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Abstract - In this paper, geosynchronous satellite 
uplink budget analysis using the orbital slot and 
earth station geo-location data is presented. The 
orbital slot and earth station geo-location data is 
used to determine the elevation angle, the slant 
range, the boundary orbital slot for visibility of the 
satellite at the given earth station. Four case study 
satellites in the geo-stationary category were 
considered, namely ECHOSTAR 6, ECHOSTAR 16, 
Astra 1A and NIGCOMSAT 1R. The earth station is 
at Ibom e-library with geo-coordinates of 5.015295 
latitude and 7.912762 longitude. The results for 
the uplink budget analysis for NIGCOMSAT 1R 
satellite with orbital slot of 42.452 East  shows 
that the uplink carrier to noise ratio (C/N) is 
8.226227721106937 dB, the propagation loss is 
206.7624032063015 dB while the satellite PDF is -
106.0221465556865 BW/ 𝒎𝟐 . In all, the results 
showed that the lowest slant range and 
propagation loss occurred at orbital slot of 
7.912815 East which is the same as the earth 
station’s longitude. At this point, the uplink C/N is 
8.53 dB. On the other hand, the highest slant 
range and propagation loss occurred at orbital 
slot of 73.3412792 West and 89.1669092  East  
which are the boundary visibility longitude for an 
orbital slot relative to the east station longitude of 
89.1669092  East. At these two points, the uplink 
C/N is 7.22 dB. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 
In order to ensure effective communication between the 
earth station and a geosynchronous satellite link budget 
analysis is required [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13]. The link 
budget analysis accounts for all the gains and losses in the 
link and determines the received signal strength, link 
margin and other salient performance parameters of the link 
[14,15, 16,17, 18,19, 20,21, 22,23, 24,25].  
In order to carry out the link budget analysis for satellite-
earth station link, the path length must be determined 
[26,27,28,29]. The path length, in most cases, is not given. 
Rather, other parameters that can be used to determine the 
path length are given. Usually, the elevation angle and 
orbital altitude are given from which the path length and 
hence path loss can be computed. However, in some cases, 
the orbital altitude, the orbital longitude and latitude of the 
satellite along with the earth station longitude and latitude 
are given. In such case, first the elevation angle and must be 
determined from the satellite and earth station geo-
coordinates. Then, the elevation angle and orbital altitude 
are used to determine the path length. Such is the case in 
this paper where there location parameters of the satellite 
and earth station are given and analytical computation of 
the elevation angle and path length are carried out before 
the link budget is done.  
Furthermore, the paper considered only the uplink budget 
analysis, which is the earth station to satellite link 
[30,31,32,33,34,35]. The study in this paper is used to 
determine the uplink signal to noise ratio and other link 
parameters for a selected number of geosynchronous 
satellites. The effect of variations in the geo-location 
datasets for the earth station and the satellite are also 
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considered and the results are captured in tables and graph 
plots. 
 
2.  METHODOLOGY 
2.1 Slant range and path loss computation 
The orbital slot of a geosynchronous satellite is given in 
terms of the longitude ሺdenoted as φୱሻ  and the 
latitudeሺdenoted as Ψୱሻ. Also, the earth or ground station 
geo-location is expressed in terms of the longitude 
ሺdenoted as φୣሻ  and the latitude ሺdenoted as Ψୣሻ . The 
earth radius ( Rୣ ), the geosynchronous satellite orbital 
altitude (hୱ) and radius (Rୱ) are related as follows; 
 

    Rୱ ൌ  Rୣ ൅ hୱ   (1) 
Where Rୣ ൌ  6,378.21  and 5,786  hence ൌ 42,164.21  

km.  The  slant  range  (𝑑௦௥)  and  elevation  angle  (El)  are 
computed as follows; 
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where 
cos(γሻ  ൌ cosሺΨ௘ሻcosሺΨ௦ሻcosሺφୱ െ φୣሻ ൅

sinሺΨ௘ሻsinሺΨ௦ሻ     (4)   
 

