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Design of Ring Topology for Local Access Computer
Networks with mean delay time constraint

Yong-Jin Lee* Tai-Yun Kim* Regular Members

E I o

¥ oeie 2d A2 AFH UENAE AT o s e £A9 shug JEY=AY Ha Ad Al
g ed F4 g X AA EA(DMCLP-Delay constrained Minimum Cost Loop Problem) & th
Fr} o] ZAle T AMEAe ENY a7 HE HEATE HY JTE Tl AeE B 4 AA)
ghel vl 8-& FHA3sle Aok, B =AM sty go] My 2% 5 e wx=o £71 AdE o] gle
] FAlo WEL A Hit A A te] Y3k A Zteljo]ofof stk A of A E A o] EAlo] o §
29A-FEl =g daEE Altsict o] ¢l FL 71EY AL v & £ HA(MCLP) ¢xaZd o
3t Fe] e 9} B =&l A A|¢tel trade-off criterion& o] &3le] SR ETl AA A B#o)de] A, B
R AHeks dnal &L £AE 71EY MCLP €ugi&rct $43 &8 A#sy ofge] vad
B A AIE e

ABSTRACT

This study deals with the DMCLP(Delay constrained Minimum Cost Loop Problem)-one of
problems arising in the design of local access computer networks. The problem consists of finding a
set of rings to satisfy the traffic requirements of end user terminals. In the problem, the objective
1s to minimize the total link cost. This paper presents heuristic algorithm which consists of two
phases for this problem, under the constraints that the number of nodes served by a single ring is
limited and network mean delay is dropped within the desired time. The algorithm is derived using
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the clusters obtained by the existing MCLP(Minimum Cost Loop Problem) algorithms and a
trade-off criterion explained in the paper. Actually, simulation results in that the proposed algor-
ithm in this paper produces better solution than the existing MCLP algorithm modified. In ad-
dition, the algorithm has the relatively short running time.

I.M &

24 M2 HFE Y EL A(lecal access compu-
ter networks)e F % AE-2ket 7134 (backbone)
Alele] EdH-g dA$ste VEYAR 0 EZRA
(topology) & T3t #AlE ozl A A% E-g
T4 5+ CMSTP(Capacitated Minimum Span-
ning Tree Problem) ¢} & (ring) £+ F X (loop) =
745+ MCLP(Minimum Cost Loop Problem) 2
U 4 31;}_[1 4l

B dFe o] A UEYZ A Alzhel 113
MCLPE oF1x 39 of £#& DMCLP(Delay
constrained MCLP)ztxz %t} 71&¢ MCLP=
NCP(Network Control Processor) ¥ %% 7](con-
centrator)dl] = TEO 7t TG AMEAE & 4}
g3ty dHste EAE shite] #Hod & & Ue F
o =9 7} AlgEn}t. ueir, MCLPY 5342
RE FGD AIEAE HL vl goE Jdste
g Pl Aotk ol {AMS FAEE FF ¥
oo A} o] &5+ VRP(Vehicle Routing Problem)
11z} 9)e},

a8y 71&9 MCLP & VRPE &l dshe ¢
g gtz e EYa] XA A2te n A 9
A, EF ol i &g Mgt 7] wiof
WE A Hat A A A Fol2 gk ol )4
BIHA HA vlgo 94 HAIE 8+3t= DMCLP
= 2z A &4 F rh

3 YwkA Q) 7179 (backbone networks) el ¢
A A ol g5 GudEElEettle el 8
ol € ¥ A == F& A}3A] gr] W&o &
o] MCLP& siZ3st7]7t olgl e atgjx JEHA
A A)zro] Ao 7o g F7l5= DMCLPE 3
A3t7]7h oyt

71€9 MCLP= 3lue] 57 = NCP n7l
9 TG AERE FAHEER o5& X G(V,
E)gdd x=2 8% & Ut} oA, & == ili=

L n)oA gEE EEE gli=1 ..., n), A

rEE i=03}31 s, = (G, )8 dA3e
3 AE oA shte] Yol & 5 %% ‘l

TEFE AXE}J’ s o] A= Hd M
N FG AR EE Huld g shue) oz %‘“i
sl Al of &7 A] Al B8-S HA sk
H3g ks FAE "o A7l B A 4
of that Ao 2Ug Friste EAHI vl B
N4 s Asted o st DMCLPo)t},

719 MCLP % NP-hard ¥4z Ho 2¢ A}
87t 7} 2570 o|sk’l Ao HHHNE A Fste
G B85 ol9jo & v dmelFo] Fels
o ol&stu qlrh, wEbA WEHZ AA A7kl
7181 AleF 2o ¢riEle DMCLP SA] NP-
hard& # 7} ¥},

oA e Al AlEE "7 Asl 71Ee
MCLP of 1) 28l o)s] A E = FAHY x
= e o] &3t B QoA A A s trade-off
71&ol o8l e 2H Alo]e] g W EE olF
gt EZZAE WA A UrtHA as e Ha
) Al zkol ol A el g A Mo o n
# HA v | EFEAY JEE 7Y 7 U
2-9A F —H—a— AA g HA) 4For TAHE

L Ate DgdA dnasEel 2dy 2 fHe
Mgt g7t 3 BAE 221a NydAMe 2

& A A gl

of.‘i
1o

g >
+ A

0.8 eEE2X dA gne|Ee 24 % iy

1. 80|, 7|82 Mol ¥ 7Y

2 A7 A AN Se ¢nel &S DMCLP ¢41g
Folata Wusta AlSsE 8o V|EE ot s
zol A g},

n A =g A3 HA e
m 1qloe] EZ 2 lo) i A el &
lent cafol] 2¥E v FeAE e AS

kent(p) 1 EF#{ 28 pol £ H= =29 AF
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(p=1, ..., lent)

cost(p) & 28 pl HEHE 2l v &
(p=1, ..., lent)

