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Stéphane Martel, Antoine Lesage-Landry, Member, IEEE, and Gunes Karabulut Kurt, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—The rise in low Earth orbit (LEO) satellite Internet
services has led to increasing demand, often exceeding available
data rates and compromising the quality of service. While
deploying more satellites offers a short-term fix, designing higher-
performance satellites with enhanced transmission capabilities
provides a more sustainable solution. Achieving the necessary
high capacity requires interconnecting multiple modem banks
within a satellite payload. However, there is a notable gap
in research on internal packet routing within extremely high-
throughput satellites. To address this, we propose a real-time
optimal flow allocation and priority queue scheduling method
using online convex optimization-based model predictive control.
We model the problem as a multi-commodity flow instance and
employ an online interior-point method to solve the routing
and scheduling optimization iteratively. This approach mini-
mizes packet loss and supports real-time rerouting with low
computational overhead. Our method is tested in simulation
on a next-generation extremely high-throughput satellite model,
demonstrating its effectiveness compared to a reference batch
optimization and to traditional methods.

Index Terms—Extremely high-throughput satellites, packet
routing, model predictive control, and online convex optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, there has been a significant increase in
the utilization of low Earth orbit (LEO) satellite Internet
connectivity services. In certain regions, the growing demand
outpaces the available data rates, thereby compromising future
quality of service (QoS). In fact, some users of the most
popular satellite constellation have experienced speed drops of
up to 54% year-over-year [1]. A recent review highlights that
this decline in speeds is likely due to growing subscriptions
and increased network congestion [2]. While deploying more
satellites is an acceptable short-term solution, a more sus-
tainable alternative involves the design of higher-performance
satellites with increased transmission capabilities. These re-
generative next-generation payloads will require a very high
capacity, achievable only by interconnecting multiple modem
banks to significantly scale throughput compared to traditional
single-processor satellites [3]. Software-based, multi-modem
banks architectures, as presented in [4], aim to increase total
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throughput and improve efficiency in flow allocation. This
approach is particularly relevant for high-throughput satellites
(HTS), very high-throughput satellites (VHTS), and recently
introduced extremely high-throughput satellites (EHTS) [3].

Despite the critical need, there is a lack of current research
on the internal packet routing between on-board processors
in EHTS. Efficient packet routing is essential to minimize
information loss and ensure QoS [5]. To the author’s best
knowledge, the only existing methods in the literature address-
ing efficient internal packet routing are ours [4], [6]. Both
works provide an optimization-based framework to tackle the
challenge. On the one hand, [4] proposes a simple multi-
commodity flow to minimize the maximum residual capacity
of the inter-modem links. On the other hand, [6] uses a model
predictive control (MPC) approach to optimize the internal
routing and scheduling of packets within HTS and beyond. It
leverages iterative feedback between the optimization process
and system state observations.

A significant challenge in implementing an MPC approach
– or any optimization-based approach – in EHTS as in [6] is
due to limited available computational resources [7]. Satellite
systems are inherently resource-constrained, limited by their
low power capabilities [8]. Addressing these computational
limitations is crucial for the practical deployment of MPC-
based solutions.

In this work, we propose an online convex optimization
(OCO)-based MPC framework for routing and scheduling
packets within EHTS, referred to as online convex model
predictive control (OCMPC). As suggested in [9], we use
an online optimization framework to accelerate our MPC
approach. Specifically, we employ the online convex interior-
point method from [10] to replace the previously used off-
the-shelf optimization solver. OCO is chosen for its low
computational load and real-time adaptability, making it well-
suited for on-board processing in resource-constrained satellite
environments subject to exogenous uncertainty. It allows fast
decision-making which in turn enables a better response to
this uncertainty. Previous work, such as [11], has explored the
use of OCO with MPC in embedded systems, focusing on
first-order methods and achieving high-speed performance for
linear-quadratic MPC problems. Other works have focused on
OCO in an MPC-like setting with switching costs and predic-
tions, also developing first-order methods. These approaches
utilize the concept of a receding horizon and assume full
information on the rolling horizon [12], increasingly inexact
predictions as time progresses [13], or stochastic prediction
errors [14]. Our approach differs by incorporating second-
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order methods, providing convergence guarantees and more
accurate solutions at each time step while only making mild
assumptions on future rounds, viz., knowledge of the expected
stochastic process. This distinction is particularly important for
the complex routing problems faced in EHTS.