The free space path loss (𝐿௙௦௣) in dB is given in terms of 

the frequency (f) in Hz and the slant ሺ𝑑௦௥ሻ in km as follows; 
𝐿௙௦௣௨௣  = 32.45 + 20 Log(𝑓)+20Log(𝑑௦௥)   (5) 

In order for an earth station to be accessible to a satellite, 
the following condition must be satisfied; 

     γ ൑ cosିଵ ቀ
ୖ౛

ୖ౩
ቁ      (6)   

So, if the condition is not satisfied, the earth station-satellite 
link is not feasible. 
 
2.2  Uplink budget computation  
 
The earth station uplink parameters, such as the antenna 
diameter (𝐷௘௨ሻ, frequency (𝑓௘௨) or wavelength (ʎ௘௨) and the 
antenna efficiency (Ƞ௘௨ ) are used to compute the earth 
station uplink antenna gain ( 𝐺௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ) as follows; 

 𝐺௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ൌ 10𝐿𝑜𝑔 ቆቀ
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Similarly, the satellite uplink antenna parameters like 
antenna diameter (𝐷௦௨ሻ, and the antenna efficiency (Ƞ௦௨) 
are used to compute the satellite uplink antenna gain 
( 𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ) as follows; 
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The received power ( 𝑃௥௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ) at the satellite is calculated 

from the earth station uplink transmitter power (𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ), 

the earth station uplink antenna gain (  𝐺௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ) , the 

receiver satellite antenna gain ( 𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ), the free space path 

loss ( 𝐿௙௦௣ ) and atmospheric losses (  𝐿௘௔௧௠௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ),other  

losses ൫ 𝐿ை௨௣ሺௗ஻ሻ൯ as  follows;  

 𝑃௥௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ =  𝐸𝐼𝑅𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ െ 𝐿௨௣ ൅  𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ       (9) 

Where, 
 𝐸𝐼𝑅𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ൌ  𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ  ൅  𝐺௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ      (10) 

𝐿௨௣ ൌ  𝐿௙௦௣ ൅  𝐿௘௔௧௠௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ൅  𝐿ைሺௗ஻ሻ        (11) 

The operating flux density (𝑃𝐹𝐷) of the satellite with unit 
given in dB/𝑚ଶ is computed in terms of distance, d is in 
meters as follows; 

𝑃𝐹𝐷 = 𝐸𝐼𝑅𝑃 − 10 log10(4𝜋𝑑ଶ)         (12) 
The receiver noise power, N୳୮ is computed as; 

N୳  ൌ  10ሺLogሺKሻ  ൅    10𝐿𝑜𝑔ሺ𝑇௨ሻ  +  10ሺLOGሺ B୳ሻሻ
   (13)   

N୳  ൌ  10(Log(1.381 x 10ିଶଷ)  +  10𝐿𝑜𝑔ሺ𝑇௨ሻ  + 
 10ሺLOGሺ B୳ሻሻ    (14)   

Where  B୳ is the bandwidth in Hz. Then, the uplink carrier 
to noise ratio, 𝐶/𝑁 is given as; 

𝐶/𝑁|௨௣  ൌ   𝑃௥௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ െ N୳    (15)   

𝐶/𝑁|௨௣ ൌ  𝐸𝐼𝑅𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ െ 𝐿௨௣ ൅  𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ െ 10𝐿𝑜𝑔ሺ𝑇௨ሻ െ

10ሺLOGሺ B୳ሻሻ െ 10ሺLogሺKሻ (16)   
Now, 

  𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ/T୳ ൌ   𝐺௦௨ሺௗ஻ሻ െ  10𝐿𝑜𝑔ሺ𝑇௨ ሻ    (17)   

Hence,  
𝐶/𝑁|௨௣ ൌ  𝐸𝐼𝑅𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ൅ ሺ Gୱ୳/T୳ሻ െ 𝐿௨௣ െ

