ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.19, No.3, March 2008, pp.733-743 http://www.jos.org.cn
DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.00733 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© 2008 by Journal of Software. All rights reserved.

BERBREFETK
AREMH Y OXEAY ERE'

YR B A R G TR RRBEFRL WE M 450002)
2B 7 Se e B s BPEHIR, M KB 450052)

Buffer Sizing in Internet Routers

LI Yu-Feng*?*, QIU Han?, LAN Ju-Long!, WANG Bin-Qiang*

!(National Digital Switching System Engineering & Technological Research Center, Zhengzhou 450002, China)
2(Depar'(ment of Information and Control, Air Defense Command College, Zhengzhou 450052, China)
+ Corresponding author: Phn: +86-371-63532852, Fax: +86-371-63941700, E-mail: lyf@mail.ndsc.com.cn

Li YF, Qiu H, Lan JL, Wang BQ. Buffer sizing in Internet routers. Journal of Software, 2008,19(3):733-743.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/733.htm

Abstract: A brief summary of the effect of router buffers on network performance is presented. The previous
buffer sizing works based on queuing theory are analyzed under two classes of traffic models, the models exhibiting
long-range dependence and the models exhibiting short-range dependence. Another type of buffer sizing works are
based on TCP models, and the rule of thumb, the small buffers rule, the drop-based buffers rule and the tiny buffers
rule are the four main recent results in these works. The results of the four rules and some preliminary experiments
to validate these rules are carefully summarized. Research directions and open problems are also discussed.
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Yoyt N R K R . B E (loss rate). TR (delay). 217 K/ (buffer size) 15z Bl & 2= 1 (complexity of
implementation) 4. 30 o1, 2% 77 K /NI 422 5% Wi S0 At A BE F8 Bm, B A Ao IR (R A7 5 % oh 248 1 B ORISR A, R
1) 5 THI S2: B 5 S 47 S W OB 1 b 5 R M AR Sl R 30 M 45, M 6 b 26 ) 9 I A 0 S Bk N 1) B . R AT 2%
A7, T B A 25 A0 26, 4 5 sy 0 R P 26 AN R D 7 T2 3 K 1 22 A7 6 5 B30 3R PR 38 R, 385 I sl B0 1 52 % 38 5 b
AEOT (02 /NI 2 A7 B PR AR I AR R S I B O B AR R e . 5 SR e i BRAR ARl A I 0 . TR ot A 7 3% e
B GEAT 5 SR B h A D0V (0 A, 2 B8 o i v 38 2 2k R i v A T 6 i [ S AR T, B H AT oA
1h, KT e ol 8% () A7 B T SR R T AR AT G I S5 B
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Fig.1 Trends in technology, routers and traffic
Bl 1 2RPEER. B B as I 4 B 1 R A

VA 2237500 B HH 2% B AT 1 SRBEAT T AR ST 0 G M 100, 3% LS F 0 A 45 9 K8 o M 7 v

S5 A HBEN U S5 B8, L RR A HEBA R 1) 77 vk R &5 v i AN U BT | I 55 A5 2 R FH IR AR AL 40 B 41E BA I
PN 2 A0 (D2 A7 R/, U BE 056, B A 46 O B M 8 2 00X 2 5 VAN 26 R T N 0t e P ) 8% S A (9 246 e Tk Bl i
T T 5% 281) 1) R T 0 5 6 Sk kA 1) TCP 13T IV T VAL A R 265 pl 25 v P A1) 2 4 5 6 ), 2 — A T 24
77 2 43 W1 J7 02 07 10 3ORT LR b 43 2k W AN O 1) — 2 5L T Markov g AN I RE R AT BIOC T R AR/ A4
ey TR SRy IS e 2 B O R bl T N U e R R ) G R R i PR A D % B R A S,
PRI I A SRR o A % (short-range dependence, i F%  SRD)HERA 2011 59 — AN B WEFT E A UK A R A
It 22 45 1 7 a3k HE Bk B8, 7k kKA 5% (long-range dependence, f& #< LRD)HEBA 23 #7i2:.