Our specific contributions are as follows:

• We introduce the OCMPC framework, leveraging second-
order methods and accommodating time-varying con-
straints to enhance decision-making under uncertainty.

• We apply the OCMPC framework in the context of EHTS,
marking the first use of real-time OCO for internal packet
routing.

• We illustrate the performance of our method in an
extensive numerical simulation environment where in-
coming packet traffic to an EHTS is modelled by a
Markov-modulated Poisson process (MMPP). Our ap-
proach proves to be close to optimal while remaining
practical for real-world deployment in satellite systems.

This letter is organized as follows: Section II discusses the
MPC problem. Section III introduces the key concepts used
in our work, namely OCO and MMPPs. Section IV details
our proposed methodology for integrating these concepts as
OCMPC. Section V presents the numerical settings and results.
Finally, Section VI concludes with a discussion and outlines
future work.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

In [6], we introduced an MPC framework for packet routing
and scheduling in HTS, which demonstrated excellent per-
formance but was computationally expensive. In this work,
we address these computational challenges by developing a
more efficient approach, filling a critical gap in the literature
for practical implementation in resource-constrained environ-
ments.

First, for clarity, we now provide the key notation used at
a given discretized time increment t. Let a satellite contain
M ∈ N modem banks and manage P ∈ N priority levels. Each
commodity-module pair (p ∈ {1, 2, ..., P},m ∈ {1, 2, ...,M})
is associated with a queue Qm

p (t) ∈ R+ managing packet
storage and transmission. Let wm

p (t) ∈ [0, 1] be the scheduler
weight which determines the portion of packets of priority p
selected from each queue in modem bank m for processing
and transmission between time steps t and t + 1. Let the net
inflow and outflow of commodity p in module m be denoted as
f in,m
p (t) ∈ R+ and f out,m

p (t) ∈ R+, respectively. The queue’s
inflow and outflow balance, ∆Qm

p (t) ∈ R, is defined alongside
the packet loss Lm

p (t) ∈ R+, the expected incoming demand
F̂p(t) ∈ R+, and the cost incurred by losing a packet of
priority p, kp ∈ R+. We aim to minimize the total packet
loss cost on each priority p over the time steps in a given
MPC with a rolling horizon of length W ∈ N. The problem
is presented in (1):

min
wm

p (τ),f in,m
p (τ),

τ∈{t,t+1,...,t+W}

t+W∑
τ=t

P∑
p=1

M∑
m=1

Lm
p (τ)kp (1a)

s.t. f in,m
p (t)− f out,m

p (t)−∆Qm
p (t)− Lm

p (t) = 0, (1b)
P∑

p=1

wm
p (t) = 1, (1c)

M∑
m=1

f in,m
p (t) = F̂p(t), (1d)

Qm
p (t+ 1) = Qm

p (t) + ∆Qm
p (t), (1e)

Qm
p (0) = Qm

p (T − 1) = Q0, (1f)

0 ≤ wm
p (t) ≤ 1, (1g)∣∣wm

p (t)− wm
p (t− 1)

∣∣ ≤ ∆w, (1h)

f out,m
p (t) ≤

wm
p (t)

∆s
, (1i)

P∑
p=1

Qm
p (t) ≤ Q

m
, (1j)

P∑
p=1

f out,m
p (t) ≤ C

m
, (1k)

where (1a) is a convex packet loss cost minimization objective
function, (1b) is the packet balance equation, (1c) ensures the
scheduler weights are normalized, (1d) matches the routed
incoming flow to the observed demand per priority, (1e)
updates the queue occupancy across time, (1f) sets the initial
and final queue occupancy, (1g) bounds the scheduler weights,
(1h) imposes ramp constraints on the scheduler weights, (1i)
denormalizes the scheduler weights to associate an actual
number of packets processed based on the HTS parameter ∆s,
which acts as the scheduler clock that translates the fraction
of packets set by wm

p (t) to a number of processed packets for
a given time step t, (1j) limits the total queue occupancy, and
(1k) restricts the outflow by the transmission bandwidth.

