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Abstract—With the rapid expansion of low Earth orbit (LEO)
constellations, thousands of satellites are now in operation, many
equipped with onboard GNSS receivers capable of continuous
orbit determination and time synchronization. This development
is creating an unprecedented spaceborne GNSS network, offering
new opportunities for network-driven precise LEO orbit and
clock estimation. Yet, current onboard GNSS processing is largely
standalone and often insufficient for high-precision applications,
while centralized fusion is challenging due to computational
bottlenecks and the lack of in-orbit infrastructure. In this
work, we report a decentralized GNSS network over large-
scale LEO constellations, where each satellite processes its
own measurements while exchanging compact information with
neighboring nodes to enable precise orbit and time determination.
We model the moving constellation as a dynamic graph and
tailor a momentum-accelerated gradient tracking (GT) method to
ensure steady convergence despite topology changes. Numerical
simulations with constellations containing hundreds of satellites
show that the proposed method matches the accuracy of an
ideal centralized benchmark, while substantially reducing com-
munication burdens. Ultimately, this framework supports the
development of autonomous and self-organizing space systems,
enabling high-precision navigation with reduced dependence on
continuous ground contact.

Index Terms—LEO constellations, spaceborne GNSS network,
decentralized optimization, gradient tracking, orbit determina-
tion, time synchronization.

I. INTRODUCTION

LOW Earth orbit (LEO) satellites have become a transfor-
mative platform for communications, navigation, remote

sensing, Earth observation, and numerous other space appli-
cations [1]–[6]. Many of these applications require accurate
knowledge of the satellite’s position and clock state, and
onboard Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) receivers
have become a widely used solution for orbit determination
and time synchronization [7]–[10]. Currently, most LEO-
onboard GNSS processing still relies on standalone positioning
using broadcast ephemerides embedded within GNSS signals,
which provides only meter-level accuracy due to the limited
precision of the broadcast products. Missions requiring higher
accuracy instead depend on precise GNSS products generated
by International GNSS Service (IGS) analysis centers and
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derived from terrestrial continuously operating reference sta-
tion (CORS) networks, which provide decimeter to centimeter
accuracy [7], [11]. However, such performance is typically
achieved only in post-processed orbit determination, since
most LEO spacecraft cannot maintain continuous ground con-
nectivity and the latency of precise products limits their usabil-
ity for real-time operations [7], [8]. Consequently, broadcast
ephemerides offer real-time availability but limited positioning
accuracy, whereas precise products deliver substantially higher
accuracy at the cost of latency and intermittent accessibility.
An increasing number of LEO missions, including location-
enabled communication systems, formation flying, positioning,
navigation, and timing (PNT) services, satellite altimetry, and
spaceborne sensing, now require real-time precise orbit and
clock determination [7]. Bridging this accuracy-latency gap
requires a new architecture capable of delivering both high
precision and real-time availability.

Ground-based GNSS networks demonstrate the effective-
ness of cooperative processing: observations from global
CORS networks are jointly processed at centralized anal-
ysis centers to generate precise satellite clocks and orbits,
atmospheric corrections, and bias models, which underpin
high-precision positioning techniques such as precise point
positioning (PPP) [12], [13] and network-assisted PPP real-
time kinematic (PPP-RTK) [14]. Modern LEO constellations
equipped with onboard GNSS receivers can, in principle, be
viewed as a spaceborne analogue of such networks, in which
hundreds or thousands of rapidly moving satellites collectively
provide a global and geometry-rich set of GNSS observations,
as conceptually illustrated in Figure 1. However, existing
LEO onboard GNSS receivers typically operate independently:
GNSS-derived information is not exchanged among satellites,
orbit and clock states are not estimated at the constellation
level, and cooperative onboard processing across the constella-
tion remains largely unexplored [7]. Inspired by the success of
terrestrial CORS networks, this work examines whether a LEO
constellation can operate cooperatively to jointly estimate its
orbit and clock states and to generate network-derived GNSS
correction information directly onboard. Such a system could
extend network-based GNSS processing to the space segment
and enable the onboard generation of network-derived GNSS
satellite clock corrections, which may serve as a supporting
component for high-precision positioning applications, partic-
ularly in remote or otherwise challenging environments.

LEO provides a particularly favorable environment for
spaceborne GNSS-based inference. Operating above the dense
layers of the atmosphere, LEO satellites are effectively free
from tropospheric delay, experience substantially reduced
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Fig. 1. Conceptual illustration of a LEO constellation viewed as a decentralized spaceborne GNSS network. LEO satellites (bright nodes) form a sparse,
time-varying inter-satellite communication graph, while each LEO node receives signals from visible GNSS satellites.

ionospheric effects due to shorter signal propagation paths,
and are largely unaffected by multipath [8], [15]. As a re-
sult, GNSS measurements collected in LEO are considerably
cleaner than those obtained by ground-based receivers. In
addition, the high orbital velocity of LEO spacecraft induces
strong Doppler signatures and rapidly varying observation
geometry, both of which enhance measurement observability
and render Doppler a highly informative and complementary
observable [16]. The scale of modern LEO constellations
further amplifies these advantages, as thousands of rapidly
moving satellites naturally provide dense global coverage and
rich geometric diversity.

