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Abstract: Most high-speed IP routers exploit cell-based switching fabrics, whose scalability and performance are
mainly affected by queuing scheme and scheduling algorithm. Input-queued router is referred to as an ideal
structure in terms of scalability. However, it needs an efficient scheduling algorithm to guarantee throughput and
delay. Several input-queued scheduling algorithms are surveyed in this paper. The scheduling algorithms are
classified into four classes: maximum size matching, maximum weight matching, stable marriage matching, and
deterministic scheduling algorithm. The similarities and the difference of different algorithms in mechanisms of
each class are described, and their performances are compared. Finally, the future directions and possible open
problems are discussed.
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W H ikt R R A
KEEE: Rl B AR LA HETA R R i N BEPA R Lk IR e
hEESZES: TP393 XERARIRED: A

FERE 2200 10 4E o BB 58 5 H AR RN 22 A 8 P () 03 A i Internet o 1y 1 6 B 1H 48 1) 75 SR ok b . 5
ST 2 T 0 5 1) S e 85 S TD UL 4D v T B o 28— R P 366 T KA T IR 28 400 45 4, L S L ERGEE 1) 43 20 5
R ALK TG R T A8 e 5 04 () T R e AR 11 0 2 1 S A i N ity R B K TR G, 88 i Ol B AT
0 45 K 325 B0t 10 90 A H O 5 G S 4 k0 4, S A 3% 1 i o e e,

T % T B T R R AR 4% B R (quaality of service, fRTFR QoS) = 52 Hi A SH i T B STV A 5 i HE A
SR (i N I o A ) e s e £ o B3 1 43 A, 3 S 0 B8 ER A 1 ) R R R YR R IR B B 1 ] T
I QoS P, ik 2 FEIR 43P 4 R AT A8 T (e S e 2 B SR FH  A HE BA (R 42
i R HE B ) B A A N i A 5 A A — AN AR Rl 1 i HEBA IR 45 44 R ORIE B eh 2 P R 1 DG E AE TR U —
AN AR R R SRR R f N CRH A HE ) BAZ IR 2545 J5 2 5 IR AN 80N i 11 6 08 o A2 48 &5 1 4% 1645 7, DA TG
G AT W S5 R PRI U5 00 3 58 FRAT T I SR SRV R A B N HE AR R v

IRAT 16 i N AR B9 mT LAy g LR L2 AR R I C 5309 (R AN [, ml A3 g 5 DA G T AR s e 465 40 DTC T 4
5 00 L, T LA 43 A A6 B R T T L AR AR HE BA S ms, T LA kg KB ELAA A AR A i N R A AR 4
J5E S ) SE B, T LA 43 Dk 4 rp ORI A 20 SRR b T AN ELAA R 5 S AR IR AN R 1) 23 KA e, U nT oy R 2
AN TR 28 FE A SO FRATHE A A N HE AR BE SR KB BUE 4 98 KCERCGE) LT . e KA VL IE |
T OIS A VG TS0 RO 2 700 8 3 40k

LEAR S BATIE U B EH s 1) 32 e &5 44 LA TR) 25 U7 22 AT, 0 0 FH 5 170 5 T i 5% P AGAT 181 38 45096, 1T EL Y A
AT AT R FHAE SCHF SR I 2% i X S A1 30T B 00 B9 W SCHR[3]. b A0, 3R AT 5 TS SRl (R 4 X T )
A0 A DG 21 Rl A A X I R ARV DL SR [4].

ARSCE LG B NHEBA T B SR DU BB 2 71 T 6 I (0 B B AT 43 2 9 LU AN IR B I
FOARRE SRR BRL5F 3 715 A 0 B VR (0 R S 34 i 5 SR 4 4 3.

gedE &2

1 HRE=

1.1 3% EA 25 HE PSR S

AL 5 (1) % b s — JBE3E T % HEBA (output queueing, A FK OQ). AEIX Tl 44, Bk Fan A v 11 (1945 0 5y L Aae
e S AH B 00 u .0Q IR0 A5 2 ik 5 4 41t Fe pA 1) 1 e o RS R s ) L R R VR (ol A B s L
PGPSPY/EHIE | CL 3 BIVR A FOWE 5T HLSC B B AR T 4R30E OQ A IE 5 3847, A8 4 &5 ¥ ) 1A 34 45 5 0 4y H BA 471
A7 it S 7 [0 9K 2R DA 20 i N s 1 B B R ) N A (R N T SRS T) D ity 11 3 26 2 A, R EESR N A5
LIV A i N iy 550 B B 0 A ity 10 500 8 o, 76 IR 1K 1 20K AR A S s 1 3 T 0Q IR
e .

N T e OQ 45 K I mT 4™ e bk 1) 8, v e 48 2% B8R FH 4 A HEBA (input - queueing, i FR 1Q). BIIA [F115 JC 1
S AORATAE N 3ty 11 109 2 i DX vl R i 08 T R B2 e 5 A e AT I 3 gk A ke 8 g A 126 B i 1. 1Q A
AN T B L, (E 2 AE AR % S BHL2E ) 7 (head  of line blocking): 1 5% BA F1)4i Sk 45 TG A8 BEL €, [5) BA 1) 31) HiAth 46 4
Uit 11 B 0 AN e % e HIF U R W, 24 0 11 B0 22 W) A 0T A it 39 20 0 A (1) Bernoulli 335 F,IQ Mgk 3
58.6% 1) 43 It L0,

R A Nl BA B S L 2 i S 6 — ol 5 B 7 S SCRIR (719 H 1) B 005 1 FIEBA (virtual output  queueing, f7j B
VOQ). 7EIX Fft 45 ¥ A5 AN A ity 11k 5 ANt 38— AN BB, AT 3 Bk 77 Sk BELSE DR R R IR LE o 1B S B
SR B 5256 0% B, — AR dp KRR UG i B STV (LSS 2.2 AN VOQ B i #s il LLEIIE 100% 1) #51 3.
FE A SC A INANE 8 H N HE A% 235 5K vOQ HEBA 5 3B JE,VOQ i 38 I — A2 S AR AEFE A QoS
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LRI, SR IR E 05 0 A B R AN 55 B N 3t 1 (R385, T EL A2 8 88 09 O S

FE 15 VOQ B 1 #5158 19— P 7 3202 R D03 L, 3¢ 75 2 i N AN i i 11 208 62 B % o X3k T &5 A4 R Oy 4
& i N/ HEBA (combined input/output queueing, i FX CIOQ). B 7T 38 W, I3 Lk 4 2 (19 CTIOQ B th #8 g 4% 56 41
A OQ M M2 (WLAH 2.3 )X FE, AT AR CIOQ 4k 7 OQ [ 45 M 3 RN GE SR 4% M AH A2, B 4E CTOQ ¥
A ST QoS PRIIE, JCEEAE T v — AN AR I I B AT e 45 ) 10 1R JBE B
1.2 VOQFNCIOQ HsiB g4

VOQ # A @G M P 1 FTs. 8 B0 4 000 4L S NI 1L 4 O 10 A8 B 4 A R0 R . AT
B 8 By N AR B R 3 11 (0 80 A VL B P e A ) 3 N 3 R VOQLIE T NxN=N* A B 2 4 AEE N
AT e S5 R AT O 3 RO AR TG B D 43 RS 9 B )

i N3 11 i(L<i<N) RS TG 33K R B O Input portl [Scheduler]

