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Abstract—This paper introduces a novel reconfigurable and
power-efficient FPGA (Field-Programmable Gate Array) imple-
mentation of an operator splitting algorithm for Non-Terrestial
Network’s (NTN) relay satellites model predictive orientation
control (MPC). Our approach ensures system stability and
introduces an innovative reconfigurable bit-width FPGA-based
optimization solver. To demonstrate its efficacy, we employ a real
FPGA-In-the-Loop hardware setup to control simulated satellite
dynamics. Furthermore, we conduct an in-depth comparative
analysis, examining various fixed-point configurations to eval-
uate the combined system’s closed-loop performance and power
efficiency, providing a holistic understanding of the proposed
implementation’s advantages.

Index Terms—NTN, OWC, Convex Optimization; Approxi-
mate Algorithms; FPGA; Satellite Control.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Non-Terrestial Networks (NTN), relay satellites can be
used to transmit signals over horizons, avoiding interference
or blockages that might occur in densely populated or urban
areas. Proper orientation ensures that the satellite’s antennas
or communication modules face the intended direction, min-
imizing the chances of interference from unintended sources.
In NTN, redundancy and reliability can be achieved by having
multiple relay satellites in place that can provide backup op-
tions in case one satellite fails or is temporarily out of position.
Although this redundancy enhances the overall reliability of
the network, timely and proper satellite orientation becomes
even more challenging.

Precise relay satellites orientation is a cornerstone for an
effective NTN and space optical communication. It ensures
that communication links are established accurately, effi-
ciently, and reliably, meeting the demands of modern space
communication needs. For instance, an efficient and a reliable
NTN optical wireless communication (OWC) requires very
precise alignment because laser beams have a much narrower
beamwidth compared to RF signals and even a small mis-
alignment can lead to communication breakdowns. Therefore,
consistent and accurate orientation mechanisms ensure that
satellites can quickly re-establish lost links or switch between
communication partners, maintaining network uptime.

FPGAs, or Field-Programmable Gate Arrays, offer a unique
advantage in digital system design due to their reconfig-
urability. This allows for custom hardware implementations
tailored to specific tasks, leading to optimized performance
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and reduced power consumption. In the context of satellite
control and communication, precision is paramount. Even
minor inaccuracies in calculations can lead to significant
deviations in satellite orientation, potentially causing mission
failures or at the very least, increased fuel/power consumption
for course corrections. When combined with sparse and/or
maximum hands-off control strategies, it can offer unparalleled
advantages, especially in systems requiring communication
efficiency, minimal intervention, minimal energy, and adap-
tation [1, 3]. Sparse control minimizes signaling overhead
which can lead to efficient satellite communication where
bandwidth is premium [2]. When deployed on FPGA, these
controls enable systems to operate efficiently, autonomously,
and adaptively - attributes that are indispensable for battery-
powered satellites with communication systems grappling with
resource constraints and ever-changing environments.

In this work, we implement a first-order operator splitting
algorithm on an FPGA and we leverage the flexibility of arbi-
trary bit-width assignment to control the power consumption
of the FPGA fabric while controlling a simulated satellite
dynamics in real-time. We then perform a comparative study
between different bit-width and fraction-width selections in
light of Model Predictive Control (MPC) performance and
power efficiency.

In Section II, we delve into the mathematical intricacies
underlying MPC. Moving forward, Section III introduces the
advanced generalised WLM-ADMM algorithm. Our practical
application is demonstrated in Section IV, where we im-
plement an approximate proximal-gradient algorithm—a spe-
cific instance of the WLM-ADMM algorithm—on a ZCU106
FPGA evaluation board. This section further showcases a
FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation of satellite dynamics, executed
with varying precision levels. Finally, Section V concludes
the paper, offering valuable insights and shedding light on
potential avenues for future research.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION

A linear dynamical system can be described by a linear
differential equation as follows

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t), t ≥ 0, x(0) ∈ Rn (1)

where x(t) ∈ Rn is the state and the control vector is given
by u(t) ∈ Rp. The matrices A,B have dimensions n × n,
n×p, respectively. The closed-form solution of the differential
equation (1) can be obtained analytically and it is given by

x(t) = eA(t−t0)x(t0) +

∫ t

t0

eA(t−τ)Bu(τ)dτ, t ≥ 0. (2)
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The control problem is to design a control signal u(t),
for t ≥ 0, that forces the system (1) to manifest some
desired dynamics, or equivalently, to force the trajectory
x(t) (2) to follow some specified trajectory. Let ux[k] =
[ux[k](0), ux[k](h), . . . , ux[k]((N − 1)h)]⊤ be the solution of
the following optimal control problem

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

Nc−1∑
i=0

Lu(ux[k][i]),

s.t. [AN−1
d Bd AN−2

d Bd . . . Bd]ux[k] +AN
d x(0) = 0, (3)

∥ux[k]∥∞ ≤ umax,

where

(Ad, Bd, C,D) =

(
eAh,

∫ h

0

eAtBdt, C,D

)
. (4)

and x(T ) = x[N ] = 0.
With initial condition x[k] instead of x(0), MPC is obtained

by feeding the computed control vector at instant k to the
system under control and measure the updated state. The latter
is used as the new initial condition of the optimal control
algorithm as follows

x[k + 1] = Adx[k] +Bd[1 0 . . . 0]ux[k]

y[k] = Cx[k] +D[1 0 . . . 0]ux[k]

(5)

Based on the the state space model, future states are predicted
using future (planned) control sequence as follows

x[k + 1|k] = Adx[k] +Bdux[k][0] (6)

x[k + 2|k] = A2
dx[k] +AdBdux[k][0] +Bdux[k][1] (7)

x[k + 3|k] = A3
dx[k] +A2

dBdux[k][0] +AdBdux[k][1]

+Bdux[k][2] (8)
... (9)

x[k +Np|k] = A
Np

d x[k] +A
Np−1
d Bdux[k][0] + . . .

+A
Np−Nc

d Bdux[k][Nc − 1]. (10)

Likewise, the predicted output trajectory is given by

y[k + 1|k] = CAdx[k] + CBdux[k][0] (11)

y[k + 2|k] = CA2
dx[k] + CAdBdux[k][0] + CBdux[k][1]

(12)

y[k + 3|k] = CA3
dx[k] + CA2

dBdux[k][0]

+ CAdBdux[k][1] + CBdux[k][2] (13)
...

y[k +Np|k] = CA
Np

d x[k] + CA
Np−1
d Bdux[k][0] + . . .

+ CA
Np−Nc

d Bdux[k][Nc − 1]. (14)

and ux[k] is the solution of the following MPC problem

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

σ

Nc−1∑
i=0

Lu(ux[k][i]) +

Np−1∑
i=0

Ly(y[k + i|k], r[k + i]),

s.t. Φux[k] = Y − Fx[k], (15)
−I
I
−Φ
Φ

ux[k] ≤


−umin

umax

−ymin + Fx[k]
ymax − Fx[k]

 .

where

Y =

 y[k + 1|k]
...

y[k +Np|k]

 , (16)

Φ =


CB . . . 0
CAB CB . . . 0
CA2B CAB . . . 0

...
. . . . . .

...
CANp−1B CANp−2B . . . CANp−NcB

 , (17)

F =

 CA
...

CANp

 . (18)

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we present tho major theoretical contribu-
tions. A general framework for constrained MPC with sparsity-
promoting cost functions as well as a general class of operator
splitting algorithms to solve it.

Sparse MPC is obtained when the following stage costs are
used

Lu(ux[k]) = |ux[k]|p, p ∈ {0, 1} (19)
Ly(y[k + i|k], r[k + i]) =

1

2
(y[k + i|k]− r[k + i])⊤Q(y[k + i|k]− r[k + i]), (20)

where Q is a positive definite matrix. Substituting the stage
costs, the objective function of problem (15) becomes

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

σ

Nc−1∑
i=0

|ux[k][i]|p

+
1

2

Np−1∑
i=0

(y[k + i|k]− r[k + i])⊤Q(y[k + i|k]− r[k + i]),

(21)

which can be written matrix form

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

σ∥ux[k]∥p +
1

2
(Y −Rs)

⊤Q(Y −Rs), (22)

where Rs is an m × Np matrix resulting from Np stacking
of the target vector r[k], i.e., Rs := [r[k] r[k] . . . r[k]]⊤



assuming r[k+ i] = r[k] for 0 ≤ i < Np. Finally, substituting
Y = Φux[k] + Fx[k] we obtain

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

σ∥ux[k]∥p

+
1

2
(Φux[k] + Fx[k]−Rs)

⊤Q(Φux[k] + Fx[k]−Rs)

+ IC(Mux[k]), (23)

where

IC(u) =

{
0, x ≤ N
∞, x > N

(24)

with inequalities are applied elementwise, and matrices M,
N are given by

M =


−I
I
−Φ
Φ

 , N =


−umin

umax

−ymin + Fx[k]
ymax − Fx[k]

 . (25)

Defining z = [z0 z1]
⊤ and A = [I M⊤]⊤, we can write

(23) as a decoupled composite optimization problem

min
ux[k]∈Rp×(Nc−1)

1

2
(Φux[k] + Fx[k]−Rs)

⊤Q(Φux[k] + Fx[k]

−Rs) + σ∥z0∥p + σIC(z1), (26)
s.t. Aux[k] = z

Choosing g(ux[k]) = 1
2 (Φux[k] + Fx[k] − Rs)

⊤Q(Φux[k] +
Fx[k]−Rs) and h(z) = σ∥z0∥p+IC(z1), the WLM-ADMM
iterates are given by

uk+1 = argmin
u

1

2
(Φu+ Fx[k]−Rs)

⊤Q(Φu+ Fx[k]−Rs)

+
1

2
∥u− Λ−1

1k
γ1k∥2Λ1k

(27a)

zk+1 = argmin
z

σ∥z∥p + IC(z1) +
1

2
∥z − Λ−1

2k
γ2k∥2Λ2k

(27b)

vk+1 = vk + (Auk+1 − zk+1). (27c)

where

Λ1k =
1

λu
A⊤LA+Mu (28a)

γ1k(u
k, zk, vk) = Muu

k +
1

λu
A⊤L(zk − vk) (28b)

Λ2k =
1

λz
L+Mz (28c)

γ2k(u
k+1, zk, vk) = Mzz

k +
1

λz
L(Auk+1 + vk). (28d)

For diagonal matrix Λ2k = diag{α1, . . . , αn, 1, . . . , 1}, and
when ∥ · ∥p = ∥ · ∥1 we obtain

zk+1 =

[
S1/αi

([γ2k ]i)
ΠC (γ2k)

]
=

[
Sσ/αi

([γ2k ]i)
satN (γ2k)

]
(29a)

where [·]i stands for the i-th vector component and S1/αi
is the

(elementwise) soft thresholding operation with σ/αi threshold

Sσ/αi
([γ2k ]i) =


[γ2k ]i − σ

αi
, [γ2k ]i ≥ σ

αi
,

0, |[γ2k ]i| < σ
αi

[γ2k ]i +
σ
αi
, [γ2k ]i ≤ − σ

αi
,

, i = 1, . . . , n

(30)

When ∥ · ∥p = ∥ · ∥0 we obtain

zk+1 =

[
H√

2σ/αi
([γ2k ]i)

ΠC (γ2k)

]
=

[
H√

2σ/αi
([γ2k ]i)

satN (γ2k)

]
(31a)

where H√
2σ/αi

is the (elementwise) hard thresholding oper-

ation with
√

2σ/αi threshold

H√
2σ/αi

[γ2k ]i =


[γ2k ]i, |[γ2k ]i| >

√
2σ
αi
,

0, |[γ2k ]i| <
√

2σ
αi

{0, [γ2k ]i}, |[γ2k ]i| =
√

2σ
αi
,

, i = 1, . . . , n

(32)

From [4], (27) can be written as a Moreau envelope gradient
descent:

uk+1 = γ1k − 1

λu
∇M 1

λu
g(γ1k), (33a)

zk+1 = γ2k − 1

λz
∇M 1

λz
h(γ2k), (33b)

vk+1 = vk +Aγ1k − γ2k − 1

λu
A∇M 1

λu
g(γ1k)

+
1

λz
∇M 1

λz
h(γ2k) (33c)

where

M 1
λu

g(γ1k) = inf
u

1

λu
g(u) +

1

2
∥u− Λ−1

1k
γ1k∥2Λ1k

, (34a)

M 1
λz

h(γ2k) = inf
z

1

λz
h(z) +

1

2
∥z − Λ−1

2k
γ2k∥2Λ2k

, (34b)

with g(u) = 1
2 (Φux[k]+Fx[k]−Rs)

⊤Q(Φux[k]+Fx[k]−
Rs) and h(z) = σ∥z0∥p + IC(z1).

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
In the context of our study, it is crucial to investigate both

the power consumption and the resulting system performance
under various configurations on the FPGA. For the sake of
simplicity, we consider the unconstrained MPC problem and
we choose Mu = I , L = I and Mz = 0 in (28) to obtain the
following approximate proximal-gradient descent algorithm
(AxPGD) (according to (33))

uk+0.5 = uk − 1

λu
∇L

ϵkLy
y (uk), (35a)

uk+1 = Sσs

[
uk − s

(
∇Ly(u

k) + ϵkLy

)]
. (35b)

where s = 1/αi =
1
λu

= 0.0002 and the inexact ϵkLy
-gradient

∇L
ϵkLy
y (uk) is defined as

∇L
ϵkLy
y (uk) := ∇Ly(u

k) + ϵkLy
. (36)



with ϵkLy
being the approximation error that is associated

with FPGA arbitrary precision. We choose σ = 1.5 for this
experiment.

We used HLS design flow to generate the IP core of 35.
In order to validate the latter, we use the ZCU106 evaluation
board to perform FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation after program-
ming the PL fabric with the generated bitstream.

The figures below show both the orientation of an NTN’s
relay satellite, the power of the programmable logic (PL) and
the control signal in a real-time FPGA-In-the-Loop (ZCU106)
simulator.

Fig. 1: FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation of MPC with control
horizon of 10 samples, 64 bit-width and 380 mW of average
power.

Seven states are considered here: Roll, Pitch, Yaw, ω1, ω2,
ω3, ωw, where Roll, Pitch, Yaw describe the rotating angles
of the body frame relative to the orbit frame, and ω1, ω2, ω3

are the corresponding angular velocities. ωw is the angular
velocity along the spin axis. The thrusters are controlled by
three input voltages, τ1, τ2, τ3, and the reaction wheel is
controlled by input voltage τw accordingly.

In Figure 2, we present an FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation of
the MPC control for a fixed-point representation with a word
length of 28 bits. It is observed that, while the average power
consumption is marginally reduced to 293 mW, this comes at
the cost of growing oscillations around the equilibrium.

Figure 3 offers a comparison with a 34-bit fixed-point rep-
resentation. Operating at 0.85 V PL voltage, this configuration
consumes slightly more power (298 mW). Notably, this setting
provides a better trade-off in terms of power and system
stability as compared to the 28-bit version.

Switching to a 32-bit floating-point representation, Figure 4
visualizes the associated real-time measurements. The impact
of this representation on the system dynamics can be observed
in Figure 5.

To explore the influence of varying the PL voltage, Fig-
ure 6 provides real-time measurements of power, voltage, and
current for two distinct voltages (0.95 V and 0.65 V). At the
lower voltage of 0.65 V, a 17% power gain is realized when
transitioning from double to 34 bits fixed-point representation.
However, as highlighted in Figure 7, further reduction in the
number of bits introduces system instability, emphasizing the
trade-offs to consider in selecting the right configuration for
FPGA-based implementations.

Fig. 2: FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation of MPC with control
horizon of 10 samples, 28 bit-width and 293 mW of average
power

Fig. 3: FPGA-In-the-Loop simulation of MPC with control
horizon of 10 samples, W = 34 bit-width, PL voltage of 0.85
V and 298 mW of average power.

Fig. 4: Real-time measurements of power, voltage, and current
for 32 bits floating-point configuration.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have shed light on the critical role that
meticulous bit-width selection plays in fixed-point represen-
tations, particularly when the aim is power-efficient FPGA
implementations of MPC that do not sacrifice system sta-
bility. Through the versatile nature of FPGAs and by lever-



Fig. 5: Simulated dynamics and control signals of FPGA-In-
the-Loop MPC with 34 bits fixed-point configuration.

Fig. 6: Real-time measurements of power, voltage, and current
for PL voltages V = 0.95 and V = 0.65.

Fig. 7: Simulated dynamics and control signals of FPGA-In-
the-Loop MPC with 28 bits fixed-point configuration.

aging the inherent sparsity of the optimal control signal, we
have demonstrated the superiority of reconfigurable hardware-
centric first-order proximal gradient solvers. The proposed
hardware-based control algorithm not only guarantee energy-
conserving control solutions but also grant an unparalleled
degree of control over the device’s power usage, in this
instance, an FPGA. Nevertheless, realizing the full potential
of this methodology demands rigorous problem modeling,

masterful hardware design, and comprehensive validation. As
a future work, we will explore efficient implementations of
nonlinear MPC on FPGA to further refine power consumption
of the computing platform.
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