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Research on Load Balancing in Data Center Networks
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Abstract: Data center networks are the important infrastructure of the modern Internet and cloud computing. It is critical to achieve load
balancing in data center networks for guaranteeing high throughput and improving service experience. We first analyze the difference
between the data center network and traditional Internet and conclude the features of data center networks and the facilitation for
designing load balancing schemes. Then we analyze the challenges of designing load balancing schemes in data center networks from the
perspective of complexity and diversity. We classify existing load balancing schemes in data center networks into four types, i.e., the
schemes based on the network layer, the transport layer, the application layer and the synthetic designs, according to different

modification types. We detail advantages and disadvantages of these schemes and evaluate them from the point of the control structure,
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the granularity of load balancing, the congestion sensing mechanism, the strategy of load balancing, scalability and the difficulty of
deployment. Finally, we summarize all load balancing schemes and present some future feasible directions.

Key words: data center network; load balancing; cloud computing; flow scheduling; traffic management
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Fig.1 The classification of load balancing schemes in data center networks
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Fig.2 The classification results of the schemes base on the network layer
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KIS P AL B A flowlet 3R IFAR YR 2 0 (19 H oty 1 HEAT 5 8, 75 0, 22 e MLAE B A7 A0 47 16 H o 1 0
Congestion-To-Leaf &5 1% 3 e A4 ZE 10 1 oty 1 3E 47 5% 2 .CONGA  FI| F A 195 AN 1 b ek 2 ) % i f £, Sl B
4 42 1 2 5 UL BOAR I, P FH 2T VXLANPH ) overlay $5 AR SzEUI 2645 B BO4L 38 5258 1045 S35 7 :LBTag(4
bits). CE(3 bits). FB_LBTag(4 bits)fl FB_Metric(3 bits). 24 G {EIEAZ bl &k 1A o, 20K I8 28 e pL I H o 015
1CAE LBTag W1, 945 CE F i i 1 B (1 41 JEFE RS 78 W P9 % R A2 vP B R S HLAE CE it bR Y
PHERE MEEE B ML HNUE, B 728 B ATUAR 35 52 0 20 1) B 4% 30 2815 5 50 Congestion-From-Leaf, %4
Ja M2 (5 & 5N FB_LBTag #1 FB_Metric 38528 & 15 40 LL T ECMP #l MPTCP 75 %¢,CONGA 1E W 45 51 34N
I R 155 . # Be DR I Spe /0 B9 7 78 RGBT 0], 1k R4 %o IR JE A B B, 6 /N BB SR S ECMIP A AL I R0 2R A I 4%
iR 1% 0L, CONGA. BEAR 17 $th b T 0 4% 0 e I 19§70 R 24 1 e 3 SE L B A0 (0 R RS BB AR CONGA HA AR e i
(714 R, (H L AE 7 A8 M LAF i ) 265 B A2 4R 245 B SR I P 5 8K Bk CONGA R BE R FITE — JE M 4% i ™
Je P 52 3] — s PR 1T HLCONGA 119 4 J 1 28 18 0 4 1% Rl P 28 BN A R RF MG 55 i L 6 2k 340 i 23R

