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Abstract: Low earth orbit (LEO) satellite communi-
cations can provide ubiquitous and reliable services,
making it an essential part of the Internet of Every-
thing network. Beam hopping (BH) is an emerg-
ing technology for effectively addressing the issue of
low resource utilization caused by the non-uniform
spatio-temporal distribution of traffic demands. How-
ever, how to allocate multi-dimensional resources in a
timely and efficient way for the highly dynamic LEO
satellite systems remains a challenge. This paper pro-
poses a joint beam scheduling and power optimiza-
tion beam hopping (JBSPO-BH) algorithm consider-
ing the differences in the geographic distribution of
sink nodes. The JBSPO-BH algorithm decouples the
original problem into two sub-problems. The beam
scheduling problem is modelled as a potential game,
and the Nash equilibrium (NE) point is obtained as
the beam scheduling strategy. Moreover, the penalty
function interior point method is applied to optimize
the power allocation. Simulation results show that the
JBSPO-BH algorithm has low time complexity and
fast convergence and achieves better performance both
in throughput and fairness. Compared with greedy-
based BH, greedy-based BH with the power optimiza-
tion, round-robin BH, Max-SINR BH and satellite
resource allocation algorithm, the throughput of the
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proposed algorithm is improved by 44.99%, 20.79%,
156.06%, 15.39% and 8.17%, respectively.
Keywords: beam hopping; potential game; interior
point method; resource allocation

I. INTRODUCTION

Satellite communication can provide seamless global
communications, meeting the communication needs
of sparsely populated or complex terrain areas [1, 2].
With the rapid development of broadband Internet ser-
vices, traditional satellite communications are expe-
riencing challenges such as high traffic demand and
low throughput. High-throughput satellites (HTS) in-
crease system capacity with critical technologies such
as multi-spot beams, frequency reuse, and antenna
gain, which has become a hot spot in today’s indus-
try [3-5]. Most existing HTS systems use geosyn-
chronous orbit (GEO) satellites, which are simple to
build and provide stable and uninterrupted services for
fixed areas. In recent years, the research on HTS has
progressively evolved into low earth orbit (LEO) satel-
lites. The main reasons are that geosynchronous or-
bital resources are limited, and LEO satellites have the
advantages of low latency and low cost [6].

In most scenarios, the spatio-temporal distribution
of traffic demands changes dynamically. The fixed
power allocation and beam scheduling approach will
make the limited multi-beam HTS onboard resources
unable to respond efficiently to the non-uniform traffic
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demands. Communication resources with high traffic
demand are insufficient, and communication resources
with low traffic demand are wasted, leading to inef-
ficient resource utilization. The beam hopping (BH)
technology adopts time-slicing technology. That is, /i
beams are scheduled at each slot on the basis of traffic
demands and N(N > K') beam positions can be cov-
ered by a LEO satellite simultaneously [7]. In [8], it is
verified that the BH satellite system has better flexibil-
ity and can better cope with the non-uniform user dis-
tribution and traffic demands, thereby improving the
utilization of resources. The proposal of BH technol-
ogy has attracted extensive attention from researchers.
It is considered to be the key technology for develop-
ing HTS to very HTS.

In order to better solve the problem of low resource
utilization caused by the spatio-temporal distribution
of traffic demands, many scholars have proposed a
series of BH satellite resource allocation algorithms.
Most existing research focuses on the forward link in
GEO satellite systems because the forward link is the
main direction of service transmission, and resource
optimization decision is made totally by the satellite.
The studies in [9, 10] have solved the problem of re-
source optimization in BH satellite systems based on
global optimization characteristics and applicability of
the genetic algorithm (GA). The algorithm in [10] can
dynamically adjust the time slot allocation to satisfy
the non-uniform traffic demands of each beam posi-
tion under the influence of time-varying rain atten-
uation and effectively improve the system’s perfor-
mance. In [11, 12], authors have considered the in-
fluence of co-channel interference (CCI) on resource
allocation and proposed two iterative algorithms based
on maximizing signal to interference plus noise ratio
(SINR) and minimizing CCI to improve the total ca-
pacity. In [13], Wang et al. have considered a uni-
form clustering scheme. And on the basis, to achieve
efficient utilization of resources, a joint power and
time slots optimization algorithm has been proposed
to achieve on-demand resource allocation. In recent
years, some scholars have introduced deep reinforce-
ment learning (DRL) methods to optimize resource al-
location in BH satellite systems [14, 15]. Xu et al.
have adopted a novel multi-action selection method
based on double-loop learning to optimize resource al-
location in the BH satellite systems [14]. The method
can ensure the fairness of each beam position, mini-