I‘f‘l_ ﬂg %T)Lﬁ%% A’(t):(‘l‘#/l\ H‘j— [‘E—J )ﬂr f W ’ﬁ:l)—( % ﬁ#\/l\ Al(k) Al l(k Qll * ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Output portl
15 JCEIE — AN A i B8 5 A i 1 HL S o - ~e >
OIN

12 j HAR TGN BB Q. 75 55 ¢ AN IS Ta] P9, A #7) AIN(K
O, KERIR N Lij(h).
Tl X Ay (o) JiN i B BRIk R,

Switchi
B AN 2y R RS A=A, Am;g%:%:% S oy
ISZSN}%ﬁf\ﬂiﬁitﬂ%‘fiﬁtﬁﬁ?ﬁ@uw,ﬁﬂ ANN(k ow |

Input port N

% ] N .
Z=l Ay <1,Vj Gl ijl Ay <1, Vi Fig.1 System structure of VOQ router
R, AR A R 2 5 VF R, A0 T3 2 AR A VR ). K1 VOQ % h# R4t

Bl oE SCBAF FEALRE A=[1;].
BATH NxN RS HBE S(0)=[s,(0) )27~ I 0] 7 ¢ b A8 8 25 # (R 3, 3 o0 38 e i B 45
1, W RAT A5 T AN N2 i
5 (1) :{o, i ’ M
S I 11 B 1 4% (RT3 F8e 445 0 11 A B PR o)
is[/(t)ﬁl, ﬁ:si,(t)31. (2)

CIOQ 1 VOQ 1% H1 8% 11ty 45 A4 F A AR [5) B iy T+ I B KT 1, IR AR AN i ot 11 4 BA %7 AE CIOQ 4544
L IRATTE I 1) S B /N IR BE (phase) 7 — N B P S8 8 YRR T8 R R AL
1.3 MHEREIEM

ZEHEAT PEBEVEM I, G0 R B AT 045 0 Bk 2 — AN ST 1 3 B S FR T AL BL R AN A (1) BN i
(45 76 2K & T R 3 A 1675(2) RS Fn N St 1 945 6 21008 2 7 1 HoAt 4 N s . a0 SR o 9 20k i FE 2L A AR
[R] 3 2, 51 B H 13 113953 o A 1 A 14 i it L, BRATTAR MG o 2008 2 35 51 1.

PEREVEYT H R A FE A A3 3 i 2R3 T 1 38 A i 3 2 3 BT N i) P B e S e R 101 e B B IR 3R
5 0 M B 6 1 2% B 25 T BT 28 D7 R 18] R AT T 356 — A 6 1 2% 2 R 1), 2 95 A N BA 71 K B 1) 49 2 (i 7 6 T R 184
K, B

E[ZL,., (1)} <o, Vt

BT T S — AN 6 R A E T A B R S I BIIA TR AR AR I, FRATT B AN B R AR BE 81K 21 100% 1) Fr ik 2.
2 AWMANHBVAEE X

TRA TR DA O 2 S5 0 4 B R CE AL VLT S S KA DL R 5 A DG C R o i P2 S50 4 8 L
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R KL HC e KA HE D T R R 5 20 VG 82— 2 VRl A WG P 50, 5 78 8 00 T S T B 2 .
B 7 T R S LA, I b P SR AR AT

/ﬁipartijlifaph G MathingM ity i =AY G=VEIE 2 Fs) I
lt\w2</01 e ) SRSV ATLU B T AT TR 1 HE
20 5, e 28| 'y F vy TR T k(2) AT T4 7, Ot vy
ooy | e3|  |3e] e TR 1 kISR E Ao N B4 3 T RS £
: - : : BT v B vy BREIL RS TC RN § B ). 30
e j . . FORCTEAE Y wy, T BAFo BA B o 5 3 7, BA BT
e S| A2 T () A A I TR A2 [, A A Y Gk

e ] ELN Ve NeV R S A1 3K 55 0 OS5 5 0 T 5455 SN & B0 S

AN
Fig.2 Bipartite graph description of 1Q scheduler

2 ENHEBNIR BESLR R oy ik

H G TG, wy=0. 8845 =4 ] G 1R 32 ) R HE 20 1 1
NN FEFERR AR B =[w;;]. A1 SCINF[R] F ¢ 1
BUEHEE W(0)= [wi(0)].

T G LR O AEE E AR M EATERGM B A A LT AL R I S MR — AN TR,
ARG — N R Z 5 M40 R AU, & — NG TR 2 5 M I — 40 R X B — A =2 B
IC TAC il A AT F58e 45 ) 1) A i PR 4 A (L 2X(2)).

g K VUL (maximum size matching, & ik MSM) & $& 121 20k 21 45 K, 10 die KA VL Bt (maximum  weight
matching, [ FX MWM)& 8 U AL T 2 FE B K 1 FaX SRR S0 A S A% B vy R S IR A2 % 25 i o 7B 52
B S A, Bl 1 — M F A% KIS Bt (maximal matching )35 8L X DE . 9T 18 Al DG I /2 F5 78 4 1T C 58 B ITRL T,
OV T T 0 AR 56 s DT E 320 1 7 R 388 DG e ) 32 5 SO T RS S 20 DU AR 90 AN A G R S 4 i ok
WA EE A .

21 ETRACENEE

2.1.1 B KILRSIE(MSM)

FATIAT DA B H H 43 ) MSML 300 A e 18 85 v F G I ) R ) T 20 60 PR 3 308 450 2 e e (0 i DS B0 T LA
L E] OB MSM R 1AL B (b AR by 30 AR - 4 BA A A 1 G i R AR AR A 1545 Uy 0. 475 2L
IR MSM 7E AT AT FIE N T LA 100% 0 78 3 AH 3Lt HAT DUR B (1) AV )
FET, TRSHEAREMANF2) FEAAVFRESEET, T8 S BURIE;3) HikLilkkid + 5% Higfr
I I
2.1.2 HCRILES L

T 52 o B FH o AT — M i e e R0 SR A e — TR 1 UC A i) RT3 6 By LA SR B | 08 B A
Pt AE U RE SEEUAR R UL C. J8 & 2 B S0 B2 0 22 GEAR A B 4R B KL IE, B R AR 45 3 AN PR AE—A
R[] 7 T 4R I8, B A 10 i N R i L 00 4 4 S AR DL T, R A T £ 1 38— ok A &5 SR8 2 g 5 Il WG TR P i N R
HA BB BN — ks RLIX 3 MNP

(1) 1H 3K (request): B A 56 B IT T )iy A\ s 11 1] 6 34 BA A7 v A 56 mT g B3 1) i il 1R KB SRR 5.