5 DR 6 i ——TCP WS By SRR AEAT 73 A A A T I 46 v 26 T TCP I i £ o 31 9 4 S i
(1) 85%~95%,UDP Jit 7 LU Al A A 109%, HoA 28 RS B30T ot L) 38 /1) 5 TCP i A I 4% v 10 3 S, £k
Z g T TCP PSRRI R ST T B th 48 (0 B A7 45 1 75 oK, LU A AR IR 1) 9 T 45 e B 45 2 50 5 T (rule of
thumb). /NZEA71L 0 (small buffer rule). A%/NZE A7 (tiny buffer rule)F13E % 40 4 1) 2% 471 U (drop-based
buffer rule). f1 T TCP ALl A & & —Fh AIER K s 15 R S8, BRIk, i S8 93 BT D7 V2 4R b & — ol PR3 407 U7 3.

A5 B K SR ORI EAE AT T VE T FOBAR AT 20 BT o 5 5 R LG IR B i 0o % R 9 2 AT 5 11
JLABAH OC BCRREAT A 40, 35 i W42 SCHEAT 46 F 4R ik — D T 5L 7 1.

1 ETHNRSERNEFELIT-FRIIE

T, HE BN 5 348 A 2 W 78199 2% 1k RE 19 32 B0 Ay ik, K T HE BB IO ST HES) T e e ey 45 19 1
5 R HEBA R ST 3 AN FEALL R 7 AL RE L HEBUBUA IR 55 AE R 5T 9 26 1 RE I, Ay A\ U0 B A Y 2 A
B ARG
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1.1 SRD4FMEREMANITRIEHBEEFEE RSN

AR S0, 45 A A A P A R S R T R T VR A A T SRR AT LI A i S B g
MEZAE R R SR T S I IE 9545 8, BT 52 R 2= (Erlang) BE2Y. 32 16 J5 %, B ARPAnet 1)k J&, B 20 th40 /5t 4F
A4, LA Kleinlock AR IBFFEN BHF R T 7 5L I 4% I BB R M BE VPN & D7 T MR TAE, S T — &
FUTRIAFEFCR AL R T 52 307 S5 11 P00 25 30 8 5 AR B o, K0 23 1 R P A T 1 e 3 o 1 8 T R v SR TN A e 7R AR
K BRI 1) P9 8 SR A 96 14 3T 45 A 2 G o3t T SR 9 0 2% U R P ATM BER B % SR A 0 1 T 48 7 o 7t
A5 K P BERIF I — 20 e e IR T T Poisson i R X 4 i RE MR AT LA BE A OF TR N BB 5N
TG R R I BEALEIEY G fluid-flow BEAY. packet-train iU, IR L EIK) Poisson it A% (Markov-
modulated Poisson process, i F#K MMPP) L A it 31|k Markov 2 P2 45 3o S 455 780 (1) L [ o5 2 H AEH1 A I 2% 3 &
JFA R RE I A DG SRD, BRI 4% i 12 5040 1 1 A 5 B 200 A5 72 77 ) T 7 1 3 DR 5 8 08 A os il 24 I () R 34
pILEE E E E NA N N P S = S 1LY

76 SRD HEME ML 4B HY 43 #T 1P X 28 HEBL R B8 A PE BB INE X1 AN 45 80% ) C packet/s [FIHEA R 4L,
22 A BN L BB S n, UHE DA 2R S8 R Prin>L]~e (3L rf, 6o KT+ 0 1 22 58, i Al 45 2 500 CLL
%), BV M 5 8 ph s 2 i 2 S FRBIOC R IR I, 5 60 2R 6 4% A7 1) 388 o DR B AT A3 T 0, /NI 11 SR A7 AT
AT DL A AL BRI TER T /N G4 38 B A 2R 8 1 A ISE 4, BRI IS A 4 2y R b 7E BIA R T4 SRD [ 4%
PETF NG AT T DL 2 % ph A M RE FE bR K
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G0 FLAE Sy 58 I8 5 10— P gl B 7 3%, o 9 ek 98 R AR FIE 11 2 00 3 328 A Bk A — 50, DR o o e 3kt 24 o L
A AFAURE P 1 b 55 U5 E AT HE BN AT B0 AT E 2 HHT— Rl 2 I 5 5 ik A I B AR 2% A iy ik A B
AT JE e (fractional Gaussian noise, {7 #k FGN) A4y JE A1 8] 32 2/ (fractional Brownian motion, fiij £
FBM) Il 2525 i 7 7, 25 T FARIMA(p,d,q) i A5 0 45 A B vy 56 TR It i 45 AR o 6 B & =
A 2P ONJOFF Ml 45 Y5 45
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NI BB H M % B — A B % B ) AT T S v A