mize transmission delay of real-time service and max-
imize throughput of non-real-time service. In [15],
a dynamic beam position illumination and bandwidth
allocation scheme based on DRL has been proposed,
which flexibly utilizes the three-dimensional resource
of time, space and frequency to achieve throughput
maximization and fairness considering the time delay
between beam positions.

Due to the high-speed movement of LEO satellites,
the dynamic changes in channel conditions and traf-
fic demands make the research on BH resources in
GEO satellite systems unable to be directly applied to
LEO satellite systems. Consequently, some scholars
are exploring resource allocation schemes suitable for
BH LEO satellite systems [16, 17]. In [16], Liu et
al. have modelled the coverage area as a rectangular
block for the time-varying position of LEO satellites
and used an iterative algorithm to maximize system
capacity. A greedy algorithm has been adopted to im-
prove throughput based on traffic demand in the beam
position [17]. Both of the above studies have not dis-
cussed the impact of CCI on the LEO satellite systems.
Besides, the power of satellite is divided on average,
so further optimization is still possible.

Although existing resource allocation techniques for
BH LEO satellite systems can bring benefits to system
performance, there is still room for improvement. In
general, the scenario in discussion is only available for
the user distributed in the center of the beam position.
In this work, we consider difference in the geographic
distribution of sink nodes within the same beam po-
sition. In addition, in the BH LEO satellite systems,
the CCI cannot be ignored, and the existing work fails
to fully consider the influence of the CCI on the sys-
tem performance. Therefore, we propose an algorithm
to improve system performance by using limited on-
board resources, which can effectively avoid interfer-
ence and make timely resource allocation decisions.
Last but not least, the power of LEO satellites is lim-
ited, but most of the existing work adopts the way that
the power is allocated equally among the beams. Thus,
the resources are not efficiently utilized. In this work,
besides the flexible beam scheduling, the power allo-
cation is optimized. The main work of this paper is as
follows:

* Firstly, the resource allocation strategy for BH

LEO satellite systems is designed. The problem
with the joint beam scheduling and power alloca-
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tion is formulated to minimize the total second-
order difference (SOD) cost of traffic offered and
traffic demand in each beam position.

* Then, the joint beam scheduling and power opti-
mization beam hopping (JBSPO-BH) algorithm is
proposed, and the original problem is divided into
two sub-problems. One is the problem of beam
scheduling, which is solved by the potential game
theory. The other is the power optimization prob-
lem and the penalty function interior point method
is applied to realize power allocation.

* Finally, based on simulation results, the JBSPO-
BH algorithm can improve the performance of
system throughput and fairness. Moreover, it can
also converge quickly, which is more likely to
adapt to the time-varying characteristics of LEO
satellites.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II introduces the model and problem formulation
of BH LEO satellite systems. Section III introduces
the potential game-based beam scheduling algorithm
and JBSPO-BH algorithm. Section IV presents the
simulation results. Finally, Section V concludes the

paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This paper primarily studies the forward link in DVB-
S2X [18], as seen in Figure 1. Meanwhile, a BH cov-
erage scheme that combines wide and spot beams is
adopted [19]. A wide beam, also known as a signalling
beam, is responsible for timely signalling transmis-
sion and collection of user access and channel state
information in the whole coverage area. A spot beam,
also known as a service beam, realizes the on-demand
high-speed broadband service in the form of BH. The
following beam refers to service beam. One LEO
satellite can provide K beams to cover the N beam po-
sitions in a time-division multiplexing (TDM) manner.
In particular, K beams are scheduled, also known as
that K beam positions are illuminated simultaneously
(N > K). And the centre of the beam is the centre of
the illuminated beam position. There are several sink
nodes distributed in each beam position, which collect
information from nearby users. We assume that only
one sink node can get transmission in a beam during a
slot. The packet is transmitted from the gateway to the

LEO satellite and then sent to the sink node of the cor-
responding beam position according to the BH sched-
ule generated by the BH controller. The notations and
corresponding descriptions in this section are summa-
rized in Table 1.