(2)CLOVE

LA BB Hp 0 X 45 7 0 350 A AL ) e 2 B T 0 P A8 AL B R R DL D 8 A, 2 s SRR K 1 5 AR 4
T KT H.CLOVE MW 45 31 2% £ FE H R L6 B FLMLA ) B2 37 s T AE —F o 00 32 7 1) 0 2 1 2k 14 47 0 350 i L
.76 CLOVE " 3 A0 48 (15 28 R I 1 ECMP B R F R, 57 835 145 v f0 4 45 R BRI 3 6 DA 1 28 8
L UL PR P LS. AR AL M 4% 72 Rk B AS [R] e IRty 115 R A A7 B ) ) PR >R R I IRRD I g
Z A ¥ % 42 R ECMP w4 G A K AN 5 25 S 44 st 1 -5 A0 A [R] B8 A7 JEAT ISR 2 R SO0 M 4% A e o S L
F flowlet (K11, AGA> flowlet (K155 & 2% MR 05 411 2855 0k A7 0L 2 % oy 1) S R0 T 1 i ECN B [N Aol
W FRSEILAE G R4 3H 4 o CLOVE 55 ECMP 1 CONGA #ET X b, % I CLOVE M LT ECMP fg Szl
FE/IN R 5 T 8], 3T HL RIS B 4215 CONGA 1M fg, 78 = f 83 T CLOVE fgik 245 80%T1) CONGA (114 g
%5 .CLOVE AN 22 53 5% (R 4 5 40 it e s L Al 6 0 O M B, AR SR AL A SR AR RS 5 EAE overlay 4% 5K
I, A T R A5 A 2 T T It i) R, T ELR P R LML S 5 AR 7 4R 9 B AR AS 0 2 T W] WS T R 4.
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(3)HULA

HH T CONGA TE 1 Z: 38 He WL AR AT K B 41 2 DR I T PR 1) L mT 97 g 12, LA Bk CONGA TE T8 44 o SE I S5 8 A7
TEAS /N 25 FF 40 A0 e 52 DRI AR 3 H HULA, —Ff 43 A5 2100 50 0k 90 670 288 % 26 119 4 ) R S T 00908 w0 I 2% 67 2035
1 HULA A A3 L4 30 2542 P 3R %, R 7745 Dst_ip. Best hop #1 Path util, 43 | 3 7=~ 4 B [ ToR K ip
bk, K AEZ ToR BB T —HkH 0 DL %t 1 3] ToR B4R B 5 K B B8 1 FH 22 2B A0U4% 45 B 8 1 1 B, BB 4%
PIZEIRAETE ToR 2 B HEAT B BhAL 75, 38 e AL K 5038 20k B 1 1) e 26 42 F — Bk O B AR A R dn o 72
1, ToR A2 #1328 B 45 4T, e FP A2 torID(24 bits, F7n & IR EF 1) tor) A1 minUtil(8 bits, % 7~ S AL
F6 4% 10 B /N R 26, AR BT BE 2 LS, 208 L RIS O H O R A 3R R minUt] A (85K {8 fR A7 16
minUtil 9, 58 57 J5 28 #e AL 52 ) iZ 4R £ e 1) JL 40 J8 &% . BT B 28 3 LI AT AH [R] 5% &, M T SE L0 2845 B I 4%
% HULA UL flowlet }iBE 4T S8 351, A8 LA Hh 4k 3 flowlet 38,371 flowlet 211K 5 AR 48 B 4401 F R R #
At N —BhEAT % flowlet (K 3% .8 T FRAKEE B XEFE HULA X P4 Sese il S Sk ihr o IR A e AR
B AL L T REAE = JZ Fat-Tree $4h ) SEE R I AE X FR 5 L ,HULA {E4 R 84 & A L T ECMP #F19 f@
) CONGA #I B A T /N 19 58 BN 1A] ZE R X BB 0L T, HULA 47588 B A /I (R HEBA K J8 DU B /N 097 58 It
). B 28 HULA B RAFfmr 4 Ji 1, 08 L3 Wk A% 45 AL il R 1) 77 490 28 B o 19 % B 2 ] 7 T 4% 0 PR K BT
PRET 1T 5 IF 84 A5 0T 2% B I 4% (1045 A% S e