Erramilli 25 AR 9 vl i 555 65 19 A AR 45 EAT T 0P 9T 3% 07 3 FO A JE B R RS 25 Il e g — AN 1A
AR — AN ARG VR VR R £() A R T LR A AL B AR B HUN TR) B PR A IR AR I ) BRAEL I
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OFF IR AR I 08 B >4 1R LS £(), % 77 ik o5 77 AL — R A B A AN [FRF ME ¥ ONJOFF I 45 R B 24 {43 ON 15 OFF
RS A5 B T 0] 23 30 e AAAR [ 4 £ 2 A 3 P ) 36 D7 32 ml AR 58 N B I A A 52 & R eI A e 5 ok
RAFH H A R G A AR A B8 T 0N 52 T LU I S BN W] ONJOFF 4 P b 45U, % AH B 1) Ik BA 14 R
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13 I &

25 b, 7 SRD KR Ay A HEBA R SEIN ik HH B 5 G o o A B 1 DUTR B AR /N A7 RV AT o AL Bl s B R
S [R] I3 F AT B PR I SR 1. LRD 5 1P 199 9% 7 2 i N I IR AL 7™ 71 Weeibull 50 22 35K 73 A1 16+ B A4 i
H 25 T KA I G2 A7 Rl A B P, IX 55 T SRD A 234 1189 &5 SR OANAR [ Ay 158 W 100 28, 5| N SCIR[18]
M I SR R B0 BT VA S R SRR EE SR BT 2 .
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Fig.2 Drop rate vs. buffer size under different traffic models
K2 AT R R 5EATKR

ML 20 vhn] DUF 3, 7036 A AT () 2560 28 SR IR 45 A1 T A AR D T J AT G M 5 25 56 345 PR 458 1) % A7 245 1k 7 5K ™
HEANTRL () 500

A7 /N T 100Kbytes I, B A5 2% 47 (1) 38 00, & Bl i NN D0 0 4 2R O A T B BE U I B4k /)
FARIMAC(O,d, 1)1 MA(L) iy A F 254 22 1 42230, 117 FGN i A\ 0 2540 28 W 8 KT i 9 A 15 103K i W 78 2% A7 1R
N AR IC(FGN) 1) A0 28K TR AH DG MA(L) I 25602, 171 [ I A7 70 P R M B (A58 FARIMA(O, d, 1) Fi A, )
HATAH DGR s 28, AR DG M A 26 1) s i R /)

AL 100Kbytes LUG BEAE ZE 47 11 38 X RAH G MA(L) N ZEL 3 198/ bE FARIMA(O,d,1) T (¥ 9/ 3
BRI FGN - 1k /N EE T ooty 0 A0 48 248 3 i WY B 5 2% A7 1R 38 O AR SR MR 28 T 25 A 6 7 A1 5% i, I
1 FARIMA(0,d,1)F1 MA(L) F 5 & A T X3,

MBI 250Kbytes LS, B A5 25 47 1085 K MA(L) F (19-Z& A% LT 1] LLEEIE 0,1 FARIMA(0,d,1) R &4
B 81, 51 600Kbytes LG, 5 MA(L) N 1) 2 AHIE 1 FGN [R198¢ /) L i 9 P A7 150 #0522 18, 7 BT LA H
W ALLh Weibull 733X Ui B B A 28 A7 (13— 20 38K, FGN AT G VA 2% 0 26 52 S sk /N Ry 34,

2 ET TCP hiiEE M EF N - H%
ASCHG R T TCP U SURERY (¥ G2 A7 75 SR USRI 45 0 LLUT JL2 20 B0 05 W, /N A7 i 0, 2 T 2% A 4 (R A7

2.1 &5

o TR AL 1R

1994 4, Villamizar #1 Song 7£ SCHR[19] 7 $& H T 35 44 19 2% 1 #48 2 A7 & B2 ) ——22 3832 M (rule-of - thumb),
AR G RE B LA A — 4K TCP (MR 25 IR 18 )3 BB BL 1) TCP it 4 4 TCP it ) 2, W 2 & TCP i),
M TCP % MITERA N 248 B AR, B Rr N JE B 100% 1) R T 28 41 26 % A7 K /15 IV 5 5 53 1F i FXUAH 45
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BRI Fh BEAT R 737

