefficient between the BD and the ground users Ui ,
which is assumed to follow a Rayleigh distribution. xB represents the signal from the
backscatter device itself. n2 represents the additive Gaussian white noise at Ui in the
backscattering link.

The SNR at U1 can be expressed as:

γBC
U1 =

η2a1PS|hSB|2|hBU1
|2

η2a2PS|hSB|2|hBU1
|2 + σ1

2
(16)
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When perfect SIC is employed, the SNR for decoding the information of U2 is given
by:

γBC
U2 =

η2a2PS|hSB|2|hBU2
|2

σ2
2

(17)

When imperfect SIC is employed, the SNR for decoding the information of U2 is
given by:

γ
imp,BC
U2 =

η2a2PS|hSB|2|hBU2
|2

Υη2a1PS|hSB|2|hBU2
|2 + σ2

2
(18)

2.4 SC and MRC Combining

The effective SINR of users undergoing two-hop communication via the UAV is given
as:

M = min (γi, γUi ,i) (19)

where γi denotes the SINR of user Ui at the UAV. γUi,i denotes the SINR at user Ui

after transmission through the UAV.
The expressions for these two SNRs have been discussed in detail in Section 2.

Therefore, the Cumulative Distribution Function (CDF) of the SINR for users served
via the UAV is given as follows:

FM (γth) = P (M ≤ γth)

= P (min (γi, γUi,i) ≤ γth)

= 1− P (min (γi, γUi,i) > γth)

= 1− P (γi > γth)P (γUi,i > γth)

= 1− [1− Fγi
(γth)]

[

1− FγUi,i
(γth)

]

(20)

The ground user receives signals transmitted from both the UAV and the AmBC link.
Under the SC strategy, the user selects the better link. Accordingly, the SINR under
the SC scheme can be expressed as:

N = max
(

M,γBC
Ui

)

(21)

where γBC
Ui

denotes the end-to-end SINR at user resulting from the AmBC transmis-
sion. When employing the MRC technique, the overall SINR at user Ui is calculated
as the sum of two components Zmr = Xmr + Ymr, where Xmr is defined as M , and
Ymr corresponds to γBC

Ui
.

3 OUTAGE AND ERGODIC CAPACITY
PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

The effective SNR/SINR of the communication links from the BS to UAV-BC and from
UAV-BC to ground users has been described in Section 2. Based on the perfect and
imperfect SIC scenarios at the UAV and ground users considered in that section, the
outage probability and achievable ergodic capacity at the receiver side are analyzed.

9



3.1 User Outage Probability for SC Scheme

Outage probability quantifies the likelihood that the received SINR fails to meet a
required quality-of-service threshold γth , thus indicating a disruption in reliable trans-
mission. Under the SC strategy, the optimal communication link from the source to
the destination can be selected based on signals received through the UAV or AmBC,
aiming to maximize the SINR for ground users while ensuring it remains below the
threshold γth .When the SC scheme is applied, the outage probability of the end-to-end
link at U1 can be expressed as:

P
SC,U1

OUT = P
(

max
(

M,γBC
U1

)

≤ γth
)

= P
(

γBC
U1

≤ γth, min (γ1, γU1,1) ≤ γth
)

= P
(

γBC
U1

≤ γth
)

· P (min (γ1, γU1,1) ≤ γth)

= FγBC
U1

(γth) ·
[

Fγ1
(γth) + FγU1,1

(γth)− Fγ1
(γth)FγU1,1

(γth)
]

(22)

The PDF and CDF of a single Nakagami-m faded channel can be described by the
following expressions:

fγ1
(x) =

2mi
mi

Γ (mi) Ω̄
mi

i

x2mi−1 exp

(

−mix
2

Ω̄i

)

(23)

where mi is the fading shape parameter, Ω̄i denotes the average power of the fading
envelope, typically defined as E[x2] , representing the mean received signal power. Γ (·)
is the Gamma function.