(4)LetFlow

LetFlow 7843 K48 flowlet i 41 2E H 3T B7 145 1, 52 H— il 181 B (0 38 LA Hb DL SR 1) flowlet £ 3k 34 1l
5 28 I X B0 A0 PR I B R, R B flowlet (¥ K /0N g BLHE IR I 2% (¥ 48 2 175 O, 48 28 7 5 (1) 8 A2 3L
flowlet B /N, AN ZE 1 B% 42 2 flowlet B8 K. K BL A H flowlet [ B H51E BE ST B 38 B (1) P 55 78 38 B LA 3 i3
flowlet 3 HHEAT flowlet &I, 48 J5 AREAN T 1) flowlet 7E BT A I 4T H VR BEALIZE R — ANt DE AT 3 R G X i
A7 B (R ML ), S CRUIE TP 28 B8 4% 1Y) flowlet 5430 M 4 7% 21 50 AN I 28 1A B 45 1, DTG S 30 67 8 340 7 0 AR [/ 1 250308
£ h 4T L3R, LetFlow A EF ECMP A1 CONGA HE SZHIL T /N {37 58 /8 B (8] 7E X 28 JE X Bk 15 5L LetFlow tH Ag
BRI YR RN LetFlow S AN [ (1944 41 2 T WO AT IR 47 16 B 12k LetFlow AL 355 1] B, 3 78 22 #e L
T PR TRE A T B AH b T A WL NMR 22, IR B8 T2 I 47 (O 14 R H flowlet P4 2E 5 I A i s f TG vk
of ) 265 14 9 A 2 AT B R, 75 T 5 ) D0 4% 4 26 S5 0 ORI 1 flowlet HE B 7 R AEAT AR B BRI i of T 7 AL IR
R P 0 DA M i R
2.2.3 Flowecell }iE

L 1) flowlet AL §E 5 1R 4 b B0 X 45 (1) 41 175 O (B AZAE TLAN Bl AS . — J5 THI A2 flowlet K/NAS[E & , A 41 22
B8 1% E—A flowlet FIEYEBAR K I FEEAE E—A flowlet BIEHEEAR /N, M 48 tPAE7E A R KN flowlet 1
35+ flowlet MAEAATEMEE. S — JiH 2 flowlet 52 X 4%t BILA 2 ) 3047 190 R B AL 11, 224 38 8 AL R % 2
flowlet 5 M4 T & 7= 4 T PHZE SR A, X Pl s pL ] — B R LS PR M4 ALt Be. v 7 8 40 flowlet Sk
i, Keqiang He $1 tH 3T K /NHEE 1 floweell 34T 52 83517 1) 7 2 floweell i B A T 601 it 2 (7], 38 40 T 56
TR R Bk R A R — AR R R T TR U KL T L H AT 2T floweell FE
{1 B30 0 X 48 B 3 38 7 7 S Prestol®!

(1)Presto

Presto & — M 7E L R R I FE FE AT 5 T floweell BLE (135 3h 730380 65 75 32.3% 07 R T ECMP % /h
It B8 TE I AT B A M e 1 BB TR Ui R AR KN — B floweell 3#EAT 2 A% i 7E 1 T i UL S 15 7
JH O R B 328 1 9 2 40 ) 5 P 465 3% SRR SR I [ 52 KNI floweell, 25 F8 B IUA SERIALE) TCP #h i
TSO(TCP Segment Offload) kK /Ny 64K B, Kl 1 £ 3% flowceell 1)K/ 64KB K92 /NG 20 81 () A e A8 S
% AL S 1 AR P K N 48 TR 5 B AR AT RR A, IR AE R LIS P FE SR A shadow MACPT HAMG ALK H 11
MAC HhHE1E& B e I #4645 I FR 2, 58 S IUAH 7 (19 % 4% 026 A 10 UR MAC BB BCH floweell (19 1D SR H £
FRALER I8 R AR R floweell B 42 18 i 72 b R FH 6 10 B B R B2 U7 SUSE A R % 4% E floweell 471
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I IR TE— A b ez ) 2% S B ) 8% B AR VO PR SR N A TR R 4 11 B A R SR S, L I B P B AR A
T AR EL R 1) 3 R 1 B T B Presto I8 #E TCP # GRO(Generic Receive Offload) ™ 5 it 2% 77 ML il 2k Ab H &L
A, b X e PR L B AT A B el L 1 EE A% d i T Presto ML PRI, & B Presto 2 A4S Re Vi bR
L A SR R g e, 5] I R 22 512 2 6% 1) CPU JF44 . 1E A [5] #5048 4 1 W 26 375 5 1, 5 ECMP #1 MPTCP A LU Presto
B2 I B A M e E X 4% B B B SOAS S BRI L IR Presto 75 AT DA SE B 47 O M BE Presto J& — Rl E B %1y
7 B ML) e I /N BE P [ DR /N B floweell AT LASEELARH 4F B9 350 B B T~ Presto X 19X £ 47 S AN e S, [R] okt
TV T IR XoF D) 28 47 100 33 47 0] I, 76 IR) 445 5 Rt 7™ B 1) 3 55 7, I 285 411 2 2 ORI AR i R
22.4 VKL