(bandwidth delay product,fii#k BDP), Rl B=RTTxC,H: ™1 B 4 2£ % 111 28 7 5 i 2247, RTT(round trip time) 4 —A4>
TCP BB M V-394 IR I 8], C by FH) ZE 5 5 11 75

o SISV S TE R 12

SCHR[LOTH 23 6 1 4%+ 4 451 8 4% TCP il id 78 5 4 40Mb/s I EE K AT T K, 3 ik i A8 2R A7 (1 K/,
U Z Aty WU 26 1 ) P 36 6 20 B0 VR U EAT T 30 E. 45 SRR I A B TR AR AR i 46 TCP KB4 1 R e, i HLE
TUECH 2y 4 0 8 AR ST T B R N 7E T 78 b & TCP M H 440 R, i T &N E LT i & A2, AT
25 TCP % H W8 AR A T [R5, 3 30T TG 1 D AR TH R 4 U5 A8 1k, A7 75 SRR AL

Z6 VR 22 4 UK — ELH A I th B 0 BET T 4% X — VR ) i R % TR AT 1009 B4 i A FH 2, A AT LA
B R P B 5 1) i B B R A o B A T 8 B e 0 R 00 B i AR S X VR 2 A R h AR
BV A AT 24 K A TR i, 7 P % el 2% TCP 410 RTT 20 250mst® 13 st B R 45 244 1% 4%y 40Gb/s
B, 5 22 10Ghits(1.25Gbytes) (1 2% A7 HUAR. S HL Qi bk K 1) 92 A7, 45  H DUFE R 250mW/Mbit. 251y 32Mbits 7
A BEHLAEIUAE 4% 2% (static random access memory, fiij B SRAM), 4 ,40Gb/s ()4 K4 SRAM 3k 75 300 J1LLE,
SINFEEE 2.5kW,E BT ThRE S 4mW/Mbit. 78R 1Gbit (130 A BEHLAEIUAE it %% (dynamic random access
memory, fii FX DRAM),10 A il fit i AL TR, SLTh BN A0WLAEX NS I T 4% 1 2% W v 110 52 2% 15« e A Tl ke,
T . 4 FH 28 K 2B I S 348 o 21 v (1) 4iE0R.
2.2 INETFEN

o TR AL 1R

BAET MRS 1994 ML AR KEIAE, K& TCP it (flow) Rl I 3t 52— 4 T 5 2%, Fraleigh
e SCER[21] R FE AR T M 4%, — 4% 2.5Gb/s(OC48¢) 1k 10Gh/s(OC192) (1l 4 7 7] — I 21 K 4% 110 Wi K 0 % &
% 1> 10 000 4. 56T 1 0 G2 A7 1) A0 A I 6T K BIBE(¥) TCP I iEAT

2004 4, Appenzeller 75 3CHR[22] #2158/ g2 A7 72 (small buffer rule), tA k& T8 B 3515 100%0) B
5 R FH 3, B vH 8 T T R A AN T
_RTTxC

JN

B

o N AR ZE R EIL K TCP W H

ANDRAFIE WA A 24 2 0 KA TCP it & H 3L 55— 40 Bk i I, 1X 284 TCP UL HA% Jnfs I A) 25 4k AR 8 mh O i
B 3L VR 0 ZE 0 1 AR Ak IR M IE A& 20 A2 N2500 B 725 R 2E A 26T 10%, 48 55 br I 45 o [R) 25 Kk
A AR B R DUIEC DL A DA 5 1 2% o 1) ) 20 B3 AN 7. Appenzeller 2D 48 H, 22 45 H BA B ¥ 23 A1 1B Ak
MIEZS A FEBMEARR (i 22 55 TCP it HCRE N LLSGEAF K/ B A 5% ARE A 22 4

5. -5 < L RTTxC+B
¢ MT3f3 UN
FEAF HBERE R R 1) A RIA
— 33 B
Utilization N > erf mm .
JIN

FEE R Ty 2.5Gb/s B 10Gb/s [ 4l 7R B L, /NG A7 R W) R e 2 06 10 D) 1 B e o 2 A7 o SR AR 2 4
B2, 10 HLREAE A0 o &5 FLAT S 1 I I A

o NEAFIEN KRR

SCHR[22] T E R NG AFE AT T 05 JUIGIE, 0 HOSCHR[23]34 25 17 VF 22 6 1552 s M 46 O 0T S 36 4 2R
I 62 [ ) %0 355 M P R S 4 S A S0 Y 2 AN S B s AT B T M A H A R R AL R4
I b s G R R IR T R AT T KR AT S AR R M ST S P DR A R R AR AN R PR DA
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T 58 LB A7 B A W AIG B 2 /0 I B 1 ) ) 28 4 0 B ARG T 3 P S 36 25 SR e W 4 2 A7 Bk K T RTT x C /N
I, B ) P 8 T R 2 M AR B A T RTT x C /<IN IR % ) FH 2% 0 BRI