Table 1. Mainly notations.

Notation ~ Description

N The number of beam positions

K The number of beams

pt Power allocated to the nth beam position
at time ¢

H} ., At time ¢ gain of beam covering the mth
beam position to the nth beam position

Gr(9) Gain of the transmit antenna with 0
away from the spindle

Gr(p) Gain of the receive antenna with ¢
away from the spindle

PLY, Path loss of the nth beam position at
time ¢

Py Noise power

SINR!,  SINR of the nth beam position at time ¢

B Total bandwidth

R, Traffic offered of the sink node of the nth
beam position at time ¢

R, Traffic demand of the nth beam position
at time ¢

o, Beam scheduling variable of the nth
beam position at time ¢

Ty BH slot

Tp BH cycle

Ts Cycle of updating the location of
subsatellite point

0348 Half-power angle of transmit antenna

©3dB Half-power angle of receive antenna

Figure 2 depicts the time slot scheduling in the BH
LEO satellite systems. Let 7} represent the small-
est time scale in the system and 7}, represent BH cy-
cle. During T3, at most K beams are scheduled while
power allocation is achieved. The BH controller plans
the BH schedule and updates the traffic demand of
each beam position for packet arrival every 7). The
cycle of updating the subsatellite point’s location 7’
is introduced, since the position of the LEO satellite
changes continuously over time.

2.1 Communication Model

The set of sink nodes in the nth beam position is
O,, = {011,012, s Opnpay }» AN Ny 1s the num-
ber of sink nodes in the nth beam position. In this
paper, it is assumed that only one sink node in a beam
position can get transmission service during 7. At
time ¢, the signal received by the served sink node of
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Figure 1. BH LEO satellite scenario.
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Figure 2. BH LEO satellite time slots scheduling.

the nth beam position is:

yh = /PLHL al + > 0\ PLHY Lk, 4o, (1)

m#£n

where P! is the transmit power of the LEO satellite al-
located to the nth beam position, and %, is the transmit
symbol of the nth beam position at time ¢. In addition,
ng is the additional white Gaussian noise with power
of Py. H}, denotes channel gain of the beam cov-
ering the mth beam position to the nth beam position,
specifically:

H}, . = Gr(9},,,)Gr(p;,)PL,. 2)

In Eq. (2), 0}, , is the angular position of the se-
lected sink node of nth beam position from the beam
covering the mth beam position at time ¢. Similarly,
¢! is the angle between the signal transmission’s di-
rection and the sink node’s spindle of the nth beam
position at time ¢. Thus, G (6, ,,,) and Gr(¢},) rep-
resent the gain of the transmit antenna with wan away
from the spindle and the receive antenna with ¢!, away
from the spindle, respectively. PL! is the path loss
of the nth beam position at time ¢, including free
space loss and other loss PL,. The following formula
calculates the gains of transmit and receive antennas
[20, 21]:

60) = Guns (15 + 9, O

_2.07123sin6
- sin diB

u(0) )

where G4, s the maximum gain of the antenna,
and J; and J3 represent the first-order and third-order
Bessel functions, respectively. Besides, 6 is the off-
axis angle, and 034 is the half-power angle of the an-
tenna. Therefore, the SINR of the sink node of the nth
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beam position at time ¢ can be expressed as:

. ol PLH!

SINR!, = L 5

G SR I
m#£n

where «f, is a beam scheduling variable indicating

whether the nth beam position is illuminated at time
t.

Therefore, the corresponding traffic offered of the
nth beam position during 7T} is given by the following
Shannon’s formula:

Rl = BTylogy(1+ SINRY), (6)

where B is total bandwidth.

