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Abstract—Electrification turned over a new leaf in aviation by
introducing new types of aerial vehicles along with new means
of transportation. Addressing a plethora of use cases, drones
are gaining attention in the industry and increasingly appear
in the sky. Emerging concepts of flying taxi enable passengers
to be transported over several tens of kilometers. Therefore,
unmanned traffic management systems are under development
to cope with the complexity of future airspace, thereby resulting
in unprecedented communication needs. Moreover, the long-term
increase in the number of commercial airplanes pushes the limits
of voice-oriented communications, and future options such as
single-pilot operations demand robust connectivity. In this survey,
we provide a comprehensive review and vision for enabling the
connectivity applications of aerial vehicles utilizing current and
future communication technologies. We begin by categorizing
the connectivity use cases per aerial vehicle and analyzing
their connectivity requirements. By reviewing more than 500
related studies, we aim for a comprehensive approach to cover
wireless communication technologies, and provide an overview
of recent findings from the literature toward the possibilities and
challenges of employing the wireless communication standards.
After analyzing the proposed network architectures, we list the
open-source testbed platforms to facilitate future investigations
by researchers. This study helped us observe that while numerous
works focused on cellular technologies to enable connectivity for
aerial platforms, a single wireless technology is not sufficient
to meet the stringent connectivity demands of the aerial use
cases, especially for the piloting operations. We identified the
need of further investigations on multi-technology heterogeneous
network architectures to enable robust and real-time connectivity
in the sky. Future works should consider suitable technology
combinations to develop unified aerial networks that can meet
the diverse quality of service demands of the aerial use cases.

Index Terms—Aerial communications, aerial network archi-
tectures, aerial use-cases, aerial simulators, cellular networks,
Control and Non-payload Communicatiosn (CNPC), drone, Elec-
trical Vertical Take-off and Landing (eVTOL), flying taxi, High
Altitude Platform (HAP), Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV), Un-
manned Traffic Management (UTM).

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent advances in the aviation industry toward electrified
Aerial Vehicles (AVs) have led to carbon dioxide-friendly
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and cost-efficient concepts for aerial transportation. While
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) introduced a variety of
aerial applications such as surveillance and disaster relief [1],
emerging Electrical Vertical Take-off and Landing (eVTOL)
vehicles are making urban aerial passenger transportation into
a reality. The concept of Urban Air Mobility (UAM) comprises
these looming operations of eVTOLs and UAVs. Furthermore,
the increasing demands of international passenger travel push
the limits of the current communication capacity of commer-
cial airplanes [2]. These concepts captivate business players,
and hence, the airspace operations are undergoing an evolution
to handle the coexistence of all the emerging aerial use cases.

As the number and variety of AVs increase, several chal-
lenges need to be addressed to ensure safe operations in the
sky. The AVs should coordinate with each other to share
the airspace efficiently. In this regard, we observe the intro-
duction of Unmanned Traffic Management (UTM) to bring
digitalization and regulation of air traffic in the low-altitude
airspace [3]. Besides, the safety-oriented nature of aviation
imposes challenging certification requirements to ensure the
airworthiness of AVs [4]. As connectivity has a vital role in
the operations of emerging AVs, it emphasizes the demand
for resilient connectivity hardware, robust connectivity links
as well as the use of aviation safety spectrum in particular
applications.

AVs have different vehicle and flight characteristics as well
as diverse connectivity use cases inducing heterogeneity in
Quality of Service (QoS) requirements such as end-to-end
data rate, latency and communication reliability. Although we
can consider Direct Air-to-ground Communication (DA2GC)
systems using existing terrestrial network infrastructures to
provide connectivity for UAVs at low altitudes, DA2GC for
airplanes at an altitude of approximately 10 km requires
sophisticated architectures to provide coverage. Moreover,
Remote Piloting Operations (RPOs) of the AVs requires real-
time and very reliable connectivity to ensure safe operations,
which is challenging for the state-of-the-art connectivity tech-
nologies. Most of the current RPOs of UAVs take place with
the Wireless Fidelity (WiFi) technology due to hardware avail-
ability and cost-efficiency [5]. However, the limited range of
WiFi prevents its use in Beyond Visual Line-of-sight (BVLoS)
applications.

Emerging digital communication between airplanes and Air
Traffic Management (ATM) entities has introduced new Inter-
net Protocol (IP)-based solutions instead of the conventional
analog voice connectivity [6].
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TABLE I
LIST OF ACRONYMS

Notation Description Notation Description

3GPP 3rd Generation for Mobile Communication MANET Internet of Things
A2A Air-to-air MEC Internet of Things
A2G Air-to-ground MEO Medium Earth Orbit
ACARS Aircraft Communication Addressing and Reporting System MIMO Multiple-input Multiple-output
ACAS Airborne Collision Avoidance System mMTC Massive Machine Type Communication
ADS-B Automatic Dependent Surveillance Broadcasting mmWave Milli-meter Wave
AeroMACS Airport Communication System MNO Mobile Network Operator
AI Artificial Inteligence MPTCP Multipath Transmission Control Protocol
AMHS Air Traffic Services Message Handling System MTC Machine Type Communications
AMSS Aeronautical Mobile-Satellite Service MTOM Maximum Take-Off Mass
ATM Air Traffic Management MU-MIMO Multi-user Multiple-input Multiple-output
AV Aerial Vehicle NASA National Aeronautics and Space Administration
BS Base Station NB-IoT Narrow-band Internet of Things
BVLoS Beyond Visual Line-of-sight NGMN Next Generation Mobile Networks
C-V2V Cellular Vehicle-to-vehicle Communication OFDM Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing
C2 Command and Control OLDI On-line Data Interchange
CGC Complementary Ground Component PER Packet Error Ratio
CNPC Control and Non-payload Communication QAM Quadrature Amplitude Modulation
CoMP Coordinated Multipoint QoS Quality of Service
CTOL Conventional Take-off and Landing RAS Radio Astronomy Services
DA2GC Direct Air-to-ground Communication RF Radio Frequency
DAA Detect and Avoid RL Reinforcement Learning
DAL Development Assurance Level RPAS Remotely Piloted Aircraft System
EAN European Aviation Network RPO Remote Piloting Operation
EASA European Union Aviation Safety Agency RSRP Reference Signal Received Power
ECC Electronic Communications Committee RTCA Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics
EL Egress Link RTP Real Time Protocol
eMBB Enhanced Mobile Broadband RTT Round-trip Time
EUROCAE European Organisation for Civil Aviation Equipment SatCom Satellite Communication
eVTOL Electrical Vertical Take-off and Landing SDN Software-defined Networking
FAA US Federal Aviation Administration SDR Software-defined Radio
FACOM Future Aerial Communications SINR Signal-to-interference-and-noise Ratio
FANET Flying Ad-hoc Network SIR Signal-to-interference Ratio
FAO Fully Autonomous Operation SNR Signal-to-noise Ratio
FMTP Flight Message Transfer Protocol SPO Single Pilot Operation
FSS Fixed-Satellite Services STDMA Spatial Time Division Multiple Access
GEO Geostationary Earth Orbit SWaP Size, Weight and Power
GPS Global Position System SWIM System Wide Information Management
HAP High Altitude Platform TCP Transmission Control Protocol
HAPCom High Altitude Platform Communications TDD Time Division Duplexing
HTS High Throughput Satellite TP Trajectory Planning
ICAO International Civil Aviation Organization U2X UAV-to-everything
ICIC Inter-Cell Interference Coordination UAM Urban Air Mobility
IETF Internet Engineering Task Force UAS Unmanned Aircraft System
IFEC In-flight Entertainment and Communications UAV Unmanned Aerial Vehicle
IL Ingress Link UDP User Datagram Protocol
IMU Inertial Measurement Unit UE User Equipment
IoT Internet of Things uRLLC Ultra-reliable Low-latency Communication
IP Internet Protocol UTM Unmanned Traffic Management
IRS Intelligent Reflecting Surface UWB Ultra-wideband
ISL Inter-satellite Link V2X Vehicle-to-everything
ITU International Telecommunication Union VDL-2 VHF Datalink-2
LAA License Assisted Access VHF Very High Frequency
LDACS L-band Digital Aeronautical Communications System VLoS Visual Line-of-sight
LEO Low Earth Orbit VoIP Voice over IP
LIDAR Light Detection And Ranging WAIC Wireless Avionics Intra-communications
LiFi Light-Fidelity WiFi Wireless Fidelity
LoRa Long Range WiMAX Worldwide Interoperability for Microwave Access
LoS Line-of-sight WSN Wireless Sensor Network
MAC Medium Access Control
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TABLE II
RANGES OF COMMUNICATION RELIABILITY IN THIS STUDY, BASED ON

[21]
Communication
Reliability Range

Low < 99.9%

Medium 99.9% - 99.999%

High > 99.999%

Future Single Pilot Operation (SPO) of airplanes requires
robust connectivity to enable cooperation between onboard
and ground operators [7]. All these applications of AVs pose
a diverse range of connectivity requirements. This challenge
requires a holistic approach, considering all the connectivity
technologies, to enable the diverse aerial use cases in the sky.
We should evaluate the capabilities of different connectivity
platforms such as DA2GC, Satellite Communication (Sat-
Com), High Altitude Platform Communications (HAPCom)
and Air-to-air (A2A), as shown in figure 1. Therefore, in our
study, we introduce the term, Future Aerial Communications
(FACOM), as the connectivity ecosystem that incorporates all
these looming aerial connectivity use cases and their potential
connectivity solutions.

FACOM services have significant demands from the indus-
try due to emerging business markets. Hence, FACOM can
become a remarkable venture for communication operators,
particularly with the increasing number of UAVs in the near
future. In this regard, connectivity technologies are under
development to provide services for the FACOM use cases.

The 3rd Generation for Mobile Communication (3GPP)
standardization body includes non-terrestrial networks as part
of the future 5G architectures [8]–[13], and embraces Machine
Type Communications (MTC) along with its conventional
human-centric networks [14], [15]. Meanwhile, emerging
satellite networks pave the way for high capacity and robust
communication on a global scale. Low Earth Orbit (LEO)
constellations promote cost-efficient and real-time connectivity
over satellites [16], [17]. Moreover, future IEEE standards
adopt more flexible and reliable architectures to widen its
deployment in different application scenarios [18]–[20].

We need to evaluate the capabilities of each technology to
determine its feasibility for future applications in the sky. For
instance, although Geostationary Earth Orbit (GEO) constel-
lations can provide wide coverage and reliable connectivity,
they are unsuitable for latency-sensitive applications. Instead,
upcoming LEO constellations and HAPCom promote real-time
connectivity solutions, where the service interruption due to
rapid handovers poses another challenge. In addition, coverage
of DA2GC is primarily limited to flights over the ground,
and A2A communication requires a certain extent of vehicle
proximity to ensure end-to-end connectivity. Therefore, we
analyze the advantages and drawbacks of each communication
technology individually with respect to the QoS requirements
of the aerial use cases, and determine the suitable matches.

In this paper, we aim to provide a comprehensive overview
of the connectivity use cases of AVs, their connectivity de-
mands, and potential connectivity solutions to realize FACOM.

We focus on the Radio Frequency (RF) wireless technologies
for non-military AVs, excluding wired as well as optical
connectivity solutions. We only cover the external communi-
cation of AVs, leaving the onboard communication such as In-
flight Entertainment and Communications (IFEC) and Wireless
Avionics Intra-communications (WAIC) outside the scope of
this survey. In addition, we study the external communication
that take place from take-off until landing. The types of
communication while an AV is on the ground, e.g., at the
airport or under maintenance, are also outside the scope.

We begin with categorizing the use cases per type of AVs,
and specify their connectivity demands and challenges from
the aviation perspective. As concepts of flying taxis are of
the recent venture, the literature has, to our best knowledge,
not yet covered the connectivity needs and potential solutions
for these platforms. Thus, we also provide our vision to-
ward the future connectivity demands of eVTOLs. Afterward,
we investigate the literature to evaluate the capabilities of
available and near-future communication technologies with
respect to the connectivity demands of FACOM use cases. We
present a broad survey by analyzing more than 500 papers
and discussing the solutions provided in the literature as
well as open research questions. Based on the networking
capabilities of each connectivity technology, we provide our
match study presenting suitable technologies with respect to
the QoS demands of the use cases. After analyzing potential
heterogeneous multi-connectivity solutions for robust remote
piloting operations, we review the proposed FACOM network
and 5G system architectures in the literature. We also provide
a comprehensive list of the open-source flight and network-
ing testbed platforms that can facilitate future investigations
toward the realization of FACOM. Finally, we conclude by
summarizing the key findings and open challenges for future
studies. We illustrate the outline of this survey in figure 2.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section II,
we provide a background on the FACOM use cases and their
connectivity requirements. Thereafter, we present a literature
survey regarding the potentials and challenges of the current
wireless technologies for FACOM in section III. We demon-
strate the proposed network and 5G system architectures
in section IV. We also provide a list of open-source flight
and network testbeds in section V. Finally, we discuss the
open challenges in section VI and present the conclusions in
section VII.

A. Nomenclature and Definitions
We categorize the aerial platforms based on their relation to

the connectivity, as shown in figure 3. Airplanes and UAVs can
also play a role in providing connectivity [22], [23]. However,
such concepts are beyond the scope of this study since they
deserve an own survey. Consequently, we do not cover the
studies related to aerial Base Station (BS) in our literature
review. Furthermore, High Altitude Platforms (HAPs) are also
UAVs; however, we treat them as a separate platform due to
their distinct flight characteristics at very high altitudes. We
mainly focus on the AVs that demand connectivity, and we
study the platforms of connectivity providers in section III.
We define the AVs as follows:
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HAP

Airplane

Airship

UAV

8000 km

DA2GC
HAPCom
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Fig. 1. Our vision of FACOM, in which we foresee a mixture of heterogeneous connectivity. While DA2GC technologies provide connectivity in urban areas,
HAPs enable extended coverage along with A2A in rural areas. A2A also supports the collision avoidance systems. Utilizing LEO for high-rate services,
MEO and GEO constellations can provide global coverage. The airship, HAP, and satellite objects can be interlinked and have feeder links with ground. These
links, which may share resources with any of the shown links, are excluded for clarity.
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Fig. 2. Outline of the survey.

• Airplane: They are high altitude, fixed-wing, civil pas-
senger, or cargo transportation platforms.

• eVTOL: These AVs are electrical urban aircraft with
vertical take-off and landing capabilities and designed
for passenger transportation. We also include Conven-
tional Take-off and Landing (CTOL) vehicles such as
helicopters in this category.

• UAV: UAVs are fixed or rotary-wing, unmanned-type of
flying platforms, also known as drones.

• AV: It includes airplane, eVTOL and UAV under one
common term.

For FACOM, we define connectivity directives as follows:

• Egress Link (EL): It is the data transmission link in
which the packets travel from an AV to the ground. It
also refers to the uplink channel of conventional mobile
networks.

• Ingress Link (IL): It is the data transmission link in the
opposite direction of EL, which also corresponds to the
downlink channel.

We define communication reliability as the overall proba-
bility of accomplishing an end-to-end message transmission
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Fig. 3. Categorization of the aerial platforms with respect to their relationship to wireless connectivity in this study

within a predefined time constraint. From the communication
perspective, it contains the following elements [15]:

• Service Availability: It is defined as the ratio of the
amount of the time a network can provide an end-to-
end connectivity service with the required QoS to the
total amount of time the network is expected to deliver
service. Another definition could be the ability to perform
a connectivity function at a required time instant within
a required time interval [24].

• Packet Delivery: It refers to the probability of successful
end-to-end packet delivery in the network layer within a
specified latency constraint.

From the aviation perspective, the communication reliability
includes the following elements [25]:

• Continuity: It is the probability of completing an oper-
ational communication transaction within the transaction
time.

• Integrity: It is the probability of having undetected
error(s) in a completed communication transaction.

We evaluate the demands of the communication reliability
for FACOM use cases in section II, and the references thereof
consider only the service availability or packet delivery. How-
ever, all four elements have specific roles in providing the
reliable and robust connectivity in FACOM and thus, our
definition of communication reliability comprises all these
elements. Furthermore, similar to the approach in [21], we
categorize the ranges of communication reliability throughout
this study as low, medium and high. As concrete reliability
requirements for particular aerial applications are not yet
defined, we state their requirements within the ranges specified
in table II.

We also provide the list of the abbreviations in table I at
the end of the paper.

B. Related Works

Recently, numerous studies have surveyed network-related
topics for low-altitude AVs, such as the networking challenges
of UAVs [1], [26]–[30], feasibility of using cellular networks
for UAVs [31]–[33], and routing challenges in Flying Ad-hoc

Networks (FANETs) [34]–[36]. We contribute to the literature
in several different and novel aspects as follows:

• We follow a top-down approach, specifying the applica-
tions stemming from airplanes, eVTOLs and UAVs and
deriving the connectivity requirements for each applica-
tion.

• We provide a vision of the connectivity use cases and de-
mands of eVTOLs for the future passenger transportation.
Although UAV-related studies are recently on the rise,
we highlight the unique communication requirements of
eVTOLs, that are not yet prominent in the literature.

• We take a holistic approach to evaluate of the commu-
nication technologies for AVs. We consider not only the
DA2GC technologies such as those based on cellular and
IEEE, but also non-terrestrial systems such as satellites
and HAPs. We further provide a match-study by deter-
mining suitable technologies for each aerial application.

• In the literature review, we mainly focus on the recent
studies from 2018 to 2021 to provide an up-to-date
overview of the literature since research on FACOM has
significantly increased during this period.

• We study the heterogeneous and multi-link connectivity
options for BVLoS RPO of AVs since the pilots require
stringent connectivity requirements, which are difficult to
achieve using a single-link connectivity.

• We study the proposed network and 5G system architec-
tures in the literature for AVs and UTM. We also provide
a comprehensive list of open-source flight and networking
platforms for future studies on FACOM.

Among the existing surveys, we selected the ones that are
most similar to our survey in context, and we present our novel
aspects compared to them in table III.

II. USE CASES AND CONNECTIVITY REQUIREMENTS

We discuss different connectivity use cases, stemming from
each type of AVs, and analyze their connectivity requirements
in detail. Our findings include the demands of both EL and
IL.
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TABLE III
COMPARISON OF THE RELEVANT SURVEYS WITH OUR STUDY

Topics/Surveys FACOM Liu et al. [37] Cao et al. [38] Zolanvari et al. [39] Hayat et al. [1]

Platforms

Satellite X X X 7 7

HAP X X X 7 7

Airplane X X 7 7 7

eVTOL X 7 7 7 7

UAV X X X X X

Connectivity Requirements X 7 7 7 X

Connectivity use cases and Demands of eVTOLs X 7 7 7 7

UTM X 7 7 7 7

Wireless Networks

Cellular X X X X X

IEEE X 7 7 X X

SatCom X X X X 7

HAPCom X 7 X 7 7

A2A X X X 7 X

LDACS X 7 7 X 7

AeroMACS X 7 7 X 7

VDL-2 X 7 7 X 7

Heterogeneous Connectivity X X X 7 7

Network Design X 7 7 7 7

Simulator/Emulator Platforms X 7 7 7 7

Year 2021 2018 2018 2020 2016

A. Airplanes

FACOM has an essential role in future airplane operations
and passenger connectivity offerings. We categorize the con-
nectivity use cases associated with airplanes in figure 4, and
illustrate the overall connectivity architecture of an airplane in
figure 5.

1) ATM: ATM systems employed Very High Frequency
(VHF) communication for more than 50 years, and voice
communication are the primary use cases of VHF systems
[40]. The state-of-the-art VHF Datalink-2 (VDL-2) enables
Air-to-ground (A2G) data transfer up to 31.5 kbps [41].
Aviation industry expected VHF systems to saturate by 2020-
2025 before the occurrence of coronavirus disease [2]. The
industry needs to consider alternative solutions to VHF by the
time the airplane operations come back to the routine.

