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Abstract: Network on chip (NoC) has many characteristics, such as less nodes number, shorter distance between
the cores, the need of less physical implementation difficulty, and so on. To satisfy the special need of the NoC, this
paper presents a new topology named Xmesh and its routing algorithm called XM. This paper adds some diagonal
edges on the Mesh topology to form Xmesh, sequentially reduce the average distances of the topology. Given the
same network size, Xmesh has the same edge number with Torus topology, this paper compares the performance of
Mesh, Xmesh and Torus topologies. A detailed theoretical analysis for Mesh, Xmesh and Torus topologies is given,
and a simulation analysis based on the Popnet simulator using uniform traffic pattern and hotspot traffic pattern as
benchmarks is also presented. As the simulation result shows, the average latencies of Xmesh and Torus topologies
are less than 70% of the average latency of Mesh topology. For uniform traffic pattern, when the network size is
small, the performance of Xmesh is better than Torus topology. For hotspot traffic pattern, when the hot node is near
to the network center or the two diagonals, the latency of Xmesh is about 70%~90% of the latency of Torus
topology, otherwise, the latency of Torus is about 70%~90% of the latency of Xmesh topology. In conclusion,
Xmesh has a good performance just like Torus, but its physical implementation is simpler than Torus’s, and both of
which have a better performance than Mesh topology.
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1 E: At A _EM % (network on chip, i #k NoC)#) ¥ &4k & V. JEB L. MIL K ILE J B 2 B PRI 6945 5 42k
T —HPF7T 69 Xmesh 461N HM A ZEMRE T XM 38y Fik L4 M AL mesh LM a9 3l iR T #Asst
AR @A 4542 T N RN 4958 5w B it F g B A R B, R ILA B A B ARRA e % Xmesh 5 22 3849
Mesh #= Torus £5 #3477 B3 447 to AR, Bl BT, 2 Popnet A4 83 3K T 347 R A 2 5 01 A AT i BAEK AT M 4%
PoAR B s R A, Xmesh P392E 07 72| Mesh 25449 70%.3F F 394 5 8, 4 W AAALA ) iF, Xmesh 9 3E i bt
Torus & F.oJv 3 F #,5 f 8K, B #8538 B W& w R E 2 A & 4R B, Xmesh 49 2 B b Torus 49> 10%~30%. B,
3L bk Torus 49 K 10%~30%. & #9535, Xmesh #9148 5 Torus rbidgin fa 4y 28 52 9L £ 4 6 % Xmesh tt Mesh
LEMI O MBS B AT

FKEIR: dedbEsd ik AT, R BAEX A B4

hEESES: TP393 SCERARIRED: A

Wt A58 0 BSGJE (1 98 T R SR B AN SR P R o A S R 8 B AL AN, e 2 AR B RE AT ORI b
[ B PR U TK R A 2 T e e A B A 01 R AL ot 1 B2 A FEES I AT R A P

VO SEEL g AR J5 E R A LA R, OC T 4 g RN B e SR RS 22 B 10 R & Kb
K 2 R FHE B 40 41 2516 (B 45 Mesh, Torus®5). 1 T b X 4% 1) BRI 55 b SRR AT ML IR AR B2 /N 76 Be vt
Jv b W 2 Bk SO 7 43 2% LR B S IAE BT DA A 4 1R T R AT B 4% 1F) Mesh, Torus 55 28 ML 3 b 45 74 3 AR —
I FH DR A S LR 0 TS A R IR 45 R R AR AT R L.

Carnegie Mellon k*% [ Ograst H —Fh A6 F b 19 28 L i (4 5 32: 0, 30 38 1 Mesh b 385 0 — 426K 8 30 LA
5T T EE B, 9 D B Eh GE B 2 5 B AR BB A AR R AR (0 T AR v L AR T T I e AR, S K
Das# Hi 7 (I Multi-Mesh(MM) i $h 45 #9123 57 nxn it Mesh &5 441 A 31 1 &5 #9135 2 e MM BE 348 48 1) HE (7] 25
T Mesh B — N B 2, (H 1 /N OB D0 288 (2 16 N5 5t ), FL O 343 A B 35, i 1 B o 0 ¥ 3 M A8 v 1
Mesh.