DA Hp 8 — A S0 R U W, S 56 6 G 38 B 3 1 [ P4 SE Bris A7 1) T W 45 JLRE R 0% 0 2.5Gb/s, J& T4 %
BRI R AR A JLAS /IR B 90% LA (I8 78 7 1E7F 25 FEO B B EAT 97 4%), X 4% H Juniper 55 Hh 2%
B 28 A7 25 B A2 190ms, i 55 N 5 K 28 A7 IR 43 73 % 24 10ms,5ms,2.5ms Al 1ms, & T 24 2% 471 BRI FI| 5ms 1,
TESLIG FIA(5~7 R) I SR R IA AT A B0d A0 25 2k I st 70 4 i R FH AR A 31 9591 ;1T M R AF(H P& 2 2.5ms Al
Ims W, FFURA 2R ek 5 58 A Z KT 0.2%.

o KT/NELLEN IR

INGEATVE I ) T T PR AR (L) B R e 2 v I h B 2 A7 VB M FiR b (2) M EER% B TCP 4 H
BRI TCP 2 dE M D AR 1.

T I R P SR 2 P 402 78 TR O i A, R SRk ) 100% 58 5 R A5 128 7 T RE s die KA A 480 9 1) e s ¢
5, AT i 08 T A5 B O T 26 5% R . T ke 8 i 149 D P ke 06, e B85 ) R %6 0 AN s I D0 (R i b, L P T D 1R ASAX
R /N ) S SB R BE ARG 1 25 B 38 /N DR AV ) T, ) 7N 0 A7 305 A A i R P 236 1) [ B S8 0 B AT 83t e HE
A B iE 1 SE 3R B 2y, AT SR A B A7 19 B 0l Rl 2 T XS 5 A ke U 1 O S A R A % — e i v 1 5 A K BRI
TCP it 1k 28, 17 I R 1 25 A0 3K A 15 TCP R BHHL il 2 3k

R BRI IG AR B TCP it H BRI, TCP SRR AL i H 4 H i b 1k, E X — 4518 Lk K RE
TE R SURIA R R T BLE TCP w4 H AR 224k 2 18] (1) 9C % Raina Al Wischik 7 SCHER[24] H o6 AN R 22471 (1)
W 2% 64T T RERL, A TCP Gt 119 ) 204 5 BIUR & T 11 10 i B AR A, /N G A7 75 W 3 S0 48 AN B A I 26 b
1.5 HEARDO) R Ganjali 55 N B0 L1 I, /IS G AT 72 D) B AR 60 I 8% 1R A 1k = 22 T — s I s ) (L L S a4
E—5E PRI BRJEE P, F AN 1% Raina A1 Wischik JIT A 9 AR (2 25 1230, S 55030 1 e AN [ 45 148 (1 J5 X AT i £ T+, Raiina 1)
BOF A b B AR SR RR T A YRR 52 Br 24 TCP-Reno Al JE 25 35 5% (drop-tail) 3t [F] se B, E 40K 2 AE A
THERY

INGEAFEEIN R L TCP KU A H R TCP Jai £ H 1) L 4] 24 TCP i H N 1 i iff 52 21X L8 i 751 51
H mr A kA8 TE B A 0 4518 . R b, 5% T /NG AR VR N LU BRI TR I 2518 WV i 2 i T-8E % I TCP 4 H BRI, B HH
BEORAT i R AT /D PR B B0V E 1) 1710, 5 HLRES LRI K9 2 1 fi6 AN DR 9% A7 250 i (1 ik 2D 1 7= A= BAR, i HL, Biti
AT IRl 2D 190 245 I 918 1 I ZE B} 2 14 eI RE 15 24 =
23 ETFEBRNERTEN

o fiLLIREERNLE B

Dhamdhere 1 Dovrolis il o % i1 £ W 2 s — 2471 2 7™ T 199 {18 25 o S0 % RO F 9 (o 1) 3 o) R R, /DN 2%
A 75 5 A A R B S b T R Tk 17 %, 7 5 0 5 1 4 TR 1 BB R I 4% RS e R A AT TR TR T R
RIS AT- 15 (drop-based rule), TA by # Hi #% o N 12 1 i BE K 45 (T8 B 284 Ol T HE 3 KT & 30 7L ) I S A7 75
SR8 A7 B Sk [25030 ok 07 2Lk B, 500 % 1) T4 B A R TR RN TCP A% i 5 1o 389 K, [/ I 4 5 [
AT AN 5.