Despite these favorable observation conditions, realizing
cooperative orbit and clock estimation at the constellation
level is fundamentally challenged by the dynamic nature of
LEO networks. Satellite visibility and inter-satellite connec-
tivity vary over time, while scaling to thousands of satellites
dramatically increases the density of observations, placing
stringent demands on update rates [17], [18]. These charac-
teristics give rise to a large-scale, communication-constrained
network with limited bandwidth and time-varying connectivity.
Under these constraints, centralized processing is challenging:
it incurs excessive communication and computational burdens,
introduces significant latency, and ultimately fails to scale with
constellation size. Moreover, no such spaceborne fusion center
currently exists, and establishing one for constellation-wide
processing would require substantial cost and dedicated infras-
tructure. Together, these challenges motivate a decentralized
processing paradigm, in which each LEO satellite performs
local estimation based on its own observations and exchanges
only compact information with neighboring nodes over a time-
varying communication graph.

With sufficient connectivity, decentralized estimation offers
a pathway to globally consistent solutions without forward-

ing raw measurements to a centralized analysis center. By
shifting computation toward the data sources, such approaches
reduce backhaul load, lower latency, and enable inherent
parallelism with more efficient resource utilization [19]–[22].
Beyond these benefits, decentralized architectures alleviate
communication and computational burdens, improve scalabil-
ity, enhance resilience to node or link failures, preserve data
locality, and support higher update rates as observation density
increases [23]. These properties make decentralized processing
a promising direction for large, dynamic LEO constella-
tions operating as cooperative GNSS observation networks.
Nevertheless, achieving decentralized estimation that ensures
system-wide coordination remains challenging in large-scale,
communication-constrained LEO networks.

Based on these considerations, this work investigates the
idea of treating a LEO constellation as a decentralized space-
borne GNSS network, in which onboard GNSS receivers co-
operatively estimate constellation-level states to enable precise
LEO orbit and clock determination. In this formulation, each
satellite operates as a node in a time-varying communication
graph and contributes its locally collected GNSS observations
to a constellation-wide estimation process. This perspective
naturally leads to a decentralized estimation framework de-
signed to accommodate the large scale and high dynamics of
LEO constellations, as well as the intermittent connectivity
inherent to onboard operations.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:
1) We propose a spaceborne GNSS network architecture for

large-scale LEO constellations, in which LEO satellites
cooperatively process shared GNSS information to per-
form precise self-orbit and clock determination in a fully
decentralized manner. This architecture allows precise
on-orbit estimation of orbit and clock states through
cooperative processing.
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2) We model the inter-satellite communication topology
induced by LEO orbital dynamics as a time-varying but
predictable graph, and develop a momentum-accelerated
gradient tracking (GT) algorithm tailored to this setting.
This approach significantly improves convergence rates,
thereby drastically reducing the communication over-
head required to reach a specific error tolerance.

3) We provide a large-scale numerical evaluation with hun-
dreds of LEO satellites, demonstrating that decentral-
ized precise orbit and clock determination can achieve
accuracy comparable to centralized processing. These
findings suggest a viable path toward large-scale on-
orbit computing infrastructures where scalability and
varying communication patterns are first-order design
constraints.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II introduces the spaceborne GNSS observation model.
Section III analyzes the estimability of parameters in LEO
onboard GNSS networks. Section IV presents the proposed de-
centralized estimation algorithm for time-varying inter-satellite
communication topologies. Section V reports numerical results
that demonstrate the feasibility of the proposed approach.
Section VI concludes the paper.

II. SPACEBORNE GNSS OBSERVATION EQUATIONS

LEO satellites, whose orbital altitudes typically range from
300 to 1500 km, experience high relative dynamics with
GNSS satellites, producing Doppler shifts of up to tens
of kilohertz. These strong Doppler dynamics provide rich
information content and, when properly modeled, improve
the observability of orbit, velocity, and onboard clock states,
in contrast to ground receivers, which observe only weak
Doppler variations. In addition, LEO satellites operate above
the troposphere, so no tropospheric delay is present, and their
much shorter ionospheric path greatly reduces ionospheric
delay. Together, the high dynamics and simplified propagation
conditions create an observation environment that differs from
that of ground-based GNSS.

In the proposed spaceborne GNSS networked framework, a
large LEO constellation is modeled as a network of spaceborne
GNSS receiver nodes. Each LEO satellite is equipped with
an onboard GNSS receiver that tracks signals transmitted by
GNSS satellites. Consider a system consisting of L LEO
satellites and G GNSS satellites. Due to orbital geometry and
line-of-sight (LOS) visibility, each receiver has access to only
a subset of the GNSS constellation at a given epoch. When
receiver l observes transmitter g, the linearized observation
equations on frequency f can be written in unified form as:

E
{
∆ϕg

l,f

}
=(ug

l )
T
∆pl +∆tl + λfδl,f −∆tg

− λfδ
g
f − µfI

g
l + λfz

g
l,f ,

E
{
∆ρgl,f

}
=(ug

l )
T
∆pl +∆tl + bl,f −∆tg

− bgf + µfI
g
l ,

E
{
∆dgl,f

}
=− 1

λf
(ug

l )
⊤
∆vl −

1

λf

(
∆ṫl −∆ṫg

)
− µf

λf
İgl ,

(1)

where E{·} denotes expectation, and

• ∆ϕg
l,f , ∆ρgl,f , and ∆dgl,f denote the undifferenced

observed-minus-computed carrier-phase, pseudorange
(code), and Doppler measurements, respectively.

• l = 1, . . . , L, g = 1, . . . , G, and f = 1, . . . , F index the
LEO receivers, GNSS satellites, and frequencies.

• ug
l denotes the line-of-sight (LOS) unit vector from

GNSS satellite g to receiver l.
• ∆pl and ∆vl represent the incremental position and

velocity of receiver l, respectively.
• ∆tl and ∆tg denote the receiver and GNSS satellite clock

biases, with ∆ṫl and ∆ṫg representing the corresponding
clock drift terms.

