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Abstract—With the rise of mega-satellite constellations, the
integration of hierarchical non-terrestrial and terrestrial net-
works has become a cornerstone of 6G coverage enhancements.
In these hierarchical satellite networks, controllers manage
satellite switches within their assigned domains. However,
the high mobility of LEO satellites and field-of-view (FOV)
constraints pose fundamental challenges to efficient domain
partitioning. Centralized control approaches face scalability
bottlenecks, while distributed architectures with onboard con-
trollers often disregard FOV limitations, leading to excessive
signaling overhead. LEO satellites outside a controller’s FOV
require an average of five additional hops, resulting in a
10.6-fold increase in response time. To address these chal-
lenges, we propose Eunomia, a three-step domain-partitioning
framework that leverages movement-aware FOV segmentation
within a hybrid control plane combining ground stations
and MEO satellites. Eunomia reduces control plane latency
by constraining domains to FOV-aware regions and ensures
single-hop signaling. It further balances traffic load through
spectral clustering on a Control Overhead Relationship Graph
and optimizes controller assignment via the Kuhn-Munkres
algorithm. We implement Eunomia on the Plotinus emulation
platform with realistic constellation parameters. Experimental
results demonstrate that Eunomia reduces request loss by up
to 58.3%, control overhead by up to 50.3%, and algorithm
execution time by 77.7%, significantly outperforming current
state-of-the-art solutions.

Index Terms—Satellite Networks, Controller Deployment,
Domain Partitioning.

I. Introduction

With the advent of 6G and NextG visions for ubig-
uitous connectivity, the fusion of terrestrial and Non-
Terrestrial Networks (NTN) has emerged as a key enabler
of global coverage and service resilience [l]. In this
context, the rapid rollout of mega-satellite constellations is
revolutionizing long-haul and remote communications [2].
By 2024, SpaceX’s Starlink had secured over 4 million
subscribers [B], underscoring the commercial viability of
large-scale Low Earth Orbit (LEO) deployments. Yet,
as planned constellations grow to tens of thousands of
satellites [4], persistent challenges in network control and
domain management threaten to undermine operational
efficiency and end-to-end quality of service (QoS).
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To address the increasing complexity and scale of
satellite networks, hierarchical satellite networks have
gained traction as a promising architectural solution for
distributed control. A central problem in hierarchical
satellite networks is the controller deployment and domain
partitioning problem: determining controller assignments
for satellite subsets. This decision directly affects system
performance, control overhead, and QoS. Real-world de-
ployments highlight the severity of this challenge. For
instance, Starlink employs a centralized control scheme,
issuing global updates every 15 seconds [f]-[{], cover-
ing satellite selection, routing, and flow table updates.
While conceptually straightforward, this approach incurs
significant control latency and periodic overhead surges
that strain the network during peak load. Additionally,
inter-satellite link (ISL) instability further degrades per-
formance; for every 1% decrease in ISL stability, control
message retransmissions increase by 13-24% [§], [9], lead-
ing to excessive delays and reduced responsiveness.

Numerous domain partitioning strategies have been pro-
posed to address these scalability limitations, yet each suf-
fers from critical limitations. Centralized ground station
(GS) control offers global optimization but struggles with
scalability and incomplete LEO coverage as constellation
sizes increase. Distributed LEO control [10] improves scal-
ability by delegating control to LEO nodes, but imposes
substantial computational and power burdens on resource-
constrained satellites. Hierarchical Middle Earth Orbit
(MEO) or Geostationary Earth Orbit (GEO) control [[L1]
introduces intermediate control layers to reduce load,
but the resulting propagation delays—up to 260ms for
GEO links—are unacceptable for real-time applications.
Alternatives such as stateless routing [12] and MEO
backbone architectures offer partial solutions but lack
sufficient dynamic traffic management and fail to meet
the distributed control demands of commercial satellite
networks.

Beyond these limitations, a critical and largely over-
looked issue lies in the handling of satellite mobility under
field-of-view (FOV) constraints. Existing MEO-LEO hy-
brid control approaches [13] model FOVs as geometric
visibility regions but ignore the satellites’ predictable
directional movement patterns, such as northbound and
southbound trajectories. This mobility-agnostic design
leads to frequent fragmentation of the control topol-
ogy, unnecessary reconfigurations, and unstable domain
boundaries, ultimately impairing network efficiency and
reliability.

To address these challenges, we propose Eunomia,
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a novel three-step domain partitioning framework that
leverages a unified hybrid control plane integrating both
ground stations and MEQ satellites. Eunomia introduces
three key innovations: Movement-aware FOV partition-
ing, which accounts for satellite directional mobility to
reduce domain boundary instability; Control Overhead
Relationship Graph (CORG) modeling, which captures
the complex interdependencies between control operations
and evolving network topologies; and a progressive three-
step optimization process which balances FOV constraints,
control overhead, and load distribution using spectral
clustering and the Kuhn-Munkres algorithm for optimal
matching.

In contrast to conventional approaches that treat FOV
as a static geometric constraint, Eunomia exploits the
deterministic orbital mechanics of satellites to build stable,
mobility-aware control domains. Our hybrid GS-MEO
control plane ensures full LEO coverage with minimal
controller count, while the progressive optimization algo-
rithm guarantees both computational efficiency and high
solution quality.

We implement Eunomia in a satellite network emulation
platform based on real constellation parameters from
Starlink, OneWeb, and other operational systems. Exper-
imental results show that Eunomia outperforms existing
approaches, achieving a 19.6%-58.3% reduction in request
loss rates, a 19.95%-50.3% reduction in control overhead,
and up to a 77.7% reduction in algorithm execution time,
thus demonstrating its practical viability for large-scale
satellite network deployments.

This paper makes the following three primary contribu-
tions to the field of satellite network control:

1) Problem Formulation: we present the first compre-
hensive mathematical formulation of control over-
head in FOV-constrained satellite networks, framing
domain partitioning as an NP-hard optimization
problem that incorporates directional mobility and
control dependencies.

2) Mobility-Aware Domain Partitioning: we propose
Eunomia, a novel three-step framework that inte-
grates satellite mobility patterns into the domain
partitioning process, achieving stable, balanced, and
low-overhead control domains through progressive
optimization.

3) System Implementation and Evaluation: we develop
a full-featured implementation of Eunomia, includ-
ing detailed control protocols, and validate its per-
formance through extensive emulation experiments
based on realistic satellite network scenarios.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec. ﬂ
introduces the background and challenges of hierarchical
satellite networks. Sec. E introduces the overall design of
Eunomia. Sec. [V], M and detail the control overhead
model, the domain partitioning algorithm and the system
implementation necessary for the deployment algorithm,
respectively. Sec. presents experimental evaluation
results. Finally, Sec. concludes the paper. A summary

TABLE I
Key Notation Summary

Notation Description

1% Set of LEO satellites

K Set of controllers (GS and MEO satellites)

D Set of control domains

T Set of time slots
Werr(t) Total control overhead at time ¢
WrLow(t)  Flow table update overhead
Wsync(t)  Domain synchronization overhead
Wi (t) Controller migration overhead
Wepr(t) Path computation overhead

t

Tt Binary variable: satellites 7, j in same domain

Y,k Binary variable: domain d managed by controller k
)\E’ j Flow arrival rate between satellites ¢ and j
My Flow table message size (36 bytes)
Mgync Synchronization message size (24 bytes)
hij Number of hops from satellite i to controller
Sfsyne Synchronization frequency
fr‘fli e Migration frequency
& j CORG edge weight between satellites ¢ and j

of key notations used throughout the paper is provided in
Table |

II. Background
A. Hierarchical Satellite Network

The deployment of large-scale LEO constellations has
accelerated rapidly in recent years. By 2024, SpaceX’s
Starlink had launched over 7,500 satellites, Amazon’s
Project Kuiper plans to deploy 3,236 satellites [14],
and Chinese “GW?” constellation aims to operate a net-
work of 13,000 LEO satellites [L5]. In parallel, MEO
constellations—such as OneWeb, supported by O3b—
have validated the feasibility of hierarchical constella-
tion integration [L16]. These advancements have led to
the development of hierarchical satellite networks, which
integrate MEO and LEO layers (sometimes incorporating
GEO layers) to achieve global coverage, enhance network
scalability, and optimize resource utilization [17]-[19].