Towards future ATM solutions, national initiatives launched
various projects such as European SESAR [42], SANDRA [2],
and American NextGen [43]. They design future ATM sys-
tems to provide increased safety, 4D (i.e., latitude, longitude,
altitude, and time [44]) trajectory-based navigation, situational
awareness, and the connectivity between the cockpit and ATM
[45], [46]. The new techniques can be backward compatible
and utilize VDL-2 as a back-up connectivity [42].

International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) published
standards regarding aerial network protocols, and they define
three different types of services for future ATMs [47]:

1) On-line Data Interchange (OLDI)/Flight Message
Transfer Protocol (FMTP): OLDI is the messaging
protocol for the communication between adjacent ATMs,

sharing the coordination and transfer of flight data.
FMTP is the Transmission Control Protocol (TCP)/IPv6
communication stack to support the OLDI.

2) Voice over IP (VoIP): It supports the voice services of
ATM over IP.

3) Air Traffic Services Message Handling System
(AMHS): It provides generic messaging services via
TCP/IPv4 (or IPv6) over the aerial networks.

Besides, System Wide Information Management (SWIM)
is a developing standard for information exchange such as
flight, weather, or surveillance between ATM service providers
[48]. Hence, it hosts A2G as well as ground-to-ground infras-
tructure. SWIM aims at a cost-efficient, flexible, and service-
oriented architecture [49].

ICAO published a global air navigation plan in 2016 to
anticipate future developments in aviation for the next 15-
year period [50]. It foresees the utilization of Internet-based
protocols in SWIM to maximize the interoperability, integra-
tion of airplanes, and artificial intelligence use in the SWIM
environment [50], [51]. In this regard, Airport Communication
System (AeroMACS) is a candidate technology to enable
wireless connectivity between airplanes and the ATM service
providers at airports [52].

Future ATM systems envision an all-IP system instead of
a specialized closed network [53], since an all-IP solution is
cost-effective for the aviation industry [6]. However, one of the
main concerns is the specific mobility of airplanes. To this end,
the authors of [54] investigated the network mobility problems
in terms of end-to-end latency, overhead, and network load.
Although significant efforts attempt to provide improved safety
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Voice Service

Connectivity Applications

of Airplanes

ATM Digital Message Service

ACARS

SWIM

SPO

 Massive Data Transfer

Fig. 4. Connectivity applications of airplanes, excluding onboard commmu-
nications.

Fig. 5. Overall connectivity architecture of an airplane. While SatCom and
DA2GC can support various applications, onboard connectivity in an airplane
mainly hosts IFEC and WAIC applications. A2A communication can further
support IFEC, and massive data transfer takes place just before landing,
after take off or when an airplane is at the airport. Airline control centers
utilize ACARS to fetch data from an airplane, and the ATM participants
intercommunicate using, e.g., SWIM.

and security to ATM systems, high capacity and reliable
connectivity during all phases of a flight are still in demand.
Therefore, FACOM can be a promising alternative to meet
the requirements of ATM with the emerging communication
technologies and advanced network virtualization/slicing tech-
niques.

2) Aircraft Communication Addressing and Reporting Sys-
tem (ACARS): ACARS is a data protocol developed to provide
connectivity between airplanes and airline operation control
centers along with different ground entities such as flight
explorer, oceanic clearance, and government agencies [25],
[55]. Current operations support connectivity via both VHF
and satellites in the Aeronautical Mobile-Satellite Service
(AMSS) bands 1.1610-1.6265 GHz and 5-5.15 GHz [25], [56],
and the message length is limited to 1960 bytes [55]. While

First OfficerCaptain

Dispatcher

Fig. 6. NASA’s vision in transitioning from conventional two-piloted airplane
operations to SPO. They merge the ground and air tools and replace the
onboard first officer with a ground operator [7].

EL comprises request messages such as weather updates and
clearance requests, IL exchanges the requested information
[55]. In addition, both links provide text messaging service
[55].

ICAO foresees the extension of ACARS into VDL-2 and
broadband satellite systems to meet the increasing aviation
demand [50]. Furthermore, the IPv6 protocol can be part of
the future ACARS; however, datalink security remains a major
concern [57]. Therefore, the study, [58], proposed a detection
and authentication-based safety architecture.

3) Single-Pilot Operations (SPOs): Future airplane opera-
tions may embrace SPOs, where only a single pilot is onboard
and operates the airplane with the assistance of an onboard
automation and/or a ground operator [7]. In such scenarios,
the connectivity can become a complementary technology to
support the safe operation of airplanes in the air. Reliable and
robust airplane-ground connectivity is the key for monitoring
and supporting the operation of an airplane from the ground.
The National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA)
studies the concept of future SPOs and visualizes the evolution
of flight operations for SPOs, as shown in figure 6 [7]. Instead
of conventional separated air and ground tasks, they integrate
air and ground tools, and share the flight-related tasks between
the onboard captain and a ground operator. In such scenarios,
aviation industry may also employ virtual reality technologies
to enable smooth interactions [59]. Furthermore, appropriately
defining the roles of the pilot and the ground operator is vital
to ensure a coherent coordination [60]. As a result, SPOs have
diverse research aspects, and the readers may refer to [61] for
a comprehensive overview on the system design of SPO.

4) Massive Data Transfer: Airplanes utilize massive num-
ber of sensors to monitor and predict maintenance actions [62].
Sensors help decrease the cost of maintenance and maximize
the lifetime of airplanes. As an example, Airbus launched an
open data platform Skywise to provide improved fleet operation
through predictive and preventive maintenance [63].

Massive data transfer can take place just before landing,
after taking off or on ground, e.g., at the airport or during
airplane maintenance. It includes the transmission of collected
sensor data as well as the data from the onboard computers.
For instance, an Airbus A320 generates 10 GB data per flight
hour [64], and thus, we must provide high-rate EL connectivity
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to transfer the onboard data within a short time interval until
the next flight.

5) Connectivity Requirements: We present the summary of
the connectivity requirements of each airplane use cases in
table IV. The requirements of ATM applications are based
on ICAO’s specifications [47]. As for SPO, we observe an
increasing QoS demands toward full SPO. Although NASA
requires up to 10−8 communication reliability, wireless tech-
nologies can face extreme challenges to meet such high re-
quirements due to the nature of varying RF channel conditions.
In practice, we can meet this demand by utilizing 8 links
in parallel assuming them uncorrelated with one another and
each having 99.9% communication reliability. Thus, such
high requirements can pave the way for novel optimization
methodologies to reduce the number of required links in
parallel and to efficiently use the available channel resources.

As for the full SPO use case, providing 20 Mbps with 300
ms latency threshold [7] is also a challenging requirement at
altitudes above 10 km under high mobility rates such as 1000
km/h. Finally, we found out 45 Mbps for massive data transfer
based on the study of [65]. For instance, we can offload a 4
hour flight data 320 Gb [63]) of an airplane in less than two
hours using a 45 Mbps link. 100 ms latency is our assumption
since a massive amount of data transfer must be completed
within a short time interval while the airplane is on the ground
[65].

B. eVTOLs

eVTOLs are the flying vehicles with vertical take-off and
landing capabilities aimed mainly at passenger transportation,
usually in short to medium range flight distances (<80 km)
[66]. We can consider eVTOLs as the spin-off of conven-
tional helicopters equipped with electrical engines, therefore
compromising in flight distances. Additionally, there is a
pronounced tendency to operate eVTOLs without a pilot on
board, which enables, e.g., new flying-taxi concepts. Thus,
they complement the existing ground passenger transportation
means in urban and suburban areas. figure 7 shows the new
ways of transportation eVTOLs introduce [67].

The European Union Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) cat-
egorizes eVTOLs with respect to the number of passenger
seating: a) 0-1; b) 2-6; c) 7-9 passengers and their maximum
weight can be up to 3175 kg [68] with a maximum flight
altitude of 1 km [69]. NASA foresees three main use cases for
eVTOLs: 1) airport shuttle; 2) air taxi; 3) air ambulance [69].
Although eVTOL concepts are of the recent venture, several
works already cover various research aspects such as the future
requirements and the enabler technologies [70], [71], collision
prevention, and collision mitigation techniques [72], safety
risks arising from the interactions between the eVTOL pilot
and onboard automation systems [73], and the optimization of
the required time of arrival with respect to battery constraints
and vertiport capacity [74], [75].

We present the connectivity use cases of eVTOLs in fig-
ure 8. We will first describe the Detect and Avoid (DAA)
and vertiport connectivity, afterwards we will comprehensively
elaborate on the UTM and its concept of operations.

(a) eVTOLs Enabling New Ways of Public Transportation

(b) eVTOLs Supporting Conventional Air Transportation

Fig. 7. New ways of transportation eVTOLs enable with UAM, according
to [67]. In (a), eVTOLs provides direct transportation between vertiports in
suburban and rural areas, and in (b), it serves as an airport shuttle for the
airline passengers.

Voice Communication for Pilot onboard

Connectivity Applications 

of eVTOLs

UTM Flight Supervision and Management

Remote Piloting

Massive Data Transfer

Assisted Take-off and Landing
Vertiport

Connectivity

DAA

Broadcasting

A2A

Fig. 8. Connectivity use cases of eVTOLs, excluding the onboard commu-
nication.

1) Detect and Avoid: The eVTOLs employ radar-based
systems to detect obstacles and dangers during flights. DAA
has two primary functions [76]:

1) Detect conflicting AVs or other safety-threatening obsta-
cles, events, and weather conditions.

2) Determine and perform danger-preventive maneuvers.
Depending on the level of autonomy, the DAA system can

notify the operator or it can take preventive actions by itself,
which are computed by onboard systems. Thus, certain DAA
systems have a control station on the ground [77]. In order
to enable timely reactions against dangers, the DAA demands
robust connectivity to send notifications to the remote pilot or
to the conflicting AV. Broadcast communication can also be
a part of the DAA, such that the eVTOLs periodically report
their AV identification and location to their surroundings as
well as to the UTM in real-time.

We can realize such a system with a conventional radar, i.e.,
an Airborne Collision Avoidance System (ACAS) [78], Au-
tomatic Dependent Surveillance Broadcasting (ADS-B) [79]
and vision-based or sound-based detection systems e.g., Light
Detection And Ranging (LIDAR) [80] or ultrasonic [81]. DAA
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TABLE IV
CONNECTIVITY REQUIREMENTS OF AIRPLANES.

Application Data Rate (Mbps) End-to-end
Latency (ms)

Communication
Reliability References

ATM

VoIP 0.012 <100 High

[47]OLDI/FMTP 0.01 <1000 99.95%

AMHS 0.02 <5000 99.9999%

SPO

Current SPO∗ 0.03 40000 99.999%

[7]Cargo SPO† 15 10000 99.999%

Full SPO‡ 20 300 99.999999%

Massive Data Transfer 45 100 Medium [65]
∗Crew operations in military airplanes.
†In 10 years.
‡In 20 years.

establishes A2A links to communicate with the conflicting
AVs, and the A2A reachability is an essential metric to ensure
that the onboard system can detect an unknown object well
in advance to avoid collisions. Therefore, its reachability
requirement depends on the type of AVs, due to the varying
speed and flight characteristics of AVs.

2) Vertiport Connectivity: Besides rural and airport areas,
we expect vertiports to be a part of the metropolitan infrastruc-
tures such as main bus/train stations and shopping centers [82]
to provide convenient pick-up/drop-off locations to the eVTOL
passengers. In such environments, eVTOLs require assistance
from the ground to enable precise take-off and landing [83].
Hence, this demand takes place when the eVTOL is nearby a
vertiport zone, requiring short-range and robust connectivity.

Similar to airplanes, eVTOL operators offload accumulated
sensor as well as onboard computer data between the flights
for predictive and preventive maintenance. This use case also
demands short-range and high-rate connectivity.

3) Unmanned Traffic Management (UTM): As eVTOLs and
UAVs occupy the sky, they must coordinate with one another,
helicopters, airplanes as well as HAPs to efficiently share
the low-altitude sky, which is within the class G airspace
(uncontrolled airspace that begins from the surface and extends
until the base of the controlled airspace [84]) [3]. Conventional
ATM systems cannot meet the emerging eVTOL and UAV
operations due to: 1) the increased number of total operations;
2) the increased vehicle density; 3) cruising operations at lower
altitudes than that of today; 4) varying levels of pilot, automa-
tion and vehicle capabilities [85]. Thus, UTMs introduce the
regulation of these vehicles in a more-autonomous manner
compared with the ATM. MTC can become the dominant
connectivity type in UTM rather than the human-centric ATM
communication in the future [70].

Number of different UTM initiatives take place all over the
world, such as U-Space in Europe [86], UTM in the USA [87]
and JUTM in Japan [88]. Early research tackles various topics,
e.g., airspace conflict resolution [89], [90] and flight planning
[91].

We can summarize the list of main UTM services as follows:
• Vehicle Registration: This service allows the operators

to register their AVs in the UTM ecosystem to obtain

flight permissions [92].
• Vehicle Identification and Tracking: During a flight,

an AV must broadcast its identification along with the
current position information to its surrounding and to the
UTM, which enables the real-time tracking of the AV
[86].

• Communication Services: UTM can also provide the
connectivity means to AV operators to establish Control
and Non-payload Communication (CNPC), which is also
known as Command and Control (C2) Communication,
with the AVs [92].

• Flight Planning: UTM can design the trajectory of the
flight considering airspace flight rules, restrictions, etc.
and send it to the AV [92].

• Airspace Authorization and Restrictions It provides
permissions to use the airspace for the corresponding AV
[92], and regulates geofencing and geocaging.

• Assisted Take-off and Landing Services: UTM can
support the management of the departures and arrivals at
vertiports [83], which is an area of land, water or structure
for eVTOLs to take-off and land [68].

• Conflict, Separation and Emergency Management: By
utilizing the real-time tracking information from the AV,
UTM can ensure separation between the AVs and avoid
conflicts in advance with dynamic rerouting updates.
[92]. In case of emergencies, UTM can guide an AV to
an emergency landing zone to avoid danger in the air.
The eVTOLs can also have DAA capabilities to detect
obstacles nearby and take timely actions to avoid conflicts
[86].

• Weather and Mapping Services: UTM can provide
weather and terrain related information to the AV operator
to increase the safety of the flight [92].

• Cooperation with ATM: UTM must cooperate with
ATM near the airport zones, where the AVs share the
low-altitude airspace [86].

NASA developed a UTM architecture [93, Figure 3], and
located Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) Service Supplier,
which is similar to the air navigation service supplier in
manned aviation, at the center of the UTM ecosystem co-
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Wireless Connectivity

Fig. 9. Connectivity use cases of UTM.

ordinating the interactions between different services. They
included the 3rd party data services, remote operators, public
safety as well as a gateway to the national airspace system to
support the operations of UTM [94]. Thus, the involvement
of these entities and the interactions between one another
influence the overall UTM connectivity architecture.

As eVTOLs and UAVs operate within short distances,
national entities can establish UTM systems at regional levels
[76]. In the event of inter-region or cross-border flights,
different UTMs can cooperate with each other [95]. This
implies the demand for handoff mechanisms between UTMs.
Therefore, the functions of UTM strongly rely on the in-
formation exchange between different entities. Consequently,
the connectivity is an essential function for the operations of
UTMs. Based on all these interactions, we demonstrate the
connectivity use cases of UTMs in figure 9.

UTM communicates with eVTOLs for the airspace regu-
lation as well as the conflict resolution, and AV operators
contact the UTM for flight requests, trajectory updates and
other 3rd party services. The connectivity between UTM and
eVTOLs must be robust to enable real-time and reliable
information exchange. The connectivity between UTM and the
ground pilot usually takes place before the take-off phase to
acquire relevant flight permissions. Thus, available networks
on ground can easily meet the connectivity requirements. Fi-
nally, wired connectivity enables the communication to ATM,
neighbor UTM and other 3rd party services.

4) Piloting: Before detailing the type of piloting scenar-
ios, it is worth describing the well-known terms Unmanned
Aircraft System (UAS) and Remotely Piloted Aircraft System
(RPAS) in this context:

• Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS): It is an airborne
system without a pilot onboard [96], and an equipment
to remotely control the aircraft [97]: It can be a ground
control station, a remote pilot, a UTM as well as a com-
munication system [98]–[101]. We can divide the UAS
into two subcategories: 1) RPAS; 2) fully-autonomous
UAS, which can operate by itself without requiring any
pilot intervention [96].

• Remotely Piloted Aircraft System (RPAS): It is an

airborne system that consists of a remotely piloted AV,
its remote operator and a communication link [76]. Al-
though RPAS is a subcategory within the UAS ecosystem
[96], [97], ICAO distinguishes the UAS and RPAS in a
way that RPAS has the same certification standards as
manned aircraft. Yet, ICAO poses different certification
requirements for UAS and separates it from the manned
aircraft in the airspace [99].

We grouped the piloting scenarios of eVTOLs into three
categories based on the level of vehicle autonomy:

1) Pilot onboard eVTOL: We can expect that the first
integration of eVTOLs into airspace requires a pilot
onboard to operate the vehicle. We assume that the pilot
can communicate with ATM to obtain flight permissions,
updates and other flight-related information in this first
phase. Later, UTM can take over the management of
the low-altitude airspace and directly communicate the
AV. Lilium Jet [105] is an instance of a pilot onboard
eVTOLs. Even though the onboard pilot handles the
safety-critical functions, he/she nevertheless demands
robust connectivity to coordinate the flight with the ATM
as well as the 3rd party services.

2) Remote Piloting Operation (RPO): In this concept,
ground pilots remotely operate an AV, which can supply
pilots with a first-person view by onboard cameras and
other useful sensor data. Thus, these operations fall into
the RPAS category and a technical report from ICAO
defines a number of rules for RPO [76]:

• Only one remote pilot can control an AV at a time,
• Multiple remote pilots located at different regions

can handle the operation of an AV during interna-
tional or long flights, as illustrated in figure 10.

• The transfer of CNPC between different network
service providers is possible.

Therefore, RPO demands robust CNPC with seamless
handover mechanism to enable control data exchange
and multiple video streams between one or multiple end
users. CityAirbus demonstration is an example type of
this category [106].

3) Fully Autonomous Operation (FAO): As the level
of autonomy increases, the AVs can operate without a
remote pilot. A ground supervisor can still be present to
monitor the flight depending on the level of autonomy
[107]. They can obtain the flight routes and updates
from UTM and perform self-operations. Nevertheless,
the remote supervision ensures safe operations to handle
unexpected events in the air. Thus, Fully Autonomous
Operation (FAO) falls into the fully-autonomous UAS
category. Airbus Vahana demonstration [106] showed
concepts of such operations.

CNPC is vital in RPOs and FAOs. On the EL, an AV trans-
mits video stream along with telemetry-related information
such as Global Position System (GPS), Inertial Measurement
Unit (IMU) and other flight-related status information, and the
remote pilot sends control commands on the IL [108]. Due to
the critical role of the communication in the safe operation as
well as the human involvement, the connectivity demands for
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Fig. 10. Single vs. Multiple RPO Model, based on the description from ICAO [76]. Although we demonstrate a single-link connectivity from a remote pilot,
the handover can become more complex in multi-link operations.

TABLE V
CONNECTIVITY REQUIREMENTS OF EVTOLS.

Application Data Rate
(Mbps) (IL/EL)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability References

UTM Flight Supervision
and Management 0.01-0.1 <500 99.999% [10], [86], [102]

Piloting

Pilot onboard 0.012 <100 High [47]

RPO 10-100†/0.25-1∗ 10-150 High [10]

FAO 0.1-1 100-500 Medium [10], [103]

Vertiport
Assisted Take-off

and Landing 0.01-0.1 10‡, 140♦ High [10]

Massive Data Transfer 25 100 Medium [65]

DAA 0.01-0.1 1000 Medium-High [77], [104]
∗For control/telemetry traffic.
†Video streaming for first-person view.
‡For IL link.
♦For EL link.