• δl,f and δgf denote the receiver and GNSS satellite carrier-
phase hardware biases at frequency f , while bl,f and bgf
denote the corresponding pseudorange hardware biases.

• Igl represents the ionospheric delay at the first frequency,
scaled to frequency f by µf = λ2

f/λ
2
1. The ionospheric

delay rate İgl is neglected in the subsequent analysis.
• zgl,f denotes the carrier-phase ambiguity.

To construct the network-wide observation vector, the ob-
servables are ordered as follows. For each receiver l, the
measurements are grouped by frequency: starting from f = 1,
all carrier-phase observations are listed first, followed by all
pseudorange observations, and then all Doppler observations.
Within each observation type, satellites are arranged according
to the prescribed satellite ordering. The same structure is
repeated for frequencies 2 through F , and then for receivers
1 through L. With this data organization, the network-wide
observation vector is defined as

y =
[
yT
1 , · · · ,yT

L

]T
, (2)

where yl collects the measurements associated with receiver
l and is structured as

yl =
[
yT
l,1, · · · ,yT

l,F

]T
, yl,f =

[
∆∆∆ϕϕϕT

l,f ,∆∆∆ρρρTl,f ,∆∆∆dT
l,f

]T
.

Here, ∆∆∆ϕϕϕl,f , ∆∆∆ρρρl,f , ∆∆∆dl,f ∈ RGl contain the frequency-f
observations from the Gl GNSS satellites visible to receiver l
(with Gl < G).

The unknown parameters of the considered spaceborne
GNSS system can be grouped into five physically meaningful
categories:

• LEO orbit–related states: incremental position and ve-
locity corrections of the LEO satellites.

xleo-orb = col
{
∆p1, ∆v1, . . . , ∆pL, ∆vL

}
∈ R6L,

where col{·} denotes the column-wise concatenation.
• LEO clock and hardware–related states: onboard re-

ceiver clock offsets and drifts, and carrier-phase and
pseudorange hardware biases for each frequency.

xleo-clk = col
{
x
(1)
leo-clk, . . . , x

(L)
leo-clk

}
∈ RL(2+2F ),

with

x
(l)
leo-clk =

[
∆tl,∆ṫl, δl,1, . . . , δl,F , bl,1, . . . , bl,F

]T
.
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• GNSS clock and hardware–related states: GNSS satel-
lite clock offsets and drifts, together with transmitter
carrier-phase and pseudorange hardware biases.

xgnss-clk = col
{
x
(1)
gnss-clk, . . . , x

(g)
gnss-clk

}
∈ RG(2+2F ),

with

x
(g)
gnss-clk =

[
∆tg,∆ṫg, δg1 , . . . , δ

g
F , b

g
1, . . . , b

g
F

]T
.

• Ionosphere-related states: ionospheric delays associated
with each observable LEO–GNSS link.

xion = col
{
x
(1)
ion, . . . ,x

(L)
ion

}
∈ R

∑
l Gl ,

where
x
(l)
ion =

[
Ig1l , . . . , I

gGl

l

]T ∈ RGl .

• Integer ambiguities: carrier-phase ambiguities for all
LEO–GNSS links and frequencies.

xamb = col
{
x
(1)
amb, . . . , x

(L)
amb

}
∈ R

∑
l FGl ,

with

x
(l)
amb = col

{
x
(l,1)
amb , . . . , x

(l,F )
amb

}
∈ RFGl ,

x
(l,f)
amb =

[
zg1l,f , · · · , z

gGl

l,f

]T
∈ RGl .

The vector of unknown parameters is then represented as

x =
[
xT
leo-orb,x

T
leo-clk,x

T
gnss-clk,x

T
ion,x

T
amb

]T
. (3)

Given the definitions of y and x, the linearized network-wide
observation model can be written as

E{y} = Ax. (4)

Following the same five-state grouping introduced for x, the
corresponding design matrix is structured as

A =
[
Aleo-orb Aleo-clk Agnss-clk Aion Aamb

]
. (5)

The submatrices appearing in (5) are defined in Appendix A.
The GNSS satellite-specific parameters xgnss-clk consti-

tute shared global states, while all remaining parameters are
receiver-related and treated as local states. This local–global
parameter structure naturally leads to a network-driven precise
estimation formulation, in which the global states are inferred
cooperatively across the LEO constellation. The resulting
global states provide a consistent reference that supports
precise determination of the local LEO orbit and clock states,
namely xleo-orb for LEO orbit determination and xleo-clk for
constellation-wide time synchronization. In this sense, the
derived GNSS satellite clock states xgnss-clk can be interpreted
as GNSS satellite clock correction information generated by
the LEO network, which may serve as a potential correction
source for downstream GNSS positioning applications. The
estimability of the individual parameter components, and the
conditions under which they can be uniquely identified, are
discussed in the next section.

III. ESTIMABILITY AND IDENTIFIABILITY ANALYSIS OF
MODEL PARAMETERS

The observation equations introduced in Section II inher-
ently lead to a rank-deficient estimation problem: the design
matrix A is not full rank, meaning that only certain linear
combinations of the parameters are identifiable, while their
absolute values are not. For a networked architecture, this issue
is particularly critical, as all nodes must adopt a common set of
physically meaningful estimable parameters; otherwise, differ-
ent nodes would converge to mutually inconsistent solutions.
To address this challenge, we adopt the S-system theory to
rigorously characterize the identifiable parameter combinations
of the proposed spaceborne GNSS network [24]–[26].