PATH BT EFEAT oot = 5 R B et wovk H br SEl R BARIOEAR 55 2 A 338 0 T 2
B TSR B I mU D BRI B S W B S A AN REAR (R R AR SR —
B Xmesh 1 Fh &5 84 BoAH B % B 5RE XM, %3 45 00 35 G - Folr 0 28 AL, ) 250 S 300 A 280 A 7 B Xmesh 7
Mesh 45 #4) I B8 fin— LS Bk 320, 45 #1866 B B0 1T PR XM — PR e P 3 e I 2R K El ARV B T DA AR AT
BT 0 B AR K BEASHB I Mesh A1 f 9 ssi ) B 85 A8 /N RS [ 4% H Xmesh (91 BEAL T Mesh il
Torus PP B 5 45 K 56T nxn (1) Xmesh, 4 & 5 N 15 s 8] 1) B 2 AR 5585 n—1, 11 78 Mesh B %% 1 AF = A
e I B 1) i KB 2x(n—1); 45 Torus HY AT 55 P9 A1 A TR 2 25 1 s K AF A n(n 9 A 380 ) B n—1(n 2k %7 250T).
5 Mesh #HE,Xmesh KIS 4550 7 777 s () (A PE 25,5 Torus AH b, Xmesh (14 38 S B BE Jy fij B, 1K 22 2 (R h
Xmesh [¥1[8]32 Lt Torus #£ /b (Xmesh £ 2 45, Torus H 2n 4%).

ASCEE 1AM OCTAEZE 2 A Xmesh 458458 3 145t Xmesh 198 B 595 XML 4 75 AIERT . %1%
LR, . B 4 T 6 Mesh, Torus, Xmesh = Fl &5 #3E 4T BLE VEAY 46 5 T BEI XY, TXY, XM iX
3 ik F AR I T e A S e A

1 #HxXIE

WTAF R, O T 30 0 45 K4 R B Hhy S0k (AT 50 AR AT SCHR (14170 2 Torus A Mesh &5 A4 42 5 T — i 1) 1 52 1k
FH B0, A O SE RS 8 SR 10y I 6% 445 g K 9 J o = A I 86 P-4 1 1 29% 43 FSAH EL T 1) B SCRIR[L5] 7P 45
T = YE NI TE WS R TR k7 2 BL R b S SRR [6]h A fat treedh 4b g M HR AL T — 0BT 1 % th 5
5, F IR B AR Th RE R 1 S I SCHR[A6] 8 v 1 M 2 sk 3 b 3 4b 45 4 0047 1 B 2 AL 43 BT T ring,
spidergon,Meshix 3 Fifi4fifey, 45 4L 7R spidergon 45 i 7ETh#E. AR I w9 Rk rhn] LAAS B4R I 1f B
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N TH LT S A4 Mesh, F Torus™t 7.

Mesh 25 ¥4 4B 5 15 0 X P AR FR A2 (1,]),0<i<n,0<j<n AT A — N5 550 Y (5,6) J B335 A2 |s—i|+[t—j =1 #1555 17 55 X AH .

h T 4 B AR I B e X e — e R U B S R SARRR S C(ex,cy), B FRTT ACA D(dx,dy),
xoffset=dx—cx,yoffset=dy—cy, I £& (K] F A nxn.

4 Mesh &5 R4 ¥ HH S0 TR IR 22 A0 A s 1 B2 b b e 1 B L A AT XY 86 R AV,

e it 7 190 A out_din, XIY+, XIY=43 5 327 XIY i1 1E 57 77 7], Home & 7= 24 b 4 HE 07 170, XY S92 A D AR 1
W 1.

Torus £5 44 A 5 1 A0 X AR AR A2 (i), 0<i<n, 0<j<n ATATT — AN 15 23 Y (s,t) LB T 81 5 ANtz — i 575
X AHE B2 (2),3),(4),OMT B2 — M4 X 5 Y Z A FR A 3.

(D) [s=il+[t=j|=1;

(2) i=s,j=0,t=n-1;
(3) i=s,j=n-1,t=0;
(4) i=0,s=n-1,j=t;
(5) i=n-1,5=0,j=t.

