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Abstract—In the past three years, working with the Pacific
Salmon Foundation and various First Nations groups, we have
established Starlink-empowered wild salmon monitoring sites
in remote Northern British Columbia, Canada. We report our
experiences with the network services in these challenging en-
vironments, including deep woods and deep valleys, that lack
infrastructural support with some close to Starlink’s service
boundary at the far north. We assess the portability and mobility
of the satellite dishes and the quality of existing network access
in underdeveloped countries that Starlink expects to cover. Our
experiences suggest that network access based on LEO satellite
constellations holds promise but faces hurdles such as energy
supply constraints and environmental factors like temperature,
precipitation, and solar storms. The presence of wildlife and
respecting local residents’ culture and heritage pose further
complications. We envision several technical solutions addressing
the challenges and believe that further regulations will be
necessary.

I. INTRODUCTION

Operating at around 180 km to 2,000 km above the Earth
surface, Low Earth Orbit (LEO) satellites offer shorter latency
and higher throughput for space-ground communications com-
pared to traditional Geosynchronous orbit (GEO) satellites at
around 35,780 km.1 Though each LEO satellite only covers
a small portion of Earth’s surface, they can collaboratively
form a LEO Satellite Network (LSN) constellation to achieve
global coverage with handovers across satellites. LSN has
been advocated as a key infrastructure for truly ubiquitous
coverage in the forthcoming 6G. We have seen commercial
deployment of LSN constellations in the past decade with
rapidly growing attention from the general public. One of the
industrial leaders, OneWeb, is building a constellation of 648
broadband LEO satellites, which would eventually expand to
7,000.2 Its rival, SpaceX’s Starlink, has launched more than
2,000 satellites to LEO and has received approval from the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) to bring that
number up to 12,000.

Preliminary user experiences of LSNs, based on various
reports and our own experiments with Starlink [1], have been
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generally positive in urban cities. Its potentials and challenges
in the wild, however, remain unclear. In the past three years,
working with the Pacific Salmon Foundation, Wild Salmon
Center, and various First Nations groups, we have established
Starlink-empowered wild salmon monitoring sites in remote
areas of Northern British Columbia. In this article, we report
our experience in these challenging environments, including
deep woods and deep valleys, all of which lack infrastructural
support and some are at the far north, being close to Starlink’s
service boundary. We have also assessed the portability and
mobility of dishes, along with the quality of existing networks
in underdeveloped regions targeted for coverage by Starlink
(Africa, in particular). Our findings indicate that Starlink
effectively supports our monitoring systems; however, energy
supply poses a significant bottleneck in wild environments.
Environmental variables like temperature, precipitation, and
solar storms also have noteworthy impacts. Co-existing with
wildlife and respecting local culture and heritage present
additional challenges.

We envision several technical solutions that address in-
frastructural challenges, including cross-orbit collaboration
integrating multi-tier space networks, coordinated multi-path
transmission with inter-satellite-links, and mobile edge com-
puting anchored at LEO satellites. As LSNs rapidly develop,
we anticipate achieving global, anytime networking in the near
future. Yet, challenges related to the environment, social, and
culture will persist, necessitating appropriate regulations.

II. STARLINK IN THE WILD: EXPERIENCES AND LESSONS

Starlink’s network coverage now spans North Amer-
ica—with intermittent service in the northernmost areas-as
well as Western Europe, selected regions in Australia, and
New Zealand.3 To understand the Starlink’s performance, we
first established testing sites in urban centers of Canada and
the United States using first-generation dishes. These sites
served as vantage points for communicating with globally-
distributed servers. We compared the results against those
achieved using traditional terrestrial networks between the
same source-destination pairs.