10ሺLOGሺ B୳ሻሻ െ 10ሺLogሺKሻ   (18)   
𝐶/𝑁|௨௣ ൌ  𝑃௧௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ  ൅  𝐺௘௨ሺௗ஻ሻ ൅ ሺ Gୱ୳/T୳ሻ െ 𝐿௨௣ െ

10ሺLOGሺ B୳ሻሻ െ 10ሺLogሺKሻ   (19)   
 

2.3  The case study data 
Four case study geo-stationary satellites are selected to 
reflect the range of elevation angles that are feasible within 
the visibility range. The four case study satellites are listed 
in Table 1 along with their orbital slots. The earth station is 
at Ibom e-library with geo-coordinates of 5.015295 latitude 
and 7.912762 longitude, as shown in Figure 1.  The results 
of the visibility check of the four satellites with respect to 
the earth station at 5.015295 latitude and 7.912762 
longitude are shown in Table 2. The status column (column 
7) in Table 2 shows that all the four satellites are visible 
with respect to the earth station. The pictorial representation 
of the elevation angle and slant range based on the 
NIGCOMSAT 1R satellite orbital slot and the case study 



SC

ear
Tab
ran
par
the
Th
NIG
Tab

CITECHP4202

rth station at I
ble 3 shows t

nge computat
rameters data
e four satellite 
e results f
GCOMSAT 1
ble 4 (and re

S/N 

1 

2 

3 

4 

Figure 1 The

241 

Ibom e-library
the results of 
tion for the
set used for t
 are shown in 
for the up
1R satellite ba
epeated in Tab

e earth station

y is shown in 
f the elevation
e four satell
the uplink bu
Table 4. 

plink budget
ased on the inp
ble 5 on the 

Table 1 T

S

NIG

EC

E

n location at  Ib

ww

Figure 2   wh
n angle and sl
ites. The in

udget analysis

t analysis 
put parameter
rows with gr

The four case s

Satellite name

GCOMSAT 

Astra 1A 

CHOSTAR 1

ECHOSTAR 

bom e-library

ww.scitechpub

hile 
lant 

nput 
s of 

for 
rs in 
reen 

bac
bac
the
sat
 
 

study satellites

e 

1R 

16 

6 

 
 

 
y with geo-coo

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

b.org 

ckground) are
ckground). Th
e propagation 
tellite PDF is -

s with their or

ordinates of 5.

Science and Tec

e shown in Ta
he uplink C/N

loss is 206.7
-106.0221465

rbital slots. 

015295 latitud

chnology Publis

Vol. 6 Issue 

able 5 (in the r
N  is 8.22622
76240320630
5556865 BW/𝑚

 

Orbital slot 

42.452 East 

5.2 East 

61.5 West 

72.7 West 

ude and 7.9127

hing (SCI & TE
ISSN: 2632-1

9, September - 2

1

rows with yel
27721106937 
15 dB while 
𝑚ଶ.  

 

762 longitude

ECH) 
1017 
2022 

207 

llow 
dB, 
the 



SC

1

S/

1

2

3

4

Fig

S/

1

2

3

4

CITECHP4202

Table 2 The

1 

/N  Sate

1  NIGC

2  A

3  ECH

4  ECH

gure 2  The pi

/N  S

1 NIG

2 

3 EC

4 E

S/N 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

241 

e results of the

2 

ellite name 

COMSAT 1R 

Astra 1A 

HOSTAR 16 

HOSTAR 6 

ictorial repres

Table 3 The

Satellite name

GCOMSAT 1

Astra 1A 

CHOSTAR 16

ECHOSTAR 6

Ta
Descri

Transm

Transmi

Tr

Rece

(N

Bol

Path l

e visibility che

3 

Satell

Longitud

42.45

5.2 

‐61.5

‐72.7

entation of the

e results of the

e 
Sate

1R 

6 

6 

able 4 The inp
ption  of Para

Frequency 

mitter antenna d

itter antenna e

ransmitter Pow

eiver figure of

Noise) Bandwi

ltzmann’s con

length or slant

ww

eck of the four
7.9

ite 

de  (°) 

52  0.