To identify the rank deficiencies of the design matrix in (4),
we examine which changes in the unknown parameters leave
all measurements unchanged. A straightforward example is a
common shift applied simultaneously to all receiver clocks
and all GNSS satellite clocks, which does not affect either
the carrier-phase or pseudorange observations. It indicates
that the corresponding clock parameters are not independently
observable. Such a dependency introduces a rank deficiency,
which can be resolved by designating one receiver clock as
the temporal reference, thereby removing it from the set of
unknowns. This constraint forms part of the adopted S-basis.

Applying the same reasoning to the full model reveals addi-
tional parameter dependencies. These dependency categories,
together with the specific constraints used to eliminate them,
are summarized in TABLE I. For clarity, let n and m denote
the dimensions of the unknown parameter vector x and the
observation vector y, respectively. Thus, y ∈ Rm, x ∈ Rn,
and the corresponding design matrix satisfies A ∈ Rm×n with
rank(A) = r ≤ n. The total dimension of the associated null
space, i.e., the cumulative size of all rank deficiencies, is

n− r = 2 + 2F + (2 + F )(L− 1 +G). (6)

The range and null spaces of the matrix A are denoted
by R(A) and N (A), with dimensions dimR(A) = r and
dimN (A) = n − r, respectively. Let V ∈ Rn×(n−r) be a
matrix whose columns form a basis of the null space N (A),
so that AV = 0. Although the null space N (A) is unique, the
particular choice of its basis matrix V is not. Let S ∈ Rn×r

denote a basis matrix spanning a subspace complementary to
R(V), such that

Rn = R(S)⊕R(V).

Because the matrix A is rank-deficient, i.e., r < n, the
observations do not contain sufficient information to deter-
mine all components of the parameter vector. In this case, x
can be decomposed into two parts: an estimable component
x

S
∈ R(S) and a non-estimable component x

V
∈ R(V). This

decomposition can be written as

x = Sα︸︷︷︸
x
S

+ Vβ︸︷︷︸
x
V

=
[
S V

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
n×n

[
α
β

]
, (7)

where α ∈ Rr contains the estimable parameter functions
associated with S, and β ∈ Rn−r contains the inestimable
parameter functions associated with V.
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Since the square matrix
[
S V

]
∈ Rn×n is invertible, the

coefficients α and β can be obtained from[
α

β

]
=

[
S V

]−1
x =


[(
V⊥)T S

]−1 (
V⊥)T[(

S⊥)T V
]−1 (

S⊥)T
x. (8)

Here, V⊥ ∈ Rn×r is a basis matrix whose columns span
a subspace orthogonal to R(V), satisfying (V⊥)TV = 0.
Similarly, S⊥ ∈ Rn×(n−r) is defined such that (S⊥)TS = 0.

Based on the chosen basis matrices S and V, the obser-
vation model becomes a full-rank system in the estimable
parameters α:

E{y} = A(Sα+Vβ) = (AS)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ã

α. (9)

This identifies the estimable component of x as

xS = Sα = x−Vβ = Sx, (10)

where S ∈ Rn×n denotes the S-transformation matrix. It
admits the equivalent representations

S = S
[
(V⊥)TS

]−1
(V⊥)T

= In −V
[
(S⊥)TV

]−1
(S⊥)T .

(11)

The matrix S therefore defines the linear combinations of the
initial parameters that can be estimated based on the chosen
S-basis.

Different choices of the S-basis may be adopted, with each
choice defining a particular set of estimable global products
and LEO-specific states. TABLE I presents the selection of
S-basis constraints used in this work to eliminate the rank
deficiencies. The corresponding matrices S, V, (S⊥)T , and
S are provided in Appendix B, where they are organized
into five column blocks consistent with the five parameter
groups in the network model. Then, we can obtain a full-
rank, undifferenced spaceborn GNSS network model. The
resulting parameters are no longer the original absolute states

but their estimable linear combinations, denoted by the symbol
(̃·). Table II summarizes these estimable network parameters
and clarifies their interpretation under the adopted S-basis
following the corresponding S-transformation. The carrier-
phase ambiguities are transformed into a double-differenced
form, in which the initial phase terms are eliminated and
the resulting ambiguities are integer-valued, thereby enabling
integer-constrained high-precision positioning.

Please note that, for simplicity, the epoch index has been
omitted in the above formulations. Following standard multi-
epoch undifferenced GNSS modeling, the observation equa-
tions can be stacked over multiple epochs, where time variation
enters through changing geometry and satellite visibility. Im-
portantly, the S-basis identified from a single-epoch formula-
tion applies equally to the stacked multi-epoch model and fully
characterizes the set of estimable parameter combinations. To
avoid unnecessary complexity, an explicit multi-epoch formu-
lation is not provided here. The objective of this section is to
present the fundamental methodology for establishing a well-
defined estimation problem under the proposed spaceborne
GNSS network model, which underpins the decentralized
estimation framework developed later.

IV. NETWORK MODEL FOR LEO ONBOARD GNSS
PROCESSING

In this section, we introduce a networked onboard pro-
cessing framework for LEO constellations. Building on the
analysis in the previous sections, we derive a well-defined
decentralized problem formulation in which all nodes estimate
a common set of identifiable parameters, enabling consistent
network-wide estimation for onboard processing. We then
develop a momentum-accelerated gradient tracking (GT) algo-
rithm to solve the resulting problem. The proposed approach
is explicitly tailored to the orbital dynamics and inter-satellite
communication constraints of LEO constellations.