Qi el ol Ao B gL
(1==1, ..., n)

node(p) : & 28 poll HLH = = g
path(p) :node(p)oll th-g=li= TSP tourde 2131

%L

dy DI R, ) Aol A
(1=0,1, ...,n,j=0,1,....n)

D c7le] hEY A

d cEkRl Bl vhe vl &

dxk ce)e] BEZ =AM ]l ko +3] e
(k==1, ..., m)

MAX 3ol gol & & 3le Hll == &

subl cdelel e 7 EdtE o A e AE 9
A o]

sub? dole] wx jr} ZEH o] iz FoAH ¢
A el

ks;; s gk Fel Ao e B, )9
trade-off (i=1, ..., n:;j=1, .., n)

ks’ swrt ool Fal mye el i g3, )
trade off (i=1, ..., n:j=1, ..., n)

T S EQ) A At R A THANAE gk R)

T« coloje] EE o) EotE gkl kel Ht
At A ZHZ)

4 A B v g

1/u 83t ol Al =) Zle](bits/message)

Cu 19l el 1;1521011 ErE gl ko] B
(bits/ %

A 2 qle ol ‘r_-'g—fgxhﬂ Fad gl kel Hy
L2 7b g (messages/®)

linky celelo] EE& g Ao abE abel ko] s}

Delay @8 &%)y A 2 A 7HZ)

N CDMCLP QFuagl o] 2k gAlol Al A= o)

ol g
NEW... : g1ole] 2 Aol thet 23 2hel )&

o i B gl qtol A vhg dF ALERe ofg o ¢t
O Al A 2] w2k poission ¥ & upisvt
2l Al R 9] 7ol A4 X E wETh

3 7t ebgle- -4 A (error-free) o] o},

@ 7 294 (routing) & fixed routing & AH& 3}
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2. 7|& MCLP ¢ 12|F

WA e E[8]L ofeh ok @t

A 1 : TSP(Traveling Salesman Problem) tour /g
o] n-rio] tha) AE kexzoA FE AjAEEO R |
A n7hA HEE HFt) 1=0, opt=o0F Fi
ol A|(1, n) &2 Oﬂ 21(0, 1) (0, n)-& W x| g,

A 2:set i=i+1; =2 104 FE A2l TSP
tourZ [ n/MAX 1719 Z8) 2B 2 EE3ic) o] o,

#u] A= Hd) MAXARY 228 2. Z2H &
d*ﬂ 9] £ (endpoints) & ME] =o A3},
o} ¥ &< g(MAX)2}il -t} set opt =Min{opt,
gi(MAX)}

A 3:if i=n, stop ;opt¥ AAHE nlY & F
of ] # A gholt}.

thgo g gag F[2]= ol ok #rh

vHA 1: TSP tour 9] mriofl o AﬂEﬂ ol A
HE] AJA ko 2 oA ntX] HEE o}, g
=(), opt = w B Fi=t}

CHAl 2:set i=1+1: TSP tourZ i+ 14 2H
| (n—1)/MAX IMAX +i7t#] Z+z} MAX7HY Hx
2 ge)AER 3aeu o o, 271 1]l 29
AE7EAAE ¢ e, A FEAEHe 21
of Al M1t 177}4 ol o] AFo we} npA 2
] ~E ¥ [(n—i)/MAX IMAX +i+ 194 n7tA] o]
oy }ﬁxﬂ Zef 28 oA 3E [(n—i)/MAX | 29
2E| 7R 2] 2HE MY wrd AR, == is
w2 L n-1)/MAX IMAX +i+12 A 2= 4
Agct o] v & FIMAX) &t sech (x5 13
ng olv] TSPo o&) ME ol Ads o] Urh)
set opt = Min{opt, FilMAX}}:

WA 3:if i=MAX, stop:opt¥ HAE MAXA
o &) Fofl Al HAgkolct

7]&9] MCLP @aglZlztle g A Azt
Aop g uedshx o 2l &38 gFaEA
gtk webM 9 Sl FEE o] Fel e of
sk 4ol e lﬂ-&db} B =gdMde dngF
(2182 QIOTP daglZez %igl&(8]L IOTP
otire] Zo H8s712 3o},

3. DMCLP2| B2l
Adwtxog WEHA HF A AHTIL 4 (1)
#} ¢ro] zof ZlThB,



Box/AE AG AL Ao 2

&

Zhes 2 A g

FH UEAZANA @ BE2A 4

T=1/7 Sk=1" A Tk (1)
71 & golel 22l ke ZY A< M/M/1 qu-

eueE 7H3EE % ]o 2 & queueing theory2 FE
geol ko] W A X ZHTS 4 (2)2 =¥t

Te=1/(uCi— 1) (2)

gk 4 (2)8 4 (Dol hgatd 4 3)& d&

% o,

T=1/7 Te=1" M 1/(Cic— 1) ] (3)

S
i
S

oz YEYA HA v &L HE 3
Yt A (4)2 Aot

Deost = 2k =1" dCy dx (4)

ol e 27 A2 HFH WEH AN Hi
A A7k 2@ § DMCLPE 3| 23l7) A% =9
ge J1Ee Yzt ANEg ggste a9 13
gol £¥E 4= gtk

FAE shie) £2o & 5 Al el 457 MAX
o|&H( 4] 7)olojol &ta, WEY A HF Ad Azt
(T)o] 98 A A 7HDelay) 2} 2Holok 340 (4]
6), B4 2o 32+ J7F flowlh/w7h 21 20 9
SR ke 20(4 5)3klA A v &§ Ha

2 8hyz @ BE2 A0 4 ek Aol

4. DMCLP ¥112|&

DMCLP %}:La] z=o 7)&9] MCLP ¥ &!%8lo)
olg) oA e AE 9 = AFE 7|22 ], 2
DH%] trade-off crlterlonOJ] o3 e MAE YrkeE

aglZor wr w3 Fe ¥ (NEH : Node Ex-
change Heuristic) &% =% ©]% &2 ~=(NSH : Node
Shift Heuristic) @] 2- @Al Fal 2802 F+d=H 2
MY Fulage da A Az Alef 2308 wHE
a7} 943t gtel &% & #¥l(Mean Delay())& ¥
2oz o] &g}