(2) MY (grant):— A~ H 3 E AT B 2NN S EORCR IR SRAR 5 AN AR 58 UV C 1 % H 3 A3
R SR R 28 B — N A i 1 - v HL R 08 e A

(3) 3% (accept): BEAN A 58 6 IT e AT N i 1 R R 10 21 22 AN Hi H o 11 PR 00 A5 5 3 N s 11 AA TR R £ 5 o
TERE— AN i 1 ) R E 2 AR S

PIM(parallel iterative matching)!'®Je: 55— AN F 22 V364 S B A X\ HE BB B8 (0 45035k 6 1) Bt WL B0 O vk itk
PR R B NAE 5 PIM T30 O(logN)IEAR JG WS BIM X UE IS, I H. g % LRAE T 13 117 3R 2 1 i Y. AH A7
FELL AL 15 50, 78 e D0 S I B DL B8 A7 7 — 2 100 TR U JFE b Al 25 1A 3L A5 i, e T i 5 B0 42 )
TIN5 35 J5  AE B OB AR TR B0 R, L BEIA 2 63% 1 & 2 {0 & T FIFO(first in first out)BA 1.

RRM(round robin matching)! 532 5% FH S 6 A6 5 50305 VR 2 iy N R0 HE 3 1 48 RRME S92 AN HE ()
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i VAT — A R B s o 0 56 G N (HH ) o 11 7 0 92 (2 52 ) F  RRML 95 1) 32 BEHLAI o 7 505 (2) 25 i Hh iy 11 4%
S 0 5 G D P PR 5 4 ) 2 v B PR 21 0 S8 S v 1) G 3R AR T BT A AN A SR A A R 1) e
e D SE ZR W N AR BRI 1CBE V), BT ML B (3) A0 i N i 1 44 [ 5 B e MU AN e BRI 5 e ) 3 ik
PRI S Pt 1 0 3 R A RO B AE 5 AR B s R e R B AR EE N 1B N), B B — M E . .RRM
fiE g T PIM Hp (A il ek T 52 A AN 20 P AH R 7 5 73K RRM 23 A8 45 AN R a2, Dt IR A~ 14 3ty 11 0 17 48
b T AR ) AN 58 £ B SRR o A R O T 4 LD D B T 3 B L B R i R LR IA B 50%.

iSLIP(iterative SLIP)!' VST 7F RRM (134l 1 3EAT T ol DAk /D[R] 2D L% iSLIP 15 RRM A [ 2 Ab4E T4
()25 < i V(R i AR T AT IR A2 S5 A B B B R — MBS PIM R AR LELiSLIP S 1) 32 B 5 52
P o HEA e A i R S 45 SRR W ZE A ST Bernoulli Fik R, BIAL A B G5 AR ISLIP. 553k g ik 5
100% (75 - 5, B G5t i 1 PIML Ay,

FUA R B 429847 FIRM! A1 DRRM(dual round robin matching)!'*.FIRM 5 iSLIP (A i) 2 &b 75 T 24 %
HH ity 11 010 0 A5 5 4 A N i I 48 F b 7 7 i i 23 N g 1, AT PR BIE 2 R\ o 11 (3 SR A5 5 E TR — A
IS 1) Py P P 2Ac i . DRRME S592% J075 E  UR A 5 A8 48, 1 47 S A1 i 1.

75 LA S AR AN IR I R P, — VR 3% AR S 3 (1 WG B 7 B (1 325 A 3o 2 v A e ol e 2, B A8 5 4 (¥ DL i
S ANAT T 5 AR X Tl S 8 4 K 1K) B A Goudreau 45 A AE SCHR[15]7H $2 Y T Shakeup 532, H 9 Sc Bl <4
JA 5 K7 AH Shakeup 5 225 22 K (IR AR A REISIL AT — N2 BR R G0 I IS A5 PTAT AT AR 2 — AN TR B0 ) .

PIM,iSLIP 1 FIRM 2551kl 1 22 B AR Sl % MSM Bk (93 AL, IR LA R0 MSM. B3 2RABL i i i, 4
TER) S W BSE BIIE R T A Sk 22 YR ARHR T LASE I 100% 1 75 it 26 (5 6 4 A7 5 i 2 AR A AR
22 ETEANECRMEE

AR B SE 4 H i KRR VC W 9 3L K T U A R A DG T B2, I AR R s R R 4% R A THT R AT L
BB R FRAT 4 T B KB DU IC S AE 3 AN T Y J SRR o A 221 RN 22 8005 i i Je A 2 B
R It 45 N4,

B R T DB BE S35 X o 9 A e A2 R T A2 R 2 AT il 7 — AN T R N e 2 A — ME e B A (B TF) —
AN N (i H )3t 113X 3 B BA 0 £ 4K 5 i £ 4 1100 DR 85 A 408 1 B T) 1 A A 2 R AR R IR A A BRL b 7 — AN I T
A S5z K P9 UG T B i (0 LA B T R §A9 AT 8 e O, 3 gt 2 A 5 92k (0 C 12 R A A2 1 AR K B D i
B 0 ) FH S A e AL B Ty ¢ P 5 KA R DE E 9 5 ¢+ 1 ) e R U R G 3 A2 PR A KA, T G i v A
YRS T B T 4 A IR de 7 T .

22,1 EABGEILRFEEMWM)

MWM &} g K UG IE 4 Ji 7 VS0 IR AR 6 2% FR A AR I 1 A F P 0, art A 71K 32 SR A A5 445 B 7 455
FI AU M PR3 2 ) RL A B A 25 0 S0 Lt S R 2 O(Vlog V) 1O,

LQF(longest queue first)F OCF(oldest cell first)l®' 712 % HLEL H A F) FH MWM Sz 350 A HE B I8 12 # P Fh 42
12 LQF $ERUE wy(6) B A BAIIKE Lyj(0), 11 OCF FIALTE wy(0)JEBAI Oy 31 TG IS A I 1) A8 A5 VRIS R,
X R VLA AR A B 100% 16 7 236 7E AR X VFE A5 & N LQF A3 ] A% H LR B\ ity 1 1R 28 (0 I % R
1M,0CF FEATA 1% 6L F #8A o] G th LR FE M B % .0 7 i e LQF S0Vl 4 5 B 52 2% 1 e 4, SC R (18148 H
LPF(longest port first) 532, & B wi(0) R F 3 A, 58 SN BB JBE 1) iR 5

{R,. O +C;@0), L ;(1)>0
w; (1) =

5 )

3

XM, R(1) = iLw.(t) ,Ci(1)= ﬁ:LM(z) SEBE B LPF BIRCE H A D) M 55 T BAZ1 14 B IX 48 43 LPF fig % [ B F)
j=1 i=1

FH d5e K PEHC A e KAEE VU 5L A 05 .5 LQF 59k —#F,LPF GE7E3 S RI3E A1 315 &2 T 215K 100% 1) A ik
R {H LPF &30k 8 228 ) O(V*5), I8 1% T LQF.
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222 FICAZ AR DL RS A

LQF Ey5:HF1 OCF SykAr i SeBL AR 4 & A% 10 Hag A7 i (a4, o0 T 5 IR AN i, SCHR[ 19148 H P N S
RSP ILQF Al iOCF.IX W i 5L R FH BT PIM 189 2 UCGRAR I J5 25, AEAE SRAR S I BE e 1 A7 A8 e 2 4.
FCMb R B 477k iR FS iLPF,RPA(reservation with preemption and acknowledgement) 1 MUCS(matrix unit cell
scheduler) iLPFUSVE —Fir bl LPF (535, H K20 7825 LPF (1118 4738 B, U it S0 72 R F 366 - T 1 A b
() J5 & U RPAPO IR E 5 LQF — B, 02 B 41K J8 45 DT i B9 R 05 1 1009 1) B 10 e & B
12 MUCSP R IC FE 530 5R FH 35 1 S A 0 1) i & s B9k B s U

L. L.
w; (1) =— A +— 5 () . 4

DL XLy

=1
10 LAE 5 R SEREAT T LA SCHR[22148 H 0T die AT DG e 57305 P 36 5 1) s K ) PR 3 2 2 4] o SRR,
T 5330 520 P2 R Wi e K K)o S DD I PR e e B
Table 1 Comparison of the maximal weight matching algorithms

R 1 I ABCEILAC IR

Algorithm Weight Matching algorithms Complexity
iLQF Queue length Iterative matching O(N’log,N)
iOCF Cell age Iterative matching O(NzlogzN)
iLPF Port occupancy Preordering and arbitration O(N°)
RPA Queue length Reservation vector O(N?)