Drop-Based rule S5 T 05 B AT, B 3 245 B0 #h B, B AR sk % 11 2% 2 2 50Mb/s, 3L 521 TCP i 44
H 2y 200 45, K40 b K TCP AR/ 18 TCP .18 ANV A LAF 1 — SR 5 U HEA) . st =55 A2 ik
ff) TCP #if RTT M 30ms~530ms A%, 45 %% RTT®)(effective RTT) N 60ms.

o BT EMRLNME

Drop-Based rule 3% B, /INGE A7 D) A J& — P 35 11 22 A7 ¥ & #1201 Dhamdhere F1 Dovrolis [ 45
JEIIT R I FBHRE 1 /N B DR AT A 120 S5 X 285 PR 00 I P Bt AN RS 2 N 3 A H B A % K 28 A7 25 i R N AT AT Y — 7 T

« Wang,Ganjali. Unifying buffer sizing results through fairness. Manuscript submitted for publication. Also available as technical
report, HR06-HPNG-060606, Stanford University, June 2006.
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B A A ZE I BATT A B IR SR B S DR A% [ A 3K i, WA T A LRI REAEL PR IS TR 9 92> 3k i TCP )
VRN A5 G A7 BB I K W) IR 31 B I 5t 42 2R 326 i o 6 IF T DK DA 98 0 23— D T A O (M G2 A7 /N I 4
HPET AR & ()5 R AT TCP &Sk fe T 5.

Target link «;
50Mbps Sink node

Source nodes

Fig.3 Experimental topology in drop-based buffer rule
3 T ZUAEMGAT i 4

2.4 RNEFEM

o JpiTRBANG 8

Enachescu 45 AALE SCHR[27]7h 42 T B /N G247 1L (tiny buffer rule), A 4 45 0] BLGAE /N B i A7 ik 28 48 bk 1%
Lo % A 0T JL N0 11 28 A7 B RT5 A 2E 5K A DT 1 a3, O (log W) 2 A7 RV AT 3l A2 A% 0 8 e 25 75 2K, SL v W AR R4
FER 1 4. Raina M1 Wischik 7 SCHR[24] 0 10 BN GAF R T 58 BN R] DA BN AR AN #
T TR D R S A 5 SR Tl R A8 D R4l s H 25 R 1R DG G A S IR UL T AT A IR R

AN DA 1205 D) J ST R B A T S SR 0 N I P 3k A S A1 T A i B D0 6, TR AL BB s 31 T A% 0
5 T 5 G U e EAT AT RO A IR M A 23 A DT BB 7 0 4% 5 B B R T R A T e G A R SR BRI R L
AN T I PR AIE 25 A 28 35 A 75 SR SR 190 4% o e N A 0 0ol 23 0 i IS T A% O i R 2R (H AT O B B 2
1 10Gbp/s, ifi He NGk i £ 52 126 DFAHA s DX 9 3 iy, MR 16§ 10Gbp/s). BEah 38 % 4 WS i Paced
TCPIEL) J5 5 3043 [RTRE 1A 50 A A0 AT i 23R, AT il A /N A7 U LK

o MR/NGEAFVE U ) B AIE

Ganjali 45 N B0 BN 92 A7 3 A1 Sprint ATL JEJT T SE5S:, Verizon /5 Ml Lucent WA AH R HIF ST /N BEAT T
FABNSIZ G A1 I O SIS vy SR F TR HH R 19 2 g i AR AR AT R B Linux boxes 77 AR IR 1 U7 V3K AR B 1Gb/s 1K
TCP it (=20 FTP A HTTP), Vit &t N 42 W /NG A3 J0) F) 8 ehy 45 2 5 0 P B8 o 4 A 5 1 46 o D e B0 24 ok
AR AL TE DI RE na At A A A N S A 1 REUEAT ST U G v A R W A A R AR N G A 1 ) Ak A
N R A A DOE O R L