RPOs are very stringent. The connectivity must support robust
and real-time data exchange of asymmetric traffic on the EL
and IL. While EL delivers the video streaming traffic, the IL
hosts the periodic control data exchange to remotely operate
the vehicle [109].

In general, we can expect an inverse correlation between
the level of vehicle autonomy and the connectivity demand
of vehicles during flight [110]. As AVs gain the capability
of onboard computing, the controllers can process the video
information onboard and perform piloting decisions in real-
time. As a result, AVs utilize the ground communication
only for status and flight-related information updates, and the
communication reliability requirements are alleviated along
with lower data rate and latency demands.

5) Connectivity Requirements: We analyze the communica-
tion requirements of eVTOL use cases and present the results
in table V. As eVTOL concepts are of the recent venture, we
mainly make realistic assumptions by relating its use cases to
the similar ones from airplanes and UAVs subsection II-C.

Flight supervision and management requires a low-rate
communication between UTM and AVs with a lenient latency
bound, as defined by 3GPP [10]. For the pilot onboard

scenario, we only assumed the voice connectivity to ATM
to obtain flight permissions, updates and other flight-related
information. Therefore, we assumed the same requirements as
the VoIP use case of the airplanes in table IV.

The RPOs are the most connectivity-critical scenarios as
the AV control merely relies on the communication from
the ground. The data rate demands of eVTOLs are larger
compared with that of UAVs. One of the reasons is that
we can expect the double or triple redundancy architectures
of conventional airplane flight systems to be employed for
eVTOLs as well. Then, the number of sensors and avionic
systems also increase in a similar magnitude. We also expect
eVTOLs to be equipped with multiple or 360° cameras to
provide a full-vision to the remote pilot. The latency demands
are also tight as the remote pilot needs to operate the vehicle
in real-time. Furthermore, the data path must be robust and
secure to prevent unauthorized use of the link.

As the autonomy of the eVTOL increases, we assume that
the onboard processors begin to take the major tasks of the
remote pilot. Depending on the level of autonomy, connectivity
can enable flight supervision/delegation or remote assistance
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TABLE VI
SAFETY OBJECTIVES FOR EVTOLS AS DEFINED BY EASA [68], [111].

eVTOL Type/
Failure Condition Classification Minor Major Hazardous Catastrophic

0-1 passenger ≤ 10−3 (DAL D) ≤ 10−5 (DAL C) ≤ 10−6 (DAL C) ≤ 10−7 (DAL C)

2-6 passengers ≤ 10−3 (DAL D) ≤ 10−5 (DAL C) ≤ 10−7 (DAL C) ≤ 10−8 (DAL B)

7-9 passengers ≤ 10−3 (DAL D) ≤ 10−5 (DAL C) ≤ 10−7 (DAL B) ≤ 10−9 (DAL A)

The failure rates are the average probabilities per flight hour.

TABLE VII
DALS FOR COMMERCIAL AIRPLANES [112].

DAL Consequence of Failure

Level A Crash, deaths

Level B May cause crash, deaths

Level C May cause stress, injuries

Level D May cause inconvenience

Level E No safety effect

in case of emergency [107].
Regarding the vertiport applications, we provided our as-

sumptions based on the following reasoning. Assisted take-
off and landing is a low-rate connectivity since it only con-
tains bidirectional localization-related information exchanges.
However, its communication reliability must be high with a
tight latency threshold since it may be directly involved in the
safe take-off and landing procedure of eVTOLs. For massive
data transfer, we derived our assumption based on [65] for
airplanes, and scaled it down since the data rate demands of
eVTOLs can be lower due to the less number of onboard
sensors and flight-related logs. As for DAA, it must also
support robust communication when the remote pilot must
perform maneuvers by herself/himself to avoid conflicts.

As for the communication reliability, we provide a perspec-
tive different from the available literature on eVTOLs, based
on the Development Assurance Levels (DALs) in aviation. In
conventional airplane systems, DALs define the criticality and
the influence of each airplane function to the safe operation
[112]. The DALs are mapped onto the system failure rates
10−3-10−9, based on the impact of that function to the oper-
ation of the vehicle [112]. EASA took a similar approach for
eVTOLs and studied the required minimum failure rates of the
safety functions of eVTOLs under different safety objectives,
based on the number of passengers [68], [111]. We present
the outcome of EASA’s study in table VI. For instance, if the
failure condition of connectivity function causes a catastrophic
event on a single passenger eVTOL, then the failure rate must
be a minimum of 10−7 per flight hour.

In this table, some of the same failure rates are mapped
onto different DALs. This can be due to the fact that EASA
derived the failure rates based on the report [113] and the
DALs according to the report [114]. Additionally, table VII
shows the consequence of failure of functions based on their
DAL levels in commercial airplanes [112].

We can consider the wireless communication link as one

Connectivity

Types of UAVs

Vision-based Applications

UTM

Payload

Connectivity

Flight Supervision and Management

Remote Piloting

Non-vision Periodic Data Transmission

Non-vision Sporadic Data Transmission

Fig. 11. Connectivity use cases of UAVs.

of the safety functions of eVTOLs, especially in RPOs. Thus,
we can interpret the communication requirements based on
table VI. At the same time, we also need to determine whether
wireless links contribute to the communication reliability
calculation in parallel with other functions or in series with
a particular function. Considering the parallel scenario, the
communication reliability must meet the rate of 10−7 per
flight hour to avoid catastrophic events (e.g., fatal injury
[113]) in eVTOLs with a single passenger. However, such
high rates are difficult to achieve in wireless connectivity
environment due to the unpredictable RF channel conditions
(e.g. fading and shadowing) that can degrade the wireless link
quality. Therefore, a comprehensive elaboration on the role
of connectivity to the overall safety of the eVTOL is vital
to determine the reliability demands accordingly. Nonetheless,
we can still expect the communication reliability requirements
to be up to 10−5 in RPOs due to the direct involvement of
humans in the loop.

Regarding the FAO, we consider the connectivity require-
ments to be more relaxed compared with the RPOs, since
flight decisions rely more on the onboard computation. We
can expect up to 1 Mbps for periodic flight updates, vehicle
status messages, and other operation-related information ex-
change [103]. The upper latency bound is 500 ms since the
involvement of a ground supervisor is rare during flight and
real-time operations should be handled onboard the AV. The
communication reliability demands are also lower compared
with the RPO as the connectivity is not a safety-critical
function anymore. Regarding the broadband connectivity, we
specify the capacity as 15 Mbps based on [118]. The total data
rate per eVTOL depends on the number of onboard passengers.

Overall, various use cases require connectivity for eVTOLs
and their requirements are diverse depending on the amount
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TABLE VIII
SPECIFICATIONS AND COMMUNICATION REQUIREMENTS OF UAV APPLICATIONS

Application
Flight Characteristics Connectivity Requirements References
Altitude

(m)
Speed
(m/s)∗

Deployment
Density∗

Area of
Operations∗

Data Rate
(Mbps)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability∗

Vision-based <300 15 Medium Urban/Rural 0.3-120 20-200 Medium [10], [32], [115]

Delivery 100 15 High Urban/Rural 0.2-0.3 500 Low [115]

Internet of Things (IoT) 300 15 Low Urban/Rural 0.05-0.25 <10 Low [116], [117]

Agriculture 300 15 Low Rural 0.2-0.3 500 Medium [115]
∗Our assumptions.

of information exchange and their role on the operation of
the vehicle. The RPO is the most challenging scenario to
provide robust connectivity. The communication reliability rate
of 10−5 is beyond what the current wireless technologies
can provide in aerial environments. Due to the nature of RF
propagation, the RF channel conditions fluctuate depending
on the environment and eventually, ensuring high communi-
cation reliability and seamless connectivity become difficult
during an entire flight. Therefore, we foresee the demand for
heterogeneous, multi-link network architectures for RPO. We
discuss it further in subsection III-E.

C. UAV

UAVs, also known as drones, are fixed- or rotary-wing
unmanned AVs, which fall into the UAS category for non-
human transportation. EASA categorizes these vehicles into
three types: 1) 1 m maximum dimension and 5 kg Maximum
Take-Off Mass (MTOM); 2) 3 m maximum dimension and 200
kg MTOM; 3) 8 m maximum dimension and 600 kg MTOM
[119]. The maximum operation altitude of UAVs is dependent
on the national regulations, usually 90 - 150 m [101]. We
categorize the connectivity use cases of UAVs as shown in
figure 11.

UTM handles the CNPC and coordinates the operations
of UAVs, similar to the eVTOLs as described in subsub-
section II-B5. The payload connectivity serves three main
scenarios. Vision-based applications include all the use cases
that involve data transmission with cameras. Afterwards, we
divide non-vision applications into two categories: 1) periodic
communication occur in a deterministic pattern such as IoT
data collection; 2) sporadic communication are rather event-
based, such as agriculture applications. We further discuss
about the UAV applications in the following section.

1) Application Scenarios of UAVs: Although originally de-
veloped for the military use, civil applications acquired UAVs
for different scenarios such as delivery, surveillance, agri-
culture, remote data collection and many more [120]. UAVs
can operate in different environments, deployment densities,
altitudes, and speeds depending on the requirements of the
particular application. We categorize the application areas of
UAVs as shown in figure 12.

a) Vision-based Applications: UAVs can collect vision-
based data such as the inspection of hardly accessible places
or construction of critical infrastructures with high risk for

Applications
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Medical
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Fig. 12. Application scenarios of UAVs.

workers [123]–[127]. UAVs can also serve 3D mapping [128]–
[130] road traffic surveillance [131], cinematography [132],
monitoring areas, or people [133], sports events [134] and also
search and rescue in case of natural disasters or calamities [1].

UAVs for vision-based application usually fly below 300 m
[10] with a low-speed or in a hovering condition to provide
high-quality pictures, probably except for the events of news
and sports [134]. Operating in both urban and rural areas,
their connectivity requirements solely depend on the quality
of video stream.

b) Delivery Services: Since the first successful cargo
delivery in July 2015 [135], different industries such as grocery
[136], postal services [137]. Research regarding the delivery
services focus on the monitoring systems [138], delivery
scheduling [139] and the optimized routing [140]–[142].

In delivery services, UAVs fly at low altitudes with a
medium speed for an optimal delivery time. The authors of
[143] presented a delivery service model using the rooftops
of the buildings. Delivery services can demand connectivity
for uploading destination waypoints and the remote tracking
of the package [137].

c) IoT Data Collection: UAVs can collect also non-
visual information such as sensor data about temperature,
humidity, lighting or noise level [144]. A UAV can either sense
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TABLE IX
SAFETY OBJECTIVES FOR UAS AS DEFINED BY EASA [119].

UAV Type/
Failure Condition Classification Minor Major Hazardous Catastrophic

Size: <1 m, MTOM: <5 kg <10−2 (DAL D) <10−4 (DAL C) <10−6 (DAL C) <10−8 (DAL B)

Size: <3 m, MTOM: <200 kg <10−3 (DAL D) <10−5 (DAL C) <10−7 (DAL C) <10−9 (DAL B)

Size: <8 m, MTOM: <600 kg (DAL D) (DAL C) (DAL B) (DAL A)

The failure rates are the average probabilities per flight hour.

TABLE X
CONNECTIVITY REQUIREMENTS OF UAV CNPC.

RPO Type Data Rate
(Mbps)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability References

VLoS
0.05-0.15∗

2†
10-250∗

1† 99-99.99% [8], [32]
[10], [109]

BVLoS 5 <300 99-99.99%
[121], [122]
[10], [102]

[109]

FAO <0.08 100-1000 High [10]
∗Control and telemetry stream.
†Video stream.

the data directly with the onboard sensors or remotely collect
it from distributed sensors [145].

In order to achieve energy-efficient UAV operations, a num-
ber of studies try to optimize the trajectory [145]–[147], min-
imize the data collection time [148], [148], [149], minimize
the transmit power of IoT devices [150], device positioning
[151], wireless charging solutions to remote IoT devices [152],
[153], providing edge computing to IoT devices [154] or even
underwater data collection [155].

For the collection of non-visual data, UAVs can operate
at higher altitudes than UAVs for vision-based applications,
while the maximum operational speed can be similar. Their
communication requirements are more lenient than that of
vision-based applications since they transfer lower amount of
latency-tolerant data.

d) Agriculture: Agriculture use cases owned 80% of the
global UAV revenues in 2017 [156]. To enable smart farming,
UAVs can collect field-level data such as plant count, soil
H2O level, temperature or imagery data for plant and animal
monitoring [157]–[160]. UAVs can also detect the growth of
the plants [161], identify diseases in advance, reduce crop
damage [162], support emergency situations that can harm
the farms, such as wildfire [163], help with planting, crop
spraying and irrigation [164], [165], fruit counting [166], [167]
and planned harvesting [168]. All these use cases can advance
agriculture in the years to come.

2) Connectivity Requirements and Specifications of UAV
Applications: We summarize the flight characteristics and
the communication requirements of UAV applications in ta-
ble VIII. While the flying altitudes may go up to 300 m, the
flying speed is mainly 10-15 m/s. We can realize the majority
of the use cases in both urban and rural areas.

As for communication requirements, vision-based use cases
often require real-time data transmission and thus, the latency

can be as low as 10 ms [10]. In general, IoT applications do
not demand real-time transmission, and thus, we can relax the
latency up to a range of a couple of seconds [116].

3) Connectivity Requirements for CNPC: We categorize the
RPOs of UAVs into three types:

1) Visual Line-of-sight (VLoS): A remote pilot operates
the UAV within his/her range of vision with a direct link
to the UAV.

2) Beyond Visual Line-of-sight (BVLoS): A remote pilot
operates the UAV beyond his/her range of vision, mostly
via multi-hop connectivity.

3) Fully Autonomous Operation (FAO): A UAV can
autonomously operate from the take-off until it reaches
the destination, and a remote pilot/supervisor may take
over the control when necessary [107].

We present the connectivity requirements for CNPC of
UAVs in table X. The data rate demands depend on the
application type. VLoS operations may require data rates in the
range of 5 - 150 kbps [8], [32], [109] for control and telemetry
traffic, depending on the type of UAVs and the number of
exchange parameters. We expect slightly less rates for FAOs
[103] since the rate and amount of control data exchange is
lower. As for BVLoS operations, the data rate demands on IL
can be high due to the video stream for the first-person view
[10].

The latency requirements of VLoS and BVLoS operations
depend on the application scenario. While joystick-like pilot-
ing demand real-time communication, dynamic waypointing
can relax this requirement. According to 3GPP reports, the
latency requirements can vary 50-100 ms [8], [10], and Radio
Technical Commission for Aeronautics (RTCA) specifies 155
ms as the upper bound [122]. However, the study of Euro-
pean Organisation for Civil Aviation Equipment (EUROCAE)
assumes a rather relaxed latency threshold, which bounds to
300 ms [121]. In [109], where we experimentally modeled
and measured the UAV data traffic, we find 250 ms to be
the upper bound. As for FAO, the latency demand again
depends on the type of operations. We must enable low-
latency communication between an airborne controller and the
remote pilot if ground components take role in flight decision
processing. We can relax the latency threshold up to 5 s if the
onboard controllers perform the flight-related decisions [10].

Remote piloting requires high communication reliability to
ensure safe operations. Literature has not comprehensively
evaluated the communication reliability requirements. While
3GPP states 99.9% reliability requirement for CNPC [8],
RTCA requires >99.976% availability and >99.9% commu-
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nication continuity [122].
Similar to our communication reliability analysis for eV-

TOLs, we evaluate the communication reliability requirements
of UAVs based on its DAL specifications from EASA, which
is shown in table IX [119]. From this table, we can expect the
communication reliability requirements for VLoS and BVLoS
operations to be 10−3 - 10−4, depending on the size and the
MTOM of the UAV. In FAOs scenarios, we can relax this
requirement to the range 10−2 - 10−3.

All in all, we categorized the connectivity use cases of AVs
and identified their QoS demands emerging from these use
cases. The QoS demands are diverse and stringent depending
on the mission criticality of the particular application and
thus, single technology may not be sufficient to meet the
connectivity demands. In the next section, we will elaborate
on the recent works regarding the capabilities of the wireless
technologies to provide required QoS meets of the aerial
applications.

III. COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES

FACOM networks utilize various communication technolo-
gies to satisfy diverse connectivity requirements as outlined
in the previous section. In this section, we extensively review
the literature regarding the studies that evaluated the capabil-
ities of wireless communication technologies in the context
of FACOM. We categorize the wireless technologies as: 1)
DA2GC; 2) SatCom; 3) HAPCom; 4) A2A. We group the
studies according to the types of AVs they studied: We first
show the works related to airplanes, then eVTOLs/helicopters
and finally the UAVs in each subsection. We illustrate the
categorization of this section in figure 13.

A. Direct Air-to-ground Communication

DA2GC includes all the terrestrial technologies, which
provide direct A2G connectivity to the AVs. We investigate
DA2GC under three categories: 1) cellular networks; 2) IEEE
802.11 networks; 3) other networks. We present the state-of-
the-art studies that tackle various research topics regarding
the wireless connectivity demands of AVs in the following
subsections.

1) Cellular Networks: The recent evolution in cellular
networks brings along the possibility of deploying them for
AVs, as they inherited cutting-edge technologies to address
the particular demands of different application scenarios. Es-
pecially, the emerging 5G technologies advertise prominent
solutions toward facilitating the communication demands of
diverse use cases. Network virtualization, network slicing and
multi-access edge computing methods in 5G support flexible
network architectures and traffic prioritization for mission-
critical applications [169]. Furthermore, 3GPP discusses topics
related to the connectivity in the sky, such as enhanced 4G
support for aerial vehicles [8], [9], remote identification and
tracking of aerial vehicles [10], [11], 5G enhancement for
UAVs [13], [15] and the application layer support [12]. All
these studies show the initial attempts to fit cellular technolo-
gies as a candidate solution for the connectivity demands in
the sky.

We show the summary of the recent works in the scope
of cellular networks for aerial communication in table XI.
We categorized these works following the 5G terminology
and the potential networking challenges. The majority of the
studies focus only on the use cases of UAVs as the wireless
connectivity applications of eVTOLs are of the recent venture.

a) eMBB: Enhanced Mobile Broadband (eMBB) is the
main network services of cellular networks with human-centric
high-rate communication characteristics. While articles [171],
[173] experimentally study the 4G A2G network performance
for airplanes, the authors of [171], [172], [245] theoretically
evaluate the achievable DA2GC capacity. In [172], the authors
compare the performance of 4G and 5G-based DA2GC as
well as LEO satellite using a 20 MHz channel bandwidth.
5G DA2GC and LEO satellites significantly outperform 4G
with the help of multi-user beamforming and spot beam
technologies. Furthermore, we show that large planar antenna
arrays (500-1000 antenna elements) can provide an average 1.2
Gbps EL to airplanes in the European airspace using 50-100
MHz bandwidth [245], [246].

The authors of [173] experimentally evaluate the 4G A2G
performance on a research airplane and observed signal losses
due to the directional antenna pattern. Although they measure
a maximum of 40 Mbps on the EL, which is sufficient for
ATM and SPO use cases, a signal loss at 3 km implies
even worse performance for over 10 km cruising altitudes of
airplanes. In addition, another study proposes a deep-learning
based 5G A2G network design [170]. It consists of two deep
neural networks, where the first one approximates the network
behavior with respect to the user data rate, and the second
one optimizes antenna up-tilt angles as well as the inter-site
distances to achieve the optimal data rate.

Cellular DA2GC technologies gained maturity to be de-
ployed commercially, and Gogo [247] as well as Smartsky
[248] provide DA2GC in the North America. Gogo ATG-4 can
achieve up to 9.8 Mbps per cell with more than 200 ground
base stations. Deutsche Telekom, Nokia and Airbus tested a
4G-based ground station having a 100 km inter-site distance
[249], [250]. According to their results, A2G link at 2.6 GHz
with 20 MHz provides 26-30 Mbps on the EL and 17 Mbps
on the IL with less than 60 ms latency for an airplane at 10
km altitude with 800 km/h speed. However, DA2GC requires
increased spectrum resources to provide high achievable data
rates.