Problem (1) entails solving a multi-period optimization
problem to optimality with PMW constraints at each de-
cision round. This amounts to an important computational
load relative to the on-board available resources and may
lead to degraded QoS, which is unacceptable for applications
requiring high levels of performance and user satisfaction.
To address these computational challenges, we develop a
more efficient framework that optimizes resource allocation
while maintaining high performance. Before presenting this
framework, we first introduce OCO and MMPPs.

III. BACKGROUND

This section provides background on OCO and MMPPs.

A. Online convex optimization

To alleviate the computational burden of MPC, we use
OCO [15]. OCO is a framework for providing a sequence
of decisions in a dynamic environment where the problem
changes over time, and is fully observed only after one
commits to a decision [16].

In the context of satellite systems, OCO is particularly ad-
vantageous because it enables real-time adjustments to routing
and scheduling decisions based on current network conditions,
in addition to reducing computational overhead. Our approach
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does not require solving (1) to optimality at each time step;
instead, we adopt a strategy where only a single infeasible
start Newton step is taken, balancing computational efficiency
with the quality of the decision as established by the OCO
algorithm performance guarantees.

We utilize the epsilon-online interior-point method for time-
varying equality-constrained (εOIPM-TEC) optimization [10]
for efficient on-board satellite routing. OIPM-TEC guaran-
tees time-averaged optimal decisions on inequality-constrained
convex problems with time-varying equality constraints as the
time horizon increases, making it well-suited for our problem.
εOIPM-TEC is a more streamlined version of OIPM-TEC,
providing an even lighter framework while still offering perfor-
mance guarantees within an ε-tolerance of the round optima.

As presented in [10], the optimization problem is formulated
in a matrix form. To align more closely with the constraints
in (1b) − (1k), we express (1) as (2), where xt ∈ RnPMW

contains the n = 6 vectorized variables f in,m
p (t), wm

p (t),
Lm
p (t), f out,m

p (t), Qm
p (t), and ∆Qm

p (t) for each pair (p,m)
and each time step in {t, t+ 1, ..., t+W}:

min
xt

c⊤xt

s.t. Axt − bt = 0 (2)
Cxt − d ≤ 0.

The parameters A and bt, respectively, represent the multipli-
ers and coefficients of equality constraints (1b) − (1f), while C
and d, respectively, represent the multipliers and coefficients
of the inequality constraints (1g) − (1k). This formulation is
directly applicable to our EHTS on-board routing problem,
where the time-varying constraints, particularly (1d) and (1e),
are expressed as equality constraints.
OIPM-TEC solves a problem of the form (2) by taking an

infeasible start Newton step towards optimality and directly
observing the impact of that decision. OIPM-TEC ensures
feasibility by maintaining strict feasibility for time-invariant
inequality constraints and sublinearly bounding the violation
of time-varying equality constraints under some assumptions.
Integrating this approach into our MPC framework, instead of
systematically solving to optimality, allows faster adaptation
to the changing conditions reflected in bt by reducing the
computational overhead.

B. Markov-modulated Poisson processes

We model incoming packet traffic using an MMPP. In [17],
MMPPs were used for Internet Protocol traffic prediction in
satellite networks, demonstrating their efficiency in capturing
the bursty nature of satellite traffic. MMPPs are particu-
larly adapted for processes with irregular bursts of activity
combined with predictable patterns, aligning well with the
characteristics of satellite traffic [18].

An MMPP is defined by a Poisson process with a rate
parameter λ(t) governed by a Markov chain. The state of the
Markov chain at any time t determines the rate λ(t). This
allows the model to switch between different traffic intensities
based on state probabilities.

To the best of our knowledge, MMPPs have not yet been
applied to LEO EHTS in the context of Internet connectivity.
Given the similar traffic patterns observed in terrestrial and
other satellite networks, we extend the application of MMPPs
to HTS and beyond. The inherent ability of MMPPs to capture
both predictable periodic patterns and unpredictable bursts in
traffic makes them suitable for modelling LEO EHTS traffic.
By incorporating MMPPs, we can achieve more accurate
traffic predictions, enhancing the reliability of our model and
bringing it a step closer to real-world implementation.

IV. ONLINE CONVEX MODEL PREDICTIVE CONTROL

In this section, we present our methodology in detail. We
focus on the algorithmic integration of OCO with MPC for
satellite on-board routing.