Our findings reveal that Starlink’s average end-to-end la-
tency slightly exceeds terrestrial networks by 10%, with a
significantly higher standard deviation of 380%, indicating
greater latency variability. While Starlink outperforms tradi-
tional GEO satellites in throughput, it falls short of matching
terrestrial network capacities and exhibits high asymmetry.
Specifically, TCP download speeds range from 66 to 108 Mbps

3https://satellitemap.space, [Online; accessed Sep 27, 2023]
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Fig. 1. Salmon monitoring system setup diagram.

for Starlink, considerably lower than the 238 to 799 Mbps
range for terrestrial networks. Conversely, Starlink’s upload
throughput ranges from 6 to 7 Mbps, compared to 38 to 64
Mbps for terrestrial networks [1].

From end users’ view, Starlink offers a competitive, albeit
not fully equivalent, alternative to terrestrial networks in
urban areas with extensive satellite coverage. It complements
existing terrestrial infrastructure and can potentially serve as
a substitute in specific scenarios.

A. Remote Salmon Monitoring: A Satellite Use Case

Focusing on remote regions, satellite communication sys-
tems, such as Starlink, address the challenge of limited or
costly network services in wild and isolated environments.
However, some northern areas experience degraded perfor-
mance at the edge of the LEO satellite constellation. In col-
laboration with the Pacific Salmon Foundation, Wild Salmon
Center, and various First Nations groups in British Columbia,
Canada, we deployed real-time salmon monitoring systems
using Starlink at the KwaKwa Creek and Koeye River, as
shown in Fig. 1. Our system, utilizing deep learning for
automated counting, relies on Starlink as a backbone for re-
motely monitoring underwater cameras and managing on-site
microprocessors. Two types of microprocessors are employed:
Raspberry Pis for remote access and pipeline management,
and Nvidia Jetson Nanos for running the deep learning model
to track salmon from each underwater camera. The Jetsons
retrieve full-resolution video data via the Real-Time Streaming
Protocol (RTSP), storing it on an external hard drive for
manual retrieval, while the Raspberry Pi uploads a lower-
quality video stream to Amazon Web Services (AWS) Kinesis
Video Streams (KVS) for basic remote monitoring.4

Starlink surpasses Xplornet, a GEO satellite-based Internet
provider that was used in these remote areas, with superior
service. Xplornet’s download and upload maximum through-
puts are capped at 25 Mbps and 1 Mbps, respectively, with a
yearly data cap of 250 GB, while often delivering unreliable
connectivity.5

1) Northern Shoreline: We evaluated a Starlink second-
generation dish at the Koeye River estuary by the Pacific

4https://docs.aws.amazon.com/kinesisvideostreams/latest/dg/what-is-kines
is-video.html, [Online; accessed Sep 27, 2023]

5https://www.xplore.ca/shop/internet-packages/satellite/, [Online; accessed
Sep 27, 2023]

(a) Dish at the estuary of the Koeye
River towards a clear sky.

(b) The surrounding terrain map
in Manning Park.
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Fig. 2. The Measurement Setups in Remote Areas

coast (see Fig. 2(a)), ensuring clear sky exposure. Unlike
the circular first-generation dishes used in urban experiments,
this rectangular model, despite being within Starlink’s ser-
vice range, experienced a significant reduction in download
speed—approximately 68% lower than in urban settings across
all tested regions (Fig. 2(c)). Latency also increased by 11% to
30%, with more frequent disruptions. These issues are likely
as a result of sparse satellites and ground stations in northern
areas. We expect service improvements as Starlink’s network
grows and incorporates more inter-satellite links.

2) High-Elevation Deep Valley: Our second assessment oc-
curred in Manning Park, BC, an area surrounded by mountains
exceeding 2 kilometers in height, lacking conventional Internet
access, as depicted in Fig. 2(b). Despite being marked as non-
serviceable at the time, we successfully connected to Starlink.
However, latency ranged widely, averaging 90 to 350 ms, with
occasional spikes exceeding 1,000 ms. Throughput metrics
were constrained, averaging 13 Mbps for downloads and 4
Mbps for uploads, with rare surges to 100 Mbps and 20 Mbps.
Despite a consistently low obstruction ratio of 2%, service
disruptions occurred at intervals of one to three minutes,
highlighting the substantial impact of geographic terrain on
user-perceived network performance.