4 Torus 45 K4 I 8 M AT TXY HIETXY 2/ F7 Z AN 2l 18 (virtual channel, & K VC)SRARIFAS H
BAEHEH, e i) Oy ARSI 1.
Table 1 Pseudocodes of XY and TXY routing algorithms
1 XY 5 TXY BHHEENCHE

XY routing algorithm TXY routing algorithm
If (xoffset!=0) If (abs(xoffset)>N/2){
If (xoffset>0) {out_dir=X—;vc=1;} else {out_dir=X+;vc=0;}
if (xoffset>0) out_dir=X+; } else if (xoffset!=0){

else out_dir=X—; if (xoffset>0) {out_dir=X+;vc=0;} else {out_dir=X—;vc=1;}
} } else if (abs(yoffset)>N/2){
else if (yoffset>0) out_dir=Y+; if (yoffset>0) {out_dir=Y—;vc=1;} else {out_dir=Y+;vc=0;}
else if (yoffset<0) out_dir=Y—;  } else if (yoffset!=0){
else out_dir=Home; if (yoffset>0) {out_dir=Y+;vc=0;} else {out_dir=Y—;vc=1;}

} else out_dir=Home;

2 Xmesh ¥

TE X (Xmesh). 7E Mesh &5 #4138 in i 45 30 JE B 4208 B il Xmesh. Hor — o0k A1 26 E % TR 0<i<n-1,717
AL N—=1-0) 8 5 AU+, n—2—0) A, 5 23 (0,n—1) R 15 74T AR (n—1,0) A 3% Gl o [R130); 7 53 Ah— 45 A 2k bk TAE
& 0<i<n—=1,717 p3 (i, 1) & 71 A (i 1) A, 9 50(0,0) 1 5 719 i (n—1, n— 1) AHE ([R] A l od [e]3).

ik 1 o, Xmesh 5 KU R LE JR K 1 Mesh G589 3800 T A~ X, i —AN X & AN 306 M A i, o)
—AN X A& B A 1 BT Ay 4200 Xmesh.nxn [#) Xmesh L8 nxn [ Mesh £ 2n 4kl

Y
0,2) 3,2)
XX
0,1) / (3.1)

(1,00 (2,00 (3,0
Fig.1 4x4 Xmesh topology
Kl 1 4x4 [f) Xmesh 31 3h 45 1

(0,3) (3,3)

0,0
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3 Xmesh IR E X XM

XM & — Pl e P AR fi R A2 i oR SR R SR DT A I R AR R 0 i Xmiesh 5 1) 1) di R 8 A8, (EL A S %
S AT LLGRAIE TR HI (0 B A2 K PEAN KT Mesh S5 K v 110 5 B A2 1T A Xmesh b, FRATT L F 57 2oL i o e 422
HI SR AL T Xmesh 158 4 H & B i 57305, Jh T o R I AR 5 il S0 AR 28 o 3 P A 4% 00 A R IR 28 R K
P83 1 X ] PR i R B A0 1S 88 2 el X 0] A 6, T 9 4 1 I Bt v B0 e TR U ER I AR 2 R, ST AR B
AN HY Xmesh &5 K A B 1R D8 38 DR 3 P R S0 BT i i R80T 2% 18, 3 A AN P AT DB AT 50 W R DP A (B & 2

B7R). .

YA 5 8

>
X

Fig.2 Eight routing directions of switch
K2 #h switch ¥ 8 AN 7 (4]
XM SE R AR R
If (xoffset==0||yoffset==0) XY_algorithm(C,D);
else if (C £ L0 LI 22 sliA7 74 ){
if (abs(xoffset)>=(n/2) and abs(yoffset)>=(n/2)){
if (yoffset<0) A FiE;
else [ F3E;
} else XY_algorithm(C,D);
¥ else if (C 72 X A Bl sl i)
if (abs(xoffset)>=(n/2) and abs(yoffset)>=(n/2)){
if (xoffset<0Q) [ 47 3E;
else [ 23
} else YX_algorithm(C,D);
Yelse if (cx==cy){ //2470775 A ExF MLk b
if (abs(xoffset)>=(n/2) and abs(yoffset)>=(n/2)){ /7 FE 0]k
if (xoffset<0) yxff&k 4 by,
else WX ML m T J7;
Yelse { WATEEE ML
if (xoffset<0 and yoffset<0) #§E %Ak ~;
else if (xoffset>0 and yoffset>0) ¥ 3% Mk |
else XY_algorithm(C,D);
}
Yelse if (cx+cy==n-1){ /247077 254 S In) X2k L
if (abs(xoffset)>=(n/2) and abs(yoffset)>=(n/2)){ /I 2 A3
if (xoffset<0) ¥R XA LA 77,
else ¥H [ Mt e m Zc 775
Yelse { WATEEERIL
if (xoffset<0 && yoffset>0) #yx [k} M £k m A by,
else if (xoffset>0 && yoffset<0) ¥F I A%t ALk Ia 4 R 7,
else XY_algorithm(C,D);

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



2198 Journal of Software #f+3 4% Vol.18, No.9, September 2007

}
Hpfilid

YT S Clex,cy), H AR A D(dx,dy);

1) 54 xoffset=dx—cx,yoffset=dy—cy; 47 xoffset==0 5 # yoffset==0, U] £ £ FH XY % £h 5235 75 W %% 2).