Let ϕ : RnPMW 7→ R be the log-barrier functional as
introduced in [19] and let η > 0 be the barrier parameter.
As presented in [19], interior-point methods solve a problem
in the form of (3) instead of directly solving one similar to
(2):

min
xt

dη(xt), (3)

where dη(xt) = ηc⊤xt + ϕ(xt) is the log-barrier functional-
augmented objective function [10].

From [6], [10], [19, equations 10.21 and 10.22], we define
the OCMPC in Algorithm 1, where we combine εOIPM-TEC
and our MPC framework.

While εOIPM-TEC is effective in many scenarios, it is only
guaranteed to respect equality constraints under conditions
more stringent than can be assumed for this application. To
mitigate this potential issue, we introduce a feedback correc-
tion mechanism that proportionally adjusts the flow allocation
f in,m
p (t) for all pairs (p,m).

Algorithm 1 OCMPC for online on-board routing
1: Parameters: W , A.
2: Initialization: Given x0 and η.
3: for t in {0, 1, . . . , T − 1} do
4: Observe F̂p(t).
5: Implement the decision wm

p (t) and f in,m
p (t) from xt.

6: if xt is not such that
∑M

m=1 f
in,m
p (t) = Fp(t)

∀ p ∈ {1, 2, . . . , P} then
7: Apply the feedback correction.
8: Observe the outcome c⊤xt, the new constraint bt, and

the new states Qm
p (t), ∆Qm

p (t), Lm
p (t), and f out,m

p (t).
9: Update decision:

10:

[
xt+1

−

]
=

[
xt

−

]
−
[
∇2ϕ(xt) A⊤

A 0

]−1[∇dη(xt)
Axt − bt

]

The sequence {xt}Tt=1 provided by Algorithm 1 has prov-
able bounds on dynamic regret and constraint violations under
certain conditions. Interested readers are referred to [10] for
further details.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents the simulation setup and numerical
results.
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A. Numerical setting

Let F (t) be the incoming flow, modelled as a discrete-time
Markov chain with state space S = {1, 2, 3}, representing
three different traffic states. Consider the transition probability
matrix Pλ defined as:

Pλ =

 0.8 0.15 0.05
0.1 0.8 0.1
0.05 0.2 0.75

 .

Each state i ∈ S is associated with a Poisson process char-
acterized by a rate parameter λi packets per time increment,
where λ1 = 20, λ2 = 25, and λ3 = 30. At any given time t,
the traffic intensity follows a Poisson distribution with rate
λF (t), modulated by the current state F (t) of the Markov
chain.

We assume that a given EHTS knows its position relative
to Earth and can therefore estimate which traffic intensity λi

it will experience at any given time. This means that at each
time step t, the expected incoming flow F̂p(t) in (1d) will be
one of the three λF (t) values, i.e. F̂p(t) ∈ {λ1, λ2, λ3}.

This approach allows us to realistically model the temporal
fluctuations in satellite Internet traffic. Simulating the traffic
as an MMPP lets us capture the inherent stochasticity and
time-dependent behaviour of the system. The simulation setup
spans a time horizon of T = 100 time steps and uses an MPC
window of W = 5. A satellite is equipped with M = 16
modem banks [4], each capable of handling P = 3 distinct
data priorities: voice over Internet Protocol (high priority,
p = 1), instant messaging (medium priority, p = 2), and
emails (low priority, p = 3). The packet loss costs are set
to 4, 2, and 1 arbitrary units, respectively. We normalize each
λi by the packet loss cost kp to create an inverse relationship
with respect to priorities. Each queue can hold a maximum
of Q = 10 packets, with both the initial and final states
of the queues being empty (Q0 = 0) to ensure continuity.
The scheduler weights are restricted to change by no more
than ∆w = 10% between consecutive time steps. The entire
simulation framework is designed to be scalable, enabling
the representation of flow values across various magnitudes,
such as 109 packets in the context of an EHTS. The use
of εOIPM-TEC requires the setting of specific parameters.
We initialize the initial guess x0 randomly and verify its
feasibility before applying the Newton step. Additionally,
we set the barrier parameter η to 104, which translates to
ε ∼ O(N)

η , where N = 6(W +1)MP is the dimension of the
decision variable xt [10, Theorem 2]. Simulation parameters
are summarized in Table I.