The CDF of γ1 and γ2 under a single Nakagami-m fading channel can be written
as:

Fγ1
(γth) = γ

(

m1,
m1

Ω̄1

(

γth

B1 −B2γth

)2
)

(24)

where γ denotes the incomplete gamma function. Under the assumption of perfect
SIC, the corresponding CDF of γ2 is given by:

Fγ2
(γth) = γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2

)2
)

(25)

where B1 = a1ρ
dς
SR

, and B2 = a2ρ
dς
SR

. Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the

corresponding CDF of γimp
2 is given by:

F
γ
imp
2

(γth) = γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2 −B3γth

)2
)

(26)
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where B3 = Υa1ρ
dς
SR

. The CDF of γU1,1 and γU2,2 can be written as:

FγU1,1
(γth)

= P (γU1,1 ≤ γth)

= P

(

HaU,1ρ |hSR|2 |hRU1
|2

HaU,2ρ |hSR|2 |hRU1
|2 + dςSRd

ς
RU1

≤ γth

)

= P

(

|hSR|2 |hRU1
|2 ≤ γth

B4 −B5γth

)

= P

(

∫

γth
B4−B5γth

0

4xm1+m2−1mm1

1 mm2

2

Γ(m1)Γ(m2) (Ω1Ω2)
m1+m2

2

Km1−m2

(

2x

√

m1m2

Ω1Ω2

)

dx

)

=

(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

γth

B4−B5γth

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

γth

B4 −B5γth

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1+m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)

(27)

whereB4 =
HaU,1ρ

dς
SR

dς
RU1

, and B5 =
HaU,2ρ

dς
SR

dς
RU2

.

See Appendix A.
Under the assumption of perfect SIC, Similarly, the CDF of γU2,2 can be expressed

as:
FγU2,2

(γth)
= P (γU2,2 ≤ γth)

= P

(

HaU,2ρ |hSR|2 |hRU2
|2

dςSRd
ς
RU2

≤ γth

)

= P

(

|hSR|2 |hRU2
|2 ≤ γth

B6

)

= P

(

∫

γth
B6

0

4xm1+m2−1mm1

1 mm2

2

Γ(m1)Γ(m2) (Ω1Ω2)
m1+m2

2

Km1−m2

(

2x

√

m1m2

Ω1Ω2

)

dx

)

=

(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

γth

B6

)m1+m2

Γ (m2) Γ (m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

γth

B6

)2 ∣
∣

∣

∣

1− m1+m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)

(28)

For the case of imperfect SIC, the CDF of γimp
U2,2

remains identical to that in equation
(27), except that B4 and B5 are replaced by B6 and B7, respectively, where B6 =
HaU,2ρ

dς
SR

dς
RU2

and B7 =
ΥHaU,1ρ

dς
SR

dς
RU2

.

The PDF and CDF of a single Rayleigh faded channel can be described by the
following expressions:

fγUi,i
(x) =

1

λi

exp

(

− 1

λi

x

)

(29)
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FγUi,i
(x) = 1− exp

(

− 1

λi

x

)

(30)

where λi denotes the scale parameter of the Rayleigh distribution.
The CDF of γBC

U1
product of two independent Rayleigh fading variables can be

written as:

FγBC
U1

(γth)

= P
(

γBC
U1

≤ γth
)

= P

(

η2a1PS |hSB|2 |hBU1
|2

η2a2PS |hSB|2 |hBU1
|2 + σ2

1

≤ γth

)

= P

(

|hSB|2 |hBU1
|2 ≤ γthσ

2
1

η2a1PS − η2a2PSγth

)

=
∫∞

0

∫

γthσ2
1

(η2a1PS−η2a2PSγth)y
0 fX(x) fY (y) dxdy

= 1− 1
λ2

√

γthσ
2
1λ2

λ1(η2a1PS−η2a2PSγth)

[

K1

(

2
√

γthσ
2
1

λ1λ2(η2a1PS−η2a2PSγth)

)]

(31)

See Appendix B.
Similar to equation (31), the CDF of γBC

U2
can be obtained as:

FγBC
U2

(γth) = P
(

γBC
U2 ≤ γth

)

= P

(

η2a2PS|hSB|2|hBU2
|2

σ2
2

≤ γth

)

= P

(

|hSB|2|hBU2
|2 ≤ γthσ

2
2

η2a2PS

)