0.

5  1.

7  1.

e look angle a
the cas

e elevation ang

ellite Longitud

(°) 

42.452 

5.2 

-61.5 

-72.7 

put parameters
ameter 

diameter 

efficiency 

wer, 

f merit 

idth 

stant 

t range 

ww.scitechpub

r satellites wit
912762 longitu

4 

γ 

.608441 

.099501 

.213077 

.407774 

 
 
 

and slant rang
se study earth 

 
gle and slant r

de   Earth

latit

5.0

5.0

5.0

5.0
 

s dataset used 
Symbol used 

Paramet

𝑓௨ 

𝐷ீ௧௨

Ƞீ௧௨

𝑃௧௨ 

Gୱ୳/T୳

𝐵ே௨

K 

𝑑௨ 
 

b.org 

th respect to th
ude 

5 

𝐜𝐨𝐬ି𝟏 ൬
𝐑𝐞

𝐑𝐬
൰

1.418944 

1.418944 

1.418944 

1.418924 

e based on the
station at Ibom

range computa

h station 

tude (°) 

15209 

15209 

01521 

01521 

for the uplink
for the 
er 

V

୳ 

1.

Science and Tec

he earth statio

γ - 𝐜𝐨

‐0

‐1

‐0

‐0

e NIGCOMSA
m e-library 

ation for the f

Earth statio

Longitude (°

7.912815 

7.912815 

7.912815 

7.912815 

k budget analy
Value of the 
Parameter 

14 

1.2 

70 

20 

70 

25 

.381 x 10ିଶଷ 
variable 

chnology Publis

Vol. 6 Issue 

on at 5.015295

6 

𝐨𝐬ି𝟏 ቀ
𝐑𝐞

𝐑𝐬
ቁ 

0.8105 

.31944 

0.20587 

0.01115 

AT 1R satellit

four satellites 

on 

°) 
Elevati

49.494

83.274

11.984

0.639

ysis 
Unit o
Param

GH

m

%

W

%

MH

J/K

km

hing (SCI & TE
ISSN: 2632-1

9, September - 2

1

5 latitude and 

7 

Status

Visible

Visible

Visible

Visible

te orbital slot a

ion (°) 
Sl

4675  3

4798  3

4908  4

9308  4

of the 
meter 
Hz 

m 

% 

W 

% 

Hz 

K 

m 

ECH) 
1017 
2022 

208 

and 

ant Rang 

(km) 

37110.1 

35823.2 

40375.4 

41608.7 



Science and Technology Publishing (SCI & TECH) 
ISSN: 2632-1017 

Vol. 6 Issue 9, September - 2022 

www.scitechpub.org 
SCITECHP420241 1209 

Table 5 The results for the uplink budget analysis for NIGCOMSAT 1R satellite based on the input parameters in the rows 
with green background and output in the rows with yellow background 

S/N Uplink Parameter Description Parameter Value 

1 Frequency (GHz) 14 

2 Antenna diameter (m) 1.2 

3 Antenna aperture efficiency (in fraction) 0.7 

4 Antenna transmit gain (dBi) 43.35773105748904 

5 Antenna, power at the feed (W) 20 

6 The EIRP (dBW) 56.368031014128846 

7 Slant Range (km) 37110.1 

8 Propagation loss (dB) 206.7624032063015 

9 PDF at satellite (dBW/m2) -106.0221465556865 

10 Bandwidth (Hz) 25000000 

11 Satellite G/T (dB/K) 4 

12 C/N (dB) 8.226227721106937 

 
 