We conduct 100 Monte Carlo simulations to ensure consis-
tency and to account for the stochastic nature of the MMPP-
based incoming flow.

We use the following methods to benchmark our OCMPC
algorithm:

• Batch with hindsight: Problem (1) solved with hindsight
information on the incoming flow, serving as the best yet
unreachable performance;

• MPC: Our MPC framework solved to optimality at each
round, providing a reference for our online optimization
algorithm, though being computationally expensive;

• Cost-proportional allocation: A rule-based controller that
sets the scheduler weights proportional to the associated
cost kp.

B. Numerical results

The incoming flow distribution, depicted in Figure 1, il-
lustrates the flows across priorities, highlighting the system’s
inherent uncertainty when modelled with a Markov-modulated
Poisson process. This figure shows the results from a single
Monte Carlo run to showcase the variability and uncertainty
in the system.
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Fig. 1. MMPP-based incoming flows across time for different priorities

Figure 2 illustrates the performance of our OCOMPC al-
gorithm against the other benchmarks. The cumulative packet
loss costs are averaged over 100 Monte Carlo runs to ensure
statistical significance. The shadowed regions depict the 95th

percentile of the data, highlighting the range of variability
and uncertainty in the system’s performance across the Monte
Carlo simulations.

By design, the batch with hindsight method achieves the
best performance because it uses full information on the
incoming flow. The MPC framework performs closely, in-
curring only 1.24% more packet loss costs than the batch
with hindsight method. This underscores the relevance of
applying such a framework to flow routing on-board HTS
and beyond. Our OCMPC approach also performs well, with
19.73% more packet loss costs than the batch with hindsight
method and 17.91% more than the comparative MPC method.
Despite sacrificing some optimality, the OCMPC algorithm
reduces computational complexity, making it suitable for real-
time applications. It uses a single Newton step per iteration
towards the optima and does not rely on a full-on solver
like [20], making it readily implementable while maintaining
good performance. This balance between performance and
computational efficiency is crucial for satellite systems with
limited processing power. The OCMPC approach significantly
outperforms the proportional approach, which registered the
highest costs with a total of 49.27% more than the hindsight
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TABLE I
SIMULATION SETUP PARAMETERS OF THE OCMPC FRAMEWORK

Parameter Value Description
T 100 time steps Time horizon of the simulation
W 5 time steps MPC window size
M 16 Number of modem banks
P 3 Number of distinct priorities
kp 10, 4, 1 Packet loss costs for high, medium, and low priority packets
Q 10 packets Maximum queue size
Q0 0 Initial and final queue occupancy
∆w 10% Maximum deviation of scheduler weights between consecutive time steps
λp {20, 25, 30} packets per time step Average arrival rate, following an MMPP
η 104 Barrier parameter for the εOIPM-TEC algorithm

0 20 40 60 80
Time step t

0

5000

10000

15000

20000

25000

30000

C
u

m
u

la
ti

ve
P

ac
ke

t
L

os
s

C
os

t

Batch with hindsight

Cost-based proportional

MPC

OCMPC

26038

26355

26672

Fig. 2. Comparison of cumulative packet loss costs across different routing
methods over time averaged over 100 Monte Carlo runs

optimum. While the greedy proportional approach is computa-
tionally lightweight, it performs poorly. The poor performance
of the proportional approach underscores the importance of
strategic algorithm design in achieving effective flow manage-
ment. This contrast highlights the advantage of utilizing the
limited on-board processing capabilities by implementing the
OCMPC approach.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we propose a novel algorithm to address the
challenge of on-board routing in EHTS equipped with mul-
tiple modem banks. Combining the predictive capabilities of
MPC with the implementability of εOIPM-TEC, our OCMPC
approach provides performance comparable to MPC and batch
optimization with hindsight, while being both implementable
and computationally efficient.

Future work could exploit the fast computation provided by
εOIPM-TEC to further reduce the time step duration, closely
tracking incoming flow and enhancing performance, while
maintaining computational efficiency. This could be applied to
a more practical, larger-scale internal satellite topology, such
as a toroidal structure, as proposed in [4].
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