In satellite networks, the control plane operates with
a clear separation between controllers and switches. Con-
trollers (deployed on GS and MEO satellites) maintain
global network views and make routing decisions, while
LEO satellites function as transparent forwarding switches
that execute controller instructions through flow tables.
Each controller manages a domain of LEO switches,
periodically synchronizing network state and updating
flow tables in response to traffic demands.

B. Limitations of FExisting Domain Partitioning Ap-
proaches

However, existing hierarchical domain partitioning ap-
proaches suffer from two fundamental problems that limit
their practical deployment in large-scale satellite networks.

Problem 2.1: Overly Idealized Control Models. Existing
control models for satellite networks fail to adequately
capture control overhead at the packet level, especially
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LEO

Fig. 1. Unified hybrid control plane architecture combining ground
stations and MEO satellites to manage LEO satellite domains with
field-of-view constraints.

regarding the effects of LEO inter-satellite link instabil-
ity. [B], [10]. Empirical studies reveal that centralized
approaches like Starlink’s 15-second global routing up-
dates [5], [0] and distributed LEO-based control [20] fail to
account for realistic control plane challenges. Specifically,
satellite processors handle OpenFlow operations in under
100us while propagation delays range from 1 to 40ms [21],
yet existing models ignore the amplified impact of ISL
instability on control message transmission. Studies show
that processing delays typically account for less than 5% of
total control overhead [11], indicating that current models
significantly underestimate the impact of network-layer
factors on control plane performance.

Problem 2.2: Inadequate FOV and Mobility Consid-
erations. Current approaches either completely ignore
FOV constraints [22] or consider them while overlooking
satellite movement direction patterns [[13]. This leads to
frequent control domain topology updates and reduced
control plane reliability. Quantitative analysis shows that
LEO satellites outside controller FOV require an average
of 5 additional hops compared to those within FOV,
resulting in 10.6x longer response times [23]. Furthermore,
when considering only MEO-to-LEO FOV constraints
(£40° elevation threshold [24]) while ignoring orbital plane
movement directions, control topology updates occur 2.3 x
more frequently than movement-aware approaches [25].
These frequent updates directly impact control signaling
timeliness and network fault detection capabilities.

C. Key Technical Concepts

To address these limitations, this paper introduces
a comprehensive control overhead model that captures
packet-level transmission costs and proposes Eunomia,
a three-step domain partitioning framework that lever-
ages predictable satellite directional mobility patterns
within FOV constraints to achieve stable, movement-aware
control domains. As illustrated in Fig. [Ij, our approach
employs a unified hybrid control plane based on GS and
MEO satellites that can achieve shorter control delays and
complete LEO satellite coverage compared to traditional
approaches.

1) FOV Constraints: The coverage area of each con-
troller is fundamentally constrained by its FOV, deter-
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Fig. 2. Geometric relationship between MEO controller and LEO
satellite showing the elevation angle 8 derived from geocentric angle
«, illustrating field-of-view coverage constraints in satellite networks.

mined by antenna beamwidth and elevation angle limi-
tations. For MEO-LEO links, practical systems typically
require a minimum elevation angle of £40° [24], while GS
controllers can communicate with LEO satellites across
wider elevation ranges (£90°) [26]. As shown in Fig. E,
the geocentric angle o between a LEO and MEQO satellite
determines whether the LEO falls within the controller’s
FOV. When the elevation angle 8 (derived from a us-
ing trigonometric transformations) exceeds the antenna
threshold, the LEO satellite lies outside the controller’s
coverage area.

2) Time Slot Model: Due to orbital mechanics, FOV
coverage is inherently dynamic. To manage this temporal
variation, we employ a time slot model where each time
slot T} represents a period during which the network
topology remains stable. This assumption is validated by
operational systems: LEO satellites follow predictable tra-
jectories enabling stable control periods of 30-60 seconds,
as demonstrated by Starlink’s 15-second routing update
intervals [f], [6]. Controller migration occurs when eleva-
tion angles exceed FOV thresholds, triggering transition
to the next time slot.

3) Control Overhead Sources: The uneven distribution
of satellite traffic within each time slot necessitates fre-
quent controller scheduling for load balancing, introduc-
ing significant control overhead that domain partitioning
strategies minimize through efficient traffic aggregation
and adaptive routing. The allocation of LEO satellites
within hybrid control planes faces new challenges due to
antenna coverage overlap and satellite dynamics, necessi-
tating sophisticated domain partitioning strategies.

III. Overview of Eunomia

To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose
Eunomia, a domain partitioning framework. As illustrated
in Fig. B, Eunomia’s workflow consists of three phases: the
traffic preprocessing maps terrestrial demands onto the
satellite network, CORG generation transforms network
topology into control overhead relationships, and the
partitioning algorithm generates the final domain strategy.

Eunomia’s architecture consists of two main modules
that work sequentially to achieve optimal domain parti-
tioning:
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Fig. 3. The overview workflow of Eunomia. Firstly, traffic preprocessing and CORG generation using satellite network information from
current time slot. Then spectral clustering-based domain partitioning with controller assignment. Each subsequent time slot inherits and
optimizes strategies from previous time slots to maintain domain stability while adapting to satellite movement.

1) Graph Preprocessing Module: This module gathers
satellite network state information and transforms it
into actionable metrics for domain partitioning. During
time slot T}, while the network topology remains stable,
the traffic distribution is unknown. We use the traffic
distribution from the previous time slot as input, justi-
fied by traffic continuity and the temporal stability of
ground patterns. The control overhead model (detailed in
Sec. [V]) quantitatively analyzes control message trans-
mission costs, ultimately producing CORG that reflects
control cost relationships between satellites.

2) Domain Partitioning Module: This module utilizes
network graphs and CORG to perform domain parti-
tioning through Eunomia’s three-step algorithm: FOV
domain determination; overlapping region clustering using
spectral clustering; and controller-cluster matching and
movement-aware boundary fine-tuning. The algorithm can
be executed in a distributed manner, requiring only coor-
dination with adjacent controllers, which enables isolation
of small-scale domain updates and enhances the strategy’s
effectiveness.

In the domain strategy model, binary variables ! ;.; and
yd’k represent control relationships: xﬁ ; = 1 if satellites ¢
and j belong to the same domain during T3, and ydvk =1
if domain d is managed by controller k.

IV. Control Overhead Model

This section models the network framework and outlines
the optimization objectives for domain partitioning.

A. Hierarchical Satellite Network Model

During a topology-stable time slot, the hierarchical
satellite network graph comprises MEO satellites, LEO
satellites, and ground stations as nodes, with inter-satellite
and satellite-ground links as edges. Controllers (GS and
MEO satellites) possess computational capabilities for
route computation and network management, with GS
controllers typically more powerful than MEO controllers.
LEO satellites function as transparent data forwarding
switches, maintaining flow tables that record processing
rules for different traffic flows.

B. Control Message Transmission Overhead Components

The total control overhead Werr,(¢) that impacts do-
main partitioning consists of three main components:

WerL(t) = WrLow () + Wsyne (t) + Waia(t) (1)

that represent the cost of flow table updates, domain syn-
chronization, and controller migration, respectively. All
overheads are expressed in time to ensure unit consistency.