MUCS MUCS length Matrix greedy O(N)

2.2.3 AL KRR DLk (BE AL 5 5%

AT R B — A FE A B VTS, T A TR IR I IR A B8 8 R 2 TR AR AE 2 B A B e iy T B0 4
i, r AR SRR AT VG T B0 B R) SE B B SRR Ol TR XA T B, SCHR[23,24 188 H R e 12 A v A B LG
ST AL MWM, L F 2 3R — Bl e PE R LR MWM ARRL, ) B 76 A5 1 5 S i AR B9 3 A0 SUn R A Bt
BLIH B .

BE LA SV 1 B AR JEARUR: e SO R AN SR B T A 3 AR A T 2 356 7 — A /0 180 BB AT Lol BB (10 A A 243 1), AT K
KA T Y3 1 72 78 SCHR[23] 71, Tassiulas B F ¥ BEALAG R FH 2 VOQ 1 B2 BAT TR I VAR TASS B

(1) & SOFRIFIA] B ¢ I 28 46 45 460 1) JIR 45 6 .

(2) FERFTALF e+ 1, NYAN BT AE AR T Ac b B B LA A0 e B8 — AN ITRS R(e+1).

(3) BATIUCHEL S()FH R(z+1)H I AT K0 —ANE Ry I TR F 41 PR IR 45

TASS & VEAEATAT 2517 (1 7. Bernoulli Fik T #0T LLSZ IR 100% [ 75 1 26 H 525 45 5 5 75 TASS 523 (1)
SEIR TR AR 2P 002 T TASS SV AE S BLUC e i L% 18 T AR Ta) e AZ Ak S B b, — AN DC i 8 DK 40 AL
B D E LA (ED) B, 0T il (heavy edge) B ic £ VT FE 5 2 3 MR 53X — M 2%, Giaccone 25 AR
7 LAURA Hi£P4.

(1) % S(HF LAURA {ERFE]F ¢ 522 6 45 40 1 IR 45 B

(2) LEWA T t+1,48 ] RANDOM i #2774 UL R(1+1).

(3) # S(t+1)=MERGE(R(t+1),S()VE Jy I 18] F e+ 1 [R1 IR 55 50 .
Hrp RANDOM i R Rl HLHL A i — AN UL AL, MERGE & FE MR $% T J8 T UCAC S()F R(e+ DM A e — Nk
BEICHL.LAURA HikMEZRE N ONog?N) KT MWM. H AL F B HLAL (T B8 0 5 APSARA FI
SERNA* APSRA 52973 3= 35 A1) I & 103 A28 2, T SERNA 550925 3= S5 1) FH Sc 12 6 ek 0 g 0T 30 32K 00435 JEL T 3%
479 (LAURA,APSARA Fll SERNA)TE 2V B 57, Bernoulli ik T, #8 AT LAk ) 100% ) 77 22, 3 HH 4E B %
i MWM.

FA K BE LA AN TR (S 5 B A5 1 (1) BENLAG I 7 VR 38 G T — AN IS )R 9 (9 22 DS AR R (2) i)
FR GRS AR AT I TR F 2 18] A8 A AR K JU) A R FH 3 b 245 L3k — 28 WA 95 (3) 17 BL sz B 4% SR e i 4L 0
BE BILAY 7 25 AE B 00 AT AR ARV A A ik e R A JR 7 TR A 1R 4 1 1 e H R, v A o 1 R B L 1) o 3 (n
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LAURA)AE > UG B E 5 R, DRk 3 S AR 0o S IR 1) 52 2 P 35 20— 2 TR .
224 FEMYRE

B RBCEVCE LY R AdE 3 AN T7 1 A K AS GBI K A3 4L IERAN Y 203 2 A5 55 DL B N BRI £
i E2SShEEN

6 VOQ Bt AR 1 73 4 20 1l 8 K W5 0 A e i 2 4 45 04, 88 )5 0 it siig 10 1 240 386 1 o 4 AR
SR IS8 T R — o 4 A o n] LAt 43 20 1R 45 G 43 BRI, BRI 39 0 T % B i IX (I EE Sk B E R R A T
SR IX — ), SCHR[25 14 B MWM Sk 8 ik T3 21 AR 2 FRAT PR i SEE R 0 PB(packet based)-MWM,
JLFEA SR 2 0 — AN A5 JC AR T 2 41, n S5 N iy T LR A% 0% 4y A 56 1 AME J0, B A7ERE 16 n—1
AN TR] P, R 26 0% 5 12 0 N - O e AT A VR B ARST ) Bernoulli £k R, R B ALK A R
[1),PB-MWM 532 55t 1] LAk B 100% ) 5 I 26 SCHR[26 1K SCHR[2511045 70 BI1E 4852 2t Bernoulli 477 21 51 538 1)
FVPAE I R IAETE— N WL E 3 PB-MWM B3R TEE ) T 7800 AR 2T S AR E 1) B, SCHR[26]
PR EE TSI MWM S9E IFIE I T Sk mfeoe v

SCHR27THIE & KB LQF Al LPF SAALE 2 15 i (AR N AN BEIR IR E A 1 X A i) 7, SCHR[27 18
T LIN(longest-in-network) 53 (H 2 LIN ATFH 2% i BS54 i 0 5 — Ml r il £ 848 78 SCRk[28]
W Leonardi %5 A\ 1550 $2E H — 28 B 575 (F(x)-max-scalar) K H 5 i) 5532 i T n) S 2S00 A5 s sy e 31 2 25 4%
S N 2 S T ) BN ST R B A R AR /2 ALEE RV 2 KA BN R LA R AR
JE ).

225 HRHIR

Yo A NI A B 1 45 1 8 S B B B AR AT T 3 BEHE T Lyapunov 3R EORI A4S 20 1 B 5 k.

TEAR A M7 100, SCHR[9,2918% F Lyapunov B8 £k & BLAE 0 7 (1)45 70 208 TF I BE B3 AR e X 380, T SCHR[30]
K5 TR BR e 1) 58 — M e X R A AR R E I - (1) AT ART SR A B KRR DT L A0V 1K VOQ B rh 8 8 T
LUIEF] 100% 175 1 %65(2) 7RI EL K T 2 HAEO0 T AT R AR OB DU FC A3 CTOQ 5 F 38 #5 1) LA 3]
100% ) £ 5.