T T URURE BE HEAT VR B K 2 B S BRI U S I SR 3K ST 5 A B B B Hh G X 4% 5 S AT B AR £
3 sk 4 v S 2 A L JB R P 2% 224 T A7 1 5, %o I 4% AR B ) TR R AT B AR IR R M M 4IRS R AR AR AL S il
T FHUE e 42 0 40 VAR AT B A I B, DT 52 B I 246 [ 7 2 3 87 . I T L R 1 X 2 R T s R ) s v 0 Y
AT TT B T ECMP M WCMP 2 4h, B 45: Hedera®”? . MicroTEP®! | Mahout?®”? | Devoflow?? .

131 B2 Freeway™ #I Expeditus® %5

LocalFlow . FlowBender

(1)Hedera

Hedera J& —FEE o UM AT J& I B0 900 1 B R 40, A Al — A o sl s ] 98 A 322 532 45 Lm0 4 I 45 11 3
BAF 2L IE AT I 4% AR AT B IR SR S I DA U PR R B WA S AL D 4% P 47 3507 Hedera 1) FH Al v 53 S I I 4%
DRI ARSI AR A 320 558 e AT 3R B 1) 3t 15 S IR AR T T B0 & 10 R 8 e LK ) BT 0 R AR A 7 58 75 R, R
Tk B T — B B PR R AN DK, 7E TR R I AR v g v SR HH B ORI EE KT I R 4% Hedera 0T T PR AR KR B A5
% #5735 :Global First Fit AR K 5 7%.Global First Fit 592 o, 1 BF 2% 48 56 16 10 ) A2 415 58, O N A Kk
B — AN ATAT B BR AR EAT IT 7% A AU R SRV TS P A W AT B A% 2 B AT 4 R R 0 R A 1 B AR S B
J5 Hedera 2 H FF AR A 204 HILATL 1) 6 D9 1 7 3350 4 AR B R0 7E A R i =B 3% 5t T Hedera #H H T ECMP
B KIF 20y 5, se B i R M B8 i T Hedera & — P45 A =00 32 il L1, D8] b 3 75 BEUSCAE I I 20 R3S
RZ LA S BRIBLE T, 218 B e # KL Hi 7T 44 . Hedera R A OpenFlow i3 47T £ b8 Wi S A s 42 22
56, Z PR T UL LA I e, T B 28 KB STl S R Jal S A0 R 5, 48 F T v Ak B it 2 A0 A T T 1) T 45 37 3%