In this paper, a visibility test parameter is defined as α, 
where  

     𝛼 ൌ ቀcosିଵ ቀ
ୖ౛

ୖ౩
ቁቁ െ γ        (20)   

Hence, if 𝛼 ൒ 0 the satellite is visible while for 𝛼 ൏0 the 
satellite is not visible. The value of 𝛼  is greatest when the 
satellite longitude is the same as the earth station longitude, 
(as shown in Figure 3). At this point, the elevation angle 
from the earth station to the satellite is at its peak value (as 
shown in Figure 4) while the slant range is the lowest, (as 
shown in Figure 5) .Hence, the greater the value of 𝛼 the 
better the visibility of the satellite.    The summary of the 
results for the four satellites along with three fictitious 

satellites located at the three salient orbital slots (two at the 
boundary visibility points and one at the highest elevation 
angle   point) are shown in Table 6. In all, the results 
showed that the lowest slant range and propagation loss 
occurred at orbital slot of 7.912815 East which is the same 
as the earth station’s longitude. At this point, the uplink 
C/N is 8.53 dB. On the other hand, the highest slant range 
and propagation loss occurred at orbital slot of 73.3412792 
West and 89.1669092  East  which are the boundary 
visibility longitude for an orbital slot relative to the east 
station longitude of 89.1669092  East. At these two points, 
the uplink C/N is 7.22 dB. 

 

 
Figure 3 Visibility parameter versus satellite longitude   with respect to the earth station at 5.015295 latitude and 7.912762 

longitude 
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Figure 4 Elevation angle versus satellite longitude with respect to the earth station at 5.015295 latitude and 7.912762 longitude 

 
 
 
 

 
Figure 5 Slant range versus satellite longitude with respect to the earth station at 5.015295 latitude and 7.912762 longitude 

 
 

Table 6  The summary of the results for the four satellites along with three fictitious satellites located at the three salient orbital 
slots (two at the boundary visibility points and one at the highest elevation angle   point) 

 

Orbital slot 
Satellite 

Longitude 
(°) 

Elevation 
angle  (°) 

Slant 
Range (km) 

Propagation 
loss (dB) 

PDF at 
satellite 

(dBW/m2) 

C/N 
(dB) 

Boundary Visibility 
point West 

73.3412792 
West 

-73.34128 0.00120 41678.8 207.8 107 7.22 

ECHOSTAR 6 72.7    
West 

-72.70000 0.63931 41609 207.8 -107 7.23 

ECHOSTAR 16 61.5     
West 

-61.50000 11.98491 40375 207.5 -106.8 7.49 
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Astra 1A 5.2 East 5.20000 83.27480 35823 206.5 -105.7 8.53 

Highest Elevation Angle, 
Lowest Slant Range 

7.912815  
East 

7.91282 84.08110 35814.8 206.5 -105.7 8.53 

NIGCOMSAT 1R 42.452  
East 

42.45200 49.49468 37110 206.8 -106 8.23 

Boundary Visibility 
point East 

89.1669092  
East 

89.16691 0.00120 41678.8 207.8 -107 7.22 

 
 

3  Conclusion  
 
The computation of  look angle and the uplink budget 
analysis for geo-stationary satellites are presented. The link 
budget determined the carrier to noise ratio (C/N) at the 
satellite end. The computation considered the visibility 
range for the case study satellite with respect to the earth 
station. The  link budget analysis also considered four 
satellite in the geo-stationary category, namely 
ECHOSTAR 6, ECHOSTAR 16, Astra 1A and 
NIGCOMSAT 1R. The analysis also considered three 
salient points, the case where the elevation angle is at its 
peak value and the cases where the orbital slot is at the 
visibility boundary points. In all, the results show that the 
point of peak elevation gave the lowest slant range and 
propagation loss as well as the highest C/N value whereas 
the highest slant range and propagation loss and lowest C/N 
occurred with orbital slot at the visibility boundary points.  
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