TELEIR J7 T, SCHR[3 11 A Lyapunov BAEU5 AT T B KA UG B A0 47 70 38 1A S48 A B BA A JSE 1) 24 1
U7 22 SCHR[320KF SCHR[3 1100 5 L M st KA DL PR Jig 21— 28 Dl s KA E UL R 1-APRX FEIX R R VL,
— A BE SRR I BCGE w5 S OB T C 8 F S B WAl 22 B 22 ), 3% BL AW ) 2 — AN IR 1tk oR £ X
VLR 1) 22 50 b I AR B85 AEAT A 25 VP A4S Bernoulli ik R, 1-APRX 53k ] LA H] 100%/H) #F ik
#.1-APRX 504 ) RE IR R RE 55 300 ALLBR 25 52 4 11 G 3R, RV 1) 22 e i /) 3 AL ) P B 47 D1 e, AT T v AR
FHE AR B9 48 S A0 Bk de A HE L e A7k 1 e vt
226 /b 4

PATTINIRIL 1) 52 2 P R0 B 1 A T T %o e oA UC e A 5 KA i IC e v il — AN TR B IR B (1) FE VR R 4%
JE£ 75 T MSM Al MWM 5 2% FE43 5511 4 O(V>*) Rl O(NogN), {51 S B 1Ak 52 4 HISAT I K AR R £
PR EAL P 0 logN R AU ] LA SR BIA R VT S, R 45 21 5 B 1R S 5 (2) 761 ey T .MSM
TEY S AR 1 T r] LBE 100% 075 i 28 B AR R34 5 1)l 15 B R, Bt & AR AT 2 s MWM Sk, 2
BUEAS B AV, C 18 & B 1 5],#T LUK 3 100% 197 ik & A B0 A LR 2 R
23 ETREEENEE

R s U A 1) R — Fh > B A DU S, Be 5L 1 Gale A1 Shapley #2453 B0 A7 0 fif vk 3% 1) B0 (1) 40 9 2
GSA(gale-shapley algorithm), 515 5 2% )% 1 T B2 QNP A8 5 A HEBL IR 2 80k b GSA S35 1 I 4y A\ Ayt
Ui 158 SCHO0 2678 5 5 R AR 8 (R - HE DG T A0 2 v o 2 T2 P ke A e an N /7t s 10 140 U5 ) o 5 FRAT T a0 —
AR 2 A TE 1), A 48 T A 2L 5 15 TG TR P A N R i st 0, 70 98¢ 7 50 G DB A ) i R e N\ 3 1 86 5 i AN e IR
— AN 1, AE 5 2 LG 20 DG e A g 11 2 0

MUCFA (most urgent cell first algorithm) P 7L FI F GSA SLVL R A/ A0 5 175 B8 S N /4 H o 112 1)
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R AR e U R VL e A o ) 7 ARAE BAA Oy Sk A5 oI B 2 B S N o 1 W — MR S L5 T I R i
SCNTEGT R FIFO it Hi A BN v HE R % A5 JGTHIT I A5 70 I AN H [mDRE BEAN S0 N i R Sk A5 o i 58 SHE
9 BN i vty T — AN SE AR 33 ST AR Y. AL 26 3 5K A MUCFA 19 C1OQ it 28 7E g LE 4 4 1 e e A
HugJj ZL—/> FIFO OQ % i1 4.

1F JPM(joined preferred matching)P A1 CCF(critical cell first)P 4k o B A 5615 B0 A5 J0 20 ) 4% B3k )
V) FF) 52 J RV oy T PR 388 3 HE 27— AN G I oy R 48245 G i B IR H BA A v A5 A5 3 i TR DG i AN 4
15 MUCFA $1ik—#f, JPM HI CCF 5Lk i) it UL 561 B 1045 o044 5 SUELHRS.TPM A CCF S35 AN 5 T
T MUCFA BVEMZE18:(1) R 2 2 (5 s b ;(2) fuvii 38 FIFO BA K FE A HE A (0 14 F 5072

LOOFA (lowest output occupancy first algorithm) S5 vE B AL 25T B 5 CCF S04 [R) 0 HH 0 2 0 B %
EICEIAR TR HES). 2 ik k2 2 B, K LOOFA 1% Hh 5 72 3% 252 T 4F (work-conserving) ), Kl L BE# $2 (it 55
OQ #H [F] ) A 28 e A1 LOOFA W] LATE A% 4 i 2 SR i 455> 70 21 B AR 0 38 3R 2 T2 AN ARy s FH BV 2k RE P
ANTTI A T A RS

Table 2 Comparison of stable marriage algorithms

R2 RUEISMEL IR

Algorithm Input preference list Output preference list Speedup Complexity
MUCFA Urgent value Urgent value 4 QN
JPM Arrival time Urgent value 2 QN
CCF Output occupancy Urgent value 2 O(N)
LOOFA Output occupancy Arrival time 2 O(N?)

TESCER[39]H AE & B Hh A0 Jo s Lh G At b S Sy A HEBA 26 th #8324 QoS LRUEM 3 Fh &3, 43 ) FI FH InAUE
B RS 0 R 305 A I T 3 A B SR AR IE 7 96 TR (5 e b IR A P Z e (R A Al e i 2%
QoS F . i 5 H: b 2 T A US UR VT 7.

5 Jen BRI H et o 45 400 0 B K OB IS e A L A2 (1) e 485 408 5 e K (U D i A 1R K (AN [, I RITIE A
TH AR A USRI T o I 28 DL R TR 45 B BURE, M R ATV ANTE GSA Bk 4= Ty N B R —J7;(2) &
SEUS A ) RUFD GSA S0 i SO HR IR A F g S ) 1) — AN S8 R DL L 7 48, M 7EAC He 4549 R A R pe 3
SEAT VLI J7 5, 45 S v] g 3 SRS e S WA B0 K PR AIRD(3) B 2 UG AREEANIF) IE GSA Svkh, — A Cgdor
F 3 B A B (R 3RA P T AT 405 (4) e S WA AR — 5 A e KR T e K R UG it S — s e e A 4 ).

SR b g5 R (OB ) DG 5 5 6 0 S A0 092 U e 5 0 58 1A 35 - i 8 o 3 R A N OB 488 7 J o i 10, P o
V0 AR o R 5 4 ) 3 R B N i 10 (R B N3 R )AL R B N i 1, A 22 A Hn o 10 [ B R R — AN RN
i 1A, R A ARV A i S 32 3 10 QA T < e K OB ) U i — 6 R T B AL P B0 W 140 g =X, T et S A A 92247
SRR AR G D0 56 G Ak 5T 32 WA V0L DA 21 25 2 B0 0 i N IR AR B BV R 0 SR A T 4 1) e K A I SR N A R
BELJE . DR ST Y v 2 I, B i 2% BB o R FH A G I A S BRI ZEARIE 1 QoS Fa4s Sk W& JC Mt S 42
24 WHERIPEEL

iff 58 U S SR ) A BALRAE N AN ] P P4 A S IR 25— N BA B — Ik — Bl T RE IR iff 5B L R SRR )
SETLAEAE RS R R ¢ B 50 N 1 ¢ R0 H o 1 ((e+i) mod NYAHE, T i Ao 11 i 2 58 ERIEHIE LR R
B 0 /N 13 5] 8 ST. Bernoulli 213 3 Fif ] B0 (¥ 58 e 5005 T LLIA B 100% () 2 k2

ASCA R A R T 8 S L Tt Chang 28 A 32 H 1 Birkhoff-von Neuman iy A\ HE BAZZ AL (LA T 5
FR BYN AT 1) 5 Fh Az e WL Ik i 5 4592558 ] Birkhoff Al von Neuman %0 [ 43 fif 7 925 B AR T =, 6 38 475 B B
A=), 0 HE5 0 S5

N N
DAy <Lj=12,.,N, > A;<Li=12,..N, )
i=1 J=1

IAAFAE— A IESEE o FUIR S5 H B4R Spk=1,... . KL K < N? 2N +2 ffi1§

K K
A< 0 S0 . Do =1. (6)
k=1 k=1
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iR, &5k 1P By 35 NS B FLik dxik 1019

B R TS ST AR O(N™) AR 13 51 1) 43 ik A e LT LA S IR 45 R B S O TE oo, k=1, K U S8 34 2 14
5220 83 BN AZ W LA FH (1070 2 18 B A7 PGPSV YA f) — TR A FROAS A 3 b, Bt SR % T 5 1) &, o= 1/K, 08 4 5
AL KPR A A R AR B 5 ) AF 5 3 R SR 4 T A 9 DK AN i N - O 2 A A
3, BYN AZHeA L ) LA 1] 100% [ 57 - 38 AH by TS BE 5 S 1 2 31815 12 40 B A, BR1 b I i 2 o ) 5 sl o1 5 vk
ARAFIX AT B AN FRE A3 i R0 T 52 2% AN I 5 i 11 222 (R A8 L.

75 3CHR[42]H,Chang 55 A 4% H T — Bl fa] 20 10 I G0 A8 e MLAR &R B8P AT 1Y) BVN 22 4l (load balanced
Birkhoff-von Neuman, fij#% LB-BvN 22 He#l). 56 1 ZHRAT BP0, 58 2 2R A BN g N HEBAAZ 4o 45 04, %60 0058
A7 T4 D A R A R 1 T A o A AT R e, R I A5 i N o B N R T  RRSS
HERE S & — /N IR NxN B R RE . — AN S () PR R & R B 2 — BB A HRE 2 j=(i+1) mod N I,
5= LA s, =078 2 (6) P, BATHE Si=S 0= UNILrh k=1,.. ,N.th T S it — AN BA8 IR 5 i Je, 8™ St — AN iy
[, BN A2 Bl 128 PGPS Hk 2 i M N & B IE BRI A A2 N AN IR B P A AN S - T B
53— AN R F B2 g5 AN S N - R ) TR I/NX RS TR LB-BVN AT 4 LA B3 5] 100% [ 45
R E SR BIIE R 2 G B A BRI A I, X E A 2R 1 T e R AR,

LB-BvN A # L HA 1§ R (BVEMTEL B AR O)) ARSI 5 2% BEAR S5 AR A (R AT v Re 30 )
—fi N\ 145 T 1) FIFO R 26 &R, BV I Bufs 7o 7.8 T 9 KR 15 76 2% 7, Chang 55 A 75 SCHR[43] 71 5% P 9028 # )L
SERIAE T SO (N 3 B R AR S 2 B RN T — AN T HE TR 22 X, G SR R AR T AT FHE T R
AT H RS JC. RN 7RSS 1 G T3S N —AME S 7 B 28 AN S 8P A 2 b X (] 3 K VO 0y). AT LA X
S Jg 45 4 ) LB-ByN A2 WL (1347 1L 7.

Load

Folw splitter palancer VOQ1 Fireis - voQ2 stne(?lz,ir:;?tg_
 E— irst-Stage switc | e—— Second-Stage switch -
1 1 1 1 £ 1 buffer
—  Fy — —» —> :
i J j k
N = =R - .
—® Fy —» — — e O
—_—d N N —d N v

Fig.3 Two-Sage switch architecture
3 IR HALEE

51 BT R Sb N El(external input),i=1...N.58 1 ¥4 KA P94t 10,(internal output), 5
552 g N B %N IT(internal input)AHIE j=1.. NI J5, 55 2 G015 KRR A S #%i i EO(external output),
k=1...N.— M5 JCAE LB-BvN ZZ#e bl Py 224500 DL 2D 3R:

(1) A% N EL I — AT T0E Se AL i 43 83 23 RE A R AL SR Fo X Bk 245 J0 1 B IR A0 56 4 L i
H EO.K I, 84N EI 2 W REH N AMERNAL 73 W3 N T N AN EO.

(2) BBl LURHE (175 30K Fy BOPT A 5 0 RE B N A VOO (R N A 10) .

(3) % 1 AT MG KL B IR P IRSS VOO, A F. 24— A BAFIHE 2 IR 55 W AR TGRS IT VOO, i i A8 4k
ZK3)IE VOO, R IG T VOQ, FIFBA A7 ik 55

(4) 2B 2 RATHE LI E W RF IS VOO, IIBAF. 24— AN BAF 252 IR 55 I A% JC B T VOQ, FF il id 28 4k
G AL BT T e A 22 b X

T BRI A G H e, SCHER (43178 48 H T P MR v U7 &, 4 W) 3 F FCFS(first come first served) fll
EDF(earliest deadline first). FCFS 5 ZERTESE 2 M A TT ) VOQ, H 352 24+ sh#= HIHL I, i EDF 5 22 M
55 2 N BA B K H IR N A5 0, 1A A i AT S L AR A S

TESCHR[44]7 Keslassy S5 NP AS 7 THIN B B 250948 7 13— 2P I ofadk (1) 32 W —Fh il L 5E (full frame
first, {5 F% FFF)HE A5 SO P B L — AN AR 0Q £ — MR ELFIIL A5 0Q #H [ (W41 #;(2) FFF
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LR — b = 4k BA 31 (3DQ) & K oK 3E S TU 1K) 2% P, DR b AN 7 ST HE e Rl 1 2 b X (H2,3DQ HEBA &5 Fy L
VOQ B, HH Z M S nfIX.

Chang %5 A\ H 10 9 97 A8 4 25 R AN R 1 51 100% 1497 Pk 246 0 O U S 38 PR, T LA 75 5 I ikt LU 43
(1 Y B2 v, DAY A Ve o s P RE O DR UIE S 38 1) A e LIRS, X Foft ) 4 A0 #8054y LAY T 22 (0 25 25 A L Ak I ot
YA ARG AT AL HL 7 (¥ Internet 5 11388, 1 FLS v AR F -0 58 ke 45 R U4 AL 30K o o 45 460 45 #)
DRAFAE — LETF IR ST 0 2, 26 A 5 S e 5 oA TT 1 14 B 0 T I 2 e L 5 1) ) 2 005, T ] 1 5 7 o
PESLVE T SCBL R 171 58 70 BE AT QoS fRiIE.

3 MAHBGEERZEMAREDS

AT T INAE S AL AA ZR 5 ) R IO % A4 2R 8 RS P A U THT S IR B AN HIE B B0 1) e a3y

LA FRAZ He HLAR B A4 R 45 1) IR AN TR AT 3 Dy 4 v SR 2 A S AR AR b s AR AR TR T R 5 51
it AR AR AR — AN R AR B TR R N SIS EI R L  Am R AS AL R 22 A AT BT b T B A IR AT e 5 R 2 . —
AN BT SR N N i 1 AR 0 R 36 B AN A i 5 K, R i E AT 46 5 ) e AT I A A G B H o 1.
3 A0 2G5 R R e R R A AL 7 A8 88 5 ) P i N /2 e B 2 A, DT 398 O 17 W T, DT bk ) DS P 4 25 1 R
FOVE LA B R 20 A0 G5 K A e M LA HE ADSAMIRI PPS(parallel packet switch)***7) 5 PPS #lLL, ADSA E.A
SRV TR AT A SR TR U0 R AR i 4 A1 25 )V i 5 7T S e 0 2% A 05 v A — 28 11k, 3 7 280 i B
A R AN AR M 4% 4K 2 45 7 7 1T, DiffServ(differentiated services) *1i i 7 28 42 38 {55 £ K 7K 7 b 4t
QoS T #E A& T —14X Internet 2544 F ZE Al T 11 A1 28 P OK8 0  88 45092 I3 2% R N - tE 4T 2 TRD T QoS RAIE,
A 2% 1S AT AR 2R AR HARME QoS A3 Bealy v 7EH >R 11 1 B S0 9 b 2% 18 DiffServ b T8 W Fh IRk
55 TP 28 OG- 1K J7 T I AIF 52 WL SCHR[28].

BEAN AE SCHR[49,501 3B 32 T 3 T il (frame-based) 84 {1 128 (envelope-based) 1 4 A\ Hi BA 1 B &L vk JLFHE AR
SEUAEUE g 1] — A BAZ1) Hh AH 208 00 45 15 76 (53 2H) 21 ot (60, 328 ), DA T 385 0 0 55 B0 v ol [) v Al 5 2 ) R 0k i) ST
R AT BE.L K 2 35 e A N HE BB H S8 v SRR (0 — BT AT 1 5

B2 SR IR N R R S 1 S SR I T 4% A PR DO K, B R U R AT R R e A R R P 4 4%
ORI, IR I AR AR L A3 SR IR 45 S B 1) 22 R AL A T T AT BT R PR

4 & it

90 2 3 B B3 AR 2 S R P R AN T A JRE X ) 0% TEL 35 PR A% o0 V2 ——— 1886 il 45 ) 1 R S SOBCR 8 A A HE
WA SRS i ke T Bk 5 00 AT R AV B B (L 52 B N R A R SR IR I 20 T e vE A B e SR M ek R
SCREAERE A S BLTRT o 1 A N HIE AR JEE B0 2 (R % o 35 M BE 1) DB

AICE LR T N HE A B A K BUA I SEE S 4 Rl KULKS . S RALEEVLED . e e 45 40 UL e A

SRR B K UG E e KA R UG T RS 5 05 A DL PE #1826 1 70 B AR D C 025, BE S B 100% P A I 3 G A0S 4
UG P 505 0 3o D 506 A 2 S0 A i N A oy 45 B 05 B (16 15 i o A B8 oy 25 KAL) e 25 0 R UE. P P B L AL
S5 S I PR 3 ABA e KA HE UG E 3t S 17 22 VRIS AX, S PR A UL — A e AU DG P A 2 e R 0k I T
W 3 PR AR R P A 0 A 46 5 ) A I NS L ER T 00 B 436 100 % PR A ek 2 A0 R TIE A8 8 B 32, AT s R oK 1 v
e th & B R RS H M E.

References:
[1] Bux W, Denzel WE, Engberson T, Herkersdorf A, Luijten RP. Technologies and building blocks for fast packet forwarding. IEEE
Communication Magazine, 2001,39(1):70~77.
[2] Nong G, Hamdi M. On the provision of quality-of-service guarantees for input queued switches. IEEE Communications Magazine,
2000,38(12):62~69.

© PEBREBALTU bt/ www. jos. org. cn



ok, 5k IP 3y B P AHEGE E Bk i 1021

[3] Javidi T, Magill R, Hrabik T. A high-throughput scheduling algorithm for a buffered crossbar switch fabric. In: Neuvo Y, ed.
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Communications (ICC). Helsinki: IEEE Communications Society, 2001.
1586~1591.

[4] Prabhakar B, McKeown N, Ahuja R. Multicast scheduling for input-queued switches. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Communications, 1997,15(5):855~866.

[5] Parekh AK, Gallager RG. A generalized processor sharing approach to flow control in integrated service networks: the single-node
case. IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, 1993,1(3):344~357.

[6] Karol M, Hluchyj M, Morgan S. Input versus output queueing on a space division switch. [IEEE Transactions on Communication,
1988,35(12):1347~1356.

[7] Tamir Y, Frazier G. Dynamically-Allocated multi-queue buffer for VLSI communication switches. IEEE Transactions on
Computers, 1992,41(6):725~737.

[8] Hoperoft J E, Karp RM. An n*? algorithm for maximum matching in bipartite graphs. SIAM Journal on Computing, 1973,1.2:
225~231.

[91 McKeown N, Mekkittikui A, Anantharam V, Walrand J. Achieving 100% throughput in an input-queued switch. IEEE Transactions
on Communication, 1999,47(8):1260~1267.

[10] Anderson T, Owicki S, Saxes J, Thacker C. High speed switch scheduling for local area networks. ACM Transactions on Computer
Systems, 1993,11(4):319~352.

[11] McKeown N. The iSLIP scheduling algorithm for input-queued switches. IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, 1999,7(2):
188~201.

[12] McKeown N, Anderson TE. A quantitative comparison of scheduling algorithms for input-queued switches. Computer Networks
and ISDN Systems, 1998,30(24):2309~2326.

[13] Serpanos DN, Antoniadis PI. FIRM: A class of distributed scheduling algorithms for high-speed ATM switches with multiple input
queues. In: Sidi M, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. Tel Aviv: IEEE Communications Society, 2000. 548~555.

[14] Chao HJ. Saturn: A terabit packet switch using dual round robin. IEEE Communications Magazine, 2000,38(12):78~84.

[15] Goudreau MW, Kolliopoulos SG, Rao SB. Scheduling algorithms for input-queued switches: Randomized techniques and
experimental evaluation. In: Sidi M, ed. Proceedings of IEEE INFOCOM. Tel Aviv: IEEE Communications Society, 2000. 1634~
1643.

[16] Tarjan RE. Data structures and network algorithms. SIAM, 1983.

[17] Mekkittikui A, McKeown N. A starvation-free algorithm for achieving 100% throughput in input-queued switches. In: Lee D, ed.
Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Communications and Networks (ICCCN). Rockville, MA: IEEE
Communications Society, 1996. 226~231.

[18] Mekkittikui A, McKeown N. A practical scheduling algorithm to achieve 100% throughput in input-queued switches. In: Akyildiz I,
ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. San Francisco: IEEE Communications Society, 1998. 792~799.