=

∫ ∞

0

∫

γthσ2
2

η2a2PSy

0

fX(x)fY (y) dxdy

= 1− 1

λ2

√

γthσ
2
2λ2

λ1η2a2PS
K1



2

√

γthσ
2
2

λ1λ2η2a2PS





(32)

Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the corresponding CDF of γimp,BC
U2

is given
by:

F
γ
imp,BC

U2

(γth)

= P
(

γ
imp,BC
U2

≤ γth

)

= P

(

η2a2PS|hSB|2|hBU2 |2
Υη2a1PS|hSB|2|hBU2 |2+σ2

2
≤ γth

)

= P
(

|hSB|2|hBU2
|2 ≤ γthσ

2
2

(η2a2PS−Υη2a1PSγth)

)

= 1− 1
λ2

√

γthσ
2
2λ2

λ1(η2a2PS−Υη2a1PSγth)
K1

(

2
√

γthσ
2
2

λ1λ2(η2a2PS−Υη2a1PSγth)

)

(33)

At present, the Outage probabilities under different conditions are discussed:
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1) Under the assumption of perfect SIC, the outage probability at U1 is given by:

P
SC,U1

OUT

= 1− 1

λ2

√

γthσ
2
1λ2

λ1 (η2a1PS − η2a2PSγth)
K1

(

2

√

γthσ
2
1

λ1λ2 (η2a1PS − η2a2PSγth)

)

×















































(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

γth

B4−B5γth

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

γth

B4 −B5γth

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)

×
[

γ

(

m1,
m1

Ω̄1

(

γth

B1 −B2γth

)2
)

+ 1

]

+ γ

(

m1,
m1

Ω̄1

(

γth

B1 −B2γth

)2
)















































(34)
2) Under the assumption of perfect SIC, the outage probability at U2 is given by:

P
SC,U2

OUT = 1− 1

λ2

√

γthσ
2
2λ2

λ1η2a2PS
K1



2

√

γthσ
2
2

λ1λ2η2a2PS





×















































(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

γth

B6

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

γth

B6

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)

×
[

γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2

)2
)

+ 1

]

+ γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2

)2
)















































(35)

3) Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the outage probability at U1 is given by:
When imperfect SIC is employed, the outage probability at U1 is identical to that

under perfect SIC.
P

SC,imp,U1

OUT = P
SC,U1

OUT (36)
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4) Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the outage probability at U2 is given by:

P
SC,imp,U2

OUT

= 1− 1

λ2

√

γthσ
2
2λ2

λ1 (η2a2PS −Υη2a1PSγth)
K1

(

2

√

γthσ
2
2

λ1λ2 (η2a2PS −Υη2a1PSγth)

)

×















































(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

γth

B6−B7γth

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

γth

B6 −B7γth

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)

×
[

γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2 −B3γth

)2
)

+ 1

]

+ γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

γth

B2 −B3γth

)2
)















































(37)

3.2 User Outage Probability for MRC Scheme

MRC improves signal reception by coherently combining multiple received signals to
maximize the SNR. Since outage probability depends on whether the received SNR
falls below a predefined threshold, MRC has a direct impact on it. Therefore, in
the following analysis, we employ MRC to evaluate the outage probability under the
considered system model. The outage probability expression at Ui is given by:

P
MRC,Ui

OUT = P ((X + Y ) ≤ γth)

=

∫ γth

y=0

FXmr
(γth − y)fYmr

(y)dy
(38)

1) Under the assumption of perfect SIC, the outage probability at U1 is given by:

P
MRC,U1

OUT =

∫ γth

y=0

[

1− (1− Fγ1
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU1,1
(γth − y)

)

fγBC
U1

(y)
]

dy

=

∫ γth

y=0













1− (1− Fγ1
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU1,1
(γth − y)

)

× 1

λ2









−η2a2PSσ
2
1λ2λ1 ·K1

(

2
√

yσ2
1

λ1λ2(η2a1PS−η2a2PSy)

)

2 (η2a1PS − η2a2PSy)
2
√

yσ2
1λ2

λ1(η2a1PS−η2a2PSy)





















dy

(39)
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2) Under the assumption of perfect SIC, the outage probability at U2 is given by:

P
MRC,U2

OUT

=
∫ γth

y=0

[

1− (1− Fγ2
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU2,2
(γth − y)

)

fγBC
U2

(y)
]

dy

=
∫ γth

y=0









1− (1− Fγ2
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU2,2
(γth − y)

)

× 1
λ2





1

2

√

yσ2
2
λ2

λ1η2a2PS

· σ2
2λ2

λ1η2a2PS
K1

(

2
√

yσ2
2

λ1λ2η2a2PS

)













dy

(40)

3) Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the outage probability at U1 is given by:

P
MRC,imp,U1

OUT

=
∫ γth

y=0

[

1− (1− Fγ1
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU1,1
(γth − y)

)

fγBC
U1

(y)
]

dy

=
∫ γth

y=0









1− (1− Fγ1
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU1,1
(γth − y)

)

× 1
λ2





−η2a2PSσ1
2λ2λ1·K1

(

2

√

yσ1
2

λ1λ2(η2a1PS−η2a2PSy)

)

2(η2a1PS−η2a2PSy)
2

√

yσ1
2λ2

λ1(η2a1PS−η2a2PSy)













dy

(41)

4) Under the assumption of imperfect SIC, the outage probability at U2 is given by:

P
MRC,imp,U2

OUT

=
∫ γth

y=0

[

1−
(

1− F
γ
imp
2

(γth − y)
)(

1− F
γ
imp
U2,2

(γth − y)
)

f
γ
imp,BC
U2

(y)
]

dy

=
∫ γth

y=0









1− (1− Fγ2
(γth − y))

(

1− FγU2,2
(γth − y)

)

× 1
λ2





−η2Υa2PSσ1
2λ2λ1·K1

(

2

√

yσ1
2

λ1λ2(η2a1PS−Υη2a2PSy)

)

2(η2a1PS−Υη2a2PSy)
2

√

yσ2
2λ2

λ1(η2a2PS−Υη2a1PSy)













dy

(42)

3.3 Ergodic Capacity

Ergodic capacity refers to the average achievable transmission rate over a fading chan-
nel, assuming long-term channel variations and ideal coding. This metric indicates the
average performance of a system and serves as a benchmark for evaluating commu-
nication efficiency over fading channels. The ergodic rate CUAV

Ui
for the ith user over

the UAV link is defined as:

CUAV
Ui

=
1

2

∫ ∞

0

log2 (1 +m) fM (m)dm (43)

FM (m) = P (M ≤ m) = P (min (γi, γUi,i) ≤ m) (44)
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Under the assumption of perfect SIC, the ergodic capacities associated with UAV
transmission for users U1 and U2 can be formulated as:

CUAV
U1

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

1

1 +m

[

1− γ

(

m1,
m1

Ω̄1

(

m

B1 −B2m

)2
)]

·















1−
(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

m
B4−B5m

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

m

B4 −B5m

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)















dm

(45)

CUAV
U2

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

1

1 +m

[

1− γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

m

B2

)2
)]

·















1−
(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

m
B6

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

m

B6

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)















dm

(46)

For imperfect SIC, the CUAV
U2

is:

CUAV
imp,U2

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

1

1 +m

[

1− γ

(

m2,
m2

Ω̄2

(

m

B2 −B3m

)2
)]

·















1−
(

m1

m2

)

m1−m2
2

(

m
B6−B7m

)m1+m2

Γ(m2)Γ(m1 + 1)

×G
3,1
1,3

(

−m1m2

Ω1Ω2

(

m

B6 −B7m

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− m1 +m2

2
1−m2, −m1, 0

)















dm

(47)

In contrast to UAV, with AmBC, there is no need for time slot division as the
AmBC device operates by reflecting ambient signals. Therefore, the ergodic capacity
CAmBC

Ui
of the link using AmBC can be expressed as:

CAmBC
Ui

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

ln (1 + γ) fγ (γ)dγ (48)

where γ represents the end-to-end SINR from the BS to the ground users Ui through
the AmBC link. The ergodic capacities of U1 and U2 through AmBC can be formulated
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as:

CAmBC
U1

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

ln(1 + γ)
1

λ2

×









−η2a2PSσ
2
1λ2λ1 ·K1

(

2
√

γσ2
1

λ1λ2(η2a1PS−η2a2PSγ)