As for helicopters, the authors of [174] propose a hetero-
geneous datalink architecture with 4G, VHF and SatCom to
support ATM, airline operations, and control-related tasks. A
number of studies performed experimental measurements with
UAVs to evaluate the performance of eMBB in urban and
suburban environments. While the authors of [5], [171], [176]
analyze the data rate performance along with signal quality,
the article, [175], also consider the handover conditions at
different altitudes and evaluate how the handovers influence
the data rate performance. Measurements report the maximum
average data rate to be 40 Mbps on the IL and 20 Mbps on the
EL [175]. Furthermore, [175], [177], [178] measure Reference
Signal Received Power (RSRP) and Signal-to-interference
Ratio (SIR) with UAVs flying at different altitudes and find out
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Fig. 13. Categorization of the communication technologies in this survey.

that multipath in urban areas causes severe signal fluctuations
[178].

The authors of [251] measure the latency performance of 4G
networks at 2.6 GHz with a UAV. While the average latency
is 200-300 ms at 50-100 m altitude, the maximum latency is
measured to be 2.5-3 s at 300 m. Such large latency values
exceed the requirements for the remote piloting of UAVs
(table X) and show the performance degradation of current
cellular networks at high altitudes. Differently, the authors of
[176] measure the average Round-trip Time (RTT) in the range
76-92 ms up to a 150 m altitude.

Regarding A2G channel measurements, the authors of [179],
[181] derive a model with pathloss exponent and shadow
fading in urban scenarios for the altitudes up to 40 m. The
results show that the paths between the UAV and the BSs
become more clear as the altitude of the UAV increases and
the shadow fading is uncorrelated to the altitude. They further
extend these studies by evaluating the feasibility of ray tracing
models to predict the variations in the shadow fading [180]. By
comparing the ray tracing model with the field measurements,
they conclude a well match between the shadowing predictions
of the model and the actual measurements.

eMBB technology can also support the connectivity de-
mands of UTM. The authors of [184] evaluate the suitability of
4G for UTM-UAV communication and simulations show that
4G can support up to 200 UAVs/km2 using a 5 MHz channel
with a message delivery ratio of 95% of 300 byte messages.

b) uRLLC: With the emergence of safety-critical robotic
and machinery operations, the cellular ecosystem introduces
Ultra-reliable Low-latency Communication (uRLLC) to pro-
vide robust connectivity solutions. uRLLC targets up to 10−5

communication reliability of 32 bytes with 1-10 ms latency
[252], [253]. This technology is especially captivating for the
BVLoS RPO in FACOM [254], and the authors of [255]
discuss how the 5G ecosystem can provide reliable CNPC.

One of the methodologies to achieve uRLLC is to uti-
lize multi-connectivity. Introducing link or network diversity
can provide improved latency and reliability performance. In
this regard, articles [186], [187], evaluate the performance
improvement from network diversity using a single UAV
connected to two different public 4G networks. We discuss
these works in detail in subsection III-E.

CoMP improves the network performance, especially at cell
edges, by jointly coordinating multiple BSs from the same

Fig. 14. Two-antenna BS Model for the simulation study of [244]. While
the up-tilted antenna (one of the red lines) serves for aerial UEs, down-tilted
antenna (green line) serves both for ground and also for aerial UEs with the
ground reflection.

network to serve a single UE. In the context of FACOM, we
can consider CoMP to increase the cellular coverage in the
air with the aid of multi-BS connectivity. In a recent study,
[188], the authors achieve 32% coverage improvement with a
UAV as an aerial UE using CoMP in their numerical analysis.
Frequency allocation schemes between neighbor BSs, and the
orchestration of data transmission can also influence the Inter-
Cell Interference Coordination (ICIC), which the authors of
[189] studied for UAVs having equal distances to its serving
BSs.

c) Network Softwarization: Softwarization recently
gained attention in the cellular ecosystem as it can provide
flexibility and adaptability to the networks for particular QoS
objectives. The AVs have numerous use cases with diverse
QoS demands in FACOM, and thus, network softwarization
can become a key element to support the aerial applications.
In literature, several works study the softwarization methods
with Software-defined Networking (SDN) architectures for
monitoring and anomaly detection services of UAVs [190],
[191]. Furthermore, the separation of control and user
planes in the SDN can help cellular networks provide robust
communication.

Network virtualization techniques can be beneficial to pro-
vide guaranteed QoS for the RPO in FACOM. We tested
the resource isolation performance of network slicing with
a single UAV on a 5G testbed [185]. Allocating dedicated
resources for the CNPC link of the UAV, we show that the
CNPC slice maintain the data rate and the RTT while we
congest the payload slice in the same network. Furthermore,
the authors of [256] combine network softwarization with
blockchain technology in multi-UAV swarming scheme with
the goal of increasing the network flexibility as well as data
security.
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TABLE XI
CATEGORIZATION OF THE LITERATURE REGARDING CELLULAR NETWORKS FOR FACOM.

Cellular Domain Subject References

Network
Services

eMBB-baased A2G network design and performance evaluation [170]–[173]

Feasibility of MBB for A2G connectivity of helicopters/eVTOLs [174]

Evaluation of (e)MBB for CNPC via UAV field measurements [5], [171], [175]–[178]

A2G channel measurements and modeling for UAV CNPC [179]–[181]

Evaluation of MBB for UAV-based video streaming [182], [183]

Suitability of MBB for UTM-UAV connectivity [184], [185]

uRLLC
Multi-operator connectivity to improve communication reliability [186], [187]

Coordinated Multipoint (CoMP) to improve aerial coverage [188], [189]

Technology

Network
Softwarization

SDN-based networking framework to support UAVs [190], [191]

Performance evaluation of network slicing for UAVs [185]

mmWave Beamforming and beamtracking to improve UAV A2G channel quality [192], [193]

MEC
MEC for end-to-end latency optimization [194], [195]

MEC for the optimization of energy consumption of UAVs [195], [196]

Issues
and
Challenges

Coverage Coverage analysis for UAV A2G connectivity [188], [197]–[201]

Trajectory
Planning

(TP)

UAV Trajectory Planning (TP) and optimization with coverage constraints [202]–[207]

TP to maximize A2G channel quality [208]

Joint TP and resource allocation for UAVs [209], [210]

UAV TP with the consideration of antenna radiation pattern [211], [212]

TP to optimize the energy consumption of UAVs [196], [213]

Resource
Allocation

Interference analysis and mitigation techniques for CNPC [33], [214]–[226]

Aerial UE-BS association and handover schemes to mitigate interference [227], [228]

Evaluation of the coexistence of ground and aerial User Equipments (UEs) [189], [197], [229], [230]
[201], [225], [231], [232]

Antenna
Design

Antenna design to maximize UAV A2G channel quality [199], [200], [211], [233]
[201], [234]

3D beamforming and beamtracking for UAV A2G communication [235]–[238]

Intelligent Reflecting Surface (IRS) to improve UAV A2G performance [239]–[241]

Frequency
Spectrum

Spectrum demand for UAV CNPC [242]

Spectrum reuse techniques to improve spectrum efficiency [243], [244]

Overall, these studies show that we can employ softwariza-
tion in a diverse set of applications, and we expect prospective
studies also to exploit the benefits of softwarization on the use
cases of airplanes and eVTOLs.

d) mmWave: This technology exploits the spectrum over
6 GHz for capacity-demanding applications with station-
ary end devices. In aerial communication, Milli-meter Wave
(mmWave) can be suitable for the massive data transfer sce-
narios of airplanes and eVTOLs at air-/vertiports. Employing
mmWave can be challenging in other scenarios, where AVs
are in motion. Continuous beam alignment under 3D mo-
bility requires sophisticated beamforming and beamtracking
techniques. Nevertheless, a number of studies propose various
beamforming techniques to provide stable A2G connectivity
[192], [193], [257]. While the aim of [257] is to jointly
optimize the beamwidth and beampower of the EL signal
from UAVs, the authors of [193] develop a location-assisted
beamforming technique to improve beam tracking and inter-
beam interference cancellation. In addition, the article, [192],
evaluates the beamtracking performance at 28 GHz for A2G

channels and finds out that the channel quality is stable using
aligned antennas within a particular error margin.

In [244], the authors consider a ground mmWave BS model
with two antennas to simultaneously serve aerial and ground
UEs with efficient spectrum sharing, as shown in figure 14.
Via simulation studies, they find out that the 30° up and 10°
down as optimal antenna tilting angles to simultaneously serve
ground UEs and flying UAVs at 200 m altitude. From our
perspective, we consider the usage of mmWave technologies
challenging for eVTOLs and UAVs due to the difficulties
of constant beam alignment, unless they follow determin-
istic flight routes (e.g. using corridors or following ground
highways) like airplanes. Future works should also consider
achievable data rates to offload high volume of flight data
from eVTOLs at vertiports.

e) Mobile Edge Computing (MEC): Mobile Edge Com-
puting (MEC) hosts certain applications on the edge of
networks to provide enhanced QoS and to reduce network
congestion. In [196], the authors aim at minimizing the energy
consumption of UAVs by partly offloading their tasks to a
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MEC-enabled ground BSs. Other studies rather utilize UAVs
to support the ground networks, such as MEC-enabled UAVs
to meet the latency demands of ground UEs [194], [195], or
UAVs as cache servers [258].

f) Coverage: The ground-centric nature of cellular net-
works and their major deployments being in urban regions
bring challenges to provide a seamless coverage in FACOM.
Furthermore, the diverse altitudes of the flying platforms
require a special consideration in the network design. In liter-
ature, a number of works study the coverage probability in the
3rd dimension to enable CoMP transmission [188], to measure
the network performance with different antenna configurations
[199], [200], to evaluate the Signal-to-interference-and-noise
Ratio (SINR) performance [259] and to study the influence
from the distribution of charging stations [260].

We can define the coverage probability as the probability
of receiving a SIR or SINR higher than a target threshold
[199], [200]. Comparing omni-directional, doughnut-shaped
sine, doughnut-shaped cosine and directional antenna radiation
patterns, the authors of [200] conclude that the directional
beam pattern with tilting angle toward ground BSs provides
the best SINR coverage. They also find out that the optimal
flight altitude to maximize the coverage depends on both the
tilting angle of the antenna at the ground BS as well as the
multipath effects caused by the flight environment.

The UAV altitude and pathloss exponent play significant
roles in coverage probability [259]. When UAVs fly at 100 m
altitude with an omnidirectional antenna, the authors of [201]
report a coverage drop from 76% to 30% compared with the
ground UEs according to their numerical analysis. However,
using a directional antenna with the optimal tilting angle on
UAVs can increase the ratio from 23% to 89%. In [198], the
authors provide algorithms to generate large-scale blockage
and pathloss maps to locate poor coverage areas in the air.

These studies show the severity of coverage problems in
the air. Although they study the coverage scenario for UAVs,
the operations of eVTOLs take place even at higher altitudes
(up to 1 km [69]). In this case, we should also consider the
trade-off between employing the existing ground infrastructure
versus building dedicated A2G networks. Although dedicated
network architectures can significantly eliminate the coverage
issues in the air, it requires a novel network design to provide
an interference-free coverage at varying altitudes along with
a costly network deployment. Furthermore, the Electronic
Communications Committee (ECC) mentions that the network
operators do not intend to develop specific network planning
for the use cases of FACOM [261]. Therefore, future studies
should also elaborate on the trade-off between the operating
public versus dedicated aerial networks for FACOM.

g) Trajectory Planning: Trajectory optimization prob-
lems are applicable especially for UAVs, as airplanes have
predefined end-to-end flight paths. We expect also eVTOLs
to follow predefined trajectories. Path planning is vital to
avoid coverage holes [202] and to maximize the data rates by
optimizing the resource allocation [210], [213] as well as to
maximize the A2G channel quality for the routes of eVTOLs
[208].

Several studies utilize the graph theory with different pur-
poses such as the trajectory design using radio maps [203],
[205], the tradeoff between the trajectory length and connectiv-
ity outage ratio [212] as well as the minimization of trajectory
duration with a maximum tolerable outage duration [204].
Moreover, a number of works propose machine learning-based
algorithms to capture the dynamic 3D environment for UAV
Trajectory Planning. For instance, the authors propose deep
Reinforcement Learning (RL) methods to plan the path of
UAVs based on its connectivity constraints [206], [262], to
minimize UAV mission completion time [207] and to minimize
interference to ground UEs [263].

h) Resource Allocation: Interference is the most inves-
tigated metric for UAV communication due to the altitude
dependency on the Line-of-sight (LoS) A2G channels. Re-
source allocation is a fundamental methodology to control
the interference and helps UAVs and ground UEs coexist in
cellular networks. According to a recent study from 3GPP [8],
current terrestrial networks can support the aerial UEs up to
300 m altitude, if the percentile of the aerial UEs remain below
33% per cell.

While the authors of [214], [219] study the EL transmission
of UAVs to estimate the probability of outage rate and to
minimize the interference for increasing the sum-rate, another
study, [201], analyzes the IL coverage and spectral efficiency
with the coexistence of UAVs and ground UEs.

Interference mitigation techniques play a key role to provide
robust connectivity in FACOM, and we can categorize these
techniques as [221], [225]:

1) Interference cancellation;
2) Inter-cell interference coordination;
3) Beam switching;
4) Power control.

In [220], the authors propose an interference cancellation
scheme that adjacent BSs cooperate with the co-channel BS
by not serving any UE in the channel of UAV to cancel the
interference. Similarly, they also propose a UAV-assisted inter
cell interference coordination scheme, where the UAV senses
the transmission of ground users to determine the allocation
of resource blocks [222]. Hence, they can avoid co-channel
interference with the ground UEs.

In [215], the authors propose a cooperative beamforming
technique at ground BSs to mitigate the interference to co-
channel transmissions from the BS to the UAVs. Moreover,
the authors of [231] jointly optimize the handover decisions
and interference to ground UEs by a Q-learning algorithm.
Differently, the authors of [233] employ directional antennas
to improve the handover occurrences.

Overall, we can observe the particular attention of literature
to interference subject for cellular networks. This challenge is
one of the main drawback of the cellular ecosystem to host the
FACOM applications with the already-existing infrastructure.
Furthermore, the interference conditions may become even
more problematic at higher altitudes (up to 1 km), where the
eVTOLs operate. Similar to coverage challenges, acquiring a
dedicated network infrastructure for FACOM can help avoid
the interference problems in the air. The readers may refer



19

(a) IRS Design (b) IRS Deployment

Fig. 15. Demonstration of IRS by the authors of [240]. In (a), they show a
design of IRS, where they control the absorption of an M x N size IRS by
feeding a control signal. In (b), they present a way to send configurable non
LoS signal by reflecting a signal from the IRS-integrated building walls.

to [33], [216] for detailed surveys regarding the interference
solutions.

i) Antenna Design: Connectivity in FACOM requires
novel antenna design to enable reliable communication. The
design of the antenna beam depends on the use case. For
instance, while directional beam patterns can enable coverage
at higher altitudes, we can consider rather omni-directional
patterns for A2A links for collision avoidance. In literature,
the authors of [199], [200], [211] evaluate the performance
of different antenna configurations, and the results reveal that
the directional pattern provides the best SINR performance
to UAVs. Furthermore, the authors of [233] consider the
directional pattern at both BS and UAV antennas and reported
a handover reduction rate of 50-75%. All these studies bring
us to a conclusion that directional patterns can help improve
the A2G channel performance.

Beamforming and beam tracking are relevant subjects in the
antenna design. They can help alleviate the inter-cell interfer-
ence issues introduced by direct LoS links from multiple BSs.
However, unpredictable mobility of UAVs pose challenges
to track the beams. Therefore, the authors of [237], [238]
utilize the mobility information of UAVs to form and track the
beams. Furthermore, optimal antenna tilting is also an essential
parameter in the antenna design [201], [234].

Beamforming techniques can be practical also for the appli-
cations of eVTOLs. Different than free route mobility patterns
of UAVs, eVTOL may operate along flight corridors (e.g.,
along the ground highways) and their flight routes can be more
deterministic. For instance, we can equip up-tilting antennas
on the already-existing ground BS towers along the highways
to provide connectivity in the air.

The IRS technology recently gained attention in RF systems.
It is a reconfigurable surface in real-time in terms of electro-
magnetic absorption and reflections [240], [241]. While the
authors of [240] evaluates the signal gain by deploying IRS
on building walls, the article, [241] utilizes IRS on UAVs to
increase the energy efficiency of the communication system.
They achieve efficiency gain up to 50% by optimizing the
beamforming vector at the BS and the phase shift matrix of
the reflecting elements at the UAV.

j) Frequency Spectrum: The cellular spectrum are li-
censed and regulated for the ground UEs. Therefore, the
aviation regulators must allow the usage of these bands for
FACOM services. License Assisted Access (LAA) technology

operates under unlicensed spectrum, and it can be favorable
due to the global harmonization of the unlicensed bands.
However, we can employ unlicensed spectrum only for certain
non-safety applications due to the lack of regulation.

International Telecommunication Union (ITU) reported that
34 MHz is sufficient to enable the RPO over terrestrial
networks [108]. As for airplanes and eVTOLs, we can also
consider spectrum sharing with mobile and fixed networks
since they can follow predefined flight routes. In this regard,
ECC recently study the compatibility of aerial UEs within the
licensed bands of mobile and fixed networks up to an altitude
of 10 km using a single aerial UE [261]. While they conclude
that regulations must limit the density of aerial UEs along with
no-fly zones to avoid interference to ground UEs, they list
several bands, in which aerial UEs can coexist in the existing
mobile and fixed networks. We present the list of these bands
with the restrictions of their usage in table XII.

To satisfy 99.9% communication reliability requirements
of the CNPC of UAVs, the authors of [242] find out that a
reservation of 1.4 MHz is sufficient for the current demand
and can extend to 5 MHz spectrum in the next 20 years.
Furthermore, the authors propose an aerial control system to
increase the spectrum efficiency in the air in [243]. Their
scheme separates the control plane and the data plane of UAVs
and performs the control plane on A2A links to allocate the
empty spectrum to A2G channels. Additionally, a recent study,
[244], presents a network design with two antennas, dedicating
one antenna per ground and aerial UEs, to enable spectrum
reuse in cellular networks. We further discuss the spectrum
challenges in subsection VI-D in detail.

2) IEEE Networks: As IEEE technologies are vastly avail-
able on the market and exploit the unlicensed frequency
spectrum, they can provide flexible and cost-efficient solutions
in FACOM. However, the unlicensed spectrum raises several
issues regarding the communication reliability and certifiabil-
ity due to aviation safety requirements. Additionally, IEEE
protocols are mainly suitable for the applications with short
communication distance and therefore, their applicability for
BVLoS operations can be challenging. We present the studies
from literature with respect to the IEEE standards and we
summarize the related works of IEEE as well as other A2G
technologies in table XIII.

a) WiFi: WiFi is currently the most-widely used tech-
nology for VLoS UAV operations, thanks to the unlicensed
spectrum and high data rates in LoS conditions. Conventional
IFEC systems onboard airplanes utilize WiFi via Satellite
backhaul [285]. Number of works evaluate this technology
for the future use cases in FACOM.

In regards to airplanes, the authors of [264] compare the data
rate performance of WiFi with 4G and Light-Fidelity (LiFi)
onboard an aircraft cabin and found out that WiFi provides
the worst data rate performance. Another work evaluates the
coexistence of WiFi with a 802.11.4e Wireless Sensor Network
(WSN) in an aircraft cabin [265] and proposes a whitelisted
hopping method to increase the packet delivery ratio. As for
UAVs, another study, [266], evaluates the performance of WiFi
at 2.4 GHz for A2A links. Their experimental results indicate
that the use of WiFi is not possible for A2A applications due
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TABLE XII
LIST OF THE FREQUENCY BANDS ECC ALLOWED AERIAL UES TO OPERATE IN MOBILE AND FIXED COMMUNICATION NETWORKS [261].