Current routing strategies in satellite networks, specifically
Starlink, primarily employ single bent-pipe transmissions for
initial or final segments of data transfer [2], [3]. Our findings
indicate that Starlink’s performance variability largely stems
from the vulnerability of these transmission paths to environ-

2
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(a) Koeye River aerial view featuring the 30m tall trees

(b) Koeye River weir setup and solar panels

(c) Solar panels in the harsh winters of Bear Creek River

Fig. 3. An aerial view of the weir site upstream of the Koeye River in the
Great Bear rainforest.

mental factors, including solar storms and rainfall. Notably, a
solar storm that caused a geomagnetic storm on February 3rd,
2022, resulted in a drastic reduction in Starlink’s throughput
from 100 Mbps to 5 Mbps, persisting for approximately two
days, potentially exacerbated by the atmospheric re-entry of 40
satellites during this period.6 Moreover, our analysis revealed a
negative correlation between precipitation levels and network
throughput [1].

B. Streaming QoE (Quality of Experience)

Multimedia applications, exemplified by our salmon moni-
toring system, constitute the majority of Internet traffic. Star-
link can facilitate communication for biologists, ending years
of isolation during site visits. From an end user’s perspective,
we initially assess Starlink’s support for contemporary com-
mercial multimedia services like YouTube, Twitch, and Zoom

6https://www.spacex.com/updates/#sl-geostorm, [Online; accessed Mar 25,
2024]
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Fig. 4. E2E throughput distribution of two video uploading modes over LSN.
(The number in X-axis tick labels represents the corresponding bitrate, e.g.,
VC-6 represents uploading the video encoded at 6 Mbps.)

conferencing. Our findings indicate satisfactory performance
for Video-on-Demand (VoD) applications, benefiting from a
large buffer size. In contrast, live streaming services, with
smaller buffers, struggle against network dynamics, leading
to potential frame drops and frozen playback. In interactive
video conferencing, Starlink’s higher network latency and jitter
significantly impact the user experience, with a 30% increase
in average interaction latency compared to terrestrial networks.

Automated salmon monitoring relies on video analytics
services, transmitting videos from cameras to remote servers
for analysis with advanced learning models. This upload-
centric demand conflicts with Starlink’s download-centric de-
sign. We stream videos at 10 FPS from a Starlink client to a
nearby data center server, considering two uploading modes:
1) uploading h.264 compressed videos with RTMP (VC), and
2) independently uploading JPEG compressed frames one by
one over TCP (IC). Fig. 4 displays the end-to-end throughput
distribution over 20 in-the-wild trials. Supporting RTMP-based
video uploading at a higher bitrate, e.g., 6 Mbps, can be chal-
lenging for current Starlink. The significant throughput varia-
tion between uploading trials for the same video underscores
the substantial impact of underlying network variations on
application-perceived QoE. Additionally, supporting medium-
to high-frame-rate (> 10 FPS) synchronous offloading for
analytics applications with stringent single-frame response
requirements, such as AR applications, remains challenging
for today’s Starlink.

C. Service Dynamics: Impact from Weather and Mobility

Our investigation shows that Starlink’s throughput is
weather-sensitive, exhibiting an inverse correlation with pre-
cipitation and temperature. On average, throughput declines
by 27% during any form of precipitation [1]. UDP downloads,
averaging 215 Mbps in dry conditions, drop to approximately
120 Mbps during heavy rainfall (> 4 mm per hour).7 This
reduced throughput is likely due to rain attenuation, with
Ka- and Ku-band radio waves being sensitive to rainfall [4],
[5]. Additionally, even lighter cloud formations can attenuate
satellite signal strength by approximately 10% [6].