o BRNGEALVE N 1T 18

FEOCEARIZ I\ B 1 2% B v, ) 20 a5 28 SEE A D B pH 48 T0SE 2 4 J5 AH 2 LIRS ) Py 2% fh 28 R R W 1) AR
TCHORGIN S 3 B vk I8 b A — AN — LR BB A 24T R i ol B A7 Ak i) 8. AR H R A 9T D22 )
FE— ARG S B S22 ol JLH AN 411 Y FCRS(first come first serve) 28 472 (H K MUAROE 22 47 10 5 31
B 7 SR SR ) D' £ (] SR A, A B ROT 18 R/ G2 A7 U E A8 416 I 0% o S84 1A 7 08 B RN 42
149 22 A7 55 TN AT 28, AE 4 /N 7 58 R FH 2 (10%~159%) 1) 45 A5 AH #3 JL- T AN ¥ /N R A7 35 i il A2 225K X
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W A5 6 22 A7 X L TT DAAS B A R SR A A2 v Bk T L B AR 2 R Y 4 R A B B T B R R AR AN
20%~30061% 31, LUATIHE 10%~15% 11 % 1) FH 20 SR 30 UM /IS 1) % 11 2 % A7t L AT S o 8
B /N B A T 75 RE S L IE 48 52600 B 1t 2% T 121 S 0 288 P R 10 52 1) 5 35 Qa4 2% e 385 R PR 3 R 5 A 2
REA B KA 22 K 20K LG ) 8 32 A 30 SR e T 18, 5 BT N Gk — 20 M T i 5 R0 S 56
25 I &

FET TCP HLAIIT T K a8 R 28 A7 5 5K 28 N 4 W 48 AU K i 22— — S8 35 4 1 7 SRR
Stanford K27, Bell SE563 LUK AR 22 1) 1 4 B SR A 35 A5 AR 4R 25000 T3 7 1 RO BIE 5T, JFICETE T Ak 2 BT 5T A
RAFELIEIN . ANEAFEIN L BT T A QAT U R AN DAL A5 AP 424 T ab AN [ I 7 46 18 22
BERRBESE — 28 G A 4518 T LURBL, 2 AN [ IS8 46 A AN AN ] 1) 70 A A S B0E W (9 25 18 7L 0 &, I
* 1.

Table 1 Summary of buffer sizing rules
x1 ZAFRNNGS

Rule name Object Assumptions Buffer size Performance
Utilization: 100%
Rule-of-Thumb 100% link utilization A single long-lived TCP RTTxC Drop rate: Low
Delay: Large
Utilization: 100%
Small buffer rule ~ 100% link utilization N long-lived TCP RTT xC/+/N Drop rate: Up to 17%
Delay: Small
e e 0
Drop-Based rule Drop rate A heav_ily congested IQW Much larger buffers g:glpzfgtg?.l_z?/\(l) ’
capacity bottleneck link even than RTTxC Delay:
elay: Large
inv buff | iah link utilizati Access links are much slower I Utilizatiorr 30:?~85%
Tiny buffer rule High link utilization than the core links, or Paced TCP O(logW) B;?;yl"ast;al_lillg

AR O D2 A7 (R BE A8 AE 1F TCP BRI 1) e R 28 B AR A TC VAR A M 2 25 00 20 (R P 1 oK KRR 0 2%
A7 REE i AL 250 3RV B R 30 5K L 3 A IS 5B K D 38900 DAL, o R D B ey 8 2 A S B R 0 6 BB A
JH 2R MR S0E 25 P RESE B ) di 7 200 A% i BT 9T 55 0 5 1)

3 HtEHFEMRSIL

e I A R RO R R S 4. RIS TR & IR M E R R KR
M0 I T L 1 B A DU (R 92 A7 4 M B AR 05 R P 5 P 1) 2 HE BAAE 284 (output-queued), I 77 SE i 2% £
2 V1A A BN P T R AR e AR D0 L S B K, — AR SR L, B A KSR T BB i Nt HE B
(combined input-output queued,fii#x CIOQ)# . Beheshti 25 A LT ClOQ AL 5T T B 4% 1 2% A7 75 3K A A
FENHE R 2 (4 1R LA 2247 T A2 CIOQ % s Bk B2,