)

2 (η2a1PS − η2a2PSγ)
2
√

γσ2
1λ2

λ1(η2a1PS−η2a2PSγ)









dγ

(49)

CAmBC
U2

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

ln(1 + γ)
1

λ2

×





1

2
√

γσ2
2λ2

λ1η2a2PS

· σ2
2λ2

λ1η2a2PS
·K1



2

√

γσ2
2

λ1λ2η2a2PS







 dγ

(50)

For imperfect SIC, the C
imp,AmBC
U2

is:

C
imp,AmBC
U2

=
1

2 ln 2

∫ ∞

0

ln(1 + γ)
1

λ2

×





−η2Υa2PSσ
2
1λ2λ1

2 (η2a1PS −Υη2a2PSγ)
2
√

γσ2
2λ2

λ1(η2a2PS−Υη2a1PSγ)

·K1

(

2

√

γσ2
1

λ1λ2 (η2a1PS −Υη2a2PSγ)

)]

dγ

(51)

The achievable ergodic capacities C1 and C2 for the end-to-end link at U1 and U2,
utilizing signals from both UAV and AmBC with SC applied, are given as [31]:

C1 = max
(

CUAV
U1

, CAmBC
U1

)

(52)

C2 = max
(

CUAV
U2

, CAmBC
U2

)

(53)

The ergodic capacities for imperfect SIC with Υ > 0 for U1 and U2 can be derived
using a similar method, as detailed in equations (52) and (53).

3.4 System Outage Probability

The system experiences an outage when either of the two users faces an outage. The
system outage probability P

sys
OUT is expressed as follows:

In the case of SC, the P
sys
OUT is

P
sys
OUT = P

SC,U1

OUT + P
SC,U2

OUT − P
SC,U1

OUT P
SC,U2

OUT (54)

P
sys
OUT = P

SC,imp,U1

OUT + P
SC,imp,U2

OUT − P
SC,imp,U1

OUT P
SC,imp,U2

OUT (55)

For the MRC strategy, the calculation method is the same.
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4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we evaluate the proposed network by analyzing its outage probability
and ergodic capacity under Nakagami-m fading. Both SC and MRC techniques are
considered. Analytical results are verified via MATLAB simulations for various sce-
narios with a 150 millisecond time slot and an aerial node altitude of 50 meters. All
parameter values are listed in Table 1.

Table 1 System parameters for
simulation

Parameter Value Parameter Value

α 0.8 β 0.7
ς 0.1 η 0.3
m1 4 m2 2
dSR 15m dRU1

10m
dRU2

20m a1 = aU,1 0.6

a2 = aU,2 0.4 Ω1 = Ω2 1
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Fig. 2 Variation of outage probability of U1 with respect γ to the under different η

When the γ ranges from -10 dBm to 40 dBm, the outage probability of U1 signifi-
cantly decreases. The Fig. 2 shows that as η increases, the outage probability decreases
accordingly. This is because an increase in the backscatter coefficient leads to stronger
received signals, which improves signal quality. As a result, the system can decode the
transmitted information more effectively and reduce the impact of interference, thus
lowering the probability of an outage. Additionally, increasing the backscatter coeffi-
cient helps improve the multipath propagation effect, allowing stronger signals to be
received through multiple paths and enhancing the system’s robustness.
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Fig. 3 Variation of outage probability of U2 with respect to the γ under different ς

This Fig. 3 plots illustrates the variation of the outage probability of the U2 with
respect to the SNR under different path loss conditions. The curves demonstrate that
as the SNR increases, the outage probability decreases, indicating that an improvement
in signal quality helps to reduce the likelihood of communication outage. Furthermore,
the curves under different path loss conditions exhibit noticeable differences, with
higher path loss leading to greater signal attenuation and a higher outage probability.
This highlights that, even with an increase in SNR, the impact of signal attenuation
in poorer propagation environments results in a higher probability of outage.