7https://water.usgs.gov/edu/activity-howmuchrain-metric.html, [Online;
accessed Sep 27, 2023]
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Thunderstorms also significantly impact Starlink’s perfor-
mance, causing 420% more frequent and prolonged network
outages compared to clear days. These extended outages
render the Starlink network unstable during adverse weather,
posing challenges for our deployment in temperate rainforests,
known for their humidity and cloudiness. This condition
contributes to consistently lower bandwidth compared to mea-
surements in urban areas.

Starlink’s recent FCC authorization for in-vehicle usage
opens possibilities for portable and dynamic applications.8

While mobility features may not directly impact salmon
monitoring, in-transit connectivity can benefit maintenance
personnel moving from urban to remote areas for system
assessment. This can aid in deploying complex alert systems or
maintaining seamless communication with emergency person-
nel. To evaluate Starlink’s performance for mobile scenarios,
we conducted a 30-minute test near the Coquitlam River,
a significant salmon hatchery site. A Starlink dish, securely
fastened to a minivan roof rack, was tested with the portability
option activated.9

While functional in a mobile setting, Starlink requires
substantial improvements to match the reliability of stationary
setups. The system encountered frequent outages—every 16.5
seconds—lasting 5 to 36 seconds, with an average latency of
100-200 ms. These outages may have resulted from satellite
handovers, confirmed every 15 seconds [7], aligning with our
observations, and the dish’s mobility could have contributed to
longer search times for new satellites during these handovers.
Download throughput ranged from 80-100 Mbps but rapidly
diminished, while upload speeds remained consistent at 5-7
Mbps, akin to stationary setups. These latency and throughput
shortcomings significantly impact service quality, requiring
further refinement.

Additionally, the Starlink kit generally takes between 3-7
minutes to initialize and establish an Internet connection, but
we observed instances where this duration exceeded 20 min-
utes. This extended boot-up time could serve as a significant
barrier to effective mobile utilization.

D. The Wild World Challenge

While technical issues such as latency and throughput are
likely to improve over time, our expedition to the upstream
areas of the Great Bear temperate rainforest highlighted a
range of pragmatic challenges that warrant close attention. Our
team was the first external group to visit the weir at the Koeye
River in two years, illustrating the remote nature of the site.

1) Environmental Constraints: The towering old-growth
trees surrounding the river, as depicted in Fig. 3(a), rise to
heights of at least 30 meters and restrict clear sky visibility
to the riverside weir. This area is also prone to flooding.
Consequently, the Starlink dish at KwaKwa was mounted 25-
30 feet above ground level to avoid tree obstructions, while
the Koeye dish was situated in the middle of the river on a fish

8https://www.cnbc.com/2022/06/30/fcc-approves-spacex-starlink-service-t
o-vehicles-boats-planes.html, [Online; accessed Sep 27, 2023]

9This test was conducted for academic research purposes only. Starlink
currently does not endorse dish use on moving vehicles, but trials are
underway, notably in Ukraine, and an RV version has been released.
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Fig. 5. Cross-orbit collaboration in wild area.

weir, reconstructed based on archaeological evidence from the
Heiltsuk Indigenous community (see Fig. 3(b)). The uptime for
the KwaKwa setup significantly underperformed compared to
the Koeye dish, incurring outages every 5-10 minutes for 2-3
minutes, likely due to the obstructive foliage.

2) Wildlife Considerations: The local ecosystem, rich in
bears, wolves, and various avian species, introduces risks to the
stability of the dish setup. Specifically, the Koeye watershed
is home to an estimated population of 100 individual grizzly
bears. Wildlife can easily travel through the narrow weir,
posing a potential threat to the equipment.

3) Power Considerations: Given the remote location, power
is primarily sourced from solar panels, which operate under the
limitations of daylight and weather conditions. The solar arrays
produce up to 990W per hour under optimal conditions while
the Starlink dish’s power consumption averages at 56.3 Watts
and peaks to 144.5 Watts [1]. Our estimations of the entire
system suggest that 3-4 hours of direct sunlight per day would
suffice for continuous operation; however, fog and rainfall led
to periodic outages despite battery backup systems capable of
providing up to 48 hours of power. Winter conditions further
impede solar power generation, as shown in Fig. 3(c), where
snow cover must be manually cleared to resume energy capture
for the nearly sustained higher power requirements of 145
Watts the dish uses to maintain snow melting mode [1].

