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ANALYSIS AND DESIGN OF SATELLITE CONSTELLATION
SPARE STRATEGY USING MARKOV CHAIN

Seungyeop Han*, Takumi Noro†, and Koki Ho‡

This paper introduces the analysis and design method of an optimal spare man-
agement policy using Markov chain for a large-scale satellite constellation. We
propose an analysis methodology of spare strategy using a multi-echelon (r, q)
inventory control model with Markov chain, and review two different spare strate-
gies: direct resupply, which inserts spares directly into the constellation orbit us-
ing launch vehicles; and indirect resupply, which places spares into parking orbits
before transferring them to the constellation orbit. Furthermore, we propose an op-
timization formulation utilizing the results of the proposed analysis method, and
an optimal solution is found using a genetic algorithm.

INTRODUCTION

Satellite constellations are groups of satellites working together over time as a system. Unlike
single satellites, constellations can provide global coverage, with satellites in many different orbital
planes. Due to their unprecedented usefulness, mega-constellations, which consist of more than a
couple of thousand satellites, are being actively developed these days. Two representative projects
of the New Space paradigm are OneWeb and Starlink. For example, OneWeb plans to launch 6,362
small satellites in low Earth orbit (LEO) to provide broadband services,1 whereas nearly 12,000
interlinked broadband Internet satellites are planned to be deployed for Starlink, with a possible
later extension to 42,000.2, 3

However, the number of operating satellites will decrease over time due to failures, leading to
a degradation in the constellation’s performance. Therefore, an effective population management
strategy is needed to maintain the constellation’s designed performance. Two representative strate-
gies for constellation management are the spare strategy and on-orbit servicing. The spare strategy
involves inserting a new spare satellite to replace a failed one,4 while on-orbit servicing entails send-
ing a servicer to repair a failed satellite.5 Each method has its strengths and weaknesses; generally,
the spare strategy is suitable for mega-constellations with small, low-cost satellites, while on-orbit
servicing is more appropriate for smaller constellations comprising larger, high-cost satellites.

Among the two methods, this paper focuses on the spare strategy to address the optimal manage-
ment policy for mega-constellation. Previous work6 proposed different spare strategies and their
approximate replacement times, and research4 analyzed these strategies using a (r, q) inventory
control model. The study4 examined the costs associated with maintaining operational satellite
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constellations, including supplying spares from in-plane redundant spares, spares in lower altitude
parking orbits, and spares launched from the ground as needed. Additionally, the work7 adapted the
result to analyze the resilience of constellation against solar weather radiation effects.

We propose a novel methodology for modeling and analyzing various spare strategies. Our ap-
proach utilizes Markov processes to model state transition behavior and analyze long-term behav-
ior using stationary state distribution. This approach can handle the finite resource model, state-
dependent failure model, and spare transfer constraints, which were ignored in previous work. In
addition, the assumption regarding the spare demand probability distribution, which arises from
satellite failures, is relaxed, resulting in a more accurate solution. Lastly, the proposed method
computes the entire state probability distribution, allowing for various cost analyses.

With this method, we provide solutions for two main strategies: direct resupply, which inserts
spares directly into the constellation orbit using launch vehicles; and indirect resupply, which inserts
spares into parking orbits before transferring them to the constellation orbit. Using the results from
our analysis method, we propose a simple optimization formulation that minimizes the maintenance
cost of the system while satisfying the satellite population requirements.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. First, we provide the preliminaries of this
work. Based on these preliminaries, we introduce the analysis method for the direct and indirect
resupply strategies, respectively. Then, the analysis method is validated by comparing results from
the Monte Carlo simulation, and the design optimization, which uses the analysis method, is demon-
strated. Finally, we conclude the paper with a plan for future work.

PRELIMINARIES AND ASSUMPTIONS

Orbital Mechanic

Constellation Model This research focuses on large-scale constellations in low Earth orbit (LEO),
particularly the well-known Walker Delta pattern constellation.8 This constellation comprises mul-
tiple circular in-plane orbits with identical inclination angles. Additionally, the right ascension of
the ascending node (RAAN) angle Ω of the in-plane orbits (referred to as the constellation orbits)
is evenly distributed. In this configuration, there are a total of Nplanes in-plane orbits, with nominal
Nsats satellites allocated to each in-plane orbit.

Parking Orbits The parking orbits are temporary orbits where the batch of spares is first inserted
for the indirect resupply strategy. There are a total of Npark parking orbits, and they are evenly
distributed in RAAN. The parking orbits are assumed to have the same inclination angle as the
in-plane orbits but have different semi-major axes.

Orbital Maneuver This research assumes that all orbit transfers are conducted using coplanar
Hohmann transfers, and out-of-plane maneuvers are excluded due to their inefficiency in terms of
delta-v. Given the assumption of a LEO constellation, the time of flight for a Hohmann transfer is at
most a couple of hours, which is negligible compared to the time horizon of the management policy.
Therefore, it is assumed that the maneuver is instantaneous for simplicity.

RAAN Drift The LEO experiences non-negligible perturbations due to the oblateness of the Earth,
resulting in the secular drift of the orbital plane. In this problem, only the RAAN value will drift
over time as a function of:

dΩ

dt
= −

3nR2
⊕J2

2a2
cos i (1)
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where n is the mean motion, a is the semi-major axis, i is the inclination of the satellite orbit, R⊕
is the Earth’s radius, and J2 is the second zonal harmonic coefficient of the Earth.9

From this equation, it follows that an orbit with the same inclination but a different semi-major
axis compared to the in-plane orbit will have a different RAAN drift value. Specifically, if the
parking orbit and in-plane orbit have different semi-major axis, then the parking orbit will periodi-
cally align with all the constellation orbits, enabling efficient orbital transfer from the parking to the
in-plane orbit.

Spare Management Policy

For this research, two different types of resupply methods are considered: direct and indirect
resupply strategies. The first involves using a small LV to replenish the in-plane orbit directly. The
second method utilizes a large LV to resupply the in-plane orbit indirectly via the parking orbit.
The advantage of the second method over the first is that it can insert spares with significantly
lower launch costs due to batch discounts. However, it will require considerably more time for
replenishment due to the small RAAN drift rate. Given this trade-off relationship, it is crucial to
compare the two methods across various case scenarios to determine the optimal spare management
policy.

The two different replenishment strategies are illustrated in Figure 1. In the direct resupply strat-
egy, if a failure occurs, an existing in-plane orbit spare immediately replaces the failed one. Simul-
taneously, if the number of in-plane orbit spares falls below a certain threshold, a ground resupply
order is placed. The resupply is then delivered after the lead time of a small-sized LV. For the in-
direct resupply strategy, the approach to replacing the failed satellite with an in-plane orbit spare
remains the same. However, in this strategy, the ground resupply is first inserted into the parking
orbit to replenish the parking orbit spares using a large-sized LV, possibly with a longer lead time.
These parking orbit spares are then distributed from the parking orbit to the in-plane orbit as needed.

Figure 1. Two Different Replenishment Strategies (a) Direct Resupply (b) Indirect Resupply

Inventory Control Model

To define the spare management policy rigorously, we introduce the following inventory control
model.
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(r, q) policy The (r, q) policy involves placing an order for q units of stock whenever the stock
level drops to or below the r stock level. Subsequently, a replenishment of q units of stock will be
made after some lead time. Figure 2 illustrates the stock level profile under this policy.

Figure 2. Stock level profile using (r, q) policy

(r, q, T ) policy The (r, q, T ) policy involves placing an order for q units of stock if the stock
level drops to or below the r stock level at every review period T . Subsequently, a replenishment
of q units of stock will be made after some lead time. The difference between (r, q) and (r, q, T )
is that the former can make an order at any moment while the latter can place an order only during
the review period, once the stock level is equal to or less than r. Figure 3 illustrates the stock level
profile under this policy.

Figure 3. Stock level profile using (r, q, T ) policy

Markov Chain Model

A Markov chain is a mathematical modeling method describing a sequence of state transitions
with the assumption that the transition depends only on the previous state. It is used for defining the
two strategies mathematically.

For example, let the random variable Xk represent the number of satellites in an in-plane orbit at
step k with state space X = {0, 1, · · · , N}. Then the probability distribution of being state levels
at time step k is expressed as:

πk =
[
P (Xk = N) P (Xk = N − 1) · · · P (Xk = 0)

]⊤ (2)
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and πk is an N + 1 × 1 column vector. Due to satellite failures and replenishment, there will be
state transitions at each step, and their probability can be expressed as:

pij,k = P (Xk+1 = i|Xk = j) (3)

assuming the Markov chain. With this notation, the probability distribution for the next step state
can be obtained as:

P (Xk+1 = i) = P (Xk+1 = i|Xk = j)P (Xk = j) =⇒ πk+1 = Pkπk (4)

where Pk ∈ R(N+1)×(N+1) is the state transition matrix at step k and (Pk)ij = pij,k. If the transition
matrix is not a function of the step, then the distribution after the k step transition can be expressed
as:

πk = Pπk−1 = · · · = P kπ0 (5)

where π0 is the initial state distribution.

Stationary Distribution The distribution is called stationary distribution for P if it satisfies:

π = Pπ (6)

and it is an eigenvector of P with eigenvalue 1. If P is finite, irreducible, and all its states are
positive recurrent, then the Markov chain has a unique stationary distribution.10 Without proof,
the spare management satisfies this condition due to state decrease by failure and state increase by
replenishment. On the other hand, one can interpret the meaning of the π as the long-run proportion
of time that the chain spends in states. For example, the j-th element of π represents the probability
that the state is j at some random time in the future.

State Division Matrix We may be interested in the portion of state distribution, e.g. the proba-
bility distribution of state level being larger than r or less than or equal to r. For this reasons, we
define the following state division matrices:

C+
r ≡

[
IN−r 0
0 0

]
, C−

r ≡
[
0 0
0 Ir+1

]
(7)

which implies:

IN+1 =

[
IN−r 0
0 Ir+1

]
= C+

r + C−
r (8)

For a given general state distribution π:

π =
[
πN · · · πr+1 πr · · · π0

]⊤ (9)

Multiplying the state division matrices gives the state distribution with a stock level greater than r
and less than or equal to r, as follows:

C+
r π =

[
πN · · · πr+1 0 · · · 0

]⊤
C−
r π =

[
0 · · · 0 πr · · · π0

]⊤ (10)

which are keys to deriving the mathematical formula of the resupply strategy.
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Probabilistic Model

Failure Probability Distribution The failure of a satellite is modeled by a Poisson distribution,11

i.e., an exponential distribution for the time between failures, and the spare satellites are assumed
not to fail. Note that the more accurate model for the failure distribution is known to be a Weibull
distribution,12 but the underlying assumption of immediate failure replacement makes the use of a
Poisson distribution reasonable.4

Let Tmc be the time step of a Markov process and λsat be the failure rate of an operating satellite
per Tmc. Then the probability of having k failures when there are n satellites for Tmc becomes:

νk,n = P (F = k|X = n) =

{
(nλsat)k

k! e−nλsat if n ≤ Nsat
(Nsatλsat)k

k! e−Nsatλsat if n > Nsat
(11)

where F represents the random variable for the number of failures, 0 ≤ k ≤ Nsat, and 0 ≤ n.
Additionally, let N̄sat > Nsat be the maximum number of in-plane satellites, including spares. Then
the state transition matrix due to failure can be defined as:

Pf =



ν0,N̄sat
· · · 0 · · · 0

...
. . .

...
. . .

...
1−

∑Nsat
k=0 νk,N̄sat

· · · ν0,Nsat · · · 0

0 · · · ν1,Nsat · · · 0
...

. . .
...

. . .
...

0 · · · 1−
∑Nsat

k=0 νk,Nsat · · · 1


(12)

where Pf ∈ R(N̄sat+1)×(N̄sat+1). Note that the column sum of the state transition matrix must be
equal to 1 for it to be proper, which is indeed the case here.

Lead Time Probability Distribution The lead time of ground resupply insertion is modeled by a
shifted exponential distribution4 as:

T ∼ Exp(µLV) + TLV (13)

and the probability density function of an exponential distribution is defined as:

f(T = t;µ) =

{
µe−µt t ≥ 0

0 t < 0
(14)

where µLV is the inverse of the mean of exponential lead time distribution and TLV is constant lead
time. Then the probability of having a lead time between k and k+1 time steps of Tmc is computed
as

ρk = P (kTmc ≤ T < (k + 1)Tmc)

=

∫ (k+1)Tmc

kTmc

f(t− TLV;µLV) dt

= e−µLVkTmc
(
1− e−µLVTmc

)
, kTmc ≥ TLV

(15)

Note that to avoid additional complexity, we assumed that Tmc is designed such that TLV becomes
an integer multiple of Tmc.
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DIRECT RESUPPLY MODELING

This section presents the analysis method of the in-plane (r, q) policy introduced in the prelim-
inaries for the direct resupply strategy. First, we introduce the following state distributions. Note
that the goal is to compute πdr.

• πq: State distribution right after q replenishment.

• πr: State distribution at the reorder moment.

• πnp: State distribution during the non-reordering period. (i.e., reorder is not made)

• πwp: State distribution during the reorder waiting period. (i.e., reorder is made)

• πdr: State distribution during the entire period under the strategy.

The maximum number of satellites is N̄sat = q + r, so π(·) ∈ RN̄sat+1 from the definition of (r, q).

Let’s assume the reorder has just arrived before time step 0 as illustrated in Figure 4. At time
step 0, the state distribution is πq by definition. Then, C+

r πq will not trigger a reorder, while C−
r πq

will trigger a reorder at this time step. Likewise, the portion that has not triggered a reorder, C+
r πq,

will undergo failure, so the state distribution becomes PfC
+
r πq at time step 1. Then, the portion of

the distribution that will trigger a reorder is C−
r PfC

+
r πq, while the portion that will not trigger a

reorder is C+
r PfC

+
r πq at time step 1.

Figure 4. Propagation of state distribution during non-reordering period

Let πr,k be the relative state distribution at time step k given that a reorder is made at time step 0.
From this observation, it is derived that:

πr,0 = C−
r πq

πr,1 = C−
r PfC

+
r πq

...

πr,k = C−
r (PfC

+
r )kπq

...

(16)

One can see that each event is mutually exclusive (i.e., reordering cannot occur at different time
steps simultaneously), and if we consider all cases as k → ∞, the union of them is collectively
exhaustive. Also, the L1 norm of the relative state distribution πr,k represents the probability of the
event, implying that the expected state distribution at the reorder point πr is computed as:

πr =
∞∑
k=0

πr,k = C−
r (I + PfC

+
r + · · · )πq = C−

r

(
I − PfC

+
r

)−1
πq = Pr/qπ

q (17)
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where Pr/q is the transition matrix from πq to πr. Note that the infinite sum has the analytic
expression since the matrix norm of PfC

+
r is less than one.

On the other hand, suppose the event of ground resupply insertion has just occurred, and the stock
level was X = r before the resupply. Then, the stock level right after replenishment is X = r + q.
Similarly, if the stock level was X = r+1 right before the ground resupply insertion, then the stock
level right after the replenishment is also X = r + 1 because such an event cannot happen, thus
not changing the stock level. Based on this observation, the replenishment transition matrix Pq is
defined as follows:

Pq =

[ Iq
0l×q

]
Ir+1

0q×q 0q×(r+1)

 if q ≤ r + 1, Pq =

 Iq

[
Ir+1

0l×(r+1)

]
0(r+1)×q 0(r+1)×(r+1)

 otherwise (18)

where l = |q − (r + 1)| and Pq ∈ R(N̄sat+1)×(N̄sat+1).

Next, we will explain the transition relationship from πr to πq. First, we assume that the replen-
ishment will occur right before the time step. Consider the scenario where the reorder is made at
time step 0 with the expected state distribution πr, as illustrated in Figure 5. With a given lead
time distribution, the probability of resupply arriving before time step 1 is ρ0 by definition. If that
happens, the portion of the state distribution after receiving the spares between time steps 0 and 1
becomes ρ0PqPfπ

r. Similarly, if the spares are received between time steps 1 and 2, it is ρ1PqP
2
f π

r.

Figure 5. Propagation of state distribution during reorder waiting period

Let πq,k be the relative state distribution which had a replenishment between time steps k and
k + 1. Then, based on the previous investigation, it is computed as follows:

πq,0 = ρ0PqPfπ
r

πq,1 = ρ1PqP
2
f π

r

...

πq,k = ρkPqP
k+1
f πr

...

(19)

From the same reasoning made above, each event is mutually exclusive and collectively exhaustive,
and the expected state distribution right after the replenishment πq is computed as:

πq =
∞∑
k=0

πq,k = PqPf (ρ0I + ρ1Pf + · · · )πr = Pq/rπ
r (20)
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where Pq/r is the transition matrix from πr to πq. Note that the truncated summation should gen-
erally be applied, but there is an analytic expression for some distributions, and the exponential
distribution is one of them. In the case of the exponential distribution with constant bias, the equa-
tion becomes:

πq = Pq/rπ
r = (1− e−µLVTmc)PqP

m+1
f (I − e−µLVTmcPf )

−1πr (21)

where m is m = TLV/Tmc.

From the state transition matrix obtained in Eqs. (17) and (20), the self-transition matrix is
computed as follows:

πq = Pq/rπ
r, πr = Pr/qπ

q =⇒ πq = Pq/rPr/qπ
q, πr = Pr/qPq/rπ

r (22)

This self-transition matrix satisfies the necessary condition for the uniqueness of the stationary
distribution*. Therefore, applying any numerical algorithm will find the stationary distribution ef-
ficiently. Recall that the πq and πr are not the distribution at each time step but it is a distribution
when some event occurs (i.e. the replenishment and reorder). We need one last step to derive the
average stationary distribution for the entire period, which is the one needed for the policy analysis.

Let’s assume πq is computed from the previous equation. Then, the relative state distribution at
each time step after replenishment during the non-reordering period is derived as follows:

• Distribution at time step 0 given that reorder is not triggered: πnp,0 = C+
r πq

• Distribution at time step 1 given that reorder is not triggered: πnp,1 = C+
r PfC

+
r πq

• Distribution at time step k given that reorder is not triggered: πnp,k = C+
r (PfC

+
r )kπq

Therefore, the expected state distribution during the entire non-reordering period becomes:

πnp =
1

T np

∞∑
k=0

πnp,k =
1

T npC
+
r (I + PfC

+
r · · · )πq =

1

T npC
+
r (I − PfC

+
r )−1πq (23)

where T np is the average duration of the non-reordering period in units of Tmc and is the sum of the
L1 norm of the relative state distribution, or equivalently summation of all elements, as:

T np =
∞∑
k=0

∥πnp,k∥1 =
∞∑
k=0

N̄sat∑
j=0

π
np,k
j (24)

Similarly, given the πr distribution, the relative state distribution at each time step after the trigger
of reorder during the reorder waiting period is derived as follows:

• Distribution at time step 0 given that replenishment is not made: πwp,0 = πr

• Distribution at time step 1 given that replenishment is not made: πwp,1 = (1− ρ0)Pfπ
r

• Distribution at time step k given that replenishment is not made: πwp,k = (1−
∑k−1

i=0 ρi)P
k
f π

r

*To be precise, the truncated self-transition matrix satisfies the condition
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Therefore, the expected state distribution during the entire reorder waiting period becomes:

πwp =
1

Twp

∞∑
k=0

πwp,k =
1

Twp (I + ρc0Pf + ρc1P
2
f + · · · )πr (25)

where ρck = (1−
∑k

i=0 ρi) and Twp is the average duration of the reorder waiting period in units of
Tmc. Similarly, Twp is the sum of the L1 norm of the relative state distribution:

Twp =
∞∑
k=0

∥πwp,k∥1 (26)

Based on the assumption of the lead time model, the infinite sum becomes the following explicit
equation:

πwp =
1

Twp

(
m∑
i=0

P i
f + ρc0P

m+1
f (I − e−µLVTmcPf )

−1

)
πr (27)

Lastly, since we know the state distribution during the non-reordering period and reorder waiting
period, and the length of each period, the average state distribution for the entire period of the direct
resupply policy is given by:

πdr =
T np

T np + Twpπ
np +

Twp

T np + Twpπ
wp (28)

and the average period for one replenishment cycle is:

T dr
cycle = (T np + Twp)Tmc (29)

With this result, one can compute any performance metric as needed. For example, the average
probability of having a stock level less than y is given by:

P (X < y) =

y−1∑
k=0

πdr
k (30)

where πk is the probability having k stock level as defined in Eq.(9).

INDIRECT RESUPPLY MODELING

The idea of analyzing the indirect resupply strategy is to solve the in-plane and parking orbits
independently and then check the consistency of the results. Specifically, the in-plane stock level
depends on the availability of the parking orbit, and the stock level will determine the demand for in-
plane spare satellites. They are coupled through the in-plane spares demand and the parking spares
availability. We used the fixed-point iteration to find a consistent solution, as will be discussed in
the subsequent subsection.

Lastly, the notation used in this section is identical to that of the direct resupply strategy except for
the subscripts (·)i and (·)p indicating the in-plane orbit and parking orbit, respectively. In addition,
the maximum number of in-plane satellites is N̄sati = qi+ri in units of satellites, and the maximum
number of parking spares is N̄satp = qp + rp in units of batches. That is, π(·)i ∈ RN̄sati+1 and
π(·)p ∈ RN̄satp+1.

10



• πq(∗) : State distribution of in-plane/parking orbit right after q(∗) replenishment.

• πr(∗) : State distribution of in-plane/parking orbitat the reorder moment.

• πnp(∗) : State distribution of in-plane/parking orbit during the non-reordering period.

• πwp(∗) : State distribution of in-plane/parking orbit during the reorder waiting period.

• πir(∗) : State distribution of in-plane/parking orbit during the entire period under the strategy.

In-Plane Orbit Markov Chain

Based on the assumptions made in the preliminary section, the time period for an in-plane orbit
to align with the subsequent parking orbit can be computed as follows:

Tplane =
2π

Npark|Ω̇plane − Ω̇park|
(31)

By properly choosing the Tmc value, we can make Tplane an integer multiple of Tmc as

Tplane = kiTmc, ki ∈ N (32)

and Tplane becomes the review period of in-plane (r, q, T ) policy. Note that the failure transition
matrix for the unit time step is identical to that of direct resupply. Therefore, if the state distribution
right after the replenishment (i.e., RAAN contact) was πqi then the state distribution πri becomes

πri = Pfiπ
qi = P ki

f πqi (33)

Let’s assume the stock level of each parking orbit follows independent and identically distributed
conditions. Also, assume that the expected state distribution of the parking orbit right before the
contact point is known. Then we can define the following parking availability probability, which
will be computed in the parking analysis part, as:

κj = P (Xp ≥ Di = j) =

N̄satp∑
k=j

π
irp
k , j ∈ N, κ0 = 1 (34)

where π
irp
k = P irp(Xp = k) is an element of πirp , N̄satp is the maximum number of parking stock,

and Di is the random variable of demand for spare satellites in the in-plane at the contact moment,
which is defined as:

Di =

{
⌈ ri+1−Xi

qi
⌉ if Xi ≤ ri

0 if Xi > ri
(35)

where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling operator. With this definition, the in-plane replenishment transition matrix
becomes:

Pqi =


κ0Iqi κ1Iqi κ2Iqi · · ·
0 (κ0 − κ1)Iqi (κ1 − κ2)Iqi · · ·
0 0 (κ0 − κ1)Iqi · · ·
...

...
...

. . .

 (36)

Note that the Eq. (35) and (36) have this expression because they are measured in units of batch qi.

11



From the state transition matrices Pfi and Pqi , the self-transition matrices are computed as fol-
lows:

πqi = PqiPfiπ
qi , πri = PfiPqiπ

ri (37)

These self-transition matrices satisfy the necessary condition for the existence of a unique station-
ary distribution. Therefore, any numerical algorithm applied will efficiently find the stationary
distribution. With this stationary distribution, we can compute the average stock level during the
replenishment cycle as

πiri =
1

ki

(
I + Pf + P 2

f + · · ·+ P ki−1
f

)
πqi (38)

In addition, one can compute the in-plane demand probability distribution using πri as:

ηd = P (Di = d) =

(d+1)qi−1∑
k=dqi

πri
N̄sati−k

, d ∈ N (39)

where πri
j = P ri(Xi = j) is an element of πri and the parking orbit will receive this demand

probability distribution at every RAAN contact moment (i.e., every Tpark).

Parking Orbit Markov Chain

Now, we will explain the analysis method for the parking orbits. First, the time period for a
parking orbit to align with the subsequent in-plane orbit can be computed as follows:

Tpark =
2π

Nplane|Ω̇plane − Ω̇park|
= kpTmc, kp ∈ N (40)

Unlike the case of the in-plane orbit, the stock level of parking orbits only drops at the contact
moment by sending the spares to the in-plane orbit. Therefore, the stock transition matrix of the
parking orbit between contact moments is:

Pfp =


η0 0 · · · 0
η1 η0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
1−

∑Np

i=0 ηi 1−
∑Np−1

i=0 ηi · · · 1

 (41)

In addition, we assume that the request for ground resupply only happens at the contact moment,
so that Tpark becomes the review period of parking orbit (r, q, T ) policy. Similar to the case of the
direct resupply strategy, the replenishment transition matrix, Pqp ∈ R(N̄satp+1)×(N̄satp+1), is defined
as Eq. (18) with qp and rp.

Lastly, the demand from the in-plane orbit occurs only every Tpark period, whereas the ground
resupply can arrive at any moment within the Tpark period (with a time step of Tmc). In addition,
the reorder of parking spares will only be triggered at the contact moment, and the replenishment
will not be made until TLV has passed since the reorder trigger moment. This complicated structure
requires additional steps for deriving the formula.

Let’s assume the reorder has arrived at a time step within 0 to kp and the state distribution at the
step is πqp , as shown in Figure 6. Then, C+

rpPfpπ
qp will not trigger a reorder, while C−

rpPfpπ
qp will

12



Figure 6. Propagation of state distribution during non-reordering period

trigger a reorder at 0 step (RAAN match at 0 or kp time step). Note that the structure is identical to
the state transition of the direct resupply, hence the following relationship holds

πrp = C−
rp(Pfp + P 2

fpC
+
rp + · · · )πqp = C−

rpPfp

(
I − PfpC

+
rp

)−1
πqp (42)

Figure 7. Propagation of state distribution during waiting period

Likewise, let’s assume the reorder has been made at step 0 and the state distribution at the step
is πrp . For the shifted exponential lead time distribution, we have to consider four terms (colored
segments): the distribution during the quotient and remainder parts when TLV is divided by Tpark,
and the tail end part. Referring to Figure 7, the relevant parameters are defined as:

mp =

⌊
TLV

Tpark

⌋
, Tlp = TLV −mpTpark, Trp = (mp + 1)Tpark − TLV (43)

From the beginning of the third part(green), there is a probability of making a replenishment. The
state distribution at the beginning is P

mp

fp
πrp since it only undergoes the failure (i.e., demand for

in-plane), and the cumulative probability of the third part and the fourth part are:

ρp3 = 1− eµLVTrp , ρp4 = eµLVTrp(1− e−µLVTpark) (44)

Therefore, the state distribution right after replenishment becomes:

πqp = PqpP
mp

fp

(
ρp3I + ρp4Pfp

(
I − e−µLVTparkPfp

)−1
)
πrp (45)

Rearranging the Eqs. (42) and (45) gives the self-transition relationship, so both πqp and πrp can be
obtained.
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Next is to compute the average distribution during the waiting period πwpp and the non-reordering
period πnpp . First, πwpp can be computed as a weighted sum of the distribution of the four segments
as:

πwpp =
1

Twpp

4∑
k=1

πwpp,k, Twpp =
∥∥ 4∑

k=1

πwpp,k
∥∥
1

(46)

where
πwpp,1 = kp

(
I + Pfp + · · ·+ P

mp−1
fp

)
πrp

πwpp,2 =
Tlp

Tmc
P

mp

fp
πrp

πwpp,3 =
e−µLVTmc · (e−µLVTrp − 1)

e−µLVTmc − 1
P

mp

fp
πrp

πwpp,4 =
e−µLV(Trp+Tmc) · (e−µLVTpark − 1)

e−µLVTmc − 1
P

mp+1
fp

(
I − e−µLVTparkPfp

)−1
πrp

(47)

There is no resupply during the first mp cycles, so the stock distribution will keep decreasing during
this period, as expressed in the first term. The stock level is constant during the second period, and
the normalized duration is Tlp over Tmc. During the third and fourth segments, the portion of the
state will experience replenishment, and this can be expressed as the sum of a geometric series.
Note that the equation for the sum of a finite geometric series is used in the third and fourth terms:

a+ ar + ar2 + · · ·+ arn−1 =
a · (rn − 1)

r − 1
(48)

The average state distribution for the non-reordering period is almost identical to the Eq. (23)
except for the additional term due to arbitrary arrival time of ground resupply within Tpark period,
which is derived as:

πnpp =
1

T npp

kpC
+
rpPfp(I − C+

rpPfp)
−1 +

1

Tmc

kp−1∑
l=0

T̄l · ρ̄l

πq (49)

where the average non-reordering period is computed as:

T npp =
∥∥kpC+

rpPfp(I − C+
rpPfp)

−1 +
1

Tmc

kp−1∑
l=0

T̄l · ρ̄lπq
∥∥
1

(50)

, and the additional variables are defined as

T̄l =

{
Trp − lTmc if Trp − lTmc ≥ 0

Tpark + Trp − lTmc if Trp − lTmc < 0
(51)

and

ρ̄l =
1− e−µLVTmc

1− e−µLVTpark
e−lµLVTmc (52)

Referring to Figure 6, if replenishment is made right before time step 1, then the state distribution
will not change up to time step kp − 1 (this is equivalent to the Trp period). On the other hand, if it
happens right before time step 0, then the state distribution will change at that time step. In addition,
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the probability of having replenishment at k time steps from the beginning of Trp is known from the
exponential distribution. Then the expectation can be expressed as the second term of Eq. (49).

Lastly, since we know the state distribution during the non-reordering period and reorder waiting
period, and the length of each period, the average state distribution for the entire period of the
parking orbit of indirect resupply policy is given by:

πirp =
T npp

T npp + Twpp
πnpp +

Twpp

T npp + Twpp
πwpp (53)

and the average period for one replenishment cycle is:

T
irp
cycle = (T npp + Twpp)Tmc (54)

and this is used for updating Eq. (34).

Overall Procedure to Compute the Solution

We divide the analysis of coupled in-plane and parking orbits into two parts, each explained in the
previous subsections. Solving each analysis independently will yield inconsistent results, necessi-
tating iterative adjustments to achieve a consistent solution. The adjusting process uses the parking
availability probability from the parking orbit analysis Eq. (34) and the in-plane spare demand prob-
ability from the in-plane analysis Eq (39). The detailed procedure for solving the indirect resupply
method is summarized in Table.

Algorithm 1 Fixed Point Iteration for the Indirect Resupply
Require: Constellation Configuration: (ai, i, Nsat, Nplane), Failure Probability Model: νij , LV Lead

Time Model: ρ′i, Minimum Time Step: Tsim
Input: Parking Orbit Parameter: (ap, Npark), In-Plane Resupply Parameter: (ri, qi), Parking Re-

supply Parameter: (rp, qp), Time Step: Tmc.
Output: Average In-plane Distribution πiri , Average Parking Distribution πirp

1: Compute Tplane, Tpark using Eq. (31) and Eq. (40)
2: Compute Pfi Eq. (33) and Eq. (12).
3: Set κ = [1 1 · · · 1]⊤ and Initialize Pqi as Eq. (36)
4: while |ηk+1 − ηk| > ε or |κk+1 − κk| > ε and k < kmax do
5: Compute in-plane orbit solution πqi and πri using Eq. (37)
6: Update in-plane orbit demand probability η using Eq. (39)
7: Compute the parking orbit demand transition matrix Pfp using Eq. (41)
8: Compute parking orbit solution πqp and πrp using Eq. (42) and Eq. (45)
9: Compute average parking orbit solution πirp using Eq. (53)

10: Update parking availability probability κ using Eq.(34)
11: Compute the in-plane replenishment matrix Pqi using Eq.(36)
12: k = k + 1
13: end while

It turns out that the solution converges with a relative error of less than 10−5 within 10 iterations
for the practical problem.
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VALIDATION AND OPTIMIZATION RESULT

Validation of Direct Resupply Strategy Analysis Method

The following parameters are used for the validation of direct resupply policy.

Parameters Value Description

q 4 The number of spares per replenishment [#]
r 42 The reorder condition of a direct replenishment [#]

Nsat 40 Nominal number of satellites per in-plane orbit [#]
λsat 0.05 - 0.15 Satellite failure rate per year per satellite [#]
Tmc 1 Markov Process (and Simulation) time step [day]

1/µLV 60 Average lead time of launch vehicle [day]
TLV 30 Constant lead time of launch vehicle for in-plane orbit [day]

Table 1. Parameters for the direct resupply method analysis

We have validated the analysis method under various failure rates. The blue bar represents the
average state distribution from the Monte Carlo simulations, and the red star indicates the stationary
solution from the proposed method. The tested failure rates are 0.05, 0.1, and 0.15, and they are
referred to as low, moderate, and high failure scenarios, respectively.

Figure 8. Stationary solution of (a) πq (b) πr (c) πdr for low failure rate

Figure 9. Stationary solution of (a) πq (b) πr (c) πdr for moderate failure rate

Based on the result figures, the proposed Markov process analysis accurately computes the ex-
pected state distribution. In addition, a higher failure rate while fixing the (r, q) parameters results
in a decrease in state level, as expected. Note that the proposed method only requires milliseconds,
while the simulation takes around 30 minutes in a typical personal computing environment. Due
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Figure 10. Stationary solution of (a) πq (b) πr (c) πdr for high failure rate

to its fast but accurate computation, the proposed method can be integrated into the optimization
problem, as will be discussed in a later section.

Validation of Indirect Resupply Analysis Method

The following parameters are used for the validation of indirect resupply policy.

Parameters Value Description

qi 4 The number of spares satellites per replenishment for in-plane orbit [#]
ri 42 The reorder condition of a replenishment for in-plane orbit [#]
qp 8 The number of spares batches per replenishment for parking orbit [#]
rp 8 The reorder condition of a replenishment for parking orbit [#]
Nsat 40 Nominal number of satellites per in-plane orbit [#]
λsat 0.05 - 0.15 Satellite failure rate per year per satellite [#]
Nplane 40 The number of in-plane orbits [#]
Tplane 200 RAAN match period for in-plane orbits [day]
Npark 3 The number of parking orbits [#]
Tpark 15 RAAN match period for parking orbits [day]
Tmc 1 Markov Process (and Simulation) time step [day]

1/µLV 60 Average lead time of launch vehicle for in-plane orbit [day]
TLV 30 Constant lead time of launch vehicle for in-plane orbit [day]

Table 2. Parameters for the indirect resupply method analysis

Like previous direct resupply method validation, the analysis method for the indirect method is
validated under various failure rates.

Based on the result figures, the proposed Markov process analysis accurately computes the ex-
pected state distribution. However, it loses accuracy as the failure rate increases, or consequently,
the parking availability decreases. This is because the assumption of the i.i.d. condition of park-
ing orbits is no longer valid, so the independent analysis loses accuracy. Nevertheless, the proposed
method can provide accurate solutions within the practical range of interest. In addition, the number
of iterations for convergence is less than 10 for all cases, only requiring a couple of sub-seconds.
Therefore, this method can be integrated into the optimization problem without any issues.
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Figure 11. Stationary solution of (a) πiri (b) πirp and (c) relative error for low failure rate

Figure 12. Stationary solution of (a) πiri (b) πirp and (c) relative error for moderate failure rate

Figure 13. Stationary solution of (a) πiri (b) πirp and (c) relative error for high failure rate

Simple Optimization of Direct Resupply Strategy

One representative application of the proposed method is design optimization. We modeled sim-
ple costs and constraints for the optimization.

Cost Modeling Let pbuild be the manufacturing price for a single spare satellite. On average, q
spares will be sent for every T dr

cycle, so the average manufacturing cost for the entire in-plane orbit
per unit time is:

cbuild =
1

T dr
cycle

Nplanes · pbuild · q (55)

Likewise, every in-plane orbit will have a resupply for every T dr
cycle. For launch cost, we assumed

that reserving the full payload capacity of an LV will discount the launch cost by γ%. Let plaunch be
the launch price for a single satellite and qmax be the maximum number of spares that can be sent
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by a single launch. Then, the average launch cost for the entire in-plane orbit per unit time is:

claunch =


1

T dr
cycle

Nplanes · plaunch · q if q < qmax

1−γ
T dr

cycle
Nplanes · plaunch · qmax if q = qmax

(56)

Lastly, having an unnecessarily large number of spare satellites in orbit should be penalized. For
this reason, we define the spare holding cost as follows:

cholding = Nplanes ·
N̄sat∑

k=Nsat+1

pholding · k · πdr
k (57)

where pholding is the holding price for a single spare satellite per unit time. Then, the total expected
spare strategy cost per unit time becomes:

ctotal = cbuild + claunch + cholding (58)

Constraint Modeling To maintain the constellation’s designed performance, the average number
of operating satellites must be higher than a user-defined threshold. Equivalently, the percentage of
time that the number of operating satellites is less than the nominal number of satellites should be
smaller than a user-defined threshold ξ. This can be modeled as:

P (X < Nsat) =

Nsat−1∑
k=0

πdr
k ≤ ξ (59)

In addition, the order size q must satisfy the launch vehicle capacity:

1 ≤ q ≤ qmax (60)

and, though not necessary, we assumed that the reorder level r is larger than or equal to the nominal
satellite level.

Nsat ≤ r (61)

Optimization Results Following parameters are used for optimization of direct resupply policy.

Parameters Value Description

pbuild 0.5 Manufacturing cost per a single spare [Unit Cost/Sat]
plaunch 10 Launch cost per a single spare [Unit Cost/Sat]
pholding 0.5 Launch cost per a single spare per year [Unit Cost/Sat/Year]

ξ 0.05 Performance drop duration requirement [%]
γ 0.02 Full launch cost discount factor [−]

qmax 6 The maximum number of spares for a single launch [#]

Table 3. Parameters for the design optimization of the direct resupply method

Following graph represents the feasibility and optimality of each design variable (r, q). The color
map indicates the total cost of the design set. It turns out that (r∗, q∗) = (42, 4) minimizes the total
cost while satisfies the constraints for this scenario.
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Figure 14. Feasibility and optimality analysis of the direct resupply strategy

CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have revisited the classical (r, q) inventory control policy and introduced the
(r, q, T ) inventory control policy. These policies are used to model the direct resupply and indirect
resupply strategies. The strategies were mathematically modeled using Markov chains, and their
long-term behavior was analyzed using stationary distribution. The proposed method could find an
accurate solution very quickly, implying its potential use in design optimization. This paper only
covers the simple design optimization of the direct resupply policy.
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