Frequency
Range
(MHz)

Coexisting Service Restrictions

703-733 - Broadcasting Receivers
- Radio Astronomy Servicess (RASs)

- Aerial UEs must fly >30 m above the ground.
- No-fly zones or alternative measures around RAS sites for aerial operations in
700-713.5 MHz.

832-862 - Aeronautical Radio Navigation Services
- RASs

- No-fly zones or alternative measures around RAS sites for aerial operations in
832-835 MHz.

880-915 - Railway Mobile Radios - N/A.

1710-1785 - Meteorological Satellites - Emission limit of -40 dBm/MHz in 1675-1710 MHz for aerial UEs operating in
1710-1785 MHz.

1920-1980

- Mobile-Satellite Service
Complementary Ground Component (CGC)
Aeronautical Systems
- Future Railway Mobile Communication
System Cab-radio Receiver

- Minimum separation distance of 15 km between CGC BSs and aerial UEs operating
below 1980 MHz with out-of-band emission limit of -7 dBm/4.5 MHz.
- Minimum separation distance of 2.5 km between CGC BSs and aerial UEs operating
below 1980 MHz with out-of-band emission limit of -30 dBm/MHz (spurious).
- Zero minimum separation between CGC BSs and aerial UEs operating below
1980 MHz with out-of-band emission limit of -30 dBm/MHz.

2500-2570 - Radio Astronomy
- ATM Radars - No-fly zones or alternative measures to protect the radars operating above 2700 MHz.

2570-2620 - RASs
- ATM Radars - No-fly zones or alternative measures to protect the radars operating above 2700 MHz.

3400-3800
- Fixed-Satellite Services (FSS)
- Radiolocation Services
- RASs

- Separation distance of 26.7-290 km between FSS earth stations and aerial UEs.
- Unwanted emissions of an aerial UE limited to <-60 dBm/MHz.
- Unwanted emissions of an aerial UE limited to -50 dBm/MHz below 3400 MHz.

to the large number of remote controls working in the same
band. The authors of [267] aim to enable live multicast video
streaming over multiple UAVs and thus, they develop Real
Time Protocol (RTP)-based rate-adaptive point-to-multipoint
streaming framework using the IEEE 802.11a protocol. Ex-
perimental measurements show up to 30% gain in the video
quality compared with the legacy multicast.

Emerging technologies in WiFi can also alleviate the con-
nectivity demands in FACOM. IEEE 802.11 ah standard paves
the way for exploiting sub 1 GHz spectrum with coverage
rate up to 1 km for IoT devices [286], which we can
consider for low-rate non-safety MTC in FACOM. Recent
IEEE 802.11 ax standard promotes over 6 Gbps data rates
using a 160 MHz channel bandwidth. The 1024-Quadrature
Amplitude Modulation (QAM) scheme helps WiFi achieve a
high spectral efficiency in the unlicensed band. Additionally,
the target wake time scheme enables a planned scheduling
for power-constrained devices [18]. All these features in WiFi
standards keep the rigorous competition between 3GPP and
IEEE technologies for the use cases of FACOM. Furthermore,
the upcoming IEEE 802.11 be standard even utilizes 4K-QAM
schemes to maximize achievable data rates using 320 MHz
bandwidth. It also enables multi-link operations along with
multi-band aggregation to support low-latency applications
[287]. Therefore, IEEE standards can embrace the emerging
uRLLC use cases in the near term.

Overall, current WiFi solutions can be feasible mainly for
the cabin applications of airplanes and eVTOLs. In the case of
safety-critical cabin applications, IEEE protocols require cer-
tain modifications to achieve higher reliability rates. Although
the utilization of unlicensed spectrum leads to cost-efficient
solutions, the available spectrum is scarce and therefore, the
supportable number of applications are limited.

b) WiMAX: Worldwide Interoperability for Microwave
Access (WiMAX) is another option to provide a local network
for AVs. It can provide large coverage rates up to 50 km
with a maximum of 70 Mbps and 28 Mbps data rates on the
IL and the EL, respectively [288], [289]. It can be practical
especially for the use cases of UAVs, such as agriculture
and disaster relief/public safety applications. In [268], the
authors considered the utilization of WiMAX technology for
connecting UAVs in rescue and monitoring missions in Alpine
environments.

c) ZigBee: ZigBee is designed for the MTC applications
and thus, a number of studies evaluated it for various MTC
use cases of FACOM, such as the anomaly detection on the
runways at airports in [269], hydraulic leakage detection on
airplanes [270] and flight formation control of UAVs [271].

In general, ZigBee can be a cost-efficient solution for the
MTC use cases in FACOM; however, their short coverage
range (<100 m [290]) along with the use of unlicensed
spectrum limits their deployment scenarios in FACOM.

3) Other Networks:
a) Ultra-wide Band: Ultra-wideband (UWB) technology

diversifies from the aforementioned narrow-band technologies
thanks to its anti-multipath capabilities and the low-power
consumption [291]. It can be suitable to support the communi-
cation demands of low-power applications onboard airplanes
[272] as well as UAVs. The recent IEEE standard, 802.15.4z,
propose enhanced positioning capabilities along with lower
on-air transmission times [292].

Several studies perform measurements to characterize the
A2G channels for UWB at between 3.1-4.8 GHz [273], [274]
and at 6.5 GHz [275], [276]. Furthermore, another study
analyzes the effects of UWB electromagnetic pulse on UAV
communication links [277]. They state that the UAV link can
be exposed to the strong electromagnetic pulse interference
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TABLE XIII
CATEGORIZATION OF THE LITERATURE REGARDING IEEE AND OTHER NETWORKS FOR FACOM.

Wireless Technology Subject References

WiFi

Evaluation of data rate performance onboard airplane cabin [264]

Coexistence analysis with 802.11.4e onboard airplane cabin [265]

Performance evaluation for UAV A2A communications [266]

Performance evaluation to support live video streaming for UAVs [267]

WiMAX Suitability for rescue and mission operations of UAVs [268]

ZigBee
Suitability for MTC communications onboard airplanes [269], [270]

Connectivity for flight formation control of UAVs [271]

UWB

Suitability for MTC applications onboard airplanes [272]

A2G channel measurements [273]–[276]

Analysis of electromagnetic interference to UAV communications [277]

Antenna design to lower air drag on UAVs [278]

LoRa

Suitability for MTC communications onboard airplanes [279]

Performance evaluation for V2X communications of UAVs [280]

Performance evaluation for RPOs of UAVs [281]

Suitability for UAV swarm communications [282]

Coexistence study with ATM radars [283]

AeroMACS Performance evaluation for UAV applications [284]

and therefore, it is necessary to install a protection module
on the RF front-end. In this regard, UWB systems also
require special antenna design to accommodate them in UAV
environments. In [278], the authors present an antenna design
with a 29 x 39 mm low-profile structure to lower the air drag
during UAV flights.

b) LoRa: Long Range (LoRa) is low-power low-rate
technology designed with the consideration of long-range
MTC applications. An instance use case can be the vibration
monitoring of aircraft structure, where the authors of [279] de-
ploy a multi-hop LoRa network for this purpose. Another use
case can be the Vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communication
of UAVs. Utilizing LoRa, the authors of [280] manage to send
data at 10 km range with 0 dBm transmission power, which
is an energy-efficient transmission rate to cover such distance.

Although RPO use cases demand stringent communication
reliability, authors of [281] propose the combination of LoRa
and 3G modems to provide secure BVLoS RPO links. The
authors of [282] also consider LoRa along with a low-latency
Medium Access Control (MAC) layer for robust connectivity,
but rather for the UAV swarms. Their tests with 10 UAVs
and 20 robots lead to improved reliability than WiFi with the
allowance of high swarm density as well as larger coverage.

LoRa operates in the 800 MHz frequency spectrum in
Europe, in which the ATM radars also coexist and therefore,
the authors of [283] evaluate this coexistence scenario. With
an experimental evaluation, they suggest to increase the per-
missible interference level of dispatcher radars by 3 dB relative
to the 20 dBµV/m for 859 MHz and above in order to ensure
the coexistence.

c) AeroMACS: AeroMACS provides safe and secure
wireless communication in the C-band at the airports, and it
can provide up to 18.2 Mbps and 6.8 Mbps on the IL and

the EL, respectively [293]. WiMAX forum investigates the
possible global employment of this system as a flexible and
scalable solution for the connectivity demands of ATMs [294].
In addition, AeroMACS can work with the mobile satellite
systems without creating significant interference [295]. In lit-
erature, the authors of [284] evaluated AeroMACS for the use
cases of UAVs and analyzed its Orthogonal Frequency Divi-
sion Multiplexing (OFDM) structure to evaluate its suitability.
Their coherence time calculations showed that AeroMACS can
support mobility rates up to 130 km/h.

d) LDACS: L-band Digital Aeronautical Communica-
tions System (LDACS) is an L-band terrestrial communication
platform to provide a reliable connectivity service to future
FACOM use cases in the aviation safety spectrum. LDACS
has an OFDM-based architecture and can achieve up to 1.43
Mbps using 500 kHz channel bandwidth [296].

Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF) currently proposes
an informational document about the LDACS system [296].
They define a 58.32 ms long frame and 250 ms super frame
structures to provide robust connectivity. They aim to support
the voice and data communication demands of the future
civil aviation and they include not only A2G, but also A2A
connectivity [296]. Recent flight tests with LDACS technology
present the maturity of the technology for aviation [297].
Nevertheless, LDACS can also complement the satellite-based
communication in the future [296]. Finally, ICAO also antic-
ipates LDACS as one of the future wireless technologies for
A2G communication [50].

e) ADS-B: ADS-B is an RF-based surveillance system
utilized in various aerial applications such as situational
awareness, visual separation and inter-aircraft spacing [318].
AVs broadcast their position information (latitude, longitude),
altitude, velocity, AV identification and other information
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TABLE XIV
CATEGORIZATION OF THE LITERATURE REGARDING SATCOM AND HAPCOM FOR FACOM.

Wireless Technology Subject References

SatCom

Antenna development studies for radar and aircraft-to-satellite communications [298]

Beam tracking and channel design for AV-to-satellite communications [299]–[302]

Phased-array antenna development for AV-to-satellite communications [303], [304]

Achievable throughput analysis in A2G communications [305]

Impact of the antenna view angle on airplane-to-satellite communications [306]

Development of random linear coding for airplane-GEO satellite connectivity [307]

L-band channel model development for AV-to-satellite communications [308]

Development of novel methods to avoid satellite link blockage from helicopter blades [309]–[311]

Link adaptation techniques for AV-to-satellite communications [312]

HAPCom

HAPS to ground RF propagation modeling studies [313]–[315]

Antenna and beamforming design to support airplane-HAPS communications [316]

Design of a novel MAC layer to enable joint FANET and HAPCom [317]

to inform the other nearby AVs [318]. ADS-B is part of
the NextGen program, which aims to modernize the U.S.
air transportation system [319], and which recently began
to mandate the installation of ADS-B systems on airplanes
[318], [319]. ADS-B operates at 1090 MHz carrier frequency,
reaching 1 Mbps data rate with a frame size of 56 or 112 bits
[320], [321]. ADS-B can have transmission ranges up to 474
km [322]. ADS-B has two components: 1) ground terminal;
2) air terminal. Ground terminals are passive receivers and
collect all ADS-B signals coming from different airplanes
in the transmission range. By receiving its location from
the onboard GPS system, airplanes broadcast their position,
identity, altitude and velocity to the ground station [322].
Furthermore, air terminals communicate with bidirectional
ADS-B signals. Airplanes periodically transmit the broadcast
ADS-B signals, usually at a rate of 2 Hz [321].

ADS-B systems lately gain popularity and they can also
provision collision avoidance systems for eVTOLs. As current
ADS-B hardware challenges the Size, Weight and Power
(SWaP) requirements of eVTOLs, uAvionix recently devel-
oped a modular ADS-B terminal to integrate this technology
into eVTOLs [323]. Although UAVs can also host ADS-B
systems [324], the ADS-B spectrum becomes saturated due
to the excessive number of UAVs in the sky, limiting its
scalability. Our approach to overcome this challenge is to
utilize a ground based sense and avoid mechanism such that
UAVs utilize cellular connectivity to report their position to a
ground BS, which informs the other AVs and the ATM [79].

The US Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regulates
the mandatory use of ADS-B systems on airplanes since the
beginning of 2020 [325]. Other variants of ADS-B systems
are also under investigation, such as a multi-channel ADS-B
receiver to enhance satellite-based airplane surveillance [326]
as well as an ADS-B receiver payload design for nanosatellites
to increase the current coverage of ADS-B systems [327].
Thus, ADS-B is one of the key enabler technologies for
collision avoidance use case of future airplanes.

B. Satellite Networks

In this section, we begin by providing a background on
the SatCom. Followed by the state of the art in the satellite
services, we then discuss some of the challenges utilizing
SatCom to support the connectivity use cases of FACOM. We
present the summary of the literature review of SatCom in
table XIV.

1) Background: We can classify the satellites operations
with respect to their frequency spectrum, as shown in table XV
[328]. While GPS carriers and mobile phone satellites operate
on the L-Band, the S-Band is used for radars, weather systems
as well as SatCom [298], [329]. The satellite TV network
occupies the C-Band since it is less susceptible to rain-fade
than Ku-Band due to longer signal wavelength. The spectrum
is less congested at Ka-band, whereas, it is a major constraint
for satellite operators at C- and Ku-band [330]. Ka-band
satellites are highly efficient with a lower bandwidth cost
[330]. As the available spectrum is limited in lower frequency
bands, satellite operators began to investigate the Q/V band
to provide high-rate broadband services [331]. For instance,
Hughes network aims to launch its JUPITER 3 system, which
can provide up to 500 Gbps using Ka-, Q- and V- band
[332]. However, the main challenge of Q/V band is the high
sensitivity to the atmospheric conditions, such as rain [332].

The size and the weight of user terminals are essential
parameters in FACOM due to stringent SWaP requirements
of AVs. Large antennas, as specified in table XV, can be
challenging to deploy in eVTOLs as well as UAVs. Addition-
ally, satellites terminals are usually power-starving due to the
large communication distances. For instance, current Inmarsat
satellite terminals for machine-to-machine communication can
demand up to 50 W during data transmission [333]. This
is another drawback to realize SatCom in FACOM due to
the limited onboard power resources, especially on eVTOLs
and UAVs. Finally, although we find more available spectrum
at mmWaves, it further increases the power requirements to
compensate for the link budget. The 3D mobility of the AVs
requires advanced beamtracking and beamsteering techniques
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TABLE XV
SATELLITE FREQUENCY BANDS AND THEIR CHARACTERISTICS FOR

CIVILIAN USE [328], [335], [336].

•

Frequency
Band

Frequency
Range
(GHz)

Available
Spectrum

(MHz)

Antenna Type
and Diameter

(m)

L-band 1-2 15 Omnidirectional
<0.2-0.6

S-band 2-4 70 Omnidirectional
0.2-0.6

C-band 4-8 500 Directional
>1.8

Ku-band 12-18 500 Directional
0.9-1.2

Ka-band 26-40 3500 Directional
0.25-1.2

Q/V-band 40-75 >5000 Directional
0.8-1.2

in mmWave scenarios.
We can classify the types of satellite handovers as follows

[334]:
• Link Layer Handovers: It occurs when the UE switches

one or more links between the communication endpoints
due to the dynamic connectivity patterns of LEO satel-
lites.

1) Spotbeam Handover: It takes place when the UE
crosses the boundary between the neighboring spot-
beams of a satellite, an intra-satellite or spotbeam
handover occurs.

2) Satellite Handover: It happens when the satellite
transfers one of its existing connection of a UE.

3) Inter-satellite Link (ISL) Handover: This type of
handover happens when interplane ISLs are tem-
porarily off due to the change in distance and view-
ing angle between satellites in neighboring orbits.
It causes rerouting of the current connection, which
results in a handover.

• Network Layer Handovers: It occurs when one of the
UEs changes the IP address due to change in coverage
or mobility.

1) Hard Handover: It is the break-before-make
scheme, where the previous link is released before
establishing the connection to the new link.

2) Soft Handover: This is the make-before-break
scheme, where the previous link is released after
connecting to the new link.

The effects of these handovers on the connectivity are
important to evaluate potential service interruption scenarios
in FACOM. As the communication reliability is an essential
metric for CNPC, we should observe different ways to mitigate
the effects of handovers, such as make-before-break method
to avoid interruption before a handover takes place.

2) Satellite Constellations: In this part, we provide the
characteristics of the satellite constellations. We start with
the capabilities of GEO and Medium Earth Orbit (MEO)
constellations presenting their advantages and drawbacks for
the use cases of FACOM. Afterwards, we discuss the recent
advancement in LEO constellations along with the upcoming
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Fig. 16. Comparison of single beam satellites with high throughput multiple
spot beam satellites. The conventional single beam operations provide seam-
less large coverage; however, multiple beams promote user-centric, QoS-aware
services.

LEO services. We present the communication capabilities of
these constellations in table XVI.

a) GEO: The GEO constellations are located 35786 km
away from the Earth’s surface at the geosynchronous orbit
to match Earth’s rotation. Its frequency reuse factors are low
due to the large beam coverage and thus, it provides low-data
rate per user within the beam [305]. However, GEO satellites
compensate this by utilizing Ka-band to achieve lower beam
width, and thus less beam coverage. ViaSat and Hughes are
the instances of GEO broadband service providers [337]. With
large latency characteristics, GEO broadband services can
normally provide below <1 Mbps, with certain exceptional
high-rate plans [338].

GEO links with usually in 700-800 ms [338] latency fail to
serve mission-critical applications in FACOM that need low
end-to-end latency. Additionally, the typically large and heavy
GEO airborne terminals (up to 30 kg [328]) challenge SWaP
requirements of AVs. Large-scale antennas are problematic for
the low air drag requirements, and the connectivity cost is
also high. A satellite terminal can cost 50-200 thousand $ for
the aeronautical use [328]. This further limits its deployment
in large-scale. Nevertheless, the global coverage is its main
advantage, and we can consider GEO as a primary link in
certain applications.

b) MEO: MEO constellations serve at the altitudes be-
tween LEO and GEO constellations. Although they are the
least common constellation types, a number of upcoming satel-
lite services occupy the space such as the new O3b, Audacy,
Methera Global, Laser Light, ESA and CNSA constellations
[339]. Current O3b networks utilize the Ka-band, and their
beam coverage is around 700 km in diameter [340]. The end-
to-end latency can be around 130 ms [341], which is a reason-
able range for particular scenarios in FACOM. In FACOM, we
can consider MEO to find an optimal balance between latency
and coverage, although their large UE terminals can be still
problematic to be integrated into eVTOLs and UAVs.

c) LEO: LEO satellites occupy the low-earth orbit with
massive constellations to globally provide high-speed data
services such as Starlink [17], OneWeb [16] and Telesat [342].
The number of LEO satellites can be as high as 12000 for
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Starlink constellations [17] and the constellation altitude for
OneWeb is at 1200 km [16]. OneWeb promises to provide
up to 400 Mbps per user [16]. Starlink and OneWeb majorly
operate at the Ka/Ku-band utilizing a channel bandwidth of
250 MHz [342].

Most of the broadband LEO constellations adopt multiple
spot beam technology. This enables the High Throughput
Satellite (HTS) concept based on a frequency reuse and high
directive beam spot, as shown in figure 16. The number of
spot beams per satellite is an essential factor in deciding the
satellite delivered capacity. The number of spot beams per
satellite can be as high as 50 (SkyBridge) with an average
diameter of 2000 km [352]. HTS is ideal for point-to-point
services [328]. One disadvantage of HTS is small beam
elevation angles at high altitudes, which cause performance
degradation [348]. OneWeb and SpaceX satellites may also
be capable of steerable beams to enable user-centric services.
Finally, OneWeb and SpaceX aim to enable user terminals
with phased-array antennas with the minimum size of 30 cm
[352], [353].