4) Logistical Constraints: The isolated nature of the lo-
cation makes diesel generators impractical and unauthorized,
leaving us dependent on utilizing solar panels. Moreover,
access to the area upstream of the Koeye River is tidal-
dependent, only during high tides, making physical mainte-
nance costly and sometimes impossible.

III. TOWARDS UBIQUITOUS LSN ACCESS

A. Cross-Orbit Collaboration

Due to the fast growth of the LSN market, the number of
LEO satellites and operators surges. This fast growth trend will
lead to a crowded LEO space with a massive number of LEO
satellites. We envision that satellite networks will be similar to
the Internet today, where operators, including LEO, Medium
Earth Orbit (MEO), and GEO, collaborate and share cross-
orbit resources, providing end users with cross-orbit services
in a single terminal without the need for additional satellite
deployments. Intelsat, for instance, is testing their cross-orbit
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services using electronically steered arrays to switch services
between LSNs and GEO satellite networks.10

Cross-orbit collaboration is promising to improve service
continuity in remote areas to address LEO coverage lim-
itations. As shown in Fig. 5, a single LEO satellite at a
550 km altitude and 10° minimum elevation angle covers
just 1.69% of Earth’s surface, insufficient for comprehensive
remote area and ground station connectivity. In contrast, a
GEO satellite can cover 34.12% of the surface, facilitating
direct end-user connections and enabling LEO-GEO traffic
offloading for broader reach. This approach is particularly
beneficial for polar region operations, where existing networks
like Starlink, with a 53° inclination, predominantly serve lower
latitudes, neglecting polar coverage. Cross-orbit collaboration
can extend LSNs reach to polar areas through GEO satellite
network integration.

The costs of the operators who sell their resources must
be compensated. However, since the buyers only have a
limited budget, a pricing algorithm must be carefully designed
and integrated with the routing algorithm. Our preliminary
evaluation has shown that our pricing and routing algorithm
can conserve 11.00% to 63.85% more energy on satellites and
reduce 33.90% to 81.56% more delay compared to the routing
schemes that did not consider pricing and only focused on
transmission rate, delay, and current battery capacity.11

To mitigate the service quality drops in single GEO of-
floading scenarios, cross-orbit collaboration enables multiple
satellites to collaborate with LEO satellites using a reverse-
auction framework, where collaborating operators propose bids
detailing the traffic amount they can handle. The LEO satellite
operator then offloads traffic to selected satellites, ensuring that
no collaborating satellite is overwhelmed.

B. Coordinated Multi-Path Transmission with ISL

In the early stages of Starlink deployment, each LEO
satellite served as a traffic relay, directly forwarding received

10https://www.intelsat.com/newsroom/intelsat-completes-multi-orbit-infli
ght-wi-fi-tests/, [Online; accessed Sep 26, 2023]

11The evaluation results are derived from the authors’ ongoing research,
which is currently in the process of being submitted to future conferences.

end user traffic down to a GS [8]. Such bent-pipe style
communications require massive GSes to achieve truly global
coverage, which contradicts Starlink’s goal of reducing the
reliance on ground infrastructures. Although there are already
about 150 operational Starlink GSes,12 it is still far from being
satisfactory to achieve ubiquitous LSN access for end users.
The newer generation of Starlink satellites, version 1.5 and 2.0,
are equipped with optical heads for inter-satellite communica-
tions.13 ISLs provide alternative network paths in space with
higher reliability and data fidelity, significantly reducing the
signal attenuation and latency variations caused by weather
conditions [3]. As more satellites become interconnected via
ISLs, a new form of low-latency, wide-area backbone that
connects any end user anywhere is emerging.