TABLE I
RANK DEFICIENCIES IN SPACEBORNE GNSS NETWORK: TYPES, SIZES, AND THE S-BASIS CONSTRAINTS CHOSEN FOR THEIR ELIMINATION

Rank-deficiency Type Size Chosen S-basis Constraint Notation

Between LEO receiver and GNSS satellite clocks 1 Pivot receiver clock ∆t1

Between LEO receiver and GNSS satellite clock drift 1 Pivot receiver clock drift ∆ṫ1

Between LEO receiver and GNSS satellite hardware biases 2F Pivot receiver hardware biases

 δ1,f

b1,f

f ≥ 1

Between LEO receiver clocks and receiver hardware biases L− 1 Ionosphere-free receiver code biases bl,IF, l ≥ 2

Between GNSS satellite clocks and hardware biases G Ionosphere-free satellite code biases bgIF, g ≥ 1

Between LEO receiver hardware biases and ionospheric delays L− 1 Geometry-free receiver code biases bl,GF, l ≥ 2

Between GNSS satellite hardware biases and ionospheric delays G Geometry-free satellite code biases bgGF, g ≥ 1

Between LEO receiver hardware biases and ambiguities F (L− 1) Carrier-phase ambiguities for pivot satellites z
gp(l)

l,f , l ≥ 2, f ≥ 1

Between GNSS satellite hardware biases and ambiguities FG Carrier-phase ambiguities for pivot receivers zg
lp(g),f

, g ≥ 1, f ≥ 1

* bl,IF = µ2
µ2−µ1

bl,1 − µ1
µ2−µ1

bl,2, bgIF = µ2
µ2−µ1

bg1 − µ1
µ2−µ1

bg2, bl,GF = 1
µ2−µ1

[
bl,2 − bl,1

]
, bgGF = 1

µ2−µ1

[
bg2 − bg1

]
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TABLE II
ESTIMABLE NETWORK PARAMETERS AND THEIR INTERPRETATION USING THE CHOSEN S-BASIS

Estimable parameter Notation and interpretation Condition

LEO receiver position ∆p̃l = ∆pl l ≥ 1

LEO receiver velocity ∆ṽl = ∆vl l ≥ 1

LEO receiver clock ∆t̃l =
[
∆tl + bl,IF

]
−

[
∆t1 + b1,IF

]
l ≥ 2

LEO receiver clock drift ∆˜̇tl = ∆ṫl −∆ṫ1 l ≥ 2

LEO receiver phase bias δ̃l,f =
[
δl,f − 1

λf
bl,IF

]
−

[
δ1,f − 1

λf
b1,IF

]
+ 1

λf
µf

[
bl,GF − b1,GF

]
+

[
z
gp(l)

l,f − z
gp(l)

lp(g),f

]
l ≥ 2, f ≥ 1

LEO receiver code bias b̃l,f =
[
bl,f − bl,IF

]
−

[
b1,f − b1,IF

]
− µf

[
bl,GF − b1,GF

]
l ≥ 2, f ≥ 3

GNSS satellite clock ∆t̃g =
[
∆tg + bgIF

]
−

[
∆t1 + b1,IF

]
g ≥ 1

GNSS satellite clock drift ∆˜̇tg = ∆ṫg −∆ṫ1 g ≥ 1

GNSS satellite phase bias δ̃gj =
[
δgf − 1

λf
bgIF

]
−

[
δ1,f − 1

λf
b1,IF

]
+ 1

λf
µf

[
bgGF − b1,GF

]
− zg

lp(g),f
g ≥ 1, f ≥ 1

GNSS satellite code bias b̃gf =
[
bgf − bgIF

]
−

[
b1,f − b1,IF

]
− µf

[
bgGF − b1,GF

]
g ≥ 1, f ≥ 3

Ionospheric delay l̃gl = lgl + bl,GF − bgGF l ≥ 1, g ≥ 1

Carrier-phase ambiguity z̃gl,f =
[
zgl,f − z

gp(l)

l,f

]
−

[
zg
lp(g),f

− z
gp(l)

lp(g),f

]
l ̸= lp(g), g ̸= gp(l), f ≥ 1

A. Well-defined Decentralized Formulation

Upon the full-rank design matrix from Section III, the
identifiable parameter vector admits a centralized weighted
least-squares formulation, which serves as a natural reference
solution:

min
x̃
∥y − Ãx̃∥2Q−1 , (12)

where Q denotes the observation-noise covariance matrix.
However, such a centralized architecture is challenging for

large LEO constellations. Transmitting full datasets to a fusion
center and forming global normal equations does not scale
with constellation size or observation duration, and introduces
prohibitive communication, latency, and robustness challenges.
These limitations motivate a decentralized formulation in
which each LEO node performs local computation while
exchanging only compact information with its neighbors.

Guided by the estimability analysis, which specifies the
structure of the local variables xl and the shared global
variable z, as well as their corresponding local design matrices
Al and Bl, each node can locally construct its estimation
model based on the common S-basis, without ever forming the
full network design matrix. Under the decentralized setting,
each node requires only its local observations yl together
with its own local design matrices Al and Bl, without access
to other nodes’ measurements or the global design matrix.
The only information shared across nodes is the selected S-
basis, which ensures a common estimable parameter space and
enables each node to locally construct its corresponding design
matrices.

Accordingly, an equivalent yet scalable decentralized for-
mulation can be given by

minimize
{xl}L

l=1, z
f({xl}Ll=1, z) =

L∑
l=1

fl(xl, z),

where fl(xl, z) =
1

2

∥∥Alxl +Blz− yl

∥∥2
Q−1

l

,

(13)

where Ql is the local measurement noise covariance matrix.
With the above construction, a well-defined decentralized

estimation formulation is established. The fundamental chal-
lenge is then to ensure that the decentralized optimization
remains equivalent to the centralized estimator, such that
all nodes reach agreement on the shared global state and
converge to the centralized solution through compact neighbor-
to-neighbor information exchange. The subsequent subsec-
tion describes the mechanisms by which this agreement is
achieved.