In FACOM, we can list several advantages of employing
LEO constellations. The end-to-end latency rates are similar
to that of conventional ground networks and thus, it can play
a critical role to support the piloting applications of all AVs.
Furthermore, small and light UE terminals with the possibility
of flat array antennas can be suitable to the SWaP requirements
of the AVs. Upcoming massive constellations promise high-
rates with cost-efficient services and hence, they can be a part
of the FACOM ecosystem to support high-rate and mission-
critical services.

The main disadvantage of LEO is the rapid handover rate (as
low as a few minutes [348]), which can frequently interrupt
the connectivity and reduce the overall network availability.
Thus, minimizing the service interruption time is one of the
main challenges to tackle to integrate LEO in FACOM. For
instance, phased-array antennas can mitigate this condition
by enabling simultaneous connectivity to different spot beams
before a handover takes place on the main beam.

The constant high-speed movement (i.e., 7 km/s) of the LEO
satellites also pose challenges to provide reliable ISLs, which
also introduce Doppler effects [348]. Additionally, the limited
lifespan of LEO satellites, which can be 5-15 years [354],
brings doubts on the service continuity on a long term.

3) Challenges and Future Solutions: The constellation al-
titude and the number of satellites covering the Earth affect
supportable node density in the covered area. We can achieve a
higher satellite capacity while maintaining a wide coverage by
increasing the number of spot beams as well as the frequency
reuse factor. However, increasing the number of satellites and
the spot beams result in a higher number of satellite handovers
[355]. In this case, we can employ beam tracking technologies
to reduce the handover rates, such as the blind method [299],
step-tracking [300] as well as multi-mode-monopulse methods
[300]. Similarly, the authors of [301] develop an antenna
tracking system for UAVs on the Ka-band, and the authors
of [302] investigate an algorithm for recursive 3D channel
tracking for the UAV-LEO connectivity.

The emerging phased-array antenna solutions in LEO con-

stellations can be promising for FACOM. In this regard,
several works developed phased-array airborne antennas to
enable SatCom at the Ka-band [303] and the Ku-band [304].
Additionally, Gogo claims that it can provide up to 100 Mbps
with steerable phased array antennas, which are suitable for
airplanes [356], [357]. Furthermore, antenna view angles from
airplane to GEO satellites also impact the overall system
performance, as investigated in [306].

The large end-to-end latency rates of GEO constellations
make it impractical for the time-critical use cases of FACOM,
and retransmissions further worsen the condition. Thus, the
authors of [307] propose using random linear coding instead
of retransmissions to avoid overhead latency on airplane
communication. We can utilize LEO satellites for time-critical
applications as its latency rates are in the same magnitude to
that of DA2GC networks [348]. Furthermore, certain applica-
tions may demand high-rates such as the RPO as well as the
vision-based applications of UAVs.

As for helicopter-to-SatCom, the blades of helicopters cause
a periodic blockage, which worsens the RF channel. Several
works introduce different methods to tackle this problem,
such as Walsh-Hadamard code division multiplexing [309],
time diversity with a novel channel estimation scheme [310],
and also time diversity but with maximal ratio combining as
well as zero-forcing [311]. These studies are beneficial for
the communication between eVTOLs and satellites since their
rotor blades can also influence the SatCom.

In regards to RF channel, the authors of [308] mention
that available channel models do not realistically represent all
the propagation impairments and thus, they derived a channel
model on L-band with utilizing GPS signals. The attenua-
tion due to tropospheric effects for air-to-satellite links is
significant in mmWave frequencies [359]. Hence, the authors
propose link adaptation algorithms and implemented them in
MEO constellations for UAVs. They also further demonstrate
the possibility of employing Software-defined Radios (SDRs)
for adaptive SatCom systems [312].

Overall, SatCom has a key role to enable FACOM in the
future. We should determine the suitable SatCom technologies
per each aerial use case with respect to their QoS demands.
Nonetheless, the aforementioned challenges require research
efforts to fit SatCom into the FACOM ecosystem.

C. HAP Networks

In this section, we investigate the utilization of HAPs for the
use cases of FACOM. We discuss the background and state-
of-the-art for HAPs and then we outline the challenges and
open issues for their deployment in FACOM. We summarize
the literature review of HAPCom in table XIV.

1) Background: HAPs are quasi-stationary aerial platforms
operating in the stratosphere, and located 17-25 km above
the Earth’s surface [360], [361]. Their ease of deployment,
incremental expanding, and high elevation angles, flexibil-
ity and reconfigurability, low-cost operation, as well as low
propagation delay are their prominent features to provide
robust connectivity to the sky. Furthermore, they have the
capabilities of providing wide coverage, broadcast or multicast
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TABLE XVI
NETWORKING CAPABILITIES OF THE SATELLITE CONSTELLATIONS.

Constellation Altitude
(km)

Coverage
(km)

User/System
Data Rate (Gbps)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability References

GEO 36000 4000 <0.00085/300 700-800 99.5% [39], [328], [338], [343]–[345]

MEO 2000-20000 700 <0.8/84 130 99.9% [328], [340], [341], [344], [346]

LEO 100-2000 450 0.75/7000 10-35 99.9% [328], [347]–[351]

Fig. 17. Proposed HAP architecture, based on [358]. It can provide on-demand services for AVs, ground BSs and satellites can provide the backhaul
connectivity. HAPs can also establish A2A links between each other for data relaying.

transmissions and the ability to move rapidly in emergency
situations. Nevertheless, they pose certain disadvantages such
as, the necessity of monitoring the station, the immature
airship technology, and the stabilization of the onboard antenna
[360].

The RTT propagation of HAPs is 0.13-0.33 ms [362],
which is lower than the 4G subframe length of 0.5 ms. This
enables the provisioning of cellular service while maintaining
the original frame size. ITU regulates the transmit power
limitations of HAPs to to avoid harmful interference [363]
and hence, they do not pose threat to the human health.
Similar to high throughput satellite systems, they can provide
connectivity with spot beams antennas, and this enables many
opportunities for scanning beams to follow the traffic. It
also allows a smooth system growth, where the spot beam
resizing can increase the network capacity, depending on
the flexibility of equipment upgrade. Furthermore, HAPCom
systems are relatively less complex than the LEO satellites
systems, because of their proven stability against the motion
[360] and they can even provide indoor coverage [360]. Total
cost of a HAP system reaches about 50 - 300 million USD,
depending on features of the system [364].

We can classify the HAPs based on the type of vehicle:

1) Unmanned Airship (Air balloon): It has a semi-rigid

propulsion system and can carry a mission payload of
1000-2000 kg [360]. They are mainly solar-powered
balloons [365]. Their design allows them to stay about
more than 5 years aloft up maintaining their position
within a 1 km cube [360]. Google Loon is an instance
of this type [366].

2) Solar-powered Unmanned Aircraft: It adopts electric
engines and propellers as the propulsion system [362].
Solar cells mounted on the wings and stabilizers power
the aircraft [367]. The flying time is several months and
the aircraft can usually carry 50-300 kg of payload. They
are able to maintain their position within 1-3 km radius
[360]. Airbus Zephyr is an example of solar-powered
aircraft [368].

Besides the flight time, airships and solar-powered aircraft
are also favorable as they can carry radio units to act as a
relaying or base station equipment.

2) Spectrum Allocation: ITU allocated a number of fre-
quency spectrum in L-, S-, C-, K-, Ka- as well as V-band
for HAPCom [362]. HAPCom may also receive the allocation
of 18-32 GHz for fixed services since this spectrum is less
sensitive to rain attenuation in comparison to the 47 GHz
[360]. The bands around 47 GHz require twice the amount
of power to guarantee the service availability to that of 28
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GHz band [369], [370].
3) Architecture and Design: In general, HAPCom systems

can employ two different architectures: 1) relay station, which
pushes the computation and complexity away from the airship;
2) base station, where HAPCom has an onboard processing
system to process the relayed signal and also to apply beam-
forming techniques. Besides, HAPs can also serve for IoT
services, as an aerial data center or as an alternative link to
the UE to minimize the interruption of LEO handovers [362].

In literature, the authors of [372] mentioned that 16 HAPs
can cover Japan and 18 HAPs are sufficient for the entire
Greece. A HAPCom positioned at 20 km altitude can cover
a radius of 50-200 km [372]. Moreover, HAPCom can host
cellular architectures to enable non-terrestrial communication.
We present an instance of a HAP architecture with cellular and
satellite backhauling in figure 17 [358]. With this architecture,
we can provide backhaul links either directly from the ground
station or indirectly via A2A links. We can also utilize
satellites as redundant backhaul links [373], [374]. Moreover,
we can provide a flexible cell design to meet event-based
temporal hotspot coverage with micro and macro cells [375].
As HAPs can provide large coverage in rural areas, multi-
cell configuration with narrow beamwidth can help improve
the link budget [376]. The authors of [377] propose ring-
shaped cell clustering architecture and [378], [379] report
that sectoring the inner and outer cells can help improve the
network performance.

The displacement of a HAP poses two challenges:

1) The displacement interrupts the backhaul link to ground
station, which can affect the network performance.

2) Cells on the far edge of the coverage area may no longer
have an acceptable link budget for reliable connectivity
[380], [381].

We can tackle the first challenge by acquiring multiple
links to different ground stations so that HAP can connect
to the one with the shortest LoS path. For the latter case,
we must limit the maximum displacement distance so that the
link budget remains sufficient or we can realize sophisticated
user resource allocation techniques between different HAP
units. Nonetheless, vertical and horizontal displacement on
HAPs can cause coverage instability, interrupt the handover
procedure and degrade the network performance [382].

HAPs should have the capability to control the beam to
cancel the influence of altitude/position variation. Both multi-
beam horn and digital beamforming antennas achieve the
aforementioned requirements at different frequencies [372],
[383]. As Multiple-input Multiple-output (MIMO) systems are
deployable on HAPs, they can provide directional 3D beams
with multi-antenna arrays to improve the link quality [362].

4) The Role of HAPCom in FACOM: In the context of
FACOM, we can employ HAPs for various purposes, such
as urban area support for extended coverage or application-
specific deployment to increase network capacity or commu-
nication reliability. HAPs can also collect sensing data from
the sensors of other AVs or the sensors on its own platform.
HAPs can also help in navigation and positioning services
[384].

We summarize the general communication characteristics of
HAPCom systems in table XVII.

In literature, the authors of [317] present a network ar-
chitecture composed of HAPs and FANETs. They utilize
HAPs to aid the neighbor discovery of FANET nodes due to
narrow beams of directional antennas. Furthermore, in [385],
the authors study a HAP-aided relaying satellite free space
optics quantum key-distribution scheme to support secure
communication of ground nodes and AVs. Finally, number of
studies, [313]–[315], studied the RF propagation to correctly
model the HAP-to-ground channels.

5) Future Challenges: The movement of the AVs imposes
a constraint on the maximum data rate that can be transferred.
For fixed stations, the displacement of the HAP may cause a
deviation of the main lobe. The required data rate determines
the choice of steerable or fixed antennas. High elevation angles
can be also another limiting factor due to the rapid changes in
the angle. If fixed antennas are desirable to minimize the cost,
a wider beamwidth antenna can serve to areas directly under
the platform, while narrow beamwidth antennas can serve for
long-distance coverage.

The authors of [386] provided a decent review of the
research on the technology for a stratospheric communication
system in Korea. From a networking perspective, IP routing
can pose challenges over hybrid HAP-satellite systems. Topol-
ogy information can rapidly become obsolete, especially when
we employ a LEO backhauling to provide global connectivity.
Multicasting can be an alternative option; however, developing
efficient multicast protocols for time-variant HAP links can be
challenging. Handover scenarios in HAPs demand a particular
attention. Considering the varying cruising speeds of the AVs
as well as the displacement of HAPs, handovers can take place
very often, thus further studies should also cover the handover
aspects.

Overall, while HAPs can alleviate the provision of high-rate
and low-latency services for AVs, they also pose particular
challenges to provide reliable links. Nevertheless, HAPs can
provide cost-efficient and dynamic solutions for FACOM. For
a comprehensive overview about HAPs, the readers may refer
to the survey [362], [387].

D. A2A

FANETs are a subclass of Mobile Ad-hoc Network
(MANET), in which the mobile nodes are the AVs [388],
[389]. MANETs are formed by inter-connecting the AVs and
routers so that AVs can directly communicate with each other
or relay the information without the involvement of a ground
system, as shown in figure 18.

FANET nodes move with higher speed and have more
degree of movements than that of MANETs but rather have
more predictable mobility models with less node density [390],
[391].

FANET poses particular advantages to become a vital part
of FACOM and we can list a few of them as follows [392]:

• FANET addresses the resource management issues that
may arise from using satellite resources to support the
rapid increase of IFEC.
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TABLE XVII
NETWORKING CAPABILITIES OF THE HAPCOM.

Altitude
(km) Spectrum Mobility Coverage

(km)
User Data Rate
(Mbps) (IL/EL)

System Data
Rate (Mbps)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability References

17-25 L-, S-, C-,
K-, Ka-, V-band Yes 150 11/2 11000-33000 0.13-0.33 99-99.9% [360]–[362], [371]

Relaying Station

DA2GC

A2A Com.

SatCom
LEO/MEO/GEO

Satellite

Routed Connections

Seeland Mainland

Base Station

Fig. 18. FANET topology [392], where airplanes establish A2A connectivity
with each other and one of the airplanes set up A2G or SatCom connectivity
to deliver the data to the ground.

• It also addresses the problem of provisioning delay sen-
sitive applications as an advantage over satellite links.

• In comparison to satellite or ground stations systems,
FANET systems require less time and cost for deploy-
ment. Hence, it gives mobile network operator a feasible
solution for broadband data provisioning in comparison
to IFEC via satellite.

While airplanes can realize A2A links to increase network
capacity for IFEC, we foresee two potential use cases for the
A2A links of eVTOLs:

1) Collision avoidance;
2) Data relaying.
The former one requires low data rates, and it also in-

herits broadcast-based signalling to detect and avoid safety-
threatening conditions in the air. The data relaying can be
useful to provide connectivity for the AVs outside the coverage
area or to deliver time-critical data to the ground network in
a timely manner. We can realize this use case in hybrid with
another technology, such as DA2GC or SatCom. This way,
A2A can support the primary link to increase the overall data
rate or to extend the coverage in rural areas. However, the data
relaying use case can be less likely for deployment with the
consideration of the SWaP and cost requirements of the AVs.

1) A2A Standards: Standardization regulatory recently ex-
posed FANETs to address the connectivity issues of ground
and aerial vehicles. In this regard, 3GPP and IEEE proposed
new protocols, which paved the way for commercializing the
A2A systems.

a) 3GPP V2V: Although cellular systems are naturally
human-centric networks, 3GPP initiated novel releases to
enable direct communication between vehicles [14], Recent
articles in literature also consider the 3GPP Cellular Vehicle-
to-vehicle Communication (C-V2V) standards for aerial appli-
cations. The authors of [393], [394] evaluate a scenario, where
A2A and EL channel of ground UEs share the same spectrum.

They compare the interference mitigation performance of
underlay and overlay spectrum sharing mechanisms [393].

In [395], the authors present a concept of UAV-to-everything
(U2X) communication that include A2A links. They consid-
ered A2A links for relaying the sensor data collected by UAVs
on the ground. The authors of [189] propose a 3D CoMP
model for A2A communication, where UAVs were employed
both as aerial BSs and as aerial UEs.

b) IEEE 802.11p: Although a number of works study
this technology for the inter-connectivity of ground vehicles,
its extension to aerial use cases require a particular attention.
The authors of [396] evaluated the performance of this tech-
nology with flying and non-flying UAVs, and they achieve up
to a 2.9 km communication distance at a 20 m altitude. Such
communication range can enable multiple A2A connectivity
options in dense airspace scenarios. Moreover, authors of [397]
analyze video traffic transmission over 802.11p links, and they
conclude that it cannot support video transmissions due to the
bursty nature of the video traffic.

Number of studies experimentally modeled the 802.11 A2A
channel at 2.4 GHz [398], [399]. They find out that power
attenuation is similar to the free space pathloss model, and
the multipath effect degrades at higher altitudes. However, the
authors of [400] observe the pathloss exponent to be slightly
higher than that of the free space at 60 GHz.

Several works compare the performance of IEEE 802.11p
and C-V2V for vehicular use cases. While the authors of [401]
report that 802.11p outperforms cellular V2X using different
message lengths and inter-packet intervals, the numerical
analysis study from [402] concludes that NR-V2X has superior
communication reliability, latency and data rate performance
compared with that of 802.11p.

2) Challenges and Potential Solutions of A2A for FACOM:
As the literature comprehensively covered the FANET proto-
cols for UAVs, we briefly provide the main challenges and
potential solutions, especially toward airplane and eVTOLs.
The readers may refer to the FANET-focused surveys such
as [35], [36], [419] to read more about the studies related to
UAVs in FANET.

a) Coverage and Connectivity: Certain number of air-
planes are in the sky at any given time that can form a FANET
among each other. According to the air traffic data records
of FlightAware [420], the number of airplanes in the sky at
anytime were on average 9728, at maximum 12586 and at min-
imum 3354 in 2016. The range of communication between two
airplanes should be within the minimum horizontal separation
range, which is 9.3 km when a radar or an ADS-B system
is in use [421]. In [422], the authors evaluate the capabilities
of A2A communication to extend the DA2GC coverage. As
an alternative to SatComs, A2A links can provide a 37 Mbps
throughput up to 432 km DA2GC and 340 km A2A coverage.
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TABLE XVIII
NETWORKING CAPABILITIES OF THE WIRELESS COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES.

Technology Standard
User Data

Rate (Mbps)
(IL/EL)

Latency
(ms)

Communication
Reliability

Cell Coverage
(km) Spectrum References

Cellular

eMBB 100/50 20 99.9% 5-32

Licensed∗
[102], [252], [253], [403]

uRLLC 0.1-1000†/8‡ <10 <99.9999% <1

mMTC 0.1/0.15♦ 890-2340♦ 99.99% <100 [253], [404], [405]

SatCom

GEO 0.85/0.49~ 700-800 99.5% 4000

Licensed

[338], [344], [345]

MEO <800/<800 130 99.9% 700 [340], [341], [344], [346]

LEO 750/375 10-35 99.9% 450 [347], [348], [350]

IEEE

WiFi 6 1200 10
N/A• <0.3

Unlicensed

[18], [406], [407]

WiFi 7 30000 5 [19], [407]

HaLoW 0.15-3.9 100-3000 99% <1 [20], [286], [408]

WiMAX 70/28 37-77 - 50 [288], [289], [409]

ZigBee 0.25 15 - <0.1 [290]

LoRa 0.003-0.027 56-1400 <15 Unlicensed [410], [411]

AeroMACS 18.2/6.8 <60 99.9-99.95% <8.3
Aviation

[293]

LDACS 0.315-1.428/
0.294-1.390 100 - <370 [296], [412], [413]

A2A
C-V2V 3-27 20-100 67-99% <1 Licensed [14], [414]–[416]

802.11p 3-54 <100 59-98% 0.4-2.5 Unlicensed [14], [415], [417], [418]
∗LAA technology operates in the unlicensed spectrum on IL.
†According to the study of Next Generation Mobile Networks (NGMN) [102], the data rate capabilities of uRLLC can be diverse, due to different application

requirements.
‡Only given value in [102], which is for automated guided vehicle applications of uRLLC. Similar to IL, the data rate capabilities of EL can depend

on the application scenario.
♦Although these values are for the Narrow-band Internet of Things (NB-IoT) of 4G, we assume similar capabilities in mMTC with the support of higher node

density.
~The Global Xpress service of Inmarsat claims up to 50 Mbps on IL and 5 Mbps on EL, respectively [338].
•WiFi 6/7 provides improved communication reliability thanks to the introduction of Multi-user Multiple-input Multiple-output (MU-MIMO) and longer OFDM

symbols [406].