As shown in Fig. 6, the complexity of the network topology
multiplies with integrated ISLs, ground-satellite links, and
different types of ground and air relays. A number of paths
with varying delays, costs, and throughputs can be available
for any pair of end users. Coordinating the multi-path trans-
mission can increase network reliability and security, improve
in-the-wild performance, and facilitate load balancing. For
example, multiple ISL paths could be invoked simultaneously
for transoceanic multimedia transmission to satisfy the low
latency and high throughput requirements. For remote areas
that experience frequent power outages, alternative ISL paths
can provide resilience to terrestrial paths and help maintain
connectivity. Yet, challenges need to be addressed to realize
efficient coordination, such as data packet synchronization
and ordering, topology- and performance-aware dynamic path
selection, end-to-end multipath device compatibility, and stan-
dardization for interoperability.

C. LSN Empowered Mobile Edge Computing

As LSN evolves into seamless global coverage, every end
user will have equal access to the Internet and enjoy the
convenience of modern technologies, such as online gaming
and video streaming. Emerging applications that are hard to
develop with terrestrial networks will be easily implemented,
such as wildlife monitoring, disaster response and relief, and
maritime surveillance. Typically, these applications require
edge computing resources to deliver satisfactory QoE such as
low latency. As each satellite in the LSN can directly commu-
nicate with end user devices at a latency as low as 25 ms,14

LEO satellites are the ideal mobile edge computing (MEC)
nodes if they are equipped with sufficient onboard computing
resources. Given the large coverage size of GEO and MEO
satellites, they will likely receive excessive service requests
beyond their computing capacity when satellite access be-
comes ubiquitous. With cross-orbit communication, the dense
LEO MEC nodes may help by sharing fractional workloads
offloaded from GEO or MEO satellites while improving their
own onboard computing resource utilization, especially when
flying over areas with rare end user requests.

12https://starlinkinsider.com/starlink-gateway-locations/, [Online; accessed
Sep 24, 2023]

13https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Starlink, [Online; accessed Sep 24, 2023]
14https://www.starlink.com/technology, [Online; accessed Sep 23, 2023]
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Unlike terrestrial MEC, where the edge computing nodes
(e.g., base stations) are stationary, LEO MEC needs to address
the challenges originating from both the end users and edge
computing nodes. This is because the LEO satellites move rel-
atively faster than the Earth, completing one full orbit around
the Earth typically in 90-120 minutes.15 The high mobility
results in frequent satellite handovers, occurring around every
15 seconds, according to a recent study [7]. The frequent
handovers can cause a series of issues, including unexpected
service interruptions, fluctuations in available computing re-
sources, potential data privacy leakage, and latency varia-
tions [9]. This calls for mobility-aware cross-satellite resource
scheduling and task dispatching strategies that consider the
satellite movement trajectories, available onboard computing
resources, and QoE requirements of edge computing tasks.

Compared with terrestrial MEC nodes, LEO satellites have
limited onboard computing resources due to the size, weight,
and power constraints. Although LEO MEC nodes can take on
partial latency-sensitive computing tasks, most heavy-lifting
workloads still need to rely on terrestrial computing infrastruc-
tures. Fortunately, recent years have witnessed the accelerated
integration of LSN and existing terrestrial infrastructures. For
instance, Starlink has partnered with Google Cloud to install
GSes within or near cloud data centers to directly ingest user
data from space at the edge of LSN [10]. Other cloud providers
also successively roll out Ground Station as a Service (GSaaS)
offerings, such as AWS Ground Station,16 to provide available
ground antenna and geo-distributed computing infrastructures
for user data from space. The integrated terrestrial-satellite
computing infrastructures make solid foundations for ubiqui-
tous and responsive LSN access.

IV. FURTHER OPPORTUNITIES AND CHALLENGES OF
GLOBAL COVERAGE WITH LSN

Acknowledging the essential role of the LSN in attaining
global coverage, the Starlink dish acted as the crucial bridge
between remote areas and the broader world. Therefore, it
is imperative to assess the current alternative networks in
these remote regions and consider the potential challenges
associated with deploying the Starlink dish. It is also necessary
to examine the industrial and governmental policies, as well
as the social and cultural implications.