TR0 1P 2 1R I 46 PE e AT 4. 0By VPA S RS2 BRI 22 1) DG 25 10 i B i i
PERAT 7 SR E X P 0T H I e S T 1 W 28 (1) £ R B AR I % IR 2R A MBone (14K
P T R BT W, R 20 S s 5 2Rk B AR AR R AR A0 W0 28 (1) 300 25T JF E 2 ) 4% el T 2 i T AL
Aot Sprint BT 25 h 2% 0T LI R IR B T B b AR 2R A7 A S K KR 2D e e 10 AN, A TRl
IRG I T2 A AT RS2 Sprint 9 2 rh 4 B 1) R FH 2230 1K T 20911 2k e SCHBR[3A10F 52 B 199 248 Hh @ AT ¥ B Hh 8
R0 A TR AR 2 B T 0 28 v % 488 9 8 A A SR Az e /s T3 H T ) e L AR B H AT 2, R e g
7 % BH 2% 1 G715 3K /N T 1 B 38 I A I R0 (M SR A7, 18 R e g Hh I HLAR IR 456

1,75 2% HH 38 A 57 K W iE TE 5 e MO0, & 6 3 T 7 78R 8 i SR FH A% 8 1R 22 30 vk T ke 48 5 7
P EH A TR, AT S B T K R R A A e il X % T A R 2 O A5, 24 e i 3 Ry
40Gb/s B 0 40 715 IR0 A0k 0, 22 SR A7k 2% I BEATLA7 U ] (random access time) AN KT 4ns;#5 TCP 34211
S SBAE IR I (8] 26 2 250ms, A Fhi 20 56 325 W) 2SR A7 fih 4 1) 7% F2 3 A2 10Gbits(1.25Gbytes), 7 H il (K147 filf i T 20K
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SR gk . KA B B BTG AR IR XS S A N L AT LRI, H AT 8) 2 BE HLAT fi% 7% (dynamic random
access memory,fij Kk DRAM) 145 56 4&F 18 AN A K 1.1 £5, 18 T W5 555 7 A A8 — 3, DR, A7 i 1 58 (19 0500
2O A 4 o™ 728 Stanford k2% 1 yer 25 A ] DRAM [k 75 B Rt L5 2547 fik 4% (SRAM) iy 3 1445
ML HIR A 45 HI(SRAM 5 DRAM)IBG A TARBE B 70— 5 BRI G 1 B30 A0 17 b 4 10 2 R0 7 [ 3 3 )
AR R LS A G B E T 45 M52 BR T SRAM [R5 1) 5 R G SR8 % % i i SRAM BT BESR AL 119 7 5, 3 ol
SRAM 5 DRAM R4 45 ¥4k 23 ] SRAM ()38 JEE A8 1M AV Jek 2k 25 4 . b Ak, SCHR[40] 8 H T — R L (%) — 247
fith [ 270 48 g, mT A S b gt R B 0 17 £t 2 11 25 2 0 B e 880, B8 m A S AT 3 s i L 1 22 17

4 & i

B H % — P A A e A, L S ) SR A — T RE A I e i B T R b i b R 5 U
145 % 77t BE 0 19 0 90 286 1K) IS S R N S8 31 ), 30 T AR AL 5 o 4 P R DRI b e e 85 9 247 20 M D28 Bk 2 4 Y
AU A A ) R

45 5% A 7 SR IR 20 A D7 R T LIRSS S 1 28— S A T 48 S PR R A BE TR0 i i o8 1) G247 7 SR BEAT 20 #,
FE4S 2 U AN VB AR (0 45 00 1 4 3 R A RN A0 3 L I S S5 B 45 bk 1) A9 R 1 9 2R %2R D7 WL 1K) 20 W 5 18
MR L P i AR R A B TR AR SRR £ R A S i AASERL IR /)N S A (5 v i A 1 ol 45 10 P BB i b 283K, 1T =4 210
RICFF A KA S AN BERLIN, % o 2 5 SRR A D247 A REW AL PERESRBR 25K, 53— RITE LA TCP P B AL oy
FERRREAT 20 BT IR IAS T ARZ AOBE TR AR R RTE N . NG L T T A A A VR W R AN G A7 1
YO58 ph 48 A DU S A I R T ER) 0 BT A R R G0 A AR A AN T, 3 B0 T AN TRIR IR 23 18 2200 K R fig
g8 R UL, /AN R A O TR BE NS Y TCP BERK 1R vei A1) 23 (EAT AT TR AR G O A2 25 3 R P E 0K
RIS (K 22 A7 R 08 1l A 20 R i ) P 23 SR A S A5 I S8 DK oA B8 0 DAYk, o R B8 o 8 92 A7 S B 25 40
HLBEHE A AN SE SR BE TR 10 S AT 2, N A% e BRI ST 7 1),
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