2.2 Problem Formulation

Considering that in BH LEO satellite systems, the re-
source allocation should not only improve the system
throughput, but also ensure the fairness among beam
positions. Therefore, the metric of SOD cost of traf-
fic offered and traffic demand is adopted. To obtain
the minimum SOD cost of the whole system, the opti-
mization problem can be formalized as [22]:

min S (YR, - R (7)
n t

where R, is traffic demand of the nth beam position.
Further, the above problem can be transformed into
optimizing SOD cost in each BH slot. In problem (8),
R! and R!, represent the traffic demand of sink node
On.i and the nth beam position at time ¢, respectively.
Let o, ;« represent the sink node for packet transmis-
sion in the nth beam position at time ¢. C'1 means that
the number of illuminated beam positions in the same
slot cannot exceed the number of beams provided by
the LEO satellite; C2 indicates that the upper limit of
the sum of power allocated to each beam position is
the maximum transmit power of the satellite; C'3 indi-
cates that the beam scheduling variable o/, is a binary
integer, which means whether a beam is scheduled to
the nth beam position at time ¢; C'4 is the relationship
between Rzn and Rfl, C’5 ensures that resources are

not wasted.

N
. + At \ 2
min R —R
min 3 (R, -R)*,
n? nnzl

N
st.C1:) of <K,
n=1

C2:al €{0,1},
N

C3:> Pl < Puax,
n=1

C4: R = Z Rl

On,iESn

C5: R < R!

n,i*

Since the above problem is a mixed integer pro-
gramming problem, it is difficult to be solved by the
convex optimization method, so the problem is divided
into two sub-problems.

III. JOINT BEAM SCHEDULING AND
POWER OPTIMIZATION BEAM HOP-
PING

The above optimization problem is a mixed integer
programming problem which is challenging to solve
because the beam scheduling variables are binary in-
teger variables and the power allocation variables are
continuous variables. As a consequence, the proposed
algorithm decouples the optimization problem into
two sub-problems. For the beam scheduling problem,
we prove that it is a potential game problem and use
game theory to solve it. Based on the beam scheduling
scheme, the penalty function interior point method is
further used to optimize the power allocation.

3.1 Beam Scheduling

Considering that the transmit power of the satellite is

allocated to each beam averagely, where P,,. = %
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problem(8) can be rewritten as

2
9

N
min " (BTblog2(1 + SINRL) — R;)
——

N
st.Cl: )y o <K,
nzl ©))

C2:dl € {0,1},
O‘szawaL,n

Z thnPaUerl’m + PN .
m#£n

C3:SINR' =

Referring to [23, 24], the game is denoted by

G’ == {K, (ak»){keK}7 (uk(ak, afk»)){keK}} Let K ==
{1,2, ..., K'} represent the set of all game players. De-

Pavth

fine ap € B € N = {0,1,..., N} as the beam
scheduling strategy of the kth beam, where B is the
set of beam positions with non-zero traffic demand.
Besides, a_y, is defined as the beam scheduling strat-
egy of other beams except the kth beam, namely,
a_x = (ay )y cx \1ax}. In the game, each player ex-
pects to minimize its utility function uy (ay, a_g) [25].

min ug(ag, a_k),
ak
s.t.Cl:ay € B, (10)

C2: ag §é a_g,

where wuy(ag,a_j) is defined in Eq. (11).

2
R P, .H!
ug(ag,a_p) = Z <<BTb10g2<1 + > P, Htak’ai PN>> B 2BTbRZklog2 (1 + > P avi]tak,ai PN>>.

k ak,aq

I#k

Theorem 1. Game G is an exact potential game un-
der potential function F.

Proof. Please see Appendix A and B.

Algorithm 1. Potential game-based beam scheduling algorithm.

Input: B', H', {R'}, 5.

Output: a'”

1: Initialize iteration = 1.

2: A random beam scheduling scheme a is adopted

after assigning an average power allocation.

3: while iteration < iteration,,,, do
4: forbeamk =1,2,..., K do

5: Calculate utility function uy(ag, a_g).
6: Illuminate beam position based on best re-

sponse principle

argmin  ug(ak,a_g).
ar€B,apta_y

ol =

7:  end for

8: iteration < iteration + 1.

9:  Until (a)itemﬁon — (a)itemtionfl
10: end while

1 at* . (a)iteration‘

According to Theorem 1, the game is an exact po-
tential game. According to [26], there must be a pure

ar,a
I#k

(1D

strategy Nash equilibrium (NE) point, which is the

global or local optimal solution of the potential func-

tion.

In summary, the potential game-based beam
scheduling algorithm is described in Algorithm 1. At
time ¢, the beam position set B! with non-zero traf-
fic demand, channel gain set H?, and traffic demand
set {Rz}neBt are generated first. The initial beam
scheduling set a is obtained randomly while the power
is allocated averagely. Then, in each iteration, each
player optimizes its utility function based on the best
response principle, until NE point is reached.

3.2 Power Optimization

Furthermore, the power allocation is carried out on the
basis of the beam scheduling scheme. In this case the
original problem (8) can be rewritten as problem (12).
It is obvious that the above problem only contains con-
tinuous variables. Due to the coupling of variables in
the optimization function, the problem (12) remains a
non-convex optimization problem despite being eas-
ier to handle than the original problem (8). Although
there exist nonlinear constraints, the penalty function

6
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interior point method can be used to solve it.

K
min (R, — R,
U k=1
s.6.C1: Y Pl < Prax,
C2: Pt >0,
C3:R, <R,
Pt H!
C4:R. = BTjlo (1+ e O )
& b1089 ZPtHékal+PN
17k
(12)

In particular, there is an approximation problem for
W in each iteration [27, 28].

mlnfu = g(P") — Zlﬂ 5:))
t.C1: — Prax 0,
8- Z T8 = (13)
C2: *Pak + sk4+1 =0,

C3: Rflk — Rék + Sgr14x = 0.

In Eq. (13), P! is the scheme of power optimization
and g(P?) is the objective function in problem (12) af-
ter substituting the equality constraint C'4. In addition,
the size of the slack variable set s is equal to the num-
ber of inequality constraints and each variable is re-
stricted to be positive to keep the value within the fea-
sible domain. As the number of iterations increases, (i
gradually decreases to 0, and the minimum value of f,
should be close to the minimum value of g(P*) cor-
respondingly. The increasing logarithmic term is the
penalty function. In this case, the approximation prob-
lem consists of a series of equality constraint prob-
lems, which is simpler to solve than the original prob-
lem.

The solution of power optimization problem is as
follows. The average power allocation strategy is
taken as the initial value point. Then, the Newton step
is used to solve the approximation problem by linear
approximation. If the Newton step fails, the trust re-
gion method is applied and the conjugate gradient step
is used. In each iteration, the problem (13) is opti-
mized and the value of u is updated. Until the accu-
racy requirement is met, the iteration stops. Finally,
the global or local optimal value is obtained, that is,

the power optimization scheme P*" is obtained [29].

3.3 Joint Beam Scheduling and Power Opti-
mization

Algorithm 2. Joint beam scheduling and power optimization
beam hopping algorithm.

Input: N, K, Py, tmax, latitude and longitude co-
ordinates of every beam position’s centre and sink
nodes

Output: {I;">}, 115 vy

1: Initialize the location of subsatellite point.
2: Initialize ¢; = 0 and {Rf;}ne{l&._’]\,}.
3: while ¢ < t,,,4, do

4:  Update f?sz‘i with packet arrival.
s:  if mod(ty, Ty) == 0 then
6: Update the location of subsatellite point.
7. end if
8: to = 0.
9:  whilet, <7, do
10: Record preselected set Bt 7%2,
11: Select sink nodes based on greedy strategy
0, = arg max RtlJ“t2
0n,;€0,
12: Calculate H'* 12,
13: if length(B''1'2) < K then
14: Illuminate each beam position in Bf1+%2,
15: else
16: Adopt Algorithm 1 and get a1 +%2)",
17: Optimize power allocation with penalty
function interior point method and get
P(tl +t2)*.
18: end if
19: Calculate { R} "2}, (o400
20: to <+ to + Tp.

21: Update Rt +2,

22:  end while

23: t1 < t1 + Tp.

24: end while

250 Get {Ry™}, cr10 vy

In the scenario described in this paper, multiple sink
nodes are distributed in each beam position, and their
channel conditions vary. The greedy strategy is used
to select sink nodes in order to make more effective
use of the limited resources of the satellite. That is,
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the sink node with the highest traffic demand in the
present slot is selected for the corresponding packet
transmission.

The JBSPO-BH algorithm is shown in Algorithm 2.
Considering the high-speed motion characteristics of
the LEO satellite, the location of the subsatellite point
are updated every T;. Firstly, the traffic demand of
each beam position is obtained, and the beam posi-
tions with non-zero traffic demand consists of a pre-
selected set. The policy search space can be effec-
tively reduced by recording the preselected set. The
sink node for data transmission in the present slot is se-
lected in each beam position, and then the channel gain
matrix is calculated. If the number of beam positions
in the preselected set is less than the number of beams
a single satellite can provide, then all of the beam posi-
tions will be illuminated. Otherwise, firstly, the beam
scheduling scheme is obtained based on Algorithm 1.
Then the corresponding power optimization is solved
based on the penalty function interior point method.
Finally, the traffic demand of each beam position is up-
dated for the next slot. Moreover, BH controller makes
a decision and the service arrival is counted every BH
cycle in the BH LEO satellite systems.

IV. SIMULATION

Table 2. Simulation parameters [30, 31].

Parameter Value
B 200 MHz
Ty 0.5 ms
Tp 20 ms
Ts 200 ms
T 20s
GT max 36.2 dBi
G R max 20 dBi
PLo 7dB
Py 7.96 x 10~13 W
Praz 250 W
M 10 kbits

In this section, numerical results show the effective-
ness of JBSPO-BH algorithm in the BH LEO satellite
systems. The orbital altitude of the LEO satellite is
508 km, and it can provide 8 beams to cover 61 beam
positions in a TDM way. The sink node is based on
the Poisson point process distribution with the density
s = 1.5 x 10~®. For simplicity, packets are assumed
to be in a fixed size M and arrive in a Poisson model
with A. Then, we adopt the Ka-band with the downlink

frequency of 20 GHz. In addition, the basic parame-
ters of GA-BH are: the number of generation G is 200,
the number of population P is 100, the mutation prob-
ability P, is 0.2, and the crossover probability P.,,
is 0.8. More specific simulation parameters are shown
in Table 2 [30, 31].

In this paper, we compare the proposed algorithm
with the following 5 different BH resource allocation
algorithms and satellite resource allocation algorithm
in [20].

1) The Greedy-Based Beam Hopping (G-BH): The
G-BH algorithm selects the top K beam positions to
illuminate based on the highest traffic demand in each
BH slot. In addition, the power is allocated to the illu-
minated beam positions on average.

2) The Greedy-Based Beam Hopping with Power
Optimization (G-BHPQO): The beam scheduling
scheme is the same as the G-BH algorithm, and
the power allocation strategy is optimized using the
penalty function interior point method described in
this paper.

3) The Round-Robin Beam Hopping (RR-BH): The
RR-BH algorithm is that all beam positions occupy K
beam resources in turn, regardless of the traffic de-
mand of different beam positions. And the transmit
power of each beam is equal.

4) The Max-SINR Beam Hopping (Max-SINR-BH):
The Max-SINR algorithm is focused on maximizing
the SINR of each BH slot to satisfy the traffic demand,
and the power is equally allocated to the beam.

5) The Genetic Algorithm Beam Hopping (GA-BH):
The beam scheduling scheme is solved by GA, and
the power optimization strategy based on penalty func-
tion interior point method described in this paper is
adopted.

4.1 Convergence

Figure 3 depicts that as the number of iterations in-
creases, the SOD cost gradually decreases. It means
the system performance is improved with the poten-
tial game-based beam scheduling algorithm shown in
Algorithm 1. After several iterations, Algorithm 1
converges to NE point, so the beam scheduling state
reaches the equilibrium state. As shown in Figure 3,
the algorithm can converge quickly and is better suited
to the dynamics of BH LEO satellite systems.
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In this subsection, we use SOD cost, average
throughput, Jain fairness index (JFI) and Satisfaction
to evaluate and compare the performance of the above
algorithms.

Figure 4 shows the SOD cost varies with different
traffic demands. The SOD cost gradually increases
with the increase of A, because it’s more difficult for
LEO satellite to provide sufficient resource when the
traffic demands become higher. It can be seen obvi-
ously that the SOD cost of the JBSPO-BH algorithm
is significantly lower than that of other 6 different
comparison algorithms. Therefore, the proposed al-
gorithm can better match the non-uniform traffic de-

mands among different beam positions with limited
resources. The SOD cost of G-BHPO algorithm is
also significantly reduced compared with G-BH algo-
rithm, proving the effectiveness of the power optimiza-
tion method.
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Figure 5. Throughput versus different value of X in the BH
LEO satellite system.

Figure 5 and Figure 6 describe system’s through-
put using different algorithms. As shown in Figure 5,
as A increases, the JBSPO-BH algorithm can achieve
the system throughput of about 5.9 Gbps. The per-
formance of the proposed algorithm is similar to that
of GA-BH algorithm. Compared with G-BH algo-
rithm, G-BHPO algorithm, RR-BH algorithm, Max-
SINR-BH algorithm and the algorithm in [20], the
proposed algorithm can improve the system through-
put by 44.99%, 20.79%, 156.06%, 15.39% and 8.17%.
This is because other algorithms except GA-BH algo-
rithm and the proposed algorithm do not fully consider
the influence of CCI. Since G-BHPO algorithm is ob-
viously superior to G-BH algorithm, RR-BH has the
worst performance and GA-BH algorithm has similar
performance to the proposed algorithm, Figure 6 only
shows the performance comparison of the 4 algorithms
with A = 3000. It can be seen that the JBSPO-BH al-
gorithm can better achieve performance improvement
of system throughput.

Figure 7 and Figure 8 describe the fairness perfor-
mance of different algorithms analyzed by using the
satisfaction and JFI. The the satisfaction of the nth
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Figure 6. The throughput of each beam position in the BH
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beam position 5, is defined as:
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And the JFI is defined as [32]:
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Figure 8. The satisfaction of each beam position in the BH
LEO satellite system.

In Eq. (14), R, represents throughput of the nth
beam position. Figure 7 shows the JFI of the pro-
posed algorithm and other algorithms versus different
value of A\. It is obvious that the proposed algorithm
achieve higher fairness than other algorithms. In Fig-
ure 8, the satisfaction of each beam position has been
depicted with A = 3000. In some beam positions, the
algorithm in [20] achieves better satisfaction, but for
the whole system, the JBSPO-BH algorithm achieves
a more balanced improvement in satisfaction, achiev-
ing better fairness performance.
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4.3 Complexity Analysis

Based on the above results, the performance of
JBSPO-BH algorithm is comparable to that of the
GA-BH algorithm and significantly superior to that of
other algorithms. Additionally, this subsection only
focuses on the time complexity analysis of two al-
gorithms’ beam scheduling scheme, because both of
the power allocation is optimized using penalty func-
tion interior point method described in this paper. It
is analysed that the time complexity of GA-BH algo-
rithm can be expressed as:

Cea-BH
=G * (P x Pyt + P % P.,) x O(fitness) (16)
~ G * P x O(fitness),

where O(fitness) is the time complexity of fitness
function in GA-BH algorithm. And O( fitness) =
O(K?), determined by the Eq. (8). It’s necessary to
note that the performance of GA-BH algorithm is di-
rectly influenced by G and P.

The time complexity of the JBSPO-BH algorithm
proposed in this paper can be expressed as:

Cipspo—pr = I * K x N x O(utility),  (17)

where [ is the number of iterations, and O (utility) is
the time complexity of the utility function determined
by Eq. (11), O(utility) = O(K?). The value of I is
small due to JBSPO-BH algorithm’s fast convergence
as shown in Figure 3.

In summary, the complexity ratio of the two algo-
rithms can be obtained.

Cypspo—BH

Caa-BH
_IxKx N xO(fitness)
T G * P« O(utility)
_IxK=xN
alery

(18)

The search efficiency of GA is low. In the simula-
tion parameter setting of this work, the values of GG and
P are both large, and the performance of GA-BH al-
gorithm is closed to that of the JBSPO-BH algorithm.
Obviously, the complexity of the proposed algorithm
is lower. As the scale of the problem rises, the search

space of the GA-BH algorithm increases nonlinearly,
while the search space of the proposed algorithm in-
creases linearly. Therefore, the optimization of GA-
BH algorithm will be more difficult and the computa-
tional complexity will be higher. That is, the JBSPO-
BH algorithm in this paper is more likely to be applied
to LEO satellites with limited onboard resources.

V. CONCLUSION

The BH controller deployed on the LEO satellite im-
plements the JBSPO-BH algorithm to provide BH ser-
vices for multiple sink nodes in different beam posi-
tions. The beam scheduling variables are binary inte-
gers, and the power allocation variables are continu-
ous, so the problem is a mixed integer nonlinear prob-
lem. Then the problem is decoupled into two sub-
problems: beam scheduling and power optimization.
Firstly, it is proven that the beam scheduling prob-
lem is an exact potential game, and the NE point ex-
ists. Secondly, the optimization method is applied to
solve the sub-problem of power allocation. The simu-
lation results show that the JBSPO-BH algorithm can
converge quickly. In terms of system performance,
it is similar to the GA-BH algorithm but has lower
time complexity and shorter execution time. Com-
pared with the other comparison algorithms, the av-
erage throughput and fairness of the system are signif-
icantly improved.

In this work, we mainly consider the optimization
of beam and power resources, but the carrier alloca-
tion and beamforming technology can also improve
the performance in the BH LEO satellite systems. As
there are differentiated services in LEO satellite sys-
tems, quality of service (QoS) assurance is considered
in our future work. In addition, although the proposed
algorithm executes once per BH cycle, it pays more
attention to optimizing the system’s short-term perfor-
mance in each slot. Thus, the present research focus
turns to long-term performance improvement in each
BH cycle. We believe that the above directions are
worth exploring.
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APPENDIX

A My Appendix A The Definition of Potential
Game

Combined with the objective function in the optimiza-
tion problem Eq. (9), we define the potential function
in this game as Eq. (A.1), where if n € (ax,a_g),
I(n € (ak,a—y)) = 1,else I(n € (ag,a—x)) = 0. For
clarity, I(n € (ax, a_y)) is written as I(n) , Py HY ,,
is written as P, and BT}, is written as By. Besides,
L(x) represents log, (1 + ).

F(ak,a,k)
N ' N 2
-2 (3t (s mpe ) )

Definition 1. In a game, if Vk € K, there exists a
function F(a) satisfying the following relation, then
the game is an exact potential game:

up(ay,, a_p)—ug(ag, a_i) = Flay,a_)—F(ap, a_).

(A.2)

In Eq. (A.2), a}i represents the kth player’s strategy
that is different from ay,.

B My Appendix B The Proof of Theorem 1

If the condition in Eq. (A.2) is satisfied, G is an exact
potential game.

Thus, we can get:

F(ak, (l_k)
N 2
> I(m)Pl, + Py "
n=1
m#£n
S 1(n)Py, ?
- Z BbL( ¢ )
n—1 Z I(m)an + Py
m#£n
- I(n)P! A2
_ 9B, R L( nn ) R
S T B, )
m#£n
N Ly K Pt 2
N (BbL(—“’“’“’“ )>
; " k=1 ;%P;k,az"’_PN

K A Pt
~ N " 2B,R! L(—"" )
Z bl l;c pgk’al + Py
=C+ uk(ak, a_k).

From the above derivation, we can get

Flay,a_y) — F(ay, a_y)
= C + up(ar, a_r) — C — ug(ay, a_y)

= u(ag,a_p) — 'U«k(a;gy a_g).

In summary, Theorem 1 is proved.
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