(2)MicroTE

B T 00 e I 285 3t 2L R ST 0 43 T TN A, BT b T R P A2 R P A U PR B 2 Micro TE & —F4H
L E (i 2 ERATL ), L d I 43 A ToR A2 AT 22 1) ik &2 140 AT Tl 0 ke, 0 w000 %)k a3 A7 A0 B R B 7 I 55
8 SIS H IR BB B SRR, TR — s I TAT (0.1 0 )R A i o R 38 B 48 S IR 5% 2 AT VR A5 BB A LA
T g Ay TR0 P 23 A, AR U i 8 IR S5 A TR T ) e ) 2R 0E 5 R A UG I ToR X 8] I 245 R Hh s g )
A5 25 LA R U B AE ., R 2 A 8 R SRV AT T £ e R AT e A B AR 3 A8 N AN T I A R U AR 4R T T
Ui AR IR R S TR A Y 4% A T BE L, AT IO ECMP 8 B SRS R S [B] 1 W 4% 46 4 FF MicroTE A LEF
ECMP HAG 5 i iy 56 R F 28, B4 230 e A i i 9 1) FH PR AS TRD PR 3 2 v T00 A2 B2 1% L \Micro TE #fi g 422
I B A1 R, B BE S B3k G ECMP 3 BRI 25 40155 00 [R) I 78 0% 28 W F90 0 12 AS & ) 45450 ,MicroTE 5 ECMP R 5k
070 B 4 2, R 06 G B AR R ] 97 o AR , DO 28 R 5 SR B AT 98 2 42 i) % e B 1) R 50, 0 SO P 11 R T V2
Aab ¥R 2R Ik ) AR 00 T EL ) P R 5% 4 3R AT A5 5 SR AR A R TRk S i i il B ORI,

(3)Mahout

SN SEELIA P9 A [R] 3 B S B 1) 22 A R B Mahout X ) 45 H IR JKIRE 0 /0N 9 SR BRUAS (] P 8 38 548 s Sk iz 0 4 4f
HR L I 5 1) B #3547 Mahout 7 2 i A socket F G2 AT R /N, K G2 A7 8 i — 5 1AL AT A A0 2 KL, o) 34 ek b (- 1
0K UL I AL HEAT AR, I8 X P9 AS 5 1 5 SR IR I8 . 2 00 A e LR A B I 5 Y R, T %
AL B [ /NI, 28 LR /NI BAT ECMP SEBSEAT 5% % 8 2 B0 8 T R, T 28 e bl 2 B 1% L 52 1l I R Ik 45
rh ok ) 2, El PP R ) B EE AT KR A B S ) 25 R A Increasing First FitP™) Sk BEAT KR B4R 08 35, 50 4 3
i N ) % R i T % R FH R R IR B T 15 B, SE B KU B 42 AR A6 FE A R 1A K U R 3% 5 T ,Mahout 1) KA
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7 P38 S LA B T g SR AR FIR A LR 7 5 BAT BE /N #1045 T 48,78 OpenFlow 5% Hh U #8210
F %R .5 Hedera AH Bt ,Mahout X 7 5] K /)N F 3 #0 A S B0 B8 R T A0 DR IR A 0 e A2 4R 11T . Mahout X6 K3 A1 477
e T S TR T % DR 5 o E, DR b VR 52 5 SR A AR 30 I P ) I, 7 2 i AT RS I AR R R bR /& 1 ORI
Ao 10 3 A B et b R IR BOR (R 02 R A A & R UL socket R i) A 38 2 Bh K.

(4)Devoflow

Devoflow & — e v 2URT 73 A0 2CUAH 45 G 1 S8 3 8 J7 2, R R 8 70 3t 11 428 o) e 4 B8 28 38 L v SR D/
] 5% FEO 4 LA B 00 5% 4 0 32 IR 7] Devoflow /&5 75 A2 4L A 1 S B 0 2% o /)N it R B 4216 4%, R OpenFlow 3
WP 38 P A AR P, T T A % T B AL R U B 0K S B A 2 UL I TG A L B I AR DL G R i — e B
Ji BT H I 2 A 4t 5 B 2 U 2 SR A i v IR AR BT IR R, I AR HE AR A 0 A BT IR R AE 2 AT e D kR R
HH L I A8 e A b 3o 37 2 0 3 AT R, 24 G DT PG i v 508 K T — 8 BB S K A O R Rl i 45 4%
1) 45 428 1) 45 12 00 126 5 A AN AT S 1) B A HEAT BB AR [R) 3R N AN E R 4R Hh Devoflow LT ECMP g SEHL
R it 42 T K S8R 5 AN [R) 1) B dhs 4R 28 B AH 5 AR AL T 2 T R AS I HL ) Devoflow 5 42 i 4% 2 18] (i 3058
B AR B AR D[R B AR A8 He L 75 B IR R AR R >, L Devoflow MR 3™ R PEEH & Devoflow REH
Vit ) Ak FERLE 1Y) 8% 5000 T T v 5 ik, DA I i R o ) 4 3 AT A b g 7 AL T o ML ) [ A R R A8 H St
W 2% A8 A AN BBURR S LS B AT 4 JRpIR A A A5 5 T L 111 328 5 R0CR B A AL