[19] McKeown N. Scheduling algorithms for input-queued switches [Ph.D. Thesis]. University of California at Berkeley, 1995.

[20] Marsan MA, Bianco A, Leonardi E, Milla L. RPA: A flexible scheduling algorithm for input buffered switches. IEEE Transactions
on Communications, 1999,47(12):1921~1933.

[21] Duan H, Lockwood JW, Kang SM, Will JD. A high performance OC12/0C48 queue design prototype for input buffered ATM
switches. In: Hasegawa T, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. Kobe: IEEE Communications Society, 1997. 20~28.

[22] Marsan MA, Bianco A, Giaccone P, Leonardi E, Neri F. Input-Queued router architectures exploiting cell-based switching fabrics.
Computer Networks, 2001,37(5):541~559.

[23] Tassiulas T. Linear complexity algorithms for maximum throughput in radio networks and input queued switches. In: Akyildiz I, ed.
Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. New York: IEEE Communications Society, 1998. 533~539.

[24] Giaccone P, Prabhakar B, Shah D. Towards simple, high-performance schedulers for high-aggregate bandwidth switches. In:
Kermani P, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. New York: IEEE Communications Society, 2002. 1160~1169.

[25] Marsan MA, Bianco A, Giaccone P, Neri F. Packet scheduling in input-queued cell-based switches. In: Sengupta B, ed.
Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. Anchorage: IEEE Communications Society, 2001. 1085~1094.

http:/ www. jos. org. cn



1022 Journal of Software #AFFIR  2003,14(5)

[26] Ganjali K, Keshavarzian A, Shah D. Input queued switches: Cell switching vs. packet switching. In: Bauer T, ed. Proceedings of
the IEEE INFOCOM. San Francisco: IEEE Communications Society, 2003. http://www.stanford.edu/~yganjali/#Publications.

[27] Andrews M, Zhang L. Achieving stability in networks of input-queued switches. In: Sengupta B, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE
INFOCOM. Anchorage: IEEE Communications Society, 2001. 1673~1679.

[28] Leonardi E, Mellia M, Marsan MA, Neri F. On the throughput achievable by isolated interconnected input-queueing switches under
multiclass traffic. In: Kermani P, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. New York: IEEE Communications Society, 2002.
1605~1614.

[29] Leonardi E, Mellia M, Neri F, Marsan MA. On the stability of input-queued switches with speedup. IEEE/ACM Transactions on
Networking, 2001,9(1):104~118.

[30] Dai JG, Prabhakar, B. The throughput of data switches with and without speedup. In: Sidi M, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE
INFOCOM. Tel Aviv: IEEE Communications Society, 2000. 556~564.

[31] Leonardi E, Mellia M, Neri F, Marsan MA. Bounds on average delays and queue size averages and variances in input-queued
cell-based switches. In: Sengupta B, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. Anchorage: IEEE Communications Society, 2001.
1095~1103.

[32] Shah D, Kopikare M. Delay bounds for the approximate maximum weight matching algorithm for input queued switches. In:
Kermani P, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. New York: IEEE Communications Society, 2002. 1024~1031.

[33] Gale D, Shapley LS. College admission and the stability of marriage. American Mathematical Monthly, 1962,69:9~15.

[34] Gusfield D, Irving R. The Stable Marriage Problem: Structure and Algorithms. The MIT Press, 1989.

[35] Prabhakar P, Mckeown N. On the speedup required for combined input and output queued switching. Technical Report, Stanford
CSL-TR-97-738, 1997.

[36] Stoica I, Zhang H. Exact emulation of an output queueing switch by a combined input and output queueing switch. In: Knightly E,
ed. Proceedings of the IEEE IWQoS. Napa: IEEE Communications Society, 1998. 218~224.

[37] Chuang ST, Goel A, McKeown N. Matching output queueing with a combined input/output-queued switch. IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Communications, 1999,17(6):1030~1039.

[38] Krishna P, Patel NS, Charny A, Simcoe RJ. On the speedup required for work-conserving crossbar switches. IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Communications, 1999,17(6):1057~1066.

[39] Kam AC, Siu KY. Linear-Complexity algorithms for QOS support in input-queued switches with no speedup. IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Communications, 1999,17(6):1040~1056.

[40] Weller T, Hajek B. Scheduling nonuniform traffic in a packet-switching system with small propagation delay. IEEE/ACM
Transactions on Networking, 1997,5(6):813~823.

[41] Chang CS, Chen WJ, Huang HY. Birkhoff-von Neumann input buffered crossbar switches. In: Sidi M, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE
INFOCOM. Tel Aviv: IEEE Communications Society, 2000. 1614~1623.

[42] Chang CS, Lee DS, Jou YS. Load balanced Birkhoff-von Neumann switches Part I: One-stage buffering. Computer
Communications, 2002,25(6):611~622.

[43] Chang CS, Lee DS, Lien CM. Load balanced Birkhoff-von Neumann switches Part II: Multi-Stage buffering. Computer
Communications, 2002,25(6):623~634.

[44] Keslassy I, McKeown N. Maintaining packet order in two-stage switches. In: Kermani P, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM.
New York: IEEE Communications Society, 2002. 1032~1041.

[45] Wang W, Dong L, Wolf W. A distributed switch architecture with dynamic load-balancing and parallel input-queued crossbars for
terabit switch fabrics. In: Proceedings of IEEE INFOCOM. New York: IEEE Communications Society, 2002. 352~361.

[46] TIyer S, Awadallah A, McKeown N. Analysis of a packet switch with memories running slower than the line-rate. In: Sidi M, ed.
Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM. Tel Aviv: IEEE Communications Society, 2000. 529~537.

[47] Iyer S, McKeown N. Making parallel packet switches practical. In: Sengupta B, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE INFOCOM.
Anchorage: IEEE Communications Society, 2001. 1680~1687.

[48] Blake S, Black D, Carison M, Davies E, Wang Z, Weiss W. An architecture for differentiated services. IETF RFC 2475, 1998.

[49] Bianco A, Franceschinis M, Ghisolfi S, Hill AM, Leonardi E, Neri F, Webb R. Frame-Based matching algorithms for input-queued
switches. In: Aoyama T, ed. Proceedings of the IEEE Workshop on High Performance Switching and Routing (HPSR). Kobe: IEEE
Communications Society, 2002.

[50] Kar K, Lakshman TV, Stiliadis D, Tassiulas L. Reduced complexity input buffered switches. In: Proceedings of the Hot
Interconnects VIII. 2000. http://www.bell-labs.com/user/stiliadi/publications.html.

http:/ www. jos. org. cn


http://www.stanford.edu/~yganjali/
http://www.bell-labs.com/user/stiliadi/publications.html

	研究背景
	路由器排队策略
	VOQ和CIOQ路由器逻辑结构
	性能评价

	现有的输入排队调度算法
	基于最大匹配的算法
	最大匹配算法\(MSM\)
	极大匹配算法

	基于最大权重匹配的算法
	最大权重匹配算法\(MWM\)
	无记忆的极大权重匹配算法
	有记忆的极大权重匹配算法\(随机调度算法\)
	算法的扩展
	理论研究
	小  结

	基于稳定婚姻的算法
	确定型调度算法

	输入排队调度算法的发展趋势
	结  论