Fig. 4 shows the variation of the POUT with respect to the SNR for U2 under two
scenarios of perfect SIC and imperfect SIC with different reflection coefficients. As
can be seen from the figure, the outage probability decreases as the SNR increases.
The outage probability of decreases as the backscatter coefficient increases. For the
same reflection coefficient and SNR, the outage probability is higher under the imper-
fect SIC scenario compared to the perfect SIC scenario. Furthermore, as the residual
interference coefficient increases, the variation in outage probability becomes more sig-
nificant. This is because the interference encountered during signal processing becomes
more severe, leading to a notable increase in the outage probability. The performance
degradation caused by imperfect SIC can be compensated by adjusting the backscatter
coefficient.

Fig. 5 shows the relationship between the outage probability of U2 and the thresh-
old γth . The results consider two different combining techniques, SC and MRC. As
γth increases, the outage probability of U2 also increases. This indicates that a higher
SNR is required to maintain reliable communication with a lower outage probabil-
ity. MRC outperforms SC in terms of outage probability as it maximizes the SNR by
coherently combining multiple received signals, improving signal quality and reduc-
ing the outage probability. In contrast, SC only selects the best signal, failing to fully
utilize the potential of all available signals.

Fig. 6 compares the performance of the proposed scheme with and without AmBC
technology. The system outage probability is analyzed in terms of its impact on SNR.
It can be observed that as the SNR increases, the system outage probability decreases
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in both cases. However, the outage probability is lower when AmBC technology is
employed. This is because AmBC enables low-power data transmission by reflecting
existing ambient RF signals, thereby enhancing the signal quality. By increasing the
backscatter coefficient, AmBC improves the multipath propagation effect, resulting
in stronger received signals, which in turn increases communication reliability and
reduces interference, leading to a lower outage probability.
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Fig. 7 The Ergodic Capacity of U2 under Perfect SIC and Imperfect SIC with Respect to SNR

In Fig. 7, the ergodic capacity curves as a function of SNR are plotted for both
perfect SIC and imperfect SIC cases, revealing some important observations regarding
the impact of SNR and the use of perfect SIC on system performance. Firstly, the
ergodic capacity increases with the SNR due to the improved signal quality at higher
SNR, which enhances the system’s transmission capability. And as can be seen from
the figure, the ergodic capacity of U2 is higher under perfect SIC compared to imperfect
SIC. This is because perfect SIC allows for more effective interference cancellation,
resulting in better signal quality and higher capacity.

5 CONCLUSION

This paper investigates a UAV-AmBC integrated scheme based on NOMA networks.
To accurately model wireless channel conditions, both Nakagami-m and Rayleigh fad-
ing are considered in the uplink and downlink scenarios through the UAV and AmBC
channels. Specifically, Nakagami-m fading is assumed for the channels from the BS to
the UAV and from the UAV to the ground users, while Rayleigh fading is considered
for the channels from the BS to the BC and from the BC to the ground users. Addition-
ally, diversity combining techniques, such as SC and MRC, are applied to the signals
from both the UAV and AmBC for the ground users, with MRC observed to outper-
form SC. The analysis primarily focuses on evaluating the outage and ergodic capacity
performance of the network through the development of analytical expressions. AmBC
plays a crucial role in enhancing the signal by reflecting existing ambient RF signals,
with the backscatter coefficient directly affecting its ability to improve signal quality.
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Compared to perfect SIC, imperfect SIC leads to performance degradation. However, a
proper allocation of the backscatter coefficient and an appropriate SNR threshold can
improve both the outage and ergodic capacity. These findings highlight the potential
of the UAV-AmBC system in improving network performance under realistic channel
conditions.

Appendix A Section title of first appendix

A.1 Proof of (27)

Assuming v = |hSR|2|hRUi
|2, are given as follows [8][9],
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Respectively, where Kn (·) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
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After the calculation, Eq. (57) can be written as:
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where 1F2 (a; b, c;x) is a generalized hypergeometric function that represents a series

expansion with specific parameters, while the G
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is a

Meijer G-function, a more generalized class of special functions used to represent
complex integrals and series with multiple parameters.
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Finally, Eq. (59) simplifies to:
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the proof is completed.

A.2 Proof of (31)

The calculation process of Eq. (31) is as follows:
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where K1 (·) is the first-order value of the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
The proof is completed.
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