(5)LocalFlow

LocalFlow /& — FhAZ 45 (LA i (¥ 47 B 3 #5077 52, ) F 38 40 S0 0 08 2 TiC 380 48 i 11 SIS . 0 &5 vh A4
2 ML FE SRt (G 10 ZEAD)BRAT T I AR, 02 A b 97 e e T e R R R R o 1 0 AT B AR B, T
SEPLGR S S B A T A A b oy O TR 25 i 1, T TV T I AT 40 I, 24 R A B 0 R S R
N PR UL e R 8 T, I IS ) P R 5 2% A k2 23 VR 0 B0, SRR ORIE /N R AN 0 ). 2 0 28 A R 3 A X R
I, A2 e WL I JER J2 B S0 R AT I8 A, O AE R B2 R o ] B 4B O T BOR K Rk S LU B P A S B
H, LocalFlow i1 2 K FE 4 43 B, R Y™ & 19 I EC Sk 50 OpenFlow P I 3R 11 2 25 SIS 1 IR 9 43 81, 9 5 0 R
%t TCP WhUUAHED &, BEARALEL 7 BT 3l K (19 5 1 22 A [F 1) # b 71 LocalFlow RJ LA & I AR (1 7 ik & AH B T
ECMP. MPTCP 1 CONGA R A W] ) 7 it 8 52 T AR b T ] 5 1) B EIUH AL, Local Flow F A 582D (137 73 %1,
AT S BB /)N FRTIAE 56 AR )38 24 3891 TCP I EE 5 ACK BB BB 280 S B 3RL 7 110 52 1 [5) B 16K R 3 43~ 1 R s
JE 22 {1 LocalFlow ¥4 BE. LocalFlow J&— it 32 2y (1 4 S 38 G AL 1), ) FHY R V56 11 47 88 R R F) i 70 301 50 Iz L o9 2%
B I A8 A T TG v SR R ) 4 0 4T A R BT o 4 S AN UK ) N RS = i S AT R A A5 A [
AT R T AN R 100 S8 R A T I S 22 S, W) A ol LN ] £ V7 6 BB AT 3 B B T .

(6)FlowBender

Flowlender & — Tt 7E bt 8 4t A 4 52 3L 1K) SR8 K A L) A 50308 rho 0 R ECMP SEJILIR [ s 7 B8 R AEAS
AR AE i LAE A (¥ B il L FlowBender i 75 52 S HLIAAT 37 FR& B0 W 75 >R S L VAT FD B A2 126 9 0 A 1) s 7 R 8L
MILTCAY & O T e A0 b TTL(Time-To-Live) &, I £ 3 22 Gi A CL A A ECN ARiC AT TCP N I (] SR Kl 4
2R R ZE 15 0, AR 0 MK A2 DM ZE R K TTL {8 DASE BRIV A4 B8 4 17 ek /b B 4% 1) R B 8L 55 15 490 FlowBender
FEREAS RTT I [A) #8230 ) 40 215 B AT PP A, 9 1 1 4 2 IR e 00 {1 ok 28 v 4P 2 R D IR E e 1 E = )2
Fat-Tree #3115 E # FlowBlender #HLtT ECMP &8 SZ8 5 /N PR 58 B (8] ZEAS [A) 1 #5845 0L ,FlowBender
AHLE T DeTail B A 5/ (3 4E 3B, 21T RPS 14 58 £ M 320K 5258+ FlowBender 7/ [7] ) /% 2% 47 #1400 T AH EL
ECMP A8 20080/ it (1 I 4, 6 5 47 5 386 n 644 3% 58 B8 B (5. FlowBender & — i fai B4 230 1) S 8 350 A L o) 30 2
FRAAIR, ROR B ABHLA R (RIS A AN B AR UE S TTL B — € B8 U3 e R A%, 2 15 R4 28 v 2 11 o) 390, 3¢t P4 S
AL FEAS e If 5 HLLEE T ECN A TCP B IR R 128 S 09 pAY 41 2 T ik ik PR UL B8 3 A M S ) 37 55