Airplanes can establish LoS A2A connectivity up to 740
km distance due to the Earth’s curvature [423]. In order to
provide connectivity at such a large distance, the authors
of [423] design a geographic load share routing and ac-
cess protocol, which utilizes the information about both the
airplane’s position and the buffer size. It exploits the total
A2G available capacity by balancing the traffic aggregated
by all air nodes. Furthermore, we considered combining A2A
and DA2GC links to maximize the number of airplanes that
can be connected with a specific data rate threshold [424].
Our simulation studies show that over 90% of aircraft can
have at least 50 Mbps in the region of North Atlantic. The
authors of [425] also address the connectivity in between
two airplanes based on their distance, transmission range, and
airplane density in a one-flight route, whereas the study, [426],
analyzes two-way flight route connectivity.

The authors of [427] evaluate the LDACS system for
A2A communication between airplanes and compare the per-
formance of ALOHA-based and the Spatial Time Division
Multiple Access (STDMA) MAC mechanisms for the LDACS
A2A system. They report that STDMA is a better candidate
because LDACS requires the available bandwidth to split into
0.5 MHz sub-channels. In [428], the authors consider A2A
links as secondary applications in the A2G frequency spectrum
and let A2A applications transmit data on A2G spectrum
whenever the channel is free.

b) Routing: Routing is a vital element of FANET for
efficient and robust networking. Due to the different mobility
characteristics of each type of AVs, they demand different
routing mechanism to optimize the end-to-end connectivity.
Several works proposed routing schemes for various purposes.
Flat hierarchical structure of routing might be inefficient for
FANET due to the large node density. Hence, the authors of
[429, Page 122] propose a model for clustering of airplanes
to produce a scalable system for a large global network of
airplanes.

The high speed of the airplanes also influences the routing.
Link stability and path interruption are essential parameters
when designing the routing protocol. Moreover, designing a
stable routing protocol via a clustering scheme must ensure
that member airplanes of clusters do not frequently leave their
associated clusters. The authors of [430] present an efficient
method for constructing stable routes and clusters for ATM
and operational-related communication. They also propose
two routing schemes, based on random packet code division
multiple access and trajectory based routing scheme, where
the sender computes trajectory of each packet [430], [431].
This scheme enables simple path diversity without the need
of geo-location exchange messages efficient broadcasting, etc.
Furthermore, the authors of [432] design their solution based
on finding the shortest path routing for FANET in an oceanic
versus a continental study. In the oceanic one, they measured
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68.2 kbps with a latency of 184 ms, whereas in the continental
scenario, the data rate dropped to 38.3 kbps with a latency of
401 ms.

As for UAVs, we observe numerous novel routing mecha-
nisms recently proposed in literature. Thus, the readers may
refer to the recent surveys, [35], [36], for a comprehensive
overview on the routing of UAVs.

c) Air Interface: Airborne antennas must be omnidirec-
tional or mechanically steerable to steer the beam pattern
both in azimuth and in elevation. Beamsteering in azimuth
and elevation is necessary in order to permit the relatively
narrow antenna beam to be pointed at the satellite, so that the
antenna can successfully receive a relatively weak signal [433].
Additionally, the antenna should be lightweight and have a low
air drag due to the SWaP constraints of AVs.

Beamforming and beamtracking can be suitable for air-
planes and eVTOLs since their mobility models are more
predictable. The authors of [434] present an antenna array
design that consists of 9 dipole antennas for FANETs. They
aim to optimize the beamforming efficiency along with low
side lobes. Besides the antenna design, dual-radio design can
also improve the networking performance, as suggested in
[435], [436]. The authors of [436] combine omnidirectional
and multi-beam directional antennas, and use location predict-
ing algorithms to enable beamtracking. They report a 35.8%
increase in link robustness, which is measured by the ratio of
the number of links that are not disrupted until the end of data
transmission to the total number of established links between
UAVs in the simulation.

E. Multi-link Connectivity

Multi-link heterogeneous network architectures can be the
enabler for achieving higher network capacity, reliable and
robust networking as well as seamless coverage. In the context
of FACOM, heterogeneous networking is essential in RPO
applications. Although a single wireless link can provide suf-
ficient data rate even for video streaming scenarios, it cannot
achieve ultra reliable communication as well as ubiquitous
coverage in different environments. For these reasons, we
can introduce multi-link architectures with different means of
diversity, listed as follows:

1) Technology Diversity: As each communication technol-
ogy has particular networking characteristics, we can
employ them together to combine their advantages in
a single network. An instance can be the combination
of cellular and LEO networks. While cellular networks
can provide robust connectivity in urban areas, LEO can
support the operations in suburban areas with seamless
coverage.

2) Network Diversity: We can achieve this by utilizing
multiple network infrastructures of the same or different
wireless technologies. This architecture can ensure iso-
lated end-to-end paths to improve the overall network
availability.

3) BS Diversity: Multiple BSs can simultaneously serve
an AV to improve the overall communication reliability
by introducing path diversity. If the BSs belong to the

same network, then we can achieve diversity only until
the first hop at the BSs. Thus, the overall capacity stays
the same. CoMP architecture of cellular standard falls
in this category.

4) Frequency Diversity: A single BS can serve an AV with
multiple links operating at different center frequency.
Such operation can introduce different RF channel con-
ditions in the same environment; thus, it can help
increase the reliability until the first hop.

An early consideration of multilink architectures for UAVs
is [437], in which they propose a novel link layer called Flow-
Code to enable the usage of conventional transport protocols
in high mobility scenarios. FlowCode utilizes beam diversity
from multiple transceivers to increase data and reception rate.

The authors of [186], [187] conduct field measurements with
a UAV to evaluate the improvements in reliability and latency
over multiple Mobile Network Operators (MNOs). The com-
mon notion of observing higher RSRP does not hold in urban
environments according to the results in [187]. Furthermore,
they report a performance gain with multiple links compared
with single link due to the performance variations of the
MNOs at different altitudes and environments. Furthermore,
the authors of [186] show that while the minimum reliability
rate with a single MNO is 97.6%, connectivity over dual
operators can maintain 99.9% Packet Error Ratio (PER) at
all altitudes on the IL. Although these studies show overall
reliability improvement, guaranteeing reliability at any time
instance can be challenging as the individual MNO designed
their networks independently with the consideration of the
ground use cases.

Besides utilizing dual MNOs, a combination of a public
and dedicated cellular network can be another option, as
the authors of [438] propose it with Multipath Transmission
Control Protocol (MPTCP) for maritime search and rescue
missions of UAVs. They conclude that the multi-link protocol
increases the range and improves the data rate performance.

We can also consider multi-link connectivity using different
wireless technologies. As each communication technology tar-
gets different use cases and owns different link characteristics,
they can complement each other to ensure robust connectivity
at all times during the mission of AVs. For instance, Deutsche
Telekom and Inmarsat commercialized the European Aviation
Network (EAN), which provides in-flight connectivity for
airplanes using DA2GC as well as SatCom [439]. EAN can
provide up to 75 Mbps on IL per cell with 300 base stations. In
literature, the authors of [440] perform a modeling study with a
satellite link and WiFi access points using MPTCP to control
a convoy of UAVs. They aim to provide robust bandwidth
allocation as well as high communication reliability.

In the cases where dual-connectivity is insufficient, we can
increase the number of parallel links to increase the overall
robustness. The authors of [441] present an example triple-
redundant multi-link architecture employing cellular, WiFi
and LoRa for the UAV-ground station connectivity. Their
redundancy design employs a cellular network as the primary
link and the other two as fallback links when there is no
cellular coverage. Furthermore, the authors of [442] develop
a novel application layer protocol called NECTOR, which
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TABLE XIX
MATCH STUDY BETWEEN THE USE CASES OF FACOM AND THE COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES. GREEN HIGHLIGHTS INDICATE OUR PREFERRED

TECHNOLOGIES PER USE CASE.

AV Use Case Cellular SatCom IEEE L
o
R
a

A
e
r
o
M
A
C
S

L
D
A
C
S

A2A

e
M
B
B

u
R
L
L
C

m
M
T
C

L
E
O

M
E
O

G
E
O

W
I
F
I

W
i

M
A
X

H
a
L
o
W

Z
i
g
B
e
e

C-
V
2
V

8
0
2.
1
1
p

A
i
r
p
l
a
n
e

ATM

VoIP X X X? X X X X X

OLDI X X X? X X X X X X

AMHS X X X? X X X X X X

SPO

Current
SPO X X X? X X X X X

Cargo
SPO X X? X

Full
SPO X X? X

Mass. Dat.
Trans. X‡ X‡

e
V
T
O
L

UTM Flight
Mgnt. X X X X X X X

Pilot
ing

On-
board X X X X X X

RPO X X X X X

FAO X X X X X X X

Vertiport
Assis.

T.O./Land. X X X X X X X

Data Off
loading X‡ X

DAA X X X

U
A
V

Pilot
ing

VLoS X X X X X X X

BV
LoS X X X X X

FAO X X X X X X X X X X

Pay
load

Vision
-based X X X

Delivery X X X

IoT X X X X X X X

Agri
culture X X X X X

?When flying over the ocean.
†For safety-critical applications.
‡Potentially using mmWave technologies to achieve high-rates in an abundant spectrum.

is a User Datagram Protocol (UDP)-based architecture with
two 4G and one satellite links. The receiver controls the
packet reception rate with a torrent-based methodology and
they improve reliability by employing network coding. In the
end, increasing the number of parallel links can usually help
achieve higher reliability. However, it naturally comes with
extra networking cost. Thus, we should optimize the required
number of links per the intended use case.

From these studies, we observe that the majority of the stud-
ies focus on increasing the overall communication reliability
and the robustness of wireless links. However, we should also
consider heterogeneity in the backhaul to increase the relia-
bility for end-to-end packet delivery. We should also evaluate

the different combinations of the communication technologies
to determine how to achieve 10−5 communication reliability
for RPOs of eVTOLs and SPOs of airplanes.

F. Connectivity Options vs. FACOM use cases: Match Study

In this section, we numerically compare the capabilities of
the wireless technologies against the connectivity requirements
of FACOM use cases, as we presented it section II. For this
reason, we provide the performance metrics of most of the
evaluated wireless technologies in table XVIII. We consider
the user data rate, latency, communication reliability, cell
coverage as well as the spectrum as the most relevant metrics
for the match study. Overall, each communication technology
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TABLE XX
NETWORK AND 5G SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE STUDIES FROM LITERATURE FOR FACOM.

Vehicle/Entity Design Type Study Goal References

Airplane

A2G

Proposal of various A2G architectures to support IFBC [443]–[445]

An IP-based A2G architecture for future ATM-cockpit communications [446]

An SDN-based A2G architecture to enable multilink heterogeneous networking [447]

Cabin
A gate-to-gate connectivity architecture for seamless passenger connectivity [285]

Performance evaluation of an integrated cellular network architecture [448]

UAV

Cellular

Integration of UTM services into 5G system architecture [449], [450]

A 4G-based network architecture to support CNPCs of UAVs [451]

An LTE-based network architecture to enable aerial monitoring of remote locations [183]

A2A

Comparison of the advantages and disadvantages of various FANET architectures [452]–[454]

Proposal of a new FANET architecture to avoid single point of failure [455]

Proposal of a layered architecture with a low latency routing algorithm to minimize latency [456]

Space-air-ground
Architecture

Blockchain-based 6G space-air-ground architecture for secure UAV communications [457]

An SDN-based space-air-ground architecture for high-throughput and robust communications [458]

Survey on different space-air-ground network architectures [37]

has unique performance characteristics and poses particular
challenges to adapt themselves for the skies.

We present the conclusion of our match study in table XIX.
Comparing the connectivity requirements of each aerial use
case with the performance metrics of the communication
technologies, we outline the candidate technologies that can
support each aerial application. Furthermore, we highlight the
most suitable technology for each use case in green. We do
not include HAPs in wireless technologies as it does not have
a specific connectivity standard. We also do not select WiFi
technologies for the majority of the use cases due to their
limited coverage and the single-hop nature. Similarly, we can
consider C-V2V and IEEE 802.11p only for the DAA links of
eVTOLs since their communication range is less than 1 km.

In regards to airplanes, LDACS is the candidate technology
for the VoIP as well as the digital messaging services since it
employs the aviation spectrum and has long frame durations
to increase the robustness of the link. It also promises high
communication reliability. However, LDACS cannot meet the
high data rate requirements of future SPOs. Thus, we foresee
that SPOs require a heterogeneous connectivity comprising
eMBB/eMBB and LEO connectivity. While cellular networks
can enable the connectivity during continental flights, LEO
can complement it during intercontinental flights.

As for future eVTOL use cases, we expect that UTM
communication can adapt LDACS to communicate with AVs.
Due to human involvement in passenger transportation, con-
nectivity is one of the critical functions. Utilizing aviation
safety spectrum in LDACS can further enhance the overall
communication integrity. Moreover, LDACS can ensure global
spectrum harmony when UTMs in different regions need to

coordinate with each other. However, LDACS is not sufficient
for RPOs of eVTOLs due to the high rate video transmission.
For this reason, we rather recommend cellular connectivity, if
available, to ensure large network capacity. Although we do
not expect transoceanic applications for eVTOLs, LEO can
complement eMBB to improve the overall coverage.

AeroMACS can be suitable for the connectivity demands
at vertiports as its development particularly targets the con-
nectivity applications at airports. While the Massive Machine
Type Communication (mMTC) is sufficient for the MTC
onboard eVTOL cabin, eMBB can support the data offloading
at vertiport gates. As for DAA, we select C-V2V rather than
IEEE 802.11p due to the advantages of licensed spectrum
compared with the unlicensed spectrum, which we discuss
in subsection VI-D. Although LDACS is another option for
DAA, we prioritize it for RPOs due the limited bandwidth on
the aviation spectrum. eMBB can also support the connectivity
for piloting operations as well as the vision-based payload
communication of UAVs. LEO can be the alternative solution
when the operations take place in suburban regions.

Selecting the most suitable technology for each use case
introduces a diverse set of wireless ecosystems in FACOM.
These networks need to coexist together and operate without
interrupting each other. Additionally, the deployment and
operation cost of different networks further make it difficult
to realize a large mixture of communication technologies in
FACOM. Thus, it is also significant to utilize the technologies
that can meet the demands of multiple applications so that we
can minimize the heterogeneity of the wireless technologies.



32

Fig. 19. Proposed network architectures in [443]: (a) Decentralized core per MNO, (b) Centralized core operator with an A2G MNO.

IV. SYSTEM ARCHITECTURES FOR FACOM

In this section, we present the recent studies that proposed
various network and system architectures to enable the ap-
plications of FACOM in the sky. Dividing the studies with
respect to their target AV platforms, we present the summary
of the works in table XX.

A. Network Architectures for Airplanes

In [443], we compare decentralized and centralized DA2GC
architectures on international routes, as shown in figure 19.
We present advantages of the latter with a dedicated A2G
network with a centralized core since this can enable better
harmonization en-route and flexibility in providing QoS for
different applications and resource allocation. However, the
authors of [445] focused on the required modifications on
the radio access part of the already-existing ground cellular
infrastructures to provide A2G connectivity. They suggested
placing directional antenna arrays facing upward on the BSs
for airplanes, so that they could maximize the Signal-to-noise
Ratio (SNR) with beamforming.

Providing connectivity over the ocean is the most prob-
lematic scenario for airplane connectivity in international
routes. Although conventional networks utilize SatCom over
the ocean, they cannot provide enough capacity to deliver high-
bandwidth rates along with low end-to-end latency. To avoid
this problem, the authors of [444] came up with a novel design
of a ground network architecture with stationary ships located
along the fiber lines in the north Atlantic ocean. We show the
proposed architecture of [444] in figure 20. They suggested
integrating ground BSs in these ships as well as in other remote
islands. The fiber optic cables could serve as the backbone
network to the BSs. This way, stationary ships could serve as
communication as well as navigation service to airplanes, each
BS covering a radius of approximately 370 km. This is such an
interesting solution for transoceanic connectivity; however, the
cost of operation of such a network with stationary ships in the
ocean can be unfeasible from our perspective. Additionally, the

waves in the ocean can continuously swing the ships causing
the beam directions to alter.

The authors of [447] present a novel architecture for passen-
ger airplanes, which consists of airplane, access and ground
network segments. They provide four different radio links
for A2G connectivity using SDRs: 1) satellite; 2) LDACS;
3) AeroMACS; 4) VDL-2. They also integrate SDN on both
the airplane and ground network segments to dictate the link
selection, packet scheduling and other network configurations.

B. Network Architectures for UAVs
As RTCA specified only the physical layer for CNPC, the

authors of [451] proposed a 4G-based network architecture
for the upper layers. They inherited the conventional 4G
functions into UAV environments to support mobility, security
and access to the public. They also modified the PHY layer of
4G according to the RTCA’s Time Division Duplexing (TDD)-
based physical layer standards with the proposal of a new type
of channel for CNPC-specific message exchange.

In regards to A2A, [452]–[455] presented the conventional
four types of A2A architectures for UAVs, as demonstrated in
figure 21. While the decentralized multi-cluster architecture
is practical for the missions that involve UAVs with different
flight characteristics and mission tasks, single-cluster is prefer-
able for UAVs of the same types. In figure 21 (d), one UAV
serves as the backbone network for each cluster to provide
connectivity with the ground station. While the centralized
architecture minimizes the latency for CNPC, decentralized
architectures are more robust for A2A links.

In order to avoid a single point of failure problem in
the above-mentioned ad-hoc architectures, authors of [455]
proposed having a secondary cluster head besides the primary
head. Selecting the second cluster head based on the battery
size, RSRPs and available battery life, the secondary head
replaces the primary head once the primary head falls below
a certain battery level threshold.

Integration of space-air-ground network segments also
gained attention in literature, and the authors of [458] demon-
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Fig. 20. Proposed network architecture in [444] to provide connectivity over the North Atlantic ocean by placing static ships as BSs along the already-existing
underwater fiber cables.

A2G Connectivity

A2A Connectivity
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Fig. 21. Four types of conventional ad-hoc architectures: (a) Centralized, (b)
Decentralized single cluster, (c) Decentralized multi-cluster, (d) Decentralized
multi-cluster with primary cluster heads.

strate an SDN-based space-air-ground architecture. Each layer
has its own SDN controller, which are part of a total controller,
as shown in figure 22. Upper layer controller manages the
network resources and adjusts the network behavior. They
store the backup of the upper controller in satellites to improve
the security. Furthermore, the authors of [457] present a block-
chain based 6G space-air-ground network architecture. The
architecture is very similar to figure 22, except that they con-
nect all the layers to a common block-chain network instead
of SDN controllers. They inherit the block-chain technology
to regulate the network behavior and manage the network
security. They also charge the battery of UAVs with the signals
from the 6G BSs.

C. 5G System Architectures for UTMs

The authors of [449], [450] studied the required modi-
fications on the cellular network architectures to integrate
UTM services into it. Based on the 5G system architecture of
3GPP [459, Fig. 4.2.3-1], they implemented a special gateway,
North-Bound Interface, with a UTM Gate Function for UTM
[449]. The gateway serves as the mediator and coordinator of
all the UTM functions. For cross-border flights, they proposed
using dual sim cards on UAVs, since the current de-registration

and re-registration processes take longer than 500 ms between
UAS and UTM, as required by 3GPP [10].

Similarly, the authors of [450] also modified the 5G ar-
chitecture to include aerial navigation, airborne user/control
plane network functions, connectivity management and con-
trol. They introduced a novel control plane network function,
UAV-based Network Service Control, to handle connectivity,
resource management and location services related to UAVs.