2) A5 W0 R C AR AN A 4R 1) 2 3 B A 1.1 58 I 4% 44 abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and abs(yoffset)>=n/2 & 75 i
AT UL BRI R A4 L [P LA — D FIWT 2 yoffset>0, U B H AR AR AT
A BT N R E A yoffset<O, BB H AR Y RUZE RN AU R 5 B A BN ) BB KR R ILEAT 2 2N
T 7853 H B30 5 AS i A abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and abs(yoffset)>=n/2, WA 75 2 3¢ [543 XY % d &35, Bl X A
56, B B R AT b o £ 25, A5 ) 4 3).

3) T A CTEWISX M 2R W B 1. 8 56 A W7 4 £ abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and abs(yoffset)>=n/2 /& 75 i
AT UL BRI R, AR 4 L R LA — D W 2 xoffset<O, Ui B H AR AR 2T
TR 200, N AT B 3T xoffset>0, 1 B E bR 1T A AR 2 AT A5 0 AR 3, R 1% i) A KRR IR A S T 1) B E Al
30T 785y R AL ;5 R 39 2 abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and abs(yoffset)>=n/2, % F Y X Bt 5032, B Y J7 [ A 56, IX FE A
[FIAE AR T R nT e e 5 A 2k 75 ) %% 4).

4) FHMET AR BN B L ox==cy BUIR &AL 1 S AT 4 1 abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and
abs(yoffset)>=n/2 J& 7575 &, 25 1 A2, U B0 B AR T A 25 w0 a5 e 8z, J8 4 7 [0l B e s i #5 xoffset<0, 1t
B AR A M AT A N NG A BT AR Ak Rk, 35 xoffset>0, B H AR S S 1T AU AT B
A R J7 IR 4 Al 78 B U5 1 i H IR T AR 4 R EL I R 5 L 4% abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and
abs(yoffset)>=n/2, st Z AL 45 xoffset,yoffset Sk Ji|5E B 4L 4 xoffset>0 and yoffset>0, T )\ 4 7515 s (1% i 1 8
H 25 BIEAT B A5 xoffset<0 and yoffset<O, U Mt o 11 7 325, RO ZE R A6 SR XY % i 0,

5) T AR S M A gk b B L ex+oy==n-1 B4R B oL KT &1 abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and
abs(yoffset)>=n/2 215 /2, W2, 0 B AR 19 B8 2 11 AR 85, 54 28 [0) 3 Pl s s e B, #5 xoffset>0, 1t
W B AR A MR s A N T N A BT AR 4k 2,25 xoffset<0, BT B AR B w4 BT N i
AL N IR 41, 8 R I H AR RN T 74 A e S 4 abs(xoffset)>=n/2 and
abs(yoffset)>=n/2, ¥t — 2 J1| W7 : 25 xoffset>0,yoffset<0, ) M 24 77 15 &5 (0 4 i 0 6 W 25 WA R M 45
xoffset<0,yoffset>0, W) )\ 4 i 45 o i th o 11 5 10 25 B 26 B A A5 SR XY 2% i .

4 3 MIRIMEHRYIRIRITAL

Mesh, Torus J2 [ §if 3 T Je 2 140 P it 6 0 ) 6% 4 0 85 44, AR SORE Xmesh 8584 5 B ATT3EAT L. T A FILAR 4E
N B AErE. BEASRE R MK EA. WE ST 5 ANt 3 Fh4R 454 Xmesh,Mesh, Torus 31T
il AT BN BR 2 BT 45 SRok G A BRAR R i, BIARP I T T, 48 B AR 3 J7 T LL#R, Xmesh # LG Mesh &)
() B B4, Xmesh (1) AR 5 i L BELARSE B A8 I 55 Torus 458 A1 [A], Xmesh [ (9 48 4%tk Torus B8/, 'e 1% 4%
Z FEPE AU Mesh 45 #4510 Torus 454, Xmesh [147) 21 52 B3 & b Torus Z2/,H E Mesh ZEK 8 HI 3K 13, Xmesh 55
Torus 45 ¥ %47 8- I 3, AT NS 5 45 0] LUE 21, Xmesh 45— S8%5 5 140 54, 32 Torus 45 ¥ BT A B AT 1.
4.1 FRIETIERS