(7)Freeway

HHE e O 25 A7 AE A [F) 10 90 B 75 SR, 7 Pt SRR ORI IS S UK (1 O 8 T I 4 B A (1 IS S8 2 3R AN 7] Freeway
e R RNV B8 8 S E AT A B PR 77 S8 R P B o 0 DR 23 4 D 10 S A BR AR RS P R P 25 T K ToR X 2



10 Journal of Software #.A+54R

Vi) P S8 A28 AL S A28 ()1 ) 238 R A AR 100 40 1R o) 2 3% 438 T v 7 k% 420 R SDIN X 485 (1 42 i) 4 Wi £ P 26 v
B IR (0 R F A5 B 2 T ) ToR AR AR A% 0 38 H AL IR A BB 40y [ o 0088 )M T 22 8 A0 T 7 e B A,
Foll R B ATAE BN 2 B AT I L 48 190 285 000 H 175 V00 AE PR S B8 AT v B AT 1) 46 58 LB W B A% SR 2 AS B T /it il As
b R S 308 T o AN AP 2 AR AT 2 S R G0 R 2K DAL TR 4% 1) 4% A8 LR UALAE IR 47 o i AR R AR Ak B R R
T A0 B AR 0B AR S 3 N i 3R 0 I R LA 2 ) 4% 2 AR IS B AR NI AT S R I 4 A S TR LT
Fat-Tree # A 3bAT 17 B, 5256 A A1 o) JE 356 42 R v 7 ik B A2 (I B A8 A R Freeway o) 90 48R 25 I8 Jn A .
TE SR 3% 5 T Freeway AH H T ECMP. Hedera AL HLS 7 52 68 STEILTE K (1) R IE 7 Ik 2 R0 B8 /N (9 /) S
L&, [5] I G PRAESE /D (1) TCP I S 4t Freeway SEIL T RURAN /NI B% A 14 B B8, AL G ] 2 99 28 i &2 78 A0 Rl 2 ) 1
0T SE I b S B AR 53 2R 7R B — 0 2 8 AN [R) R B B 4 T A HE T e T BURE B R FH A v 11 1) A
(8)Expeditus
Expeditus 784> FIH Fat-Tree #i4hr 3R G /238 Bl L [AIAELE BORE S AR VE 3R Y T —Fh Z B B i) 2310 20
P SRR 1) B AT AL o) 5 o ) 4 S L R B AT R B N R A R A 0 AT A I B B — B
B, 24— AN R ToR 23 H1 k1% 3 H 1) ToR 22 #ATL 12200 1 25 — /M 3 IAU ToR J& , ¥ AT _LAT 85
B H DPTE A5 B 4 7 DUK A Sk o 3d 3 ECMP WL A0k 26 31 B ) ToR 224 41. B 1) ToR 2 HLEE A
LRI ZEME RIS AT A FATEER N O 2845 BT HU B R AN I ZE 00 H R & 2 28 #e MLk A7 B0l
I [ 5E W B I R 1 B B G E AS L ERBR B LS R AR BT R AT RE R N D 2R B Y
TEIR Bl 4k 8385 ECMP 47 K 1% R & 2 S ML E IS 310 3R [0 5 6 B b 4 2845 B S A B E AT B %
IS BT 25 G SRR AN 28 %00 J3 S8 WL 22 26 3 R 24 38 — /Nl [B] A 0% BT ToR A2 #eWL s, %
i ) AR ST R, S R AR U X P B 4 2 2R A R A e R U AT A Hn . AE S TR) R s 4R s % Expeditus A1
EET ECMP HA /NI 58 BB 18] AR A [R] i S AR X3 5t T Expeditus AHEL T ECMP 5855 905 & ) A I o,
P e FE AT B A A FE AL . 24 X 2% A7 8 R X6 BRI I i) Expeditus AT BT DL S EI X 2% B £ 2 3 46T, 1k e 9F T ECMIP.