B. Momentum-Accelerated Gradient Tracking with Orbit Dy-
namics

We introduce a communication-efficient method to solve
(13). Building upon the GT framework [27], which enables de-
centralized optimization of coupled local objectives by track-
ing the network-wide gradient using only local information
exchange, we incorporate Heavy-ball momentum to accelerate
convergence. This acceleration reduces the communication
overhead required to reach a target accuracy. As illustrated
in Figure 2, we characterize the inter-satellite communication
topology of LEO constellations as exhibiting distinct behaviors
across two time scales: on a small time scale, the network
topology remains effectively invariant, as communication links
persist despite the continuous motion of the satellites; on a
large time scale, the topology evolves as satellites gradually
drift out of range of previous neighbors and establish new
connections. Consequently, since the constellation operates
iteratively through these regimes, we model the optimization
scheme over a piecewise-invariant graph.

Let us assume the optimization of (13) spans a sequence
of graphs {G(t) = (V, E(t),W(t))}Tt=1, where each G(t)
dominates a specific time period. Here L LEO satellites form
the node set V = {1, . . . , L}, while the edge set E(t) ⊆ V×V
represents time-varying inter-satellite communication links.



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, DECEMBER 2025 7

Small time scale (topology invariant)Ini5aliza5on

🛰 🛰

Large 5me scale (topology change)

🛰

Fig. 2. LEO constellation communication topology across two time scales. Over short horizons, the topology is effectively invariant as links persist despite
satellite motion; over longer horizons, the topology changes as satellites move out of range of previous neighbors and establish new links. This motivates
modeling the optimization over a periodically invariant (piecewise static) graph sequence {G(t)}Tt=1.

The mixing matrix W(t) = [w
(t)
lq ] ∈ RL×L is compatible

with the topology, i.e., w
(t)
lq > 0 only if (l, q) ∈ E(t)

(or l = q), and we assume W(t) is doubly stochastic:
W(t)1 = 1 and 1⊤W(t) = 1⊤. We adopt Metropolis weights
for W(t), which can be computed in a decentralized manner
by exchanging node-degree information. Specifically, letting
N (t)

l = {q ∈ V : (l, q) ∈ E(t)} denote the neighbor set of
node l and d

(t)
l = |N (t)

l | its degree, the weights are

w
(t)
lq =


1

max
(
d
(t)
l ,d

(t)
q

)
+1

if q ∈ N (t)
l ,

1−
∑

p∈N (t)
l

w
(t)
lp if l = q,

0 otherwise.

(14)

Then, for iteration k within the time period dominated by
G(t), the algorithm at node l proceeds as follows

vk
l = zkl + θ

(
zkl − zk−1

l

)
, (15a)

zk+1
l = C

(
vk
l − γgk

l , K
)
, (15b)

xk+1
l = (A⊤

l Q
−1
l Al)

−1A⊤
l Q

−1
l

(
yl −Blz

k+1
l

)
, (15c)

gk+1
l =

∑
q∈N (t)

l

w
(t)
ql gk

q +∇zfl(x
k+1
l , zk+1

l )−∇zfl(x
k
l , z

k
l ),

(15d)

where ∇zfl(xl, zl) denotes the gradient of fl(xl, zl) with
respect to z.

Under this formulation, (15a) implements the Heavy-ball
momentum update vk

l with coefficient θ ∈ [0, 1); (15b)
performs a γ descent step combined with a K-round consensus
operator C(·) to obtain zk+1

l ; (15c) computes the closed-form
update of the local auxiliary variable xl given zk+1

l (as derived
in [28]); and (15d) updates the gradient tracker gk+1

l . The
complete iterative procedure is summarized in Algorithm 1.
For simplicity, we assume that each snapshot G(t) remains
dominant for the same period length.

The consensus operator C(·) performs K rounds of neigh-
borhood mixing using the mixing matrix W(t). This design
is motivated by LEO constellations, where the inter-satellite
communication graph is typically sparse (e.g., each satellite
may communicate with only a few neighbors), which leads
to poor mixing in a single round. By incorporating multi-
round mixing, C(·) strengthens information diffusion across

Algorithm 1 Momentum-Accelerated GT for LEO GNSS

Require: Graph patterns {G(t)}Tt=1; stepsize γ > 0; momen-
tum θ; maximum iterations K, consensus rounds K

Require: Local data {Al,Bl,Ql,yl}Ll=1 and fl as in (13)
Ensure: Estimates {xK

l , zKl }Ll=1

1: Initialization: For each node l, initialize z0l = z−1
l ,

calculate x0
l ← (A⊤

l Q
−1
l Al)

−1A⊤
l Q

−1
l (yl −Blz

0
l ), and

set g0
l ← ∇zfl(x

0
l , z

0
l )

2: for k = 0 to K − 1 do
3: t← ⌊k/T ⌋+ 1 ;
4: W(t) ← G(t) ;
5: for all l ∈ {1, . . . , L} do
6: vk

l ← zkl + θ
(
zkl − zk−1

l

)
;

7: ψk
l ← vk

l − γgk
l ;

8: φl ← ψk
l ;

9: for κ = 0 to K − 1 do
10: φl ←

∑
q∈N (t)

l

w
(t)
ql φq ;

11: end for
12: zk+1

l ← φl ;
13: xk+1

l ← (A⊤
l Q

−1
l Al)

−1A⊤
l Q

−1
l (yl −Blz

k+1
l ) ;

14: gk+1
l ←

∑
q∈N (t)

l

w
(t)
ql gk

q + ∇zfl(x
k+1
l , zk+1

l ) −
∇zfl(x

k
l , z

k
l ) ;

15: end for
16: end for

the network and can stabilize the updates, allowing a larger
momentum parameter θ and stepsize γ and thereby improving
convergence in practice.