Overall, these studies focus on the network architectures
for airplanes and UAVs. Future studies should also elabo-
rate on the dedicated ground network architectures for the
UTM-eVTOL ecosystem, with the consideration of LDACS
technology. As eVTOLs operate at higher altitudes compared
with UAVs, they require particular attention. The sidelobe
radiation from already-existing ground infrastructures may not
be sufficient to provide reliable connectivity at high altitudes,
up to 1 km. Moreover, space-air-ground architectures are
essential to integrate heterogeneous connectivity to the AVs
and thus, architectures targeting the combination of cellular
and LEO networks gain importance.

V. OPEN SOURCE SIMULATION AND EMULATION
PLATFORMS

In this section, we provide an up-to-date list of open-
source simulator and emulator platforms that can be practical
in academic research. We divide the simulators into three
main categories: 1) UAV simulators; 2) airplane simulators; 3)
ATM simulators. In table XXI and table XXII, we categorize
the available sources and compare them with respect to the
platform type (simulator or emulator), flight and networking
capabilities as well as their particular features, respectively.
Some of the platforms have both flight and networking simula-
tion capabilities. These can facilitate the researchers’ network-
related experiments with minimal implementation efforts.

Each simulator and emulator platform has particular fea-
tures that make them stand out toward different use cases.
While AVENS [460] can be suitable for FANET simulations,
UAVSim is rather useful for the simulations with satellite
networks due to its integrated OMNeT++ OS3 satellite exten-
sion [461]. It also provides means to perform cyber security
analysis in the simulation. Furthermore, FlyNetSim [462]
offers multiple networking interfaces to perform multilink
networking emulation in the same UAV platform.

Beside the ones with networking capabilities, AirSim is a
powerful UAV simulator and emulator platform with vehicle,
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Fig. 22. Space-air-ground architecture proposed by [458]. While space and ground elements provide connectivity to the air segment, SDN manages the control
functions of each layer individually.

sensor and environment models [463]. However, it is not
scalable for multi-vehicle simulations. In this regard, Flight-
Googles can be an alternative option to enable multi-UAV
simulations yet, it is especially designed for visual applications
[464]. Lastly, number of platforms provide both simulation
and emulation capabilities such as VENUE [465], FlyNetSim
[462] and UB-ANC Emulator [466]. They can facilitate the
deployment of custom algorithms from software to actual
hardware environment.

Besides the AV simulators, we also have a short list of open-
source UTM and ATM simulators, which can also be practical
toward future studies of air traffic management: 1) InterUSS
[467]; 2) BlueSky [468]; 3) ELSA [469]; 4) EuroScope [470];
5) OpenScope [471]. InterUSS provides an interoperability
platform between different UAS service suppliers, which is
part of the UTM architecture [93, Figure 3]. Other simulators
are mainly developed to foster the development of future ATM
solutions, as we described in Section II-A1.

All in all, open-source community has plenty of simula-
tor and emulator platforms to support the future studies of
FACOM and the researchers can utilize these resources to
facilitate their works and to further extend the capabilities of
these platforms. As we leave the detailed overview of these
platforms outside the scope of our study, we let the readers
investigate further themselves to determine the most suitable
ones for their research. Nevertheless, these tables provide the
most relevant features and the capabilities of the simulator and
emulator platforms. The simulators may have more capabilities
than what we listed in the tables.

VI. OPEN RESEARCH CHALLENGES IN FACOM
In this section, we highlight the future challenges and open

problems to provide connectivity to the use cases of FACOM.

A. Artificial Intelligence
Artificial Inteligence (AI) recently gained attraction in wire-

less communications. Number of works applied AI in various

topics such as finding optimal deployment location for aerial
BSs [505], [506], prediction of the location of an aerial BS
[507] and aerial channel model predictionaaa [508], [509].

RL is based on trial and error method to learn from past
decisions. It is also utilized in various studies to optimize
routing [510], [511] as well as ground coverage [512], [513].
Nevertheless, we can utilize AI-based techniques in FACOM
in future studies. Also, the available computational power
on AVs makes it possible to deploy AI in the air. We can
consider AI as the facilitator to realize heterogeneous multilink
networking. Novel techniques can enable intelligent routing to
efficiently utilize the available channel resources to meet the
QoS demands of different aerial application. In a multilink
networking environment, AI can help predict vertical and
horizontal handovers that occur in different links and optimize
the link selection. Such methods can support meeting the
stringent reliability and latency demands of the CNPC traffic.

B. Diversity and Unified Network Design

One of the main challenges in FACOM is the diversity
of the AVs, their use cases and the wireless communication
links. AVs differ in vehicle and flight characteristics, cruising
altitude, and the communication and SWaP requirements.
Thus, the design of FACOM network architectures requires
particular considerations to provide connectivity at different
altitudes, mobility speeds along with the variant QoS metrics.

In table XVIII, we showed the diversity of the network
performances of the candidate wireless technologies per each
FACOM use case. We further emphasized the need of the
heterogeneous connectivity for the RPO of the AVs. Although
combining multiple technologies can increase the overall
network robustness, its realization in real life is complex
and costly. We must consider novel MAC and IP layer
architectures to enable the coexistence of different wireless
technologies. Furthermore, we need to consider the adaptation
of the already-existing multi-link transport protocols or the
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TABLE XXI
OPEN-SOURCE UAV FLIGHT AND NETWORK SIMULATORS.

Name Simulator (S)/
Emulator (E)

Flight (F)/
Network (N) Other Features

AirSim
[463], [472] S&E F

- Collision avoidance capability.
- Camera, environment, sensor, vehicle models.
- Deployable on a cloud.

- Realistic environment.
- Weather and wind effects.

AVENS
[460] S F&N∗ - Flight dynamics and mobility.

- Multi-vehicle support. - Weather and wind effects.

AVIATOR
[109] S Data Traffic

Generator - Traffic models based on actual UAV data traffic.

CDSSim
[473] S F&N†

- Designed for path planning algorithms.
- Environment and mobility models.
- Multi-vehicle support.

- Path planning capability.
- Synchronization between the flight
and network simulators.

CUSCUS
[474], [475] S F&N† - Flight, mobility and sensor models.

- Multi-vehicle support. - Path planning capability.

DroneVR
[476] S F - Environment and sensor models.

- Object detection, tracking and avoidance capabilities.
- Path planning and optimization capabilities.
- Web-based simulator.

FL-Air
[477], [478] S F - Multi-vehicle support.

- Path planning capability. - Sensor models.

FlightGoogles
[464] S F

- Camera, sensor, motor dynamics and vehicle models.
- Collision detection capability.
- Deployable on a cloud.

- Multi-vehicle support.
- Path planning capability.
- Realistic environment.

FlyNetSim
[462] S&E F&N†

- IoT connectivity environment.
- Multi-networking support
(e.g. UAVs can have both 4G and WiFi interfaces.).

- Multi-vehicle support.
- Synchronization between the flight
and network simulators.

Hector quadrator
[479] S F - Camera, flight, motor dynamics,

sensor and vehicle models.
IoD-Sim
[480] S F&N† - Mobility models.

- Multi-vehicle support. - Path planning capability.

jMAVSim
[481]–[483] S&E F - Camera, sensor and vehicle models. - Multi-vehicle support.

LimoSim
[484], [485] S F&N†,‡

- Collision avoidance, mobility prediction,
path planning and situational
awareness capabilities.

- Environment, UAV energy consumption
and mobility models.
- Multi-vehicle support.
- Synchronization between the flight
and network simulators.

MAVBench
[486] S&E F - Battery, camera, energy,

environment and sensor models.

- Designed for performance and
power optimization-related studies.
- Object detection and tracking capability.

multiUAV
Simulation [487] S F&N‡ - Charging stations.

- Multi-vehicle support. - UAV energy consumption model.

NUAV
[488], [489] S F - Environment, flight control and vehicle models.

- Multi-vehicle support.
- Realistic environment.
- Weather effects.

Obstacle Avoidance
Simulator for UAVs
[490], [491]

S F - Obstacle avoidance, object tracking and
path planning capabilities.

OpenAMASE
[492] S F

- Camera, flight dynamics, sensor,
UAV autopilot and vehicle models.
- Multi-vehicle support.

- Object detection and
path planning capabilities.
- Wind effects.

OpenUAV
[493], [494] S F - Available from a cloud service.

- Camera model.
- Multi-vehicle support.
- Path planning capability.

PLANE
[495] S F - Environment and vehicle models.

- Multi-vehicle support.
- Path optimization capability.
- Weather effects.

ROS Quadrotor
Simulator [496] S F - Camera, engine, sensor

and vehicle models. - Path planning capability.

RotorS
[497] S F - Camera, environment, flight dynamics,

sensor and vehicle models.

- Collision avoidance and
path planning capabilities.
- Wind effects.

Simbeeotic
[498] S&E F - Multi-vehicle support.

SwarmLab
[499] S F

- Collision avoidance and
object detection and
path planning capabilities.

- Environment and vehicle models.
- Multi-vehicle support.

UB-ANC-
Emulator [466] S&E F&N†

Energy comsumption, flight dynamics,
mobility, sensor and vehicle models.
- Multi-vehicle support.

- Path planning capability.
- Synchronization between the flight
emulator and network simulator.

UE4
[500] S F - Camera and flight dynamics models.

- Multi-vehicle support.
- Object tracking capability.
- Realistic environment.

uavEE
[501] E F&N♦ - Multi-vehicle support. - Propulsion power model.

UAVSim
[461] S F&N~ - Designed for cyber security analysis.

- Multi-vehicle support. - Mobility and vehicle models.

VENUE
[465] S&E F&N† - Mobility model.

- FANET routing algorithms available. - Multi-vehicle support.

∗Integrated with the OMNeT++ FANET simulator.
†Integrated with NS-3 simulator.
‡Integrated with OMNeT++ simulator.
♦Users can select the wireless radio interface.
~Integrated with the OMNeT++ OS3 Satellite Extension.
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TABLE XXII
OPEN-SOURCE AIRPLANE SIMULATORS WITHOUT NETWORKING

SUPPORT.

Name Notes

CRRCSim [502]
- Realistic flight model.
- Support for aircraft control
using remote control.

FlightGear [503]

- Aircraft modeling.
- Flight dynamic models.
- Multi-vehicle support.
- Sky model.
- Vehicle types: A320, 747,
1903 Wright Flyer.
- World scenery database.

Geo-FS [504]

- Flight dynamics.
- Multi-vehicle support.
- Real-life ADS-B in real-time.
- Real-time atmospheric conditions.
- Realistic physics engine.
- Vehicle types: Aircraft, glider,
helicopter, air balloon.

development of novel protocols designed with the consid-
eration of FACOM applications. Additionally, heterogeneous
connectivity implies multiple radio interfaces on the AVs,
which can challenge the SWaP requirements.

Heterogeneous networking in FACOM can demand smart
coordination of the mixture of horizontal handovers on a same
network and vertical handovers between different networks.
Ensuring seamless connectivity in these scenarios can be
challenging due to the limited information about handovers
at UEs. Nevertheless, having the capability to predict an
upcoming handover can enable the development of intelligent
routing and congestion control algorithms to minimize the
disruptions on connectivity. Additionally, the 3GPP introduce
conditional handovers to 5G standards in Release 16, which
allow UEs to make handover decisions at particular scenarios
to improve the network robustness [514]. New research items
can emerge from this feature to utilize the knowledge about
handovers at UEs.

We should also scrutinize the emerging virtualization tech-
nologies to facilitate the integration of heterogeneous technolo-
gies in FACOM. SDN can help control the network resources
in a unified manner and dynamically respond to the varying
network conditions. Additionally, network slicing can help
isolate priority traffic and can be one of the enablers to ensure
high network availability for safety-critical applications.

C. Network Capacity

The capacity of today’s aerial networks is low and can
only support a limited number of AVs at the same time.
For instance, EAN can provide only 75 Mbps per aircraft
[439]. The demand for high throughput applications is also
on the rise, especially due to the vision-based applications of
UAVs. Thus, we need to improve the capacity of the next-
generation FACOM networks. One possibility is to upgrade
the existing systems by deploying more ground stations or
launching additional high throughput satellites. Moreover, we
can improve the robustness of the communication links by
adopting beamforming and higher order modulation schemes.

TABLE XXIII
LIST OF THE AVIATION SAFETY SPECTRUM [25].

Frequency
Band

Frequency
Range
(MHz)

Service

HF 2.85 - 22 Voice, Data

VHF 117.975 - 137 Voice, Data

UHF 235 - 267 Voice, Data

L-band 960 - 1164 Voice, Data

C-band 5030 - 5091 Voice, Data

C-band 5091 - 5150 Data

We can also investigate the techniques to reduce the required
capacity such as data caching on airplanes or MEC for RPOs.

We can further enhance the network capacity by reducing
interference. This can be the case mainly in the LoS channels
of the already-existing cellular infrastructures as well as in
the A2A links due to the large number of AVs sharing the
same spectrum. Thus, we should further explore the interfer-
ence mitigation schemes. Additionally, we must ensure the
coexistence of the ground and aerial UEs. Additionally, AVs
operating at different altitudes can influence the capacity of the
other vehicles, and we might observe the shadowing effects
during vehicle maneuvers. In the end, the available spectrum
determines the upper bound on the achievable network capac-
ity, which we elaborate in the following section.

D. Spectrum Regulation

The spectrum requirements in FACOM are diverse due to
the different safety metrics posed by use cases of the AVs. In
general, we can realize three types of spectrum [515]:

1) Aeronautical safety spectrum;
2) Licensed spectrum;
3) Unlicensed spectrum.
We provide the list of aviation safety spectrum in ta-

ble XXIII. While ICAO requires CNPC for RPOs under the
aeronautical safety spectrum [76], we are unclear about the
authorization of the usage of this spectrum in the cellular
ecosystem. Aeronautical safety spectrum is favorable since it
is dedicated only for aerial services and globally harmonized.
However, the available safety spectrum is scarce thus, enabling
high-rate services is challenging. Aeronautical safety spectrum
requires a dedicated aviation network to provide service,
therefore the overall connectivity cost can be high.

The large availability of licensed spectrum can enable high-
rate services and meet the diverse QoS demands of the AVs.
We can utilize the already-existing networks for FACOM,
and they can provide cost-efficient networking [516]. National
authorities regulate the licensed bands, which increases the
safety of the spectrum. However, licensed bands are globally
not harmonized, and this can be problematic on international
routes, especially for commercial airplanes.

As for the unlicensed spectrum, we can consider it only for
the non-safety applications in FACOM. Although the majority
of the current UAV operations take place in this spectrum for
VLoS operations, we cannot ensure guaranteed resources in
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a publicly shared spectrum for the safety applications, such
as BVLoS RPOs. Moreover, the need for the regulations of
airspace with UTM for AV operations requires a licensed
spectrum. We must take these trade-offs into account for the
selection of the pertinent spectrum with respect to the use case.

E. Hardware and Certification

SWaP specifications of the onboard parts of the communi-
cation system play an essential role on the overall efficiency
of the AVs. Size requirements are challenging, especially on
UAVs due to the limited available space. Heavier weight leads
to higher fuel consumption and thus increased operational cost.
Power is a key parameter due to the limited battery size on
AVs, and the power consumption of the onboard processors di-
rectly influences the achievable flight time. Therefore, certain
wireless technologies may not be suitable for particular AVs.
For instance, small-scale UAVs cannot carry heavy satellite
terminals and the dish antennas are not integrable to the
payload. Thus, we need to optimize the SWaP specifications of
the onboard elements. One fundamental method is to develop
unified onboard systems that can operate different wireless
technologies at the same time. However, the standardization
and the commercialization of the multi-purpose hardware
can be time-demanding. For this reason, flexible hardware
architectures, such as SDRs, can be the enabler of the multi-
purpose onboard RF systems.

Certification is a paramount process in the safety-oriented
nature of aviation. As AVs cannot simply stop or pull off the
road in the air, just like ground vehicles, the failures of safety-
critical functions are intolerable. Thus, the onboard hardware
must be rigid and resilient against failures.

F. Other Research Challenges

Data dissemination becomes a relevant topic in the context
of UAVs since various works consider these vehicles as a
means to disseminate data to remote IoT and other devices.
Although a number of works evaluate different aspects such
as the optimization of energy consumption [517], supporting
V2X networks [518] as well as the dissemination of real-time
surveillance data on highways [519], we can apply this concept
applied in various use cases in FACOM. Future studies may
consider the data dissemination in eVTOLs and airplanes to
support their MTC use-cases.

Energy-efficiency is a paramount keyword in wireless com-
munications due to the limited battery life of the mobile
devices. Number of studied recently considered UAVs to assist
energy-efficient wireless communications. Such instances in-
clude different resource allocation frameworks to optimize the
power consumption of ground UEs [520], [521], the power
consumption of BS and UAV [522] as well as the power
consumption of the overall system [523]. Energy-efficient
communication is a significant topic especially for eVTOLs
considering their limited energy in the air. Thus, future studies
should consider the optimization of A2G networks to minimize
the power consumption of these vehicles. Lastly, several works
utilized UAVs to enable secure communications for different
use-cases such as military IoT [524] and terrestrial cognitive

radio networks [525]. Enabling secure communications should
also be considered in FACOM since the AVs will perform
critical missions and their malfunction can cause threatful
events to air passengers as well as the public on the ground.

VII. CONCLUSION

The passion of humanity toward a more globally-connected
world requires new means of aerial travel and transportation.
Increasing widespread use of AVs complicates civil air traffic,
which demands wireless connectivity for various use cases.
In this survey, we studied the wireless connectivity demands
emerging from the connectivity use cases of the AVs, and
evaluated the potential ways to meet these demands utilizing
different wireless communication technologies along with the
identified challenges.

The findings along with the main takeaways of this survey
are summarized as follows:

• Each type of AV hosts diverse use cases with specific
QoS metrics, which bring challenges toward providing
connectivity solutions.

• The eVTOL operations introduce new connectivity de-
mands at higher altitudes (1 km) than that of commercial
UAVs (150 m). This further complicates the design of
a unified architecture for UTM networks. Moreover, the
multi-pilot operations of eVTOLs require novel network-
ing and handover mechanism to ensure robustness.

• UTM demands connectivity to different entities to regu-
late the operations at low-altitude airspace since inter-
region, and cross-border flights require novel handoff
mechanisms between different UTM entities.

• Our literature survey highlights the attention of academia
on cellular networks for FACOM. We also consider
cellular systems as one of the prominent technologies
to support the use cases in urban areas. The upcoming
LDACS standard is another potential technology for
RPOs, as it utilizes the aviation safety spectrum and the
modified physical layer to enhance robustness. Satellite
systems can also complement the ground-based architec-
tures, particularly with the LEO constellations. However,
their performance under high mobility is uncertain. Fur-
thermore, the main disadvantages of IEEE standards for
FACOM are the unlicensed spectrum and the lack of
multi-hop architecture.

• Dedicated A2G network solutions already exist [439];
however, we need to improve the network capacity to
address the increasing demands.

• Our match study on the communication technologies ver-
sus aerial use cases shows the lack of a unified network-
ing solution to meet all the connectivity demands of the
use cases. Therefore, we need to realize multi-technology
heterogeneous architectures to enable FACOM.

• Although we observe the demand for heterogeneous
networking, we did not come to a conclusion on which
technology combinations are most suitable, particularly
for RPOs. Furthermore, it is significant to determine
the required number of technologies or parallel links to
ensure ultra reliable and seamless connectivity.
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• Although several works, such as [37], [457], [458],
have studied heterogeneous network architectures, multi-
technology architectures require further investigation,
particularly with the potential technology combinations
specific to each use case, as shown in table XIX.

Overall, FACOM is the enabler of future aerial use cases.
Thus, the telecommunication industry is on the edge of a
substantial opportunity to expand its wings to the sky. The
open research challenges need to be addressed to enable the
use cases of FACOM in the near future.
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