AT 35 S B U R 2 5 — AN D 4 AR A e ek R v o 4 A T B XA S T T st 2 T T
41 % B G IS BRIV Oy BRAESPE S8 G I SCHR[17] 7P 45 T — AN DA AR B S I 11 2 2

T=HxTr+D/v+L/b (1)

XL H TR IR 23] H AR AU T34 hop 2, Tr & 76 #% 1h switch b (19 T B 36 5, 5247 52 cycle/hop,D &
MG B H AR AU PR B 8 S OO R H ST DR hop,v SRR b IMAE HHE S, 472 hop/eycle,L
2L I R Flit,b 2 T, SR fliticycle fEAS R R ¥ 0 4544 v H,D IRIELR AS—HE 1, Tr UMK 36 T switch
() B SIS I S I B RR B H gt 2 D.OCHR[A7]H 45 T Mesh 45 R4 Torus 45 F4 1#) 45 25 R S35
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PR B 2R E P BOR nxn, 1 R TR
Humin 7=n/2 )
Hminm=2n/3 3)
XA A E PR SR H AR RS 2 AH R AR R FRATT IR AL v 5T AR H AR U R DU [ 19, Rk
XA A KW s,
Hmin 7=(n/2)x(n?~1)/n? (4)
Huminm=(2n/3)x(n?~1)/n? (5)
M n=4 I, FAT115 B A Hodi
D1=Hmin1=1.875;Dy=Hminm=2.5.
Xmesh 54 J& A< 3C B4 H 30 Hb 45 7,3 L2 461 43 B o] o1 4508 16 D (B 7E 4x4 (1) Xmesh B, [RIFE ) LS
FE AL b 3 2T I 2 LR 2.

Table 2 Distances from other nodes of three kind of nodes in 4x4 Xmesh
F 2 4x4 Xmesh L1 3 281 o5 HA A AU EE

(0,0) (0,1) (1,1)
(0,1),(1,0), (0,0),(0,1),(1,0),
w3y 000208Y 15 e1e2

0,2),(1,2).(2,2), (0,2),(0,3),(1,3),

b : (0,3),(1,2),(2,1),

Nodes from which distance equals 2 (2,0),(2,1),(2,3), (2,3),(3,3),(3,2),
(32) @233.09  (51),30),20)

(0,3),(1,3), (1,3),(2,3),(3,2),

(3.0).(3.1) (3.1).(3,0).(2,0)

(K1, 4x4 Xmesh (1) 3 28745 5055 J0A T f (] 1 B 89 2 A0 430 A
D(0,0)=1x4+2x7+3x4=30
D(0,1)=1x3+2x6+3x6=33
D(1,1)=1x6+2x9=24
Dynesn=(D(0,0)x4+D(0,1)x8+D(L,1)x4)/(16x16)=/256=1.875.
i M B switch /& 5 Zii/K B A KGR BE I 2 1 cycle, Rk, 6 switch _E AR (K i) 2 4
cycle, Tr=4 cycle/hop,2k_FAEHIFE T v=1 flit/cycle,L=2 flits,b=1 Flit, X 1tk 3 b £ 4] fr) FRAEAL S0 S 1) 29 301 S
Tresn=2.5x4+2.5/1+2/1=14.5,
Tiorus=1.875x4+1.875/1+2/1=11.375,
Tymesh=1.875x4+1.875/1+2/1=11.375.