A. Opportunities for LSN: Africa as a case

In comparison to other regions, Africa’s network infrastruc-
ture is comparatively underdeveloped. In the US, Canada, and
most East Asian nations, more than 80% of the population
has access to the Internet. However, only large cities in Africa
have access to 4G networks, and only 39.7% of the population
has internet access.17

To evaluate the current performance of terrestrial networks
and uncover potential advantages of LSN in these remote

15https://aerospace.csis.org/aerospace101/earth-orbit- 101/ [Online;
accessed Sep 23, 2023]

16https://aws.amazon.com/ground-station/, [Online; accessed Sep 23, 2023]
17https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List of countries by number of Internet

users, [Online; accessed Sep 26, 2023]

areas, we have conducted a preliminary measurement on
cellular network performance in Gabon, Africa as a case
study. One test site was situated in a village approximately 25
kilometers away from the nearest city, Franceville. We used
an online speed test website18 and selected a server located
in Franceville for our testing purposes. The average download
and upload bandwidth were measured at 4.10 and 0.27 Mb/s
respectively, with a latency of 303 ms and jitter of 89 ms.
It is worth noting that for the experiment, a signal amplifier
and an LTE router are necessary for Internet access. Otherwise,
standard mobile phones even struggled to receive the signal. In
comparison to the current cellular network available in remote
parts of Africa, the LSN services that we have experienced are
far superior, albeit yet to cover this vast continent.

There are challenges associated with deploying Starlink
dishes in this area. The Starlink dish is known to be sensitive
to extreme weather conditions, including high temperatures
and precipitation [1]. Given that Africa has a tropical wet and
dry climate characterized by high temperatures and frequent
heavy precipitation, it is anticipated that the Starlink dish
may experience performance degradation. As an example,
Franceville experiences annual temperature variations between
20-31◦C,19 potentially leading to a throughput decline of 5-
26% due to the absence of a positive cooling mechanism
for the Starlink dish [1]. Additionally, the year 2022 saw
approximately 43% of Africa’s population without access to
electricity.20 Failing to secure a sufficient electrical power
supply could present an additional potential challenge. For
instance, our test site is outfitted with multiple electric genera-
tors that operate exclusively during daytime hours to minimize
costs. Despite this, the power capacity remains inadequate to
support the simultaneous operation of all high-power electrical
appliances.

B. Political Considerations from Industry and Government

On top of the already approved 12,000 satellites, the FCC
has greenlit Starlink’s plan to deploy an additional 7,500
second-generation satellites.21,22 Starlink employs higher-
frequency Ka- and Ku-bands for gateway and user communi-
cations respectively [11], optimizing for higher data rates but
has increased vulnerability to atmospheric and rain attenuation.
This necessitates the use of high-power transmissions and
high-gain antennas with narrow beam widths.

Given that orbital and spectral resources are limited, the In-
ternational Telecommunication Union has implemented guide-
lines to ensure equitable access and resource efficiency. The
allocation for LEO orbit and spectrum resources operates
on a “first-come, first-served” basis with a time limit of 7
years being imposed for notifying and putting the system into

18https://pcmag.speedtestcustom.com/, [Online; accessed Sep 26, 2023]
19https://weatherspark.com/y/148278/Average-Weather-at-Franceville-M

vengue-Airport-Gabon-Year-Round, [Online; accessed Sep 26, 2023]
20https://www.iea.org/reports/africa-energy-outlook-2022/key-findings,

[Online; accessed Sep 26, 2023]
21https://www.cnbc.com/2022/12/01/fcc-authorizes-spacex-gen2-starlink-u

p-to-7500-satellites.html
22https://www.space.com/spacex-starlink-satellites.html
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use.23 Failure to use the reserved spectrum within this time
frame renders it invalid. These regulations provide substantial
advantages to pioneers, represented by Starlink, enabling them
to maintain a dominant position within this segment. The
latecomers, however, have to address the scarce orbit and spec-
trum resources challenge and the operation and coordination
challenge of not creating interference with existing services.

To achieve truly global coverage, Starlink incorporates laser-
based Inter-Satellite Links (ISLs) to bypass limitations such as
small individual satellite coverage areas and a lack of GSes
in certain regions [12]. ISLs facilitate data transmission at
the speed of light in a vacuum, approximately 47% faster
than through optical fiber, thus enabling lower-latency, long-
distance communications. The adoption of ISLs however has
elicited significant regulatory concerns, primarily centered
around data security. Authorities are apprehensive that the ISL-
based routing could lead to a lack of control over data traffic,
raising questions about the integrity and security of data as it
transits through space.24

C. Environmental, Social and Cultural Implications

While the technological advancements of LSNs are widely
celebrated, it is imperative to address their broader environ-
mental, social, and cultural implications, many of which are
not yet fully understood.

One significant concern is the escalation of space debris,
a mixture of natural meteoroids and man-made orbital frag-
ments, which poses substantial risks to operational satellites
and spacecraft. Collisions with even minuscule fragments can
lead to catastrophic outcomes, as past incidents have illustrated
[13]. Furthermore, the increasing saturation of LEO with
both operational satellites and debris poses challenges for
astronomers. These objects, when illuminated by sunlight, can
hinder telescopic observations by falling within the 4th to
6th visible magnitude range, thereby impacting the quality
of astronomical research [14]. To address these challenges,
Starlink’s second-generation (V2.0) satellites have undergone
design modifications aimed at reducing their luminosity and
mitigating their impact on astronomical activities.25

The sociocultural challenges are no less complex, a fact
brought to light during our field studies. For instance, the
Koeye river and its surrounding rainforest hold spiritual sig-
nificance for the Heiltsuk Indigenous community, and the
introduction of modern values into such sacred spaces has
incited conflicts,26 symbolizing a clash between traditional
values and technological advancements. This will potentially
cause tension between traditional cultural values and the
upcoming modern technological connectivity.

Moreover, the idea of signal pollution extends beyond
technological aspects into ethical and philosophical domains.

23https://www.itu.int/en/ITU-R/space/snl/Documents/ITU-Space reg.pdf,
[Online; accessed Sep 25, 2023]

24https://spacenews.com/oneweb-says-regulatory-concerns-main-reason-i
ts-forgoing-inter-satellite-links/, [Online; accessed Sep 22, 2023]

25https://api.starlink.com/public-files/BrightnessMitigationBestPracticesSa
telliteOperators.pdf, [Online; accessed Sep 25, 2023]

26https://ojs.library.ubc.ca/index.php/bcstudies/article/view/1913, [Online;
accessed Oct 04, 2023]

The advent of ubiquitous connectivity is not without its
drawbacks, as it also contributes to a new form of intangible
pollution: WiFi pollution. This intrusion into once-pristine
areas has raised concerns among biologists, who argue that
the distractions of mobile applications could compromise
the attentiveness and self-reliance essential for survival in
wilderness settings.

In conclusion, the quest for global internet coverage
necessitates the formulation of interdisciplinary policies,
professional guidelines, and ethical standards. These com-
prehensive frameworks must be sensitive to the array
of impacts—technological, environmental, social, and cul-
tural—posed by the proliferation of LSNs.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This article has presented our initial experience with Star-
link’s network access in remote areas. Our experience has
suggested that a space Internet based on LEO satellite constel-
lations has great potentials towards global coverage, particu-
larly as a compliment to cellular services. There are however
challenges from industry and government regulations, and
from environmental, social and cultural considerations. We
discussed a series of potential solutions and, in spite of the
challenges, we expect that truly ubiquitous network access for
general users would soon be realized through a seamlessly
integration of diverse terrestrial and space networks.
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