Although multi-round consensus increases the communica-
tion cost per iteration, prior works have significantly reduced
this overhead via low-bit quantization and error-feedback
mechanisms [29], [30]. In such approaches, the multi-round
consensus can be interpreted as applying a finite-impulse-
response (FIR) graph filter implemented through repeated local
exchanges [31], [32]. Moreover, performing consensus-only
steps (i.e., mixing without additional gradient evaluations) can
reduce the wall-clock time by mitigating straggler effects,
which is particularly beneficial when the communication win-
dow is short.
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V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Numerical simulations are conducted to evaluate the pro-
posed network-based LEO onboard GNSS processing frame-
work. A Walker–Delta LEO constellation consisting of 500
satellites is considered, where each satellite is equipped with
a dual-frequency GNSS receiver. The satellites are deployed
in 20 orbital planes with 25 satellites per plane, at an altitude
of 550 km and an inclination of 53◦, and their trajectories
are propagated accordingly. Each LEO satellite is assumed to
communicate with its 4 nearest neighbors, thereby forming a
sparse, time-varying communication graph for information ex-
change. GNSS satellite positions are generated by propagating
the corresponding orbital parameters. In the simulations, only
GPS satellites are considered, with a total of 30 satellites.
Dual-frequency observations at the GPS L1/L2 frequencies
are simulated, including undifferenced carrier-phase, code
pseudorange, and Doppler measurements. An elevation mask
of 0◦ is applied, and only LOS visible GNSS satellites are used
at each epoch. Measurement noise is modeled as zero-mean
Gaussian, with standard deviations of 1 mm for carrier phase,
10 cm for code, and 0.5 Hz for Doppler. Receiver clock offsets
are initialized with a standard deviation of 100 ns, while the
GNSS satellite clock offsets are assigned an initial uncertainty
of 10 ns. The resulting simulated observation set is used for
the subsequent estimation analysis.

For the algorithm settings, the per-epoch processing is
assumed to evolve over a graph sequence {G(t)}3t=1 and runs
for at most Kmax = 1.2 × 104 iterations. Unless otherwise
specified, we set the stepsize γ = 0.01, the momentum
parameter θ = 0.7, and the number of consensus rounds
K = 20, and initialize GNSS satellite parameters as zeros
for Algorithm 1. We report the resulting network-based co-
operative solution and compare it against a non-cooperative
standalone solution in which each satellite processes its own
measurements independently.

Figure 3 and Figure 4 compare the orbit determination
and time synchronization performance under three process-
ing strategies: standalone per-receiver processing, network-
based processing with float ambiguities, and network-based
processing with integer-fixed ambiguities. As shown in Fig-
ure 3, standalone processing yields a LEO orbit determination
error of 2.95 m, reflecting the limited accuracy of individual
receivers. By jointly estimating shared GNSS satellite clock
states across the constellation, the network-based float solution
significantly improves the orbit accuracy to 0.12 m. When
integer ambiguity resolution is enabled using the LAMBDA
method [33], the network-fixed solution further reduces the
orbit error to 0.06 m, achieving centimeter-level accuracy.
Figure 4 shows the corresponding time synchronization per-
formance. The standalone solution exhibits a timing error of
7.95 ns. For the network-based solutions, the reported tim-
ing errors correspond to the network-consistent clock states.
Network-based float processing achieves a timing accuracy of
approximately 0.21 ns, which is further improved to 0.11 ns
after integer ambiguity fixing. Overall, the results demonstrate
that network-based onboard GNSS processing enables substan-
tial gains in both orbit determination and time synchronization,

Standalone Network (Float) Network (Fixed)

2.95

0.12 0.06

Fig. 3. LEO orbit determination error under different processing strategies
(meter).

Standalone Network (Float) Network (Fixed)

7.95

0.21 0.11

Fig. 4. LEO time synchronization error under different processing strategies
(nanosecond).

with integer ambiguity resolution provides further performance
improvements.

We characterize the convergence behavior of our algorithm
in Figure 5 and Figure 6. The former illustrates the mean-
square deviation (MSD) with respect to the centralized so-
lution, while the latter depicts the proximity to first-order
optimality (gradient norm). Through an ablation study, we
demonstrate that our method converges linearly to the cen-
tralized solution with significant acceleration. Crucially, this
acceleration stems from the synergy between momentum and
multi-round consensus; neither component is sufficient on
its own. Specifically, the vanilla GT algorithm is restricted
to a quarter of the stepsize due to the sparsely connected
underlying graph of the LEO constellations. In this regime,
incorporating momentum yields only marginal improvements,
as stability constraints force the momentum parameter θ to
remain small. However, employing K consensus rounds re-
duces the disagreement error between states, enabling the use
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Fig. 5. Convergence behavior measured by MSD. We compare the vanilla
GT method with its momentum-accelerated variant, a consensus-only variant,
and the combined momentum+consensus scheme. The latter corresponds to
our proposed method, while the others serve as ablations.
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Fig. 6. Evolution of the norm of the network-averaged gradient corresponding
to the results in Figure 5. We utilize this metric to evaluate the proximity of
the solution to first-order optimality.

of a full stepsize γ. This improved stability accommodates
a larger momentum parameter, which significantly accelerates
convergence. These results confirm that our algorithm achieves
the desired estimation accuracy with reduced overhead for
a given tolerance. Ultimately, we show that the proposed
method provides a viable and scalable algorithmic framework
for GNSS network processing onboard LEO satellites, where
centralized processing and communication resources are lim-
ited.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper studied decentralized GNSS network processing
for large-scale LEO constellations by modeling the constel-
lation as a cooperative spaceborne network interconnected
through inter-satellite links. By exploiting the network struc-
ture and the redundancy of GNSS observations across satel-
lites, a network-driven estimation framework was established
for joint orbit determination and clock synchronization without
centralized data fusion while preserving global consistency.

Numerical results demonstrated that cooperative network pro-
cessing substantially improves both orbit and clock estima-
tion accuracy compared to standalone processing. Within
this framework, a momentum-accelerated gradient tracking
method enables fully decentralized onboard estimation over
a dynamic network and converges rapidly to the centralized
benchmark solution. Overall, the proposed framework supports
scalable and network-driven GNSS processing for large-scale
LEO constellations, enabling high-precision onboard naviga-
tion through cooperative estimation in space.
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APPENDIX A
SUBMATRIX DEFINITIONS OF THE DESIGN MATRIX

This appendix provides the block-wise definitions of the
submatrices that together form the overall design matrix A.
• LEO orbit–related design matrix:

Aleo-orb = blkdiagLl=1

(
Hleo-orb

l

)
, (A.1)

where

Hleo-orb
l =

H
leo-orb
l,1

...
Hleo-orb

l,F

 ,Hleo-orb
l,f =


Ul 0
Ul 0

0 − 1

λf
Ul

 . (A.2)

Here, Ul ∈ RGl×3 is the LOS direction matrix for receiver l,
with each row representing the LOS unit vector to a visible
GNSS satellite.
• LEO clock and hardware–related design matrix:

Aleo-clk = blkdiagLl=1

(
Hleo-clk

l

)
, (A.3)

with

Hleo-clk
l =

H
leo-clk
l,1 Cfreq

1
...

Hleo-clk
l,F Cfreq

F

 ,Hleo-clk
l,f =


1 0 λf 0
1 0 0 1

0 − 1

λf
0 0

⊗ 1Gl
,

(A.4)
where Cfreq

f selects, from x
(l)
leo-clk, the receiver clock and

hardware-bias states associated with frequency f , and ⊗
denotes the Kronecker product.
• GNSS clock and hardware–related design matrix:

Agnss-clk = − colLl=1

(
Hgnss-clk

l

)
, (A.5)

where

Hgnss-clk
l = col

{
Hgnss-clk

l,1 , . . . ,Hgnss-clk
l,F

}
, (A.6)

with
Hgnss-clk

l,f = col
{
Sϕ
l,f , S

ρ
l,f , S

d
l,f

}
, (A.7)

Sϕ
l,f = colg∈Gl

(
e⊤g ⊗ sϕ,gl,f

)
, (A.8)

Sρ
l,f = colg∈Gl

(
e⊤g ⊗ sρ,gl,f

)
, (A.9)
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Sd
l,f = colg∈Gl

(
e⊤g ⊗ sd,gl,f

)
, (A.10)

sϕ,gl,f =
[
1, 0, λfe

⊤
f , 01×F

]
, (A.11)

sρ,gl,f =
[
1, 0, 01×F , e⊤f

]
, (A.12)

sd,gl,f =

[
0, − 1

λf
, 01×F , 01×F

]
. (A.13)

Here, ef ∈ RF denotes the f -th canonical basis vector, i.e., a
vector with a 1 in position f and zeros elsewhere.
• Ionosphere-related design matrix:

Aion = blkdiagLl=1

(
Hion

l

)
(A.14)

where

Hion
l =

 Hion
l,1
...

Hion
l,F

 , Hion
l,f =

 −µf

+µf

0

⊗ IGl
. (A.15)

• Integer ambiguity–related design matrix:

Aamb = blkdiagLl=1

(
Hamb

l

)
, (A.16)

with

Hamb
l =blkdiagFf=1

(
Hamb

l,f

)
, Hamb

l,f =

λf

0
0

⊗IGl
. (A.17)

APPENDIX B
MATRICES USED FOR RANK-DEFICIENCY ELIMINATION

This appendix presents the matrices that underpin the S-
system transformation. For convenience, we summarize sev-
eral notations that will be used throughout this appendix: cn =

[1, 0, · · · , 0]T, 1n = [1, 1, · · · , 1]T, Dn =
[
−1n In−1

]T
,

Cn =
[
0n−1 In−1

]T
, Fn =

[
0(n−2)×2 In−2

]T
,

En = CnD
T
n = In − 1nc

T
n , µµµ = [µ1, · · · , µf ]

T, µIF =
1

µ2−µ1
[µ2,−µ1, 0, . . . , 0]

T, µGF = 1
µ2−µ1

[−1, 1, 0, . . . , 0]T,
λλλ = [λ1, · · · , λf ]

T, and ΛΛΛ = diag {λ1, · · · , λF }.
The matrices employed to eliminate the rank deficiencies

are defined in (B.1) to (B.4). The ambiguity-related blocks
are constructed based on the receiver–satellite visibility sets
and the adopted pivot selection, and therefore do not admit
a universal closed-form expression; their role is to eliminate
the ambiguity-related rank deficiencies under the chosen S-
basis. For compactness, we omit the explicit listing of these
graph-dependent blocks and instead summarize their role in
Table I/Table II.
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0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1L ⊗ I2F+2 CL ⊗


−1
0

Λ−11F

1F

 0 CL ⊗


0
0

Λ−1µ
−µ

 0 −CL ⊗


0
0
IF
0

 0

1G ⊗ I2F+2 0 IG ⊗


−1
0
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