1E — 2 W 45 1 Expeditus A8 H T- ECMP A1 CONGA ft S35 /I8 A1 378 58 B 1] Expeditus I — 1 B ToR
TR A 2 28 AL e 5 R T fe He R B A2, 76 — A RTT I ] PN S B0 dpe AN 0 2 10 B A 3500 8 AR T 244 DX 4% sl A4 1k vy
LB FE A AR T B, %o 5 % A T 25 47 O R RN A T I 2 PRI I AR R I AR,
(9)Scheduling Algorithm
BT A B o0 P 28 2 AR XS AR I, 2 B0 ECMP AL Gy AR AR B %o AR 25 R 0t 1 40 T SR s,
(] b T X 5 RS (140 T8 B0 R e 3k 28 1] L (1) — P 7 ¥k, Mehrnoosh %5 A\ $ H —Fh R 28 A 20 i AR R 24
HELA 0 2 B Y R SRED R AR [R] B AR 1 T A R R 40 T B 9 /N W R R S 1 B A B SE I R /K
) ST ¥4 I 44 48, TR0 B HAF B 77 48005 (%) 8 A e . SIZ B 5 SR SR WA 4 1 1 SRV T % P 2 B 05 R AT P O P % 5
s AR LA TE U R M R, T LR X AR 5 R R M R A R 4T 55 RE B 2w A 0 I R 22 AR e
R, Mehrnoosh % N R H H — il itk 8 5 47 (1) B 4 5 Al B 17 B84 1 22 90 VA B SRV 070 R i - HE I AR R 2R 1
FA A 2R R0 T B P 3 30 8 PR SRS SR T v R i e B ARLYR TR LR 2 U T A I TR R T R T )4 R T BA
T BT R R 3 M B R A T S AR S R A 0 B4 RORE BRI 2 TR B AR R e SRR N T S £
I 58 F I T, S B 2 3t A i - (R P 47 350 48 bR T 300 00 R B8 TR B N A R i AR A B TR w4 RS R
S A ROR B TR, 1) B 4 v = ) 4 o A S R A 1 3 A R 8 2 Xt I 28 R 2 e 92 1 B )2 o
225 MZKETT R
W 28 J22 7 2 T U A S5 2 11 90 245 3k 8 1R FE L o) B A AL 6 R SRS S e A [ FEE 11 A i i T R S I B4
Lo P 28 S BRI 1T B BRI 2 BT BT X 2% 2 07 58, AN 5 58 B0 SR B VT E R T A B A AR B 2 T SR EAT T L B
BEERINE 1 Prs.
7 RV ERE T B A . RTEREATIRC . 2T X PG R/NREAT Z AR B L ] SRE R 4%
EBE . ZOFHIEMEAERTFRAGE L 2T B rHHLH 50 R I 00 DL B K 1 2 3 i i 2% e 55 07 T EL A
S5 ORI Y SRS 7 220N T SR E O R A 8 2 R A BRI SR A A A RS B AN AT AR I 1 O SRR
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R FOIR R T 58 B T 3 S B A U5 5,3 S T3 SR KT I 285 DR 2 T RN 5 1 A Tk . 4 b RGO R O SR E
2 7R MR AT RV B2 T T flowlet 1 B2 177 5 K H flowlet FRF P RE 3 S 17 R /N A9 IX 23 06 7 434 2K
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Fig.4 The classification results of the schemes base on the application layer
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Table 4 The comparison of load balancing schemes based on the synthetic designs in data center networks
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