1) Flow Table Update Overhead: When a LEO switch
receives an unknown flow, it must request flow table
updates from its domain controller. This overhead can be
classified into intra-domain requests (source and destina-
tion within the same domain) and inter-domain requests
(spanning multiple domains). The flow table update over-
head is:

WFLOW Z )\ ( Dprop (%.7)) : hi,j (2)
i,jEV
where )\t is the flow arrival rate between satellites i and j;

My = 36 bytes is the flow table update message size; B; ;
is available bandwidth; Dpep(i,j) is propagation delay
based on inter-satellite distance; and h; ; represents the
number of hops required for the control message to travel
from satellite .

2) Domain Synchronization Overhead: Domain syn-
chronization involves intra-domain synchronization (LEO
switches reporting link states to controllers) and inter-
domain synchronization (controllers coordinating global
network views). The synchronization overhead is:

Wsync(t) = Wikne(t) + W¥ke (t)

where intra-domain synchronization overhead is:
Z fsync - meaf ( + DptOp(l kd))

deD
(4)
and inter-domain synchronization overhead is:

|Dk| n.
S?%\IC( ) = foync: maX E : — =+ Dprop (K, k')
By, i
k ;ﬁk

(3)

W
SYNC
Bl kd

()

fsync is synchronization frequency, that is, the number of

times it is synchronized within a unit of time (one second);

|Eg| represents edges within domain d; Mgyne = 24 bytes

is the synchronization message size per edge; and |Dy]
represents the size of domain managed by controller k.
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3) Controller Migration Overhead: Due to satellite
mobility and FOV changes, controllers must periodically
migrate domain control responsibilities. The migration
overhead accounts for both state transfer and handover
notification costs:

Whae (t

§ Inlg

deD

t + Who) (6)

where fmlg is the migration frequency for domain d.
State transfer cost W4 is the total volume of controller
state to be synchronized during migration (e.g., flow
tables and domain metadata) divided by the available
transmission bandwidth. Handover notification cost Wﬁlo
is computed from the number of satellites requiring the
control handover message, the size of each notification,
and the per-satellite processing effort.

C. Path Computing Overhead

Path computation overhead Wepr(t) = Wilpr(t) +
W{pr(t) includes intra-domain and inter-domain compu-
tation:

/ |Vd d,t t
WCPT Z Z Fprop d,k
deD keK (7)
|D| Fd t t
CPT inter d.,k
deD keK

where C}, is controller capacity, Fgrgp and Flitter are request,
counts, and f() is a convex function related to algorithm

complexity.

D. Problem Formulation

The Domain Partitioning Problem (DPP) minimizes
total control and computation overhead:

P :min Y (Werw(t) + AWepr(t)) (8)
teT

subject to constraints ensuring each domain has one
controller in Eq. (a), each satellite belongs to one domain
in Eq. ([L0), connectivity within domains in Eq. (@), FOV
limitations in Eq. ([l2), and binary assignment variables
in Eq. (l3). The parameter A balances control overhead
and path computation costs in Eq. (§).

> yhp=1 VdeDVteT (9)
keK
Y al, =Dl -1, VieVVteT (10)
JjeV

} ; < Connected(i,j), Vi,jeV,VteT (11)
vy, <FOV(k,d), VdeDVkeKVteT (12)
et b, €{0,1}, Vi,jeV,vde D,Vke K,\VteT
(13)
The DPP is NP-hard due to non-convex terms and

discrete FOV constraints, justifying our heuristic three-
step approach.

E. Performance Metrics

To evaluate domain partitioning effectiveness, we define
key performance metrics that capture system behavior
under different operational conditions:

The fraction of flow establishment requests that can-
not be processed due to controller overload or network
congestion:

Number of dropped requests during T3

Rarop(t) = (14)

Total number of requests during T}
This metric reflects the system’s ability to handle peak
traffic loads and indicates when controllers approach their
processing capacity limits.
The ratio of useful control operations to total control
overhead quantifies how effectively the control plane
utilizes network resources:

Wrrow(t) Wrrow (t)

7 trol t) = —
control (1) Wern(t)  Wrrow(t) + Wsync(t) + W(ni%();

Higher efficiency indicates that more control overhead is
devoted to serving user requests, rather than maintaining
network state, which is crucial for evaluating the quality

of domain partitioning strategies.

V. Domain Partitioning Algorithm

To address the NP-hard domain partitioning problem,
Eunomia employs a three-step approach that progressively
narrows the solution space: determine FOV domains
for each controller based on elevation angle constraints;
cluster overlapping regions using spectral clustering to
minimize control overhead; and match clusters to con-
trollers with mobility-aware boundary fine-tuning. The
algorithm workflow is shown in Fig.

A. FOV and Control Domain Determination

In hierarchical satellite network architecture, we distin-
guish between two types of domains: the FOV domain en-
compasses all LEO satellite switches within a controller’s
line of sight (determined by elevation angle constraints),
while the control domain represents the actual satellites
managed by that controller (Fig. a) Due to physical
limitations, control domains must be subsets of FOV
domains.

The FOV domain size is determined by the controller’s
beam coverage, which may lead to overlaps between
adjacent controllers’ FOV domains. Each controller’s FOV
domain can be divided into non-overlapping and overlap-
ping regions. LEO satellites in non-overlapping regions can
only communicate with a single controller, making domain
assignment straightforward. In Step 1, we directly assign
satellites in non-overlapping regions to their respective
controllers. The challenge lies in allocating satellites in
overlapping regions, which requires the subsequent two
steps.
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Fig. 4. Flowchart of the domain partitioning algorithm. Firstly, FOV domain determination. Secondly, spectral clustering for overlapping
regions. At last, controller-cluster matching with mobility-aware boundary fine-tuning.
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Fig. 5. Containment relationship between FOV domains (determined
by antenna elevation angle constraints) and control domains (actual
satellites managed by controllers) in hierarchical satellite networks.

B. Spectral Clustering for Overlapping Regions

For overlapping FOV regions where multiple controllers
compete for satellite control, we apply spectral cluster-
ing based on the Control Overhead Relationship Graph
(CORG). The CORG transforms network topology into
control cost relationships, where edge weights ; ; between
satellites ¢ and j capture the comprehensive control
overhead:

&i.j=a-Wrrow(i, j)+8- Wsync(4, j)+(1—a—B)Wwmic (i, 5)

(16)
where Wrrow(i,7) represents flow table update costs,
Wsync(i,j) denotes synchronization overhead, and
Whne (4, j) captures mobility-induced migration costs. The
weighting parameters (o« = 0.5, 8 = 0.3) are empirically
determined to prioritize flow control efficiency while con-
sidering synchronization and mobility factors.

Spectral clustering groups together satellites that share
similar control overhead patterns, effectively partitioning
the overlapping region into candidate control domains.
The number of clusters m equals the number of controllers
competing for the overlapping region.

C. KM-Based Controller Matching and Boundary Fine-
tuning

The final step employs the Kuhn-Munkres (KM) al-
gorithm to optimally match clusters to controllers while
ensuring connectivity and minimizing total assignment
cost. The cost matrix is constructed using geographic dis-
tances between cluster centroids and controller positions,
ensuring that nearby clusters are assigned to proximate
controllers to maintain domain connectivity.

To reduce domain churn caused by satellite motion, we
propose an edge fine-tuning mechanism that dynamically
updates control-domain boundaries using predictable LEO

Algorithm 1 Spectral Clustering for Domain Partitioning

Input: Govp (overlapping subgraph), m (number of clus-
ters equal to controllers in region)
Output: m LEO clusters {C;},
1: // Build similarity matrix using Gaussian kernel

Construct similarity matrix:

»

30 &(x,xj) exp(— yVa,z; € Govp

4: // Compute normalized graph Laplacian

5: L + Laplacian(Z), L « Normalize(L)

6: // Extract eigenvectors for spectral embedding

7. Uy, < Eigenvectors(L,m) //m smallest eigenvalues

8: // Normalize rows for k-means input

9: yi<—ui/||ui||, Vu; € Up,

10: // Apply k-means clustering in spectral space

11: {12y« k-means({y; }i_,)

12: if Multiple virtual controller nodes in same cluster
then

13:  Remove highest-weight edges, rerun k-means //En-

sure cluster validity
14: end if

trajectories. First, we group satellites by flight direction
(e.g. northbound vs. southbound) and adjust boundary
assignments to limit future inter-domain handovers. Then,
by clustering satellites with similar velocity vectors rela-
tive to their controllers, our method yields control domains
that remain stable over time and naturally follow the
underlying orbital motion.

This fine-tuning process is particularly effective in
hierarchical satellite networks, where LEO satellites often
move in predictable patterns relative to their controllers.
By aligning control domains with these movement pat-
terns, we can reduce the frequency of domain migrations,
leading to more stable and efficient network operation.
This fine-tuning process reduces the frequency of domain
migrations by up to 40% compared to static assignment
approaches, as satellites moving in the same direction tend
to remain within the same controller’s FOV for longer
periods.

D. Algorithm Complexity Analysis

To provide theoretical guarantees for Eunomia’s com-
putational efficiency, we analyze the time complexity
of each algorithmic component and evaluate algorithm
performance.
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1) FOV Domain Determination: Computing the FOV
domain for each controller requires evaluating elevation
angles between all controller-satellite pairs. Given |K|
controllers and |V| LEO satellites, this step has complexity
O(|K|-|V]). Since | K| < |V in practical satellite networks
(typically |K| =~ 10 — 50 while |V| = 1000 — 10000), this
step is computationally efficient.

2) Spectral Clustering: The spectral clustering com-
ponent dominates the computational complexity. For an
overlapping region with neyp satellites and m controllers:

e Similarity matrix computation: O(ngvp).

o Eigenvalue decomposition: O(n3, ) using standard

algorithms.

o K-means clustering: O(m novp - Txmeans) Where Txmeans

is the number of iterations.

Since overlapping regions are typically small compared
to the entire network (nevp, < |V]), and eigenvalue
decomposition can be accelerated using sparse matrix
techniques when the graph connectivity is low, the prac-
tical complexity is manageable.

3) KM-based Matching: The Kuhn-Munkres algorithm
for optimal assignment has complexity O(m?3) where m
is the number of clusters (controllers) in the overlapping
region. Since m is bounded by the number of controllers
in each overlapping area (typically m < 5), this step is
computationally inexpensive.

The total time complexity of Eunomia is:

TEunomia =0 |K| . |V| + Z (ni + mv?:) (17)

T€Rovp

where Ry, represents all overlapping regions, n, is the
number of satellites in region r, and m,. is the number of
controllers in region 7.

Importantly, this complexity scales much better than
exhaustive domain partitioning approaches, which would
require O(|K|IV!) complexity to evaluate all possible
assignments. Since ) Rowp M < |V| (overlapping regions
cover only a fraction of total satellites), Eunomia achieves
near-linear scaling in practice.

Compared to benchmark algorithms:

« AROA [10]: O(|[V|?log|V]) due to regularization and
randomized rounding.

o ILA [25]: O(|V|?) for branch-and-bound optimization.

o CCPA [23): O(|V|?) for greedy controller placement.

Eunomia’s complexity is substantially lower, explaining
the 77.7% runtime reduction observed in our experiments

(Sec. )

VI. System Implementation

To validate the performance of Eunomia, we imple-
mented the system on the satellite Internet digital twin
platform, Plotinus [27]. This section provides an explana-
tion of the workflow and technical details of the system
implementation.
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Fig. 6. Extended Plotinus emulation platform architecture for

hierarchical satellite network evaluation, integrating constellation
modeling, traffic distribution, NS-3 simulation, and domain parti-
tioning strategy assessment.

A. Overview of Emulation System

We extended Plotinus to build a comprehensive emula-
tion system. Plotinus is a digital twin system that supports
end-to-end emulation of satellite Internet networks. We
customize the architecture of the control plane and the
communication model by adding microservices modules.
The experimental framework of this study is illustrated
in Fig. B, which includes two input modules: one for
importing the constellation model and another for user
traffic distribution. The constellation model is used to
establish a virtual network model, while the user traffic
distribution serves two purposes. First, it is imported into
the NS-3 module to complete traffic emulation. Second, it
is processed through a satellite selection module to convert
it into LEO onboard traffic, which is then imported into
the domain partitioning strategy model as a factor for
evaluating the partitioning algorithm.

To enable Plotinus to support a distributed network
management model, we activated OpenFlow switches in
NS-3 and used the distributed Bellman-Ford algorithm
for route computation. The controller communication is
implemented using the Python-based ZeroMQ library [2§],
which shares the global network topology via topology
updates and computes intra-domain and inter-domain
routes.

B. LEO Traffic Distribution

Measuring traffic between LEO satellites within the
hierarchical satellite network architecture presents signifi-
cant challenges. Due to the proprietary nature of systems
like Starlink, obtaining direct traffic distribution data
from existing satellite networks is not feasible. Conse-
quently, most existing literature relies on ground-based
traffic mapping methods to estimate satellite traffic. For
instance, in [25], the Earth’s surface is divided into 72
regions, with Internet user data from 2021 scaled by
10 and mapped to these regions to represent satellite
traffic. Similarly, [10] using a gravity model to emulate
satellite traffic loads. However, these approaches feature a
coarse granularity, suitable only for simulating small-scale
satellite networks and inadequate for accurately reflecting
LEO traffic dynamics.
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Fig. 7. Control message formats in hierarchical satellite networks:
(a) Flow table request message for unknown packet notifications, (b)
Flow table update message (36 bytes) for routing instructions, and
(c) Edge synchronization message (24 bytes) for topology updates.

To achieve more fine-grained emulation of LEO traffic
distribution, we optimized the traffic mapping methodol-
ogy. As derived from [29], a single LEO satellite in the
Starlink constellation at an altitude of 550 km has a beam
coverage area of approximately 1.033 x 10° km?2. Given
that the Earth’s surface area is around 5.1 x 108 km?2, a
minimum of 494 ground cells is required to ensure inde-
pendent coverage by a single satellite. Thus, to balance
granularity and computational tractability, the original
ground cells in [25] were subdivided into a 3 x 3 grid,
resulting in 648 cells.

Subsequently, the problem of LEO traffic distribution is
transformed into a ground cell traffic distribution problem.
We utilize a gravity model based on population density [[L0]
to calculate the traffic distribution for each ground cell,
including the source and destination cells. Next, we add a
time axis into the traffic data, aligning it with geograph-
ical daylight patterns. Finally, the traffic distribution of
ground cells is mapped onto the LEO network, resulting in
a three-dimensional traffic matrix composed of time slots,
source LEO switches, and destination LEO switches. This
baseline traffic matrix is denoted by Mpase, Where each
element my s q € Mpage represents the traffic volume from
a source satellite s to a destination satellite d during a
specific time slot t.

C. Data Design for Control Message

In Sec. m, the control messages in hierarchical satellite
network are categorized into three main types: flow table
request messages, flow table update messages, and edge
synchronization messages.

Flow table request messages are sent from LEO switches
to the controller to notify the arrival of an unknown data
packet and to request a flow table update. Fig. H(a) shows

the message format, the Header includes fields such as the
version, which identifies the OpenFlow protocol version;
type and length, which describe the message type and its
length; and a Transaction ID for matching requests with
responses. The Content section contains details such as
the buffer address, total packet length, transaction reason,
flow table ID, Cookie value, matching fields (including
network type, IP address, and port number), and the
initial packet’s content.

Flow table update messages are the responses from the
controller after a flow table update request. The controller
performs routing computations and then sends flow table
update messages to the nodes along the optimal path.
If the destination address is within the same domain,
the controller directly updates the flow tables of these
devices. For destinations in other domains, the controller
collaborates with adjacent controllers to compute a global
path and update the affected nodes. The format of a flow
table update message is shown in Fig. B(b), the Content
includes command type, idle timeout, maximum timeout,
priority, buffer ID, output port, output group, flow Cookie,
flags, and matching fields. A single flow table update
message also totals Mg = 36 bytes.

Edge synchronization messages are used to synchronize
the status of an edge in the network graph and are crucial
for topology updates. As illustrated in Fig. H(c), the format
of an edge synchronization message includes link type, link
status, bandwidth, weight, source and destination satellite
IDs, and a timestamp of the update. The data required
for a single message transmission amounts to Mgyne = 24
bytes.

VII. Evaluation

In this section, we first introduce the emulation setup
of the algorithm on the Plotinus system, followed by an
analysis of the algorithm’s performance under varying traf-
fic scales, LEO constellation scales, and MEO controller
scales.

A. Emulation Setup

We deployed Eunomia and benchmarks on the Plotinus
platform for emulation. The entire Plotinus system is
deployed on an Ubuntu server equipped with an Intel Xeon
Gold 6418H 2.10 GHz CPU and 256 GB of memory. The
traffic model is based on the traffic matrix Myase from
Subsec. , which is calibrated to represent a high-
traffic scenario close to network saturation. To evaluate
performance under varying degrees of load, we introduce
a scaling factor v € [0, 1]. The simulated traffic matrix is
Mgim = 7v - Mpase- This allows us to control the traffic
intensity, ranging from no load (y = 0) to a high-
congestion state (y = 1).

As shown in Fig. 8, we selected nine densely populated
cities (New York, London, Tokyo, Sydney, Sao Paulo,
Cairo, Mumbai, Beijing, Lagos) to represent the distri-
bution of ground stations, chosen based on global Inter-
net traffic distribution data [30]. This selection ensures
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Fig. 8. Distribution of ground stations in nine densely populated
urban areas. The map shows the locations of ground stations in New
York, London, Tokyo, Sydney, Sdo Paulo, Cairo, Mumbai, Beijing,
and Lagos.

geographic diversity and aligns with idealized satellite
network deployment patterns.

FOV elevation thresholds are set to £40° for MEO-LEO
links and £90° for GS-LEO links based on established
satellite communication standards [24]. These conservative
thresholds are validated by operational systems: Starlink
terminals require minimum 25° elevation [31].

Processing capability ratios (GS : MEO : LEO =
10° 102 1) are based on hardware specifications
from operational systems. Modern ground stations support
processing capacities of 1-10 TFLOPS, MEO satellites
achieve 10-100 GFLOPS [B2], while LEO satellites typ-
ically operate at 1-10 GFLOPS [B3]. Our capability ratios
reflect these real-world constraints.

Unless otherwise stated, we used a default satellite
network consisting of 8 MEO satellites at 10,354 km
altitude and 1,584 LEO satellites at 550 km altitude,
corresponding to Starlink’s Shell 1 configuration. The
MEO configuration uses 6 satellites in 2 orbital planes
with 39.4° inclination, providing global coverage while
minimizing constellation complexity. Detailed parameters
are provided in Table [l and Table .

We adopt the four most related and state-of-the-art
algorithms as benchmarks.

o« CCPA [23]: The CRG-based controller placement
and assignment (CCPA) is designed specifically for
deploying SDN controllers within LEO satellites, opti-
mizing the placement dynamically. CCPA constructs
a Control Graph Relationship (CGR) to analyze the
load distribution among LEO satellites, employing a
greedy candidate set to narrow the solution space.

o ILA [Rj]: The Inter-Layer Algorithm (ILA) is a do-
main partitioning algorithm managed by MEO satel-
lites. ILA leverages a branch-and-bound approach
to optimize domain sizes across multiple objectives,
including maximum visibility time, transmission dis-
tance, and available connections for MEO-LEO inter-
layer links.

o AROA [10]: The Approximate Regularization-based
Online Algorithm (AROA) focuses on the hierarchical
management of controllers across LEO satellites and

GS. AROA calculates migration weights using reg-
ularized control overheads and obtains approximate
solutions through online randomized rounding.

e ODC [5]: The One Domain Centralized (ODC) model
is an industry-standard centralized single-domain
management scheme inspired by Starlink’s current
management framework. ODC gathers satellite status
data through distributed GS and aggregates it at a
central GS for global network management.

B. Performance Analysis Under Different Traffic Loads

After completing a full satellite motion cycle, we as-
sessed the performance of our proposed scheme against the
benchmark algorithms under high-traffic load scenarios. In
this network model, the MEO satellites fully cover all LEO
satellites, enabling inter-layer link communication.

We first examined the impact of varying traffic loads on
the request drop rate, as illustrated in Fig. g(a). Request
drops in hierarchical satellite networks occur primarily
for two reasons: either when controllers reach capacity
limits and cannot process additional requests, or when
network conditions make request resolution impossible
during forwarding. Notably, even under low-load network
scenarios, CCPA and ILA exhibit significantly poorer
performance compared to the other three algorithms. The
key difference lies in the use of GS as network controllers
in the latter three algorithms. Consequently, in an ODC
system where only GS serves as centralized controllers, it
exhibits the lowest average request drop rate. In contrast,
CCPA, constrained by the limited processing power of
LEO satellites, shows an 89.6% increase in the request
drop rate under high-load conditions compared to ODC.
With the MEO satellites enhancing the processing capa-
bilities of GS, Eunomia achieves a 19.6% lower average
request drop rate under high-load scenarios compared to
AROA and a 58.3% reduction compared to CCPA.

Even under high-load scenarios, Eunomia maintains the
lowest control overhead. As described in Sec. [V, control
overhead is a critical metric for evaluating network control
plane performance, reflecting the amount of control infor-
mation required for resource management, request process-
ing, and other operations. As shown in Fig. §(b), Eunomia
reduces control overhead through CORG optimization
process. Additionally, the direct connection between LEO
switches and controllers in Eunomia saves substantial
control message forwarding time, enabling Eunomia to
outperform AROA. When the value of v is 1, Eunomia’s
total control overhead is 50.3%, 34.4%, 26.5%, and 19.95%
lower than ODC, ILA, CCPA, and AROA, respectively.

C. Performance Analysis Under Different LEO Constella-
tions

We further evaluated the performance of the algorithms
in multiple LEO constellation scenarios, with the param-
eters of these constellations provided in Table . In the
hierarchical satellite network framework, the time required
to formulate a domain partitioning strategy is a critical
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TABLE II
MEO Constellation Models in Emulation

Altitude (km)  Orbit Inclination = Eccentricity =~ Period (Min)  Total Number of Satellites Number of Orbital Planes
3000 63.4 0.1 150.46 36 6
6000 55 0.01 228.23 32 4
8070 53.1 0.001 287.93 20 5
10354 39.4 0.0001 358.76 6 2
TABLE III

LEO Constellation Models in Emulation

Constellation Name  Altitude (km)  Orbit Inclination

Total Number of Satellites Number of Orbital Planes

Iridium 780 | 780 86.4 66 6
Telesat 1015 | 1015 98.98 351 27
OneWeb 1200 ] 1200 87.9 720 18
Starlink 550 | 550 53 1584 72
CSCN 365 [1L5] 365 40 1848 33
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Fig. 9. Performance comparison under varying traffic loads (7).

performance metric, referred to as algorithm runtime.
A shorter algorithm runtime indicates a better response
to the dynamic nature of satellite networks, enhancing
the effectiveness of the domain partitioning strategy.
As shown in Fig. 10, AROA improves the proportion
of intra-domain traffic through a randomized rounding
algorithm, but this process consumes a significant amount
of time, leading to a decline in system performance.
ODC, featuring a single large control domain, requires
only one domain partitioning strategy under a stable
topology, resulting in the shortest algorithm runtime.
Benefiting from a top-down, three-step architecture and
mobility optimization, Funomia can efficiently maintain

algorithm runtime by an average of 77.7% compared to
AROA and 45.5% compared to ILA.

In large-scale LEO constellation scenarios, Eunomia
exhibits lower total control overhead than other algo-
rithms. As illustrated in Fig. [Ll(a), the performance
gap between different algorithms is minimal when the
LEO constellation size is small. However, as the number
of LEO satellites increases dramatically, the centralized
architecture’s control overhead escalates exponentially
due to more frequent synchronization and slower request
response times. As illustrated in Fig. @(b) and Fig. [L1(c),
Eunomia, demonstrates lower control overhead in large-
scale LEO scenarios, due to its low flow table update
overhead and routing computation time. Nevertheless, in
smaller LEO constellations, such as those with 351 or 720
satellites, Eunomia’s performance is slightly lower than
AROA due to the higher number of control domains. This
is because AROA and CCPA adaptively adjust the number
of control domains, whereas Eunomia’s domain count is
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Fig. 11. Performance evaluation across different LEO constellation sizes: (a) Total control overhead comparison, (b) Flow table update
overhead analysis, and (c) Logarithmic scale computing overhead, demonstrating Eunomia’s superior scalability in large-scale scenarios.

tied to the number of MEO and GS nodes in the scenario.
In larger LEO constellations, the bottleneck shifts from
domain quantity to domain size, alleviating Eunomia’s
performance issues. This further validates Eunomia’s ef-
fectiveness in large-scale scenarios of hierarchical satellite
network.

D. Scalability of Eunomia

To better demonstrate the scalability of Eunomia, we
conducted algorithm evaluations under high traffic load
scenarios using various MEO models listed in Table
As shown in Fig. [12, only ILA and Eunomia exhibit
performance variation in relation to the MEO constel-
lation size. Fig. [L12(a) illustrates the changes in aver-
age delay per domain synchronization, while Fig. @(b)
shows the changes in average response delay per request.
Both ILA and Eunomia experience increased average
synchronization delays as the MEQO constellation size
grows; however, ILA’s synchronization delay is slightly
lower than Eunomia’s in MEO constellations below an
altitude of 10,000 km. This is because ILA maximizes the
maintenance time of inter-layer links between MEO and
LEO satellites, which aids in the state synchronization
between MEO controllers and LEO switches. Nonetheless,
ILA’s failure to consider controller load balancing is one of
its shortcomings, leading to a significantly higher average
response delay compared to Eunomia.

Average response time, defined as the average time
required to complete a routing request, is one of the most
critical factors influencing network performance. With the
increase in MEO constellation altitude, Eunomia’s average
response time also increases due to the added propagation
delay, but Eunomia still outperforms other algorithms. On
one hand, Eunomia enhances traffic aggregation through
CORG, effectively reducing the proportion of inter-domain
traffic; on the other hand, Eunomia’s intra-domain LEO
satellites can communicate with the controller through
ISL or satellite-to-ground links, eliminating the time
required for inter-layer link forwarding. In Fig. @(b), the
comparison between Eunomia and ILA underscores the
importance of traffic optimization, while the comparison
with AROA highlights the performance improvements
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Fig. 12. Scalability analysis under different MEO constellation con-
figurations: (a) Average synchronization delay per domain showing
the impact of MEO altitude on control plane performance, and (b)
Average response delay per request demonstrating Eunomia’s 51%
improvement over ILA.

brought by the MEO layer to hierarchical satellite net-
work. Eunomia reduces the average response time by 51%
compared to ILA and by 17.6% compared to AROA.

VIII. Related Work

The domain partitioning problem in satellite networks
spans three major research areas: satellite network ar-
chitectures, controller placement strategies, and mobility-
aware network management. We review the evolution of
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these fields and position our contributions within the
broader research landscape.

A. Satellite Network Control Architectures

Satellite network control has evolved through three
distinct generations, each addressing scalability limita-
tions of its predecessor. First-generation centralized ap-
proaches [B], [22] concentrate all control functions at
ground stations, offering simplicity and global optimiza-
tion at the cost of scalability and coverage limitations.
While effective for small constellations (fewer than 100
satellites), these approaches struggle with the control
overhead and latency requirements of mega-constellations.

Second-generation distributed approaches [[10], [23] dis-
tribute control functions across LEO satellites themselves,
improving scalability and reducing average control la-
tency. However, these solutions impose significant compu-
tational and power constraints on LEO satellites and suffer
from frequent control topology changes due to satellite
mobility.

Third-generation hierarchical approaches [11], [13] in-
troduce intermediate control layers using GEO or MEO
satellites. While addressing some scalability concerns, ex-
isting hierarchical solutions treat MEO satellites primarily
as a data relay backbone [25] rather than intelligent con-
trol entities, missing opportunities for distributed control
optimization.

B. Controller Placement and Domain Partitioning

The controller placement problem in satellite networks
builds upon terrestrial SDN research but faces unique
challenges due to mobility and FOV constraints. Static
placement approaches optimize controller locations based
on network topology snapshots, achieving good perfor-
mance under stable conditions but failing to adapt to
satellite dynamics.

Dynamic placement strategies [20], [37] periodically
recalculate optimal controller positions and domain as-
signments. While more adaptive, these approaches often
treat mobility as a disturbance rather than leveraging
predictable orbital mechanics for stability.

Existing domain partitioning algorithms primarily focus
on minimizing communication costs or balancing compu-
tational loads, but fail to account for the fundamental
constraint that controllers can only manage satellites
within their FOV. This oversight leads to control domains
that span multiple visibility regions, necessitating costly
multi-hop control communications.

C. Mobility-Aware Network Management

Recent research has begun exploring mobility patterns
in satellite networks, but with limited scope. Orbital
mechanics integration [B8] primarily focuses on link pre-
diction and handover optimization rather than control
domain stability. Movement pattern exploitation [24] has
been applied to traffic routing and resource allocation but
not to control plane optimization.
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The concept of predictable mobility has been exten-
sively studied in terrestrial mobile networks and vehicular
networks, demonstrating significant benefits for proactive
resource management. However, satellite networks present
unique opportunities due to the completely predictable
nature of orbital mechanics, which existing work has not
fully exploited for control domain design.

D. Standardization and Research Efforts

Parallel to academic research on satellite control ar-
chitectures, the IETF and IRTF have developed founda-
tional protocols and frameworks addressing the dynamic
challenges in satellite communication [39].

The principles for managing highly dynamic topologies,
first explored by the IETF in Mobile Ad Hoc Networks
(MANET), are highly relevant to controlling ISLs in
LEO constellations. Protocols like OLSR demonstrated
methods for maintaining routing in the face of constant
link changes but also highlighted the substantial con-
trol overhead involved. Similarly, the IRTF’s research
on Delay-Tolerant Networking (DTN), culminating in
the Bundle Protocol, directly addresses the long-delay
and disruption challenges inherent in MEO/GEO and
deep-space links, offering a paradigm for asynchronous
communication. While these efforts provide foundational
data plane and transport solutions, the organization of
a scalable and efficient control plane remains an open
challenge.

E. Differentiation from Existing Approaches

The closest related work is ILA [25], which also considers
MEO-LEO control relationships but focuses primarily
on maximizing inter-satellite link utilization rather than
minimizing control overhead. AROA [10] addresses similar
load balancing concerns but relies on LEO-based con-
trollers and lacks FOV-aware optimization. Our exper-
imental comparison demonstrates Eunomia’s superiority
across multiple performance dimensions while providing
the first comprehensive evaluation of movement-aware
domain partitioning in satellite networks.

IX. Conclusion

This paper investigates the fundamental challenge of
control domain partitioning in dynamic hierarchical satel-
lite networks, a key issue in managing emerging mega-
constellations. We introduce Eunomia, a novel framework
designed to address the intrinsic complexity and high
mobility of such networks. Eunomia’s central contribution
is a movement-aware partitioning strategy that exploits
the predictability of orbital mechanics. By aligning domain
boundaries with satellite movement patterns, it establishes
stable control domains while effectively reducing control
overhead and migration frequency. Through a progres-
sive three-step optimization, Eunomia achieves balanced
network load distribution and enhanced algorithmic ef-
ficiency. Emulation-based evaluations demonstrate that
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Eunomia significantly improves both network stability and
control efficiency compared to state-of-the-art approaches.

Furthermore, this work opens several promising av-
enues for future research. Key directions include inte-
grating fault-tolerant domain design to enhance network
resilience, developing energy-aware optimization strategies
to extend satellite operational lifetimes, and ultimately
validating the framework on operational satellite testbeds
to bridge the gap between theoretical models and real-
world deployment.

(1]

2]

3]

(4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

References

L. Han, L. Dong, A. Retana, R. Li, S. Wang, and T. Jiang,
“Evolution to 6G for satellite NTN integration: From network-
ing perspective,” in 2023 IEEE 31st International Conference
on Network Protocols (ICNP), Oct. 2023, pp. 1-6.

H. Luo, W. Liu, Q. Zhang, Z. Yang, Q. Lin, W. Zhu, K. Qiu,
Z. Chen, and Y. Gao, “Hurry: Dynamic collaborative framework
for low-orbit mega-constellation data downloading,” in Euro-
pean Conference on Parallel Processing. Springer, 2024, pp.
269-282.

R. De Gaudenzi, “Satellite networks: Past present and future
challenges - part 2: Broadband systems,” IEEE Aerospace and
Electronic Systems Magazine, pp. 1-9, 2025.

H. Xie, Y. Zhan, G. Zeng, and X. Pan, “LEO mega-
constellations for 6G global coverage: Challenges and oppor-
tunities,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 164 223-164 244, 2021.

H. B. Tanveer, M. Puchol, R. Singh, A. Bianchi, and
R. Nithyanand, “Making sense of constellations: Methodolo-
gies for understanding starlink’s scheduling algorithms,” in
Companion of the 19th International Conference on Emerging
Networking EXperiments and Technologies, ser. CONEXT 2023.
New York, NY, USA: Association for Computing Machinery,
Dec. 2023, pp. 37-43.

J. Pan, J. Zhao, and L. Cai, “Measuring the satellite links of a
LEO network,” in ICC 2024 - IEEE International Conference
on Communications, Jun. 2024, pp. 4439-4444.

W. Liu, J. Wu, Q. Lin, H. Luo, Q. Zhang, K. Qiu, Z. Chen,
and Y. Gao, “Efficient satellite-ground interconnection design
for low-orbit mega-constellation topology,” IEEE Transactions
on Mobile Computing, 2024.

H. Yang, B. Guo, X. Xue, X. Deng, Y. Zhao, X. Cui, C. Pang,
H. Ren, and S. Huang, “Interruption tolerance strategy for LEO
constellation with optical inter-satellite link,” IEEE Transac-
tions on Network and Service Management, vol. 20, no. 4, pp.
4815-4830, Dec. 2023.

W. Cho and J. P. Choi, “Cross layer optimization of wireless
control links in the software-defined LEO satellite network,”
IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 113534-113 547, 2019.

X. Li, F. Tang, L. Fu, J. Yu, L. Chen, J. Liu, Y. Zhu, and
L. T. Yang, “Optimized controller provisioning in software-
defined LEO satellite networks,” IEEE Transactions on Mobile
Computing, vol. 22, no. 8, pp. 4850-4864, Aug. 2023.

C. Chen, Z. Liao, Y. Ju, C. He, K. Yu, and S. Wan, “Hierarchical
Domain-Based Multicontroller Deployment Strategy in SDN-
Enabled Space—Air—Ground Integrated Network,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 58, no. 6, pp.
4864-4879, Dec. 2022.

Y. Liu, L. Wang, Z. Lu, K. Du, and G. Shou, “A stateless
design of satellite—terrestrial integrated core network and its
deployment strategy,” IEEE Transactions on Network and
Service Management, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 953-966, Feb. 2024.

S. Xu, H. Wang, Y. Fang, Z. Zhao, X. Wang, and M. Huang,
“Distributed and multi-layer hierarchical controller placement
in software-defined satellite-terrestrial network,” Transactions
on Emerging Telecommunications Technologies, vol. 35, no. 1,
p- €4890, 2024.

I. del Portillo, B. G. Cameron, and E. F. Crawley, “A techni-
cal comparison of three low earth orbit satellite constellation
systems to provide global broadband,” Acta Astronautica, vol.
159, pp. 123-135, Jun. 2019.

(15]

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

20]

(21]

(22]

23]

(24]

[25]

[26]

27]

28]

29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

13

Y. Xu, Y. Zhang, Z. Wang, Y. He, and L. Fan, “Self-organizing
control of mega constellations for continuous earth observation,”
Remote Sensing, vol. 14, no. 22, p. 5896, Jan. 2022.

O. B. Osoro and E. J. Oughton, “A techno-economic framework
for satellite networks applied to low earth orbit constellations:
Assessing starlink, OneWeb and kuiper,” IEEE Access, vol. 9,
pp. 141611-141625, 2021.

Q. Chen, Z. Guo, W. Meng, S. Han, C. Li, and T. Q. S. Quek,
“A survey on resource management in joint communication and
computing-embedded SAGIN,” IEEE Communications Surveys
& Tutorials, pp. 1-1, 2024.

Y. Wang, Q. Zhang, K. Qiu, and Y. Gao, “Stabilizing and
optimizing inter-shell routing in leo networks with integrated
routing cost,” in 2025 IEEE/CIC International Conference on
Communications in China (ICCC Workshops). IEEE, 2025,
pp. 1-6.

Q. Peng, Q. Zhang, Y. Gao, and K. Qiu, “Dora: A controller
provisioning strategy in hierarchical domain-based satellite
networks,” in 2025 IEEE/CIC International Conference on
Communications in China (ICCC). IEEE, 2025, pp. 1-6.

Y. Li, L. Liu, H. Li, W. Liu, Y. Chen, W. Zhao, J. Wu, Q. Wu,
J. Liu, and Z. Lai, “Stable hierarchical routing for operational
LEO networks,” in Proceedings of the 30th Annual International
Conference on Mobile Computing and Networking, ser. ACM
MobiCom ’24. New York, NY, USA: Association for Computing
Machinery, May 2024, pp. 296-311.

A. D. George and C. M. Wilson, “Onboard processing with
hybrid and reconfigurable computing on small satellites,” Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE, vol. 106, no. 3, pp. 458-470, Mar. 2018.
Y. Ma, J. Li, and Y. Huang, “An implementation of centralized
controllers for software-defined satellite networks,” in 2022 2nd
Asia-Pacific Conference on Communications Technology and
Computer Science (ACCTCS), Feb. 2022, pp. 1-5.

L. Chen, F. Tang, and X. Li, “Mobility- and load-adaptive
controller placement and assignment in LEO satellite networks,”
in IEEE INFOCOM 2021 - IEEE Conference on Computer
Communications, May 2021, pp. 1-10.

A. N. Plastikov, “A high-gain multibeam bifocal reflector an-
tenna with 40° field of view for satellite ground station ap-
plications,” IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation,
vol. 64, no. 7, pp. 3251-3254, Jul. 2016.

Y. Huang, B. Feng, A. Tian, P. Dong, S. Yu, and H. Zhang,
“An efficient differentiated routing scheme for MEO /LEO-based
multi-layer satellite networks,” IEEE Transactions on Network
Science and Engineering, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 1026-1041, Jan.
2024.

H. Al-Hraishawi, H. Chougrani, S. Kisseleff, E. Lagunas, and
S. Chatzinotas, “A survey on nongeostationary satellite sys-
tems: The communication perspective,” IEEE Communications
Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 101-132, 2023.

Y. Gao, K. Qiu, Z. Chen, W. Zhu, Q. Zhang, H. Luo, Q. Lin,
Z. Yang, and W. Liu, “Plotinus: A satellite internet digital
twin system,” Journal of Communications and Information
Networks, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 24-33, Mar. 2024.

P. Hintjens, ZeroMQ: Messaging for Many Applications.
”?O’Reilly Media, Inc.”, Mar. 2013.

O. Markovitz and M. Segal, “LEO satellite beam management
algorithms,” Computer Networks, vol. 214, p. 109160, Sep. 2022.
A. M. TOWNSEND, “Network cities and the global structure
of the internet,” American Behavioral Scientist, vol. 44, no. 10,
pp- 1697-1716, Jun. 2001.

J. S. Downs, “The effects of low earth orbit satellite constellation
altitude and inclination on simulated non-terrestrial network
performance,” Ph.D. dissertation, Virginia Tech, Mar. 2025.
F. Ortiz, V. Monzon Baeza, L. M. Garces-Socarras, J. A.
Viésquez-Peralvo, J. L. Gonzalez, G. Fontanesi, E. Lagunas,
J. Querol, and S. Chatzinotas, “Onboard processing in satellite
communications using Al accelerators,” Aerospace, vol. 10,
no. 2, p. 101, Feb. 2023.

T. Huang, Z. Fang, Q. Tang, R. Xie, T. Chen, R. Zhang,
and F. R. Yu, “Integrated computing and networking for LEO
satellite mega-constellations: Architecture, challenges and open
issues,” IEEE Wireless Communications, vol. 31, no. 5, pp. 92—
100, Oct. 2024.

C. Fossa, R. Raines, G. Gunsch, and M. Temple, “An overview
of the IRIDIUM (R) low earth orbit (LEO) satellite system,”
in Proceedings of the IEEE 1998 National Aerospace and



IEEE JOURNAL ON SELECTED AREAS IN COMMUNICATIONS

(35]

(36]

(37]

(38]

(39]

Electronics Conference. NAECON 1998. Celebrating 50 Years
(Cat. No.98CH36185), Jul. 1998, pp. 152-159.

N. Pachler, 1. del Portillo, E. F. Crawley, and B. G. Cameron,
“An updated comparison of four low earth orbit satellite con-
stellation systems to provide global broadband,” in 2021 IEEE
International Conference on Communications Workshops (ICC
Workshops), Jun. 2021, pp. 1-7.

J. C. McDowell, “The low earth orbit satellite population and
impacts of the SpaceX starlink constellation,” The Astrophysi-
cal Journal Letters, vol. 892, no. 2, p. L36, Apr. 2020.

M. Anusha and J. G. R. Sathiaseelan, “Feature selection using
K-means genetic algorithm for multi-objective optimization,”
Procedia Computer Science, vol. 57, pp. 1074-1080, Jan. 2015.
X. Ren, S. Liao, and Q. Xue, “A circularly polarized spaceborne
antenna with shaped beam for earth coverage applications,”
IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 67, no. 4,
pp. 22352242, Apr. 2019.

M. Centenaro, C. E. Costa, F. Granelli, C. Sacchi, and L. Vange-
lista, “A survey on technologies, standards and open challenges
in satellite IoT,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials,
vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1693-1720, 2021.

Qi Zhang earned his B.Eng. degree from
Henan University in 2020 and his M.Eng. in
Computer Science and Technology from Soo-
chow University in 2023. He is currently pur-
suing his PhD at Fudan University. Zhang has
made significant contributions to the field of
edge computing. His research primarily focuses
on routing optimization in integrated space-
air-ground networks, a cutting-edge area with
vast potential applications.

Kun Qiu received his B.Sc. from Fudan Uni-
versity in 2013 and his PhD from Fudan Uni-
versity in 2019. He works for Intel as a software
engineer from 2019 to 2023. He joined Fudan
University in 2023 as an Assistant Professor
in the School of Computer Science at Fudan
University. His research interests include com-
puter networks and computer architecture. He
is a member of IEEE, ACM, and CCF.

Zhe Chen received his PhD in Computer Sci-
ence from Fudan University, China, with a
2019 ACM SIGCOMM China Doctoral Dis-
sertation Award. He is an Assistant Professor
in the School of Computer Science at Fudan
University. His research achievements, along
with his efforts in launching products based on
them, have thus earned him 2021 ACM SIG-
MOBILE China Rising Star Award recently.

Wenjun Zhu received his master’s degree from
Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommu-
nications in 2020. He works for Intel as a
software engineer from 2020 to 2023. Now, he
joined Fudan University in 2023 as a software
engineer. His research interests include com-
puter networks and computer architecture.

Xiaofan Xu received his bachelor’s degree from
Peking University and his doctoral degree
from University of Heidelberg. He is an expert
in satellite communication technologies. He is
currently the director of the State Key Lab-
oratory of Satellite Network and the Shang-
hai Key Laboratory of Satellite Network. His
research interests include 5G/6G communica-
tion technology and SAGIN architecture.

14

Ping Du is a senior expert in the State
Key Laboratory of Satellite Network and the
Shanghai Key Laboratory of Satellite Net-
work. His research interest includes architec-
ture of satellite network, mobile communica-
tion etc.

Yue Gao received his PhD from the Queen
Mary University of London, UK, in 2007. He
is a Chair Professor at the School of Computer
Science, Director of the Intelligent Networking
and Computing Research Centre at Fudan
University, China and a Visiting Professor at
the University of Surrey, UK. His research
interests include smart antennas, sparse signal
processing and cognitive networks for mobile
and satellite systems. He is a Fellow of the
IEEE.



	Introduction
	Background
	Hierarchical Satellite Network
	Limitations of Existing Domain Partitioning Approaches
	Key Technical Concepts
	FOV Constraints
	Time Slot Model
	Control Overhead Sources


	Overview of Eunomia
	Graph Preprocessing Module
	Domain Partitioning Module


	Control Overhead Model
	Hierarchical Satellite Network Model
	Control Message Transmission Overhead Components
	Flow Table Update Overhead
	Domain Synchronization Overhead
	Controller Migration Overhead

	Path Computing Overhead
	Problem Formulation
	Performance Metrics

	Domain Partitioning Algorithm
	FOV and Control Domain Determination
	Spectral Clustering for Overlapping Regions
	KM-Based Controller Matching and Boundary Fine-tuning
	Algorithm Complexity Analysis
	FOV Domain Determination
	Spectral Clustering
	KM-based Matching


	System Implementation
	Overview of Emulation System
	LEO Traffic Distribution
	Data Design for Control Message

	Evaluation
	Emulation Setup
	Performance Analysis Under Different Traffic Loads
	Performance Analysis Under Different LEO Constellations
	Scalability of Eunomia

	Related Work
	Satellite Network Control Architectures
	Controller Placement and Domain Partitioning
	Mobility-Aware Network Management
	Standardization and Research Efforts
	Differentiation from Existing Approaches

	Conclusion
	References
	Biographies
	Qi Zhang
	Kun Qiu
	Zhe Chen
	Wenjun Zhu
	Xiaofan Xu
	Ping Du
	Yue Gao