Torus 5 Xmesh ¥ ERALT- 34 4E B AR S5, LU Mesh 454 (1) 38 AE ST 34 G B ZE /),

AR SCHS 5 AT IR vT LA X AN B T 5T 45 R 0 IE A
42 BIEZHM

R 2 R IR — N AN R R 2 BN A 2 T s R AR O LIRRIX SR A R R
Bz 2 REpE,

JE 3k ] B ()49 7 T LA £, Mesh, Torus 45 14 2 AT 8% 42 2 #1110 Xmesh A B A7 42 2 44, Xmesh 1 K 2 4
AT ) R A R R AR B 1 TR FE Ax4 [f) Xmesh 3 56 (0,0)R1(3,3) 2 18] R AT — 4 i Ji 4 323X 7
AT IR P BE RS R 1M AE 4x4 1) Mesh =715 £5.(0,0) F1(3,3) 2 1) ) B i B AR BAE B 2, 202 19 4% 3 HLI YT 24 17)
B4 6.4F Torus &5 44 /1,715 £5.(0,0) F1(3,3) 2 18] F s R B A2 B0 2 45.7] UL, Xmesh 5 Mesh g5 0 4H L W4t T #4122
FEPE, Bk T 54T B SR PR 5 Torus 45 KA EE, Xmesh #75 & 1A SF YRR 5 Torus B — BRI (HE K T %1%
ZREE AR IX T 1T Xmesh YAt T 4534

Nodes from which distance equals 1

Nodes from which distance equals 3
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43 EBEEFHE

AR ik o OV 6 06F T 4 5 410 41 45 W0, 7 58 55 (100 0 45 0 8% e WL sk, I 4% ) g K i . SCRIR[27] 7P 4 1
T =TSR AR A 1 2 3K T B R A I 4 43 RS A5 I A 2 T T 2 10T T A b R A8 T (Y B
v JEE NG 1 R )

TH<2bxBc/N.

X 4x4 ) Mesh,N=16,Bc=8, ZL AL Mesh 43 3 F2, T BE VI I 4 %ads A1 SO0 00 9, 9T B Be=8;%)
T 4x4 [¥) Torus,N=16,Bc=16, ZL4" Torus 43 & P 2, 75 ZE V) I 8 4534, %8 T~ 4x4 1f) Xmesh,N=16,Bc=16, X 24 Z 1) F
% 7 TR Mesh (1) 4 4530, 3845 5 38 (R 6] F 2 E 0 4 3 LA R W 4% B34

H T LS H AT LS 5] THmesh<b, THtorus<2b, THxmesh<2b. 5445k 1, Xmesh ) BRAR - & L Mesh 1)
B4 5 Torus fAHTA.

4.4 MBERE

M 4% 15,42 (network  diameter) & 45 W0 2% v T 72 79 4 o5 171 136 ) ol oA {1 280 3 o, 0412 vy O 8% £ 1) 0 3
J5£ 3 75 BN P 4% L AR

75 nxn IR 2% Mesh &5 K ) 9 2% 1 4% & 2n—2,Xmesh Ft B 2% B 4% 2 n—1(% 2 D 254610 30 1]). 24 n b 7
BN Torus 45 K W 2% B AR n—1;24 n (BN, Torus 458 i 9 28 B 422 n. PR, Xmesh 45 1) i 9 48 B AT 2 B
INFR).
45 MELIMEE

W HE S E B IR T4 R AR e, LA S B b switch iy D 5 DL % i 5Ly
%% )% . Xmesh,Mesh, Torus # & — 2 5 ¥4, Mesh £ ¥4 /1 i TG 1A I 5 AR AR &, 0 H. switch 73t 1 8508 A KT
A, R Bk A o DR by B SE T ME S eI Xmesh 85 00 R K 2 B ICIU I BE 2900 1, 1A A 40 B K 1 (B 0, f 1y 2
1 switch Bt D 8, H 41 switch ity BSR4, 1% i Sy o iy 50 DR L, & ) BE SE B HE 2 = T Mesh
ghRy;Torus 25 H P A 5 22 WO B30, 1% i switch 3 V0N 4,188 i 4509 B £ B, TR 0 6 O 0 B SEE B0 A 58 o 4% = 1
Xmesh 45443 B H 245 H S8 T2 B, LA b LR R gt — 2Dl BLEGIE.
5 HeEStT

AT 3 R i L35 4E Mesh, Torus F1 Xmesh 3X 3 #4544 EaE47T 8540040 3% 3 A4 44 51 A 0340 3l
&1 Mesh £5HJSRH XY 8B, Torus 58955 1 TXY 83, Xmesh 45195 XM Bk A8 1 WM 3 W 4a
T AR SR

TR B 187 S0 AR B B 2 (hotspot) B 57 S QB AT VP Ay 3 8 ot 7 8048 20 £ I TR L 1) 43 A 4 42 56
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Fig.3 Performance analysis among three routing algorithms for uniform traffic pattern
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Fig.4 Performance analysis among three routing algorithms for hotspot traffic pattern
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Fig.5 Performance analysis while the hotpot node varies
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