4.1 == ME Fe|AE

o] Fal2gg 7|&Y MCLP ¢dxz| & o o
o]zl Zej2E Y =& HFE 7|ER 3o, trade-off
criteriondl] &3 ME thE Fel2Hd Y =28
agste HE AN YrhE GAR =5 0% ke
7} 2% FE 2 A FHole w5 E uE)
= %% A v &S domg oA w7 §
&) trade-off (ks;) 2l

wr W3S 9§ trade-off criterionel 71 VY
o vew geol A9E 5 vk Yefo] EErA
A ienode(subl), j€node(sub2), subl#sub2o] il
node(subl) S TSP tour’e] =AMz {., 1—1, 4
i+1, ...}, "7 E node(sub2)& 1., )1, ]
i+1, ... bolgkar 3tk

g -0 Ferh

distance matrix, D

where the set of arcs A specifies the ring topology

Given traffic requirement at node i{qi),

Objective Minimize D(A,C) = Deost = Z dCidy
keA

Design Var, Ring topology

Constraints w /4 s G

T= 1/7 zm‘ Ml 7{uCk - )l s Delay

number(R;) < MAX

where R; specifies single ring

2] 1.DMCLP¢ =9 ¥
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OBl 2w 1Eke] o

g 2ol M mRol wr gt mE jE sk 4
$ Fae e @l di-g, doisr, dien e digarol i
F7t8le 2l divy, di, dijer dijreloh o
2}4] o] A ks =M & —F7PE = (d, -1 +di i+
Hdp o+ d ) = (dicy, Fditd e dig-a) el
"rd o 74 ks, > 09] 2ulr == 09k )& wEstd
i7b AAE S GERdh B8 =i e vt &
g wrx Hge] gl wat o] 71FEL wHakA| A
ol A (8) -2 (20)-2 24 7153 trade-off cri-
terion® & A8-¥ ‘3]% M AH Lw2E VEL

2 8 53] 7)g) (traversal distance) o]},

4.1.1 22{AE{ sub10| == |20t TAMH
DO FH A~ sub27t == 2 PAE

ksy == (2do + 2dy) — (2doy + 2doi) =0 (8)

@ F e ~E sub2e] = A5 2 o] Folal wrt
b A gl e

kSU - (Zd()l +d<)J +dm+1) - (Zd()] ‘+’dm+du+1) (9)

D) AE sub29) = ARG 2 o Aol al 512
7F whR)oh el B

kS; = (de+do,+dJ - 1) (Zd()y+dm+d1 ) -1) (10)
4.1.2 S2{AE{ sublQ =& ZiFT}L 2 OjMO0|T &
(o]

S ih MBI S0l HP

FelAE sub27F w1 B2 LAE A

=
2

ksu (d01+d1 |+1+Zd01) (dOJ+dJ‘l+l+2d0l) (11')

@ Ee)2E sub29] = W57 2 o) Ao]il X j
1394

7 HAA mml 4
ksy=(doi+di i+1Ftdo+dj j+1) — (do+dii+1+Hda+dij+1)
(12)

@ F 8 AE sub29] wE AF7} 2 o] Aol I X j
7} kAt el A

ksy=(doi+dyi+1+dy+di-1;) — (dg+dj i1 Hda+dij-0)
(13)

4.1.3 BHAE sublQ| L= T 2 0|40 &
S i7tOHRIg wEQl AR
DO EFHAE sub27t 2= j29 A" H¢

ksi = (doi+d;,i-1 +2de;) — (doy +di-1; +2de) (14)

@ Z2) 2 sub29| = ST 2 o) o3
7 AHA =9l S

kS.,:(da.‘Fd],.--1+doj+dj,1+1) - (doj+di—1vj+doi+di‘j+1)
(15)

@28 2H sub29] = RE7 2 o] el k2
7F et w2l Ae

ks, =(dgi+d; i-1+des+dj-1.;) — (dg+di-1;+da+di j-1)
(16)

4.1.4 B2{AE subl = 71 3 0|40|1 &
it E7H ol HS

OFH2H sub27t 2= j29 7" Fe

kS” = (dl*l,l +di,1+1 +2d0;) - (d1 ~1.j +d1,1+1 +2d01)
(17)

@ Fe1 2 sub29] = A7) 2 ol o) T j
7RI el AE

ksy = (di-1,i +dii+1+dg +djj+1)
—(di-1;+d; i+ +de+dij+1) (18)

@28 2FH sub29] = A5 2 o) el wE j
7 apxet el 4 S



B/ AR Azt Al 2P L pE

2P A2 AFE MEYANM ] o EE 2 A

ks = (di,i-1 +dii+1+dg +dj-1.1)
—(di—1,j +dj,i+1 +doi+dij-1) (19)

@ F Y 2E sub2e] = AFrE 3 ol Adela k2
7t EL 22 B

ksi = (dii-1+dii+1 +dj-1; +dii+1)
—(di-1;+dji+1+dij+1 +dij-1) (20)

k= BH FelaEe wA] 7|&9 MCLP ¢ig
FA d& 4 Felxge = Al da) TSP
(Traveling Salesman Problem) ¢ig]&& 3 &3}
o 27) EEZAE 73t XTEE 4 ZFe L =
= gl sl 275 = AAA N Delay) & st
EE HAH g 8F IS FYT F 2V v
(NEWcost) & 7 3be},

B =8 A8 TSP ¢ng&le olast g
ot 9A, S& RE Y29 oz Ay ==E A
A% = 7 nd A9, S9 cardinalitye n{n+
1)/20]t} o222 T towrE #Ashe S n-subset
olty, & |xl& §4 =2 x| dololt}, dndF
9] Zt @A = g3 gt

step1: Yole 7|3 TE AA

step2:(a)seti=1;:

(b) AR stepol A HA xi, ..., XE w,
L iR WAEE B HE HNE A
A F e B T—{x, ..., iy} 9
A, vi& S-T-{y1, ..., yi-1) elIX A€
(c)if Li—*gi= Ixl—Inil<0, for all k,
goto step 3.
else, set i =11 : goto step 2(b) ;
step 3:for i=k, ¥d Hol Ti*g, > 07} doiA)
A, B VL, VeE WAB R
* TE AA§ ¥ gotostep 2
if Yi-1%g; <0, goto step 4 ;
step 4 :step 157§ yE&

9 FagFe A% BREE Ol xE £
711078 74X A E AT} gog M2 o
€ 228 k= AP 24" w2 B, (L
Do A3, 4 (8)~2 (20)& o] &8l ks, & T3tz
(53 S2HY o PPl 2458 =4, j)
o s Al ksj=—c02 ¥ETh) 1 gto] %ol Ay

Fe2HY x5 %J‘E} A ¥
l:r 7}1«1 )28 w= ol sy
18] &2 A 43ld TSP tour® w3} o
e Fe 1*514 = Aoyt TSP &g
2 E‘ = UrA F8 2o 25
*J°ll EA5t7] g&olgt
85+ TSP
tour’d9] 2k &l th#) fixed routing!M1e 2 -L31od
7} eplde] et RAME (M) & 78 & 2} eiglo) tigh
BF(C)E M/pE NEBE Hoigtom dA T
g} o} 8 JEE 4 (3)° o] &5t Y E A9 ¥
T AE AT & Aatgd) 2oz 4 (4)& ol
83t WA v 8- A *Jsh_ AN B Ad AL
(T)& o] &3l &) S (C) & HH @“(Optimal
allocation) 3} 71 218 t}& 3 o] oyl

Co=n/u [1+1/(r- DY Vad / Vade ] (21)

£ 2l ko) e 2he) 51 ohg Hoz Fo
B},

linky = A /Ck (22)

Add Fa 1A AIHT) o] Y3k AA A2 De-
lay) ol & 9ol &= ggl 37 718 2 29 &
FE o G EA A T ghe FaA g, 2

Sz 8]l Kairh A 22 @l %8 3
A FAMA T e ZIMAZY B& o] B¢
bl ggke ghelel Wi flow(a/p) 5tk A" 5
ok e ZAATEE 2l &3] #H flowr T}
Zrob 2= Aol = gl -3 2 L'Jr-ax—i zbe- g}
) EHE A, ol Heog ALsy Tyt
Delaydl 25 2] 8] 8(Deost) & ¥& 4 UL

0.2 Deost 9 NEVVcosta H] W8} Degse 7F NEWeoy
Bt e H 9ol Diy — NEWeos 2 o %15} 71 al
DE &= ks« —0E ¥ ks; WEYAE Al AN
% 9o A AL e, 1yA @ F-fol
= HGHE ksje— —0F 2 F o] NEWes

of thg51E ks, Fol4) Fol Al ghe e =28
(. ol el $1ol W By wBd = AA ¥
go] e Al NEF EEZ A &l ks,
EYAE oAl Alabstn 182 @& Z ol ks

L o
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¥ 2] 2¥: Node Exchange Heuristic(NEH)
input: 718 MCLP ¢ 2lgodM @2 lcnt, kent(p) node(p)
output: NEHOiA Qi= NEW.ea:. lcnt,kent(p), node(p),cost(p)
variable: flag /% flag = 1:(27]), flag = 0:(27]7} obd wl) unit: Th] 2} »/
temp: TSP tour4t9] 2}Q) A% (path(p))& YA MA817] Y vector
process:
step 1: /¢ X7|% ¢/
QO flag = 1:
for node(p) {(p=1,2,..,lent),
TSP @3ejE& M-8l path(p) 74
@ path(p)(p=1,2....1cnt) @& o] &8}
Mean_delay(): /¢ 2183 WY R w4 Felog Ao o|A v
@ NEWoost “ Deoet: /% X7 My uj§ &/

step 2: /% trade-off criterion(ks;;) A4t &/
D = i, )G, V(L)) of o,
if(ienode(p)) subl « p: if(jenode(p)) sub2 « p:
@ if(subl != sub2)
21(8)~2(20) & o]&381o ksy; AL
else ksij + -00;

@ if (ks < 0) ¥(i,j), ¢E 28

step 3: /9 AEE FHULEY A4 (= 28) ¥/
while( ksj; > 0){
O 718 2 ks A& U= = (i j)o oA, /4 xS AW ¥/
if(ienode(p)) subl « p: if{jenode(p)) sub2 « p;

node(subl )« node{subl)uj: node(subl )« node(subl)-i:
node(sub2) <« node(sub2)ui: node(sub2)enode(sub2)-j:

@ for node(subl), node{sub2),
TSP ¢azlE& L8t path(subl), path(sub?) ¢

@ path(subl)2} path(sub2)@ ©]&8lof

flag = 0:
Mean_Delay(): /v 2188 U g H]EAL SRl v
@ /¢ AA v ui e/
if (Demt 2 NEWeoed)d /¢ = BY %/

node(subl }«-node(subl Jui: node(subl )+« node(subl)-j:
node(sub2)+—node(sub2)uj: node(sub2)+node(sub2)-i:
ksijj; « -00; repeat step 3:)
else {
NEVcoer <= Domei: /% HLE H] &% A2E AM v 808 i o/
ksi; +« -0 go to step 2: }
I8
/v 2l &% g, BF XA Az AA g AN 7Y v
function: Mean_Delay()

{
step 11 /¢ EWo] w2 Al 2lQ) 4% YAl YH(E718) &/
if(flag==1) temp < VYk € path(p),(p=1,2..,1lcnt)
else temp < Yk € path(p), (p=subl,sub?2)

for temp, {
G « Yqi[for ienode(p) corresponding to temp]:

fixed routingel 28 A %}
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WX /Ha A Ao Aof 2 g

2 2 A2 HFE UER A 3 EZ2 2] 4

step 2! /% WF AP AHT) A v
for temp,
T« 1/r B N 7(8G - N TS
step 3: for temp, {
G« M /8 [1+ 1H{7-TIE”™ Ady /nde): /¢ A 2l 89 g «/
linke = M / G} /e 2l ¥ AL ¥
if(flag == 1)}{ /s AN HlE AN v/
for{p=l:p{=lentip++)
cost(p) + X dGde (Vk € path(p)):
Deost < ZF,"'" cost(p): }
elsel
for(p=subl, p=sub2)
cost(p) < % dCdk (k € path(p)):
Docet I,:,,m_.a"’“ cost(p)+cost(subl)+cost(sub2): }
step 4: if (T = Delay ) return: /% NEH(ZE 3= NSH)E o] olM w/
else if (T > Delay}{
for temp, {
imsi <« Maximum{link,}: indexl « ki }
Cindext *~ Cinde *+ unit: go to step 2: }
else{

@ for temp, {

imsi « Min{link,}: index2 « ki }
Cindm2 — Cindez - unit:
if( Cimaxz=Mnde/li) g0 to step 2:

else ( linKinde2 = @i

go to O }

123 == u$ Fal 29 (NEH)

EY2E oAl AdstA] gk 2= 2@ fFa &
e a9 33 @t

42 = O|E He|AE

ol Ful2HL s w@ GAA g 22
Heol Jng ojgsle] &4 Fej2e o] = I
EFEH e g o3l F2HOZ, trade-off
criterion(ks’y) o] ¥ Hgh& e = %ol
g3 P == F O FH2EHY =5 Yoz o]
FAA AE A Uik & HNE e F8 2
ol e == %(, j)9 trade-off criteriong A4+
Ay, k= j7} o]F 7Hs&tha 34 node(sub2) ol

24E = jE w2 7} 42459 node(subl) 22 o]
535131, node(sub2)ollM = j& AHAsld 2
Fe2H k2 P Fc) o) o, == i9 e
Zt vz HEe ool YA = EYg e S}
I olfe REE olFsthe A% 4 == Hie &
@ xugo] olFd o, sl AMH el AUl o
Folth o] A%, mE == e = F£7 MAX
2l 3% ks’ 7t AR SR Aol FHLEHS
SR et %A Fe d9de Frd Ao
Wzt ks R E AHE S 18 EE H 83

o] Fa) A8 oA AME3H= trade-off criterion(ks'y)
S g& U8 A Aeeitt, £, x= 7t e E
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B 2H subl¥® =T j7} Qi Ze2F sub27t Al 4.2.2 2{AE,sub22] = 7} 2 0jAN0| T j7t
942 273 node(subl) 9] k= 4ol 18 téh Hm =0l B
gtol MAXH T & Afds =28 oA 5 ¢l
ov2 ksy9 g —0R ¥, 2¥A G 7 9ol ks’; = (dgi+dj.j+1) — (dy +do,j+1) (24)
= 4 (23)~2) (25)°) 98 ks & Albse}.

xE o]%2 93 trade-off criterion?} 71% 7l 4.23 22{AE{ sub2e| == H57} 2 ojato| 1 j7t
& &3 o] dad 5 Ut} i€node(subl), j€ opx|et =0l AP
node(sub2), (subl#sub2)°] il node(subl)={i—2,
i—1, i}ol 32 node(sub2) ={j, j +1, j +2}2}31 3}=}, ks’ = (dg +d;.;-1) — (di +do j—1) (25)

O 4o =2 |8 o)Edte AS HuEE g
€ doi, djj+n10l2 F7FEE 2L dij, doj+100Th
wabd o] ¢ ks'y= A &~ F M8 = (doi +
dij+1) —(dij+do;+1) 0] Bl ol A4 E g
ks 4 (23)~4) (25)9 gom v & e wE
olF FazdgdAe mvtAR &3 Ag(tra-
versal distance) o]t}

4.2.1 2{AF sub22| == 245719 AR

ks’ =doi+doy —dy (23) 32 4 = 959 ol (MAX —4)

He]2A%¥: Node Shift Heuristic(NSH)

input: NEHO}A] -2 NEW.oa:. lont, kent(p),cost{p), node{p). path(p)
output: NSHORA A¥= NEVW.:,ring topology
variable: flag,unit, temp
process:
step 1: /% T o]%2] 7He ot xA} v/
for p.{p=1.2...lent),
if (kent(p) == MAX) <n2E F8:
else flag = 0:

step 2: /% trade-off criterion(ks’y;) 74t %/
O = (i, ) (V(i.§))ed «hsl,
if(ienode(p)) subl « p: if(jenode(p)) sub2 « p:

@ if(subl 1= sub2 &% Z.smdg(nm)q.*qj < MAX)
2)(25)~A(28)F ©)-&3ted ks'i; AL
else
ks'u « -00;

@ if (ks'y; < 0) V(i,j), dnzNE $8

step 3: /¢ 1= o5 BU AL BEEHEA] B v
while{ ks’i; > 0){
@ P8 2 ks’ & e = 8L 5 i3 /% 25 O1F ¥/
if(ienode(p)) subl « p: if(jenode(p)) sub2 + p:
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kent(subl) «— kent(subl)+l: node(subl) < node(subl)uj:
kent(sub2) « kent{sub2)-1: node(sub2) + node(sub2)-j:

@ NeHE] step 32| Q% Y
@ MNEHY] step 38 @z 4
@ /5 M u]E vlR ¥/

if (Doost 2 NEWeose){

/8 = BY v

kent(subl) « kent(subl)-1: node(subl) « node(subl)-j:
kent(sub2) « kcnt(sub2)+1: node(sub2) < node{sub2)uj:

kss; - -o0:
else {

NEWeosr +— Docet?
ks'u « -00;

repeat step 8:}

/¢ H31E ul8F VM v BT P ow/
go to step 2: }

2 5 == olF F22H(NSH)

kT olF Fel29e 19 59 gt

o]A|, DMCLP ¢1128]%9] A|7F B3 % (time com-
plexity) & A3t Hs) HA, 71E MCLP & 1g
Zo] Nzt EAEE 1 I0TP gaa e
3% 0(n?), QOTP 2 &%l 3$ O(MAX-n)
o}, o] 73;?—@]% Z71& 2 Yd& =+ AA) TSP tour
o gk A4t A1Zhe 2FE o 2UR] Yk B =FM
A} TSP dme &10e) A1t B & k= 527}
ndd O(n?)el= g IOTP ¥xualZFe A Az B
FEeE O(n?), QIOTP €xua)&9] MAl A2 BFs
A} O(n?)olt}, oA IOTP ®£& QIOTP ¢xd &
o F 2 E o] 83t 2AH HF Ad A& 1
3 S E Tsl7] YA DMCLP g 18] & 2 Mean
_Delay()F€l%rg A g3t ®r} gl F28lo4

v 24289 Ad Ae+e n/MAX], &ve] &
H2Eo| &4 75§ HY == v MAXO|W,
MAXN] ==& Al =9 2T + Ue tour
Aol 218l 5 MAX 41028 Mean_Delay( ) $€l
A A Aol s &)l & [n/MAXT(MAX +
1)ejth. Mean Delay() F€lolA 2zt =419 A&
AT A BREE O, B AA AZHT) o]
3l Al (Delay)oll 23371 #3 Ao b &
& MAX[n/MAXT(MAX+1)oln g9l R3}9]
HA 3L ¢d7) 9% 2d=+ O[fn/MAX T(MAX
+1)]=0(m)elug AX 43 At=I0TP(E:=
QIOTP) ¢ xa]& 2] A8 A+ Mean_Delay() &
Bl o] A8 A]7F=Maximum[O(n?), MAX[n/MAX]
(MAX +1)Maximum{O(1), O(n)}]=0(MAXn?)
ojt}, tf& o2 DMCLP &1zl &2l NEHE 1&s)

B WA, step 12 2748 T73l7] YA 71&E
MCLP ¢xg & o3 228 #vF Hu
MAX7 ==o TSP ¢xalElg Hesieg o
g 9% A Bz e [n/MAX]O(MAX?) =0
(MAX-n)olth o] ufel #al 2! #+ [n/MAX]
(MAX+1)ola feollxe} FAds Wyes 331H
A7 BF 5= O(MAXn?) ol o}, step 290 A ksiji= V
(i, j)(i€node(subl), j€node(sub2) ; subl #sub2)
of &l Al4te]l 1 Ao & [n/MAXTIMAXe| =
& step 29| A7t B@=E O(n)old. step 3& Heo}
o] A9, ks; > 0% 399 £94F Mean_Delay()#
€l step 28 wrE 3ol ok F ks;o Huhj wHE
35 [n/MAXTMAXe}, AA, @9 A Azt
& O([n/MAXTMAX) =0(n)eltt. @A 278
Haly Fel 2 2 IJget TSP S &8
Hgslra TSP tour® 7] 91& A7 BiI=e=
O(MAX?)o|t} @M Mean Delay() F¥ 9 step
1~39 A7+ B@g=E 2(MAX+1)0(1)=0(MAX)
o]t} Mean_Delay() ¥ 9] step 4= Hd 2MAX
(MAX +1)7) & step 2~step 47} wHEE 5= $)
I, AY e HA: g3 s 4 A AL 8
T O(MAX)ol22 Mean_Delay() F€l¢] A A
7 2xeE 2MAX(MAX +1)Maximum[ O(MAX),
O(MAX)]=0(MAX3) o]t} uje}x] NEH$] step 3
9o AA A7 2F=EE MAXIn/MAX ]Maximum
[0(n), O(MAX?), O(MAX3)]1=0(MAX®n)olt},
ol Y& NEHS AA At EFrx& Maximum
[O(MAXn?), O(MAX®n) ]J=0(MAXn?) o] T} (" MAX
<n). BYg wH oz NSH Azt B3 94 O
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(MAX®n)o] €& x93} waks DMCLP ¢atel

19
=0 WA As A7r=I0TP(£E QIOTP) %2 N2
29| A A 7H+NEH A& AIZF+NSH A8 Alh ANs
=Maximum[O(n?), O(MAXn?)]=0(MAXn?) ] /15 A
o, A%, 7)& MCLP %ae|Ze] B X A|zke] 10
Aok 2AL 27her Aol Al 23w sk DMCLP N,
el Zel A7 BYEE A, 9} )
N\ A/
5. H|4t of 1 6
DMCLP ¢x2l&e] 23 33L& Eol7] 918 20 32l 6. A3 TSP tour

Ao =g PAYE FAE D AE k=9
Aele go]n AbgAF nx o] Aele 1~]190|t} AL
2w de EdEe g=1, (i=1, .., 19)°]x
shite] Heol & 7 de Hd ==+ (MAX) = 69l
o} A R e] HF Dol 800 bitel i 2 75 &= Ho
B A AlH(Delay) & 0.8%o|t}h @3 2kl v
()& 1912 A WEH2: De 322 § 134
#r}

AR TSP @xa] &g A 88 tours 19 63
zo, ggog QIOTP dud&Eg H4d Axs
Oy 7 g

T, 19 79 EE2X 9 Mean Delay() F&8&
Hes Ao & 20 2. 28 7. MCLP 222 8el 222

22 DMCLP ¢agldel NEHE 3 §&hw
3 grh WA NEHO 9482 219 79 lent =4,

1. 7el EY A(dy)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

0] 0 4 11 57 68 26 93 27 35 62 97 81 34 109 87 108 110 85 106 10
1) 46 0 35 11 22 22 48 34 48 56 88 48 48 82 41 8 96 87 83 46
2] 11 3% 0 4 57 15 82 20 32 55 91 71 31 100 76 100 103 82 98 11
31 57 11 46 0 11 32 37 42 55 59 8 42 56 7% 30 8 94 90 78 57
4] 68 22 57 11 0 43 26 52 63 63 8 39 65 72 19 8 93 94 76 68
5/ 26 2 15 32 43 0 68 14 29 47 8 56 29 8 62 8 93 76 8 26
6] 93 48 82 37 26 68 0 75 8 76 92 39 8 65 6 79 93 14 72 93
7,27 34 20 42 52 14 7% 0 14 35 71 55 15 8 69 8 8 63 78 27
8 35 48 32 55 63 29 84 14 0 27 62 58 2 9 79 7% 75 5 74 35
9] 62 5 55 59 63 47 76 35 27 0 35 41 29 53 73 48 47 31 47 62
10| 97 8 91 87 8 8 92 71 62 3 0 53 64 39 9 25 14 23 30 97
11| 8 48 71 42 39 5 39 55 58 41 53 0 61 34 38 43 55 65 37 81
120 34 48 31 56 65 29 8 15 2 29 64 61 O 8 8 77 77 51 76 34
13109 8 100 76 72 87 65 8 79 53 39 34 8l 0 67 16 32 6l 9 109
14, 87 41 7% 30 19 62 6 69 79 73 91 38 81 67 0 8 93 101 73 &
15/ 108 88 100 84 82 8 79 81 75 48 25 43 V7 16 80 0 16 48 7 108
161110 96 103 94 93 93 93 83 75 47 14 S5 77 32 93 16 0 37 23 110
17| 8 8 8 90 94 76 104 63 50 31 23 65 51 61 101 48 37 0 52 8
18106 83 98 78 76 8 72 78 T4 47 30 37 76 9 73 7 23 52 0 106
19| 10 46 11 57 68 26 93 27 35 62 97 81 34 109 87 108 110 8 106 0




W /HF AR ALY At 208 Re 2 A2 HFH VEYRANNY g 5 Z2 A 44

¥ 2 712 MCLP ¢18)&9 EZ2Xd H# AAE 28§ 8

cluster line dist. lambda line capacity waiting cost(p)
(p) (msgs/s) cost (kbps) time(ms)
0-19 10.00 2.00 30.21 3.02 563.04
1 19- 2 11.00 1.00 19.85 1.80 796.25 83.29
2-0 11.00 2.00 33.23 3.02 563.04
0-7 27.00 6.00 196.05 7.26 325.07
7- 8 14.00 5.00 87.45 6.25 356.10
8-12 2.00 4.00 10.42 5.21 398.13
2 12- 5 29.00 3.00 120.07 4.14 459.72 1011.19
5-1 22.00 4.00 114.61 5.21 398.13
1- 3 11.00 5.00 68.71 6.25 356.10
3-0 57.00 6.00 413.88 7.26 325.07
0- 4 68.00 6.00 493.75 7.26 325.07
4- 6 26.00 5.00 162.41 6.25 356.10
6-14 6.00 4.00 31.26 5.21 398.13
3 14-11 38.00 3.00 157.33 4.14 459,72 1869.17
11- 9 41.00 4.00 213.59 5.21 398.13
9-17 31.00 5.00 193.64 6.25 356.10
17- 0 85.00 6.00 617.19 7.26 325.07
0-10 97.00 5.00 605.92 6.25 356.10
10-16 14.00 4.00 72.93 5.21 398.13
16-15 16.00 3.00 66.24 4.14 459.72
4 1518 7.00 3.00 28.98 4.14 459.72 1501.83
18-13 9,00 4.00 46.88 5.21 398.13
13- 0 109.00 5.00 680.88 6.25 356.10
Mean Delay Time : 0.78(sec)
Total line Cost : 4465.47

kent(1) =2, node(1) =12, 19}, kent(2) =6, node
(2)={1, 3, 5, 7, 8, 12}, kent(3) =6, node(3) =
{4, 6, 9, 11, 14, 17}, kent(4) =5, node(4) ={10,
13, 15, 16, 18}olt}, t}g o & NEHQ| 2z} ¢hAl+= o}
# e g},
stepl: D474 Ee1 269 == FFo] TSP g1
ZIE5E 85l 27| EZ2AE 739 ol 1¥
87 o} path(1l) =1{0-2, 2-19, 19-0}, path(2)=
{05, 51, 1-3, 37, 7-8, 8-12, 12-0}, path(3) ={0-4,
4-6, 6-14, 14-11, 11-9, 9-17, 17-0}, path(4) ={0-13,
13-18, 18-15, 15-16, 16-10, 10-0}°]t}. @path(p)(p
=1, 2, 3, 4)& °©] 83} Mean Delay() F8& ¥
£33l # 33 2l @NEW, o < 4343.99( Deost)
step 2: DA E & A 2EHY x= F{d £
2 3G, el disl @4(8)~41(20) & AHE3to
27] trade-off(ks; ;) "HE 2E A4&}. @ks; <
0(Vi, j)e]22 NEH £g, ety 3= EZ2 X
© 19 83 Bt

olAl, DMCLP ¢12}%&29 NSHE 2 &3&d g

7} gl A4 NSHe| 3-8 1§ 89 lent =4, kent
(1) =2, node(1)=1{2, 19}, kent(2) =6, node(2)
={1, 3,5, 7, 8 12}, kent(3) =6, node(3) =1{4, 6,
9, 11, 14, 17}, kent(4) =5, node(4) =1{10, 13, 15,
16, 18}, cost(1) =83.29, cost(2) = 889.69, cost(3)
=1869.17, cost(4) =1501.83°] 32 NEW, e = 4343.
99°]t}, 22 = NSHe| 2+ @il ol o} wrt
step 1: 28 F&{2€ poll thsl, kent(p) #MAXo]
o2 gotostep 2

step 2:trade-off(ks’ ;) "NEH2F AP ks’ 17
=43, ks'i317=17, ks'172=7, ks'32=10, °]¢9
ks’, < 0ol e}

step 3: Dks'io.17=43°] 7} & gLol =& subl =4,
sub2 =3°|t}. node(3)ell U+ == 178 node(4) 2
olFEte M2 == HAEYS T @node(3),
node(4)o A&, TSP ¢1al&S A 83t tourd
&b path(3) ={0-4, 4-14, 14-6, 6-11, 11-9, 9-0},
path(4) ={0-17, 17-10, 10-16, 16-15, 15-18, 18-13,
13-0}elch. @] %709l path(3), path(4)e ch3j
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¥ 3 NEH?9| z7)3}

cluster line dist. lambda line capacity waiting cost(p)
(p) (msgs/s) cost (kbps) time(ms)
0-2 11.00 2.00 33.23 3.02 563.04
1 2-19 11.00 1.00 19.85 1.80 796.25 83.29
19- 0 10.00 2.00 30.21 3.02 563.04
0-5 26.00 6.00 188.79 7.26 325.07
5-1 22.00 5.00 137.42 6.25 356.10
1- 3 11.00 4,00 57.30 5.21 398.13
2 3-7 42.00 3.00 173.89 4.14 459.72 889.69
7-8 14.00 4.00 72.93 5.21 398.13
8-12 2.00 5.00 12.49 6.25 356.10
12- 0 34.00 6.00 246.87 7.26 325.07
0-4 68.00 6.00 493.75 7.26 325.07
4- 6 26.00 5.00 162.41 6.25 356.10
6-14 6.00 4.00 31.26 5.21 398.13
3 14-11 38.00 3.00 157.33 4,14 459.72 1869.17
11- 9 41.00 4.00 213.59 5.21 398.13
9-17 31.00 5.00 193.64 6.25 356.10
17- 0 85.00 6.00 617.19 7.26 325.07
0-13 109.00 5.00 680.88 6.25 356.10
13-18 9.00 4.00 46,88 5.21 398.13
18-15 7.00 3.00 28.98 4.14 459.72
4 15-16 16.00 3.00 66.24 414 459.72 1501.83
16-10 14.00 4.00 72.93 5.21 398.13
10- 0 97.00 500 60592 6.25 356.10
Mean Delay Time : 0.78(sec)
Total line Cost 1 4343.99
19
19\2 \2
12 12
s | '
16 7—8

1
9< 4

14
1 \s/
3 8 NEH®| EZ2x%

Mean_Delay() €& &3}, cost(3)=1310.94,
cost(4) =1784.17¢ Y1 node(l), node(2) ¥ H3&
A eggko w2 cost(1)=83.29, cost(2) = 889.69F
a2 AR M A Y] & (Deosr) S 4068.097F €Tt
@ Deost = 4068.09 < NEWeosr = 4343.990] 2. 2, NEWeost
«— 4068.09, ks'j0, 17 — 0}

1402

4
—
14
\u g

713 9. DMCLP ¢t 859 H3 EF 22 (NSH)

step 2:trade-off(ks’ ;) MEH2E ALHSIA ks’
<0(Vi, j)olvw g NSH7} g€t}

opabAy pEhe HA YIS EERRXE H 49 219
99} i,



W/ A A A U e 2 A2 HFH WENAAMY Y EE2A QA

¥ 4. DMCLP ¢i12]&9 &)

cluster line dist, lambda line capacity waiting cost(p)
(p) (msgs/s) cost (kbps) time(ms)
0-19 11.00 2.00 33.23 3.02 563.04
1 19- 2 11.00 1.00 19.85 1.80 796.25 83.29
2- 0 10.00 2.00 30.21 3.02 563.04
0-5 26.00 6.00 188.79 7.26 325.07
5-1 22.00 5.00 137.42 6.25 356.10
1- 3 11.00 4.00 57.30 5.21 398.13
2 3-7 42.00 3.00 173.89 4.14 459.72 889.69
7- 8 14.00 4.00 72.93 5.21 398.13
8-12 2.00 5.00 12.49 6.25 356.10
12- 0 34.00 6.00 246.87 7.26 325.07
0- 4 68.00 5.00 424.77 6.25 356.10
4-14 19.00 4.00 98.98 5.21 398.13
14- 6 6.00 3.00 24.84 4.14 459.72
3 611 39.00 3.00 161.47 4.14 459.72 1310.94
11- 9 41.00 4.00 213.59 5.21 398.13
9- 0 62.00 5.00 387.29 6.25 356.10
0-17 85.00 6.00 617.19 7.26 325.07
17-10 23.00 5.00 143.67 6.25 356.10
10-16 14.00 4.00 72.93 5.21 398.13
4 16-15 16.00 3.00 66.24 4.14 459.72 1784.17
15-18 7.00 4.00 36.47 5.21 398.13
18-13 9.00 5.00 56.22 6.25 356.10
13- 0 109.00 6.00 791.45 7.26 325.07
Mean Delay Time : 0.78(sec)
Total line Cost : 4068.09
. Mes IR 2Y Z+ MEQ=] Heol B3], =9 F(n)e 20,

DMCLP ¢xn2l&& #7137 s =0 ARE
x=[0, 100], y =[0, 100JAFe]ll A ¥ &3 (uniform
distribution) & ‘¢4 24 (random number gener-
ation)dtn WSHE FEACL A o HE&
Abgslg k. el 2/ =9 HAE (x, y1),
(%2, y2) Bb 2 318, 5 F R Alelo] Ad e

dij=L1(V(x1—x)? + (y1—y2)2 +0.5) ] %100 (26)

o2 AFosta Az AAE 2 vl E(dy) .2 T
3l I ge oz Y Ed,

Fog, A wro Yo ue) g F st
A el EHAE T2 shrh

TC: A¥ =71 FF (0, )l 94
TE: Ag == 2 F (50, 50) o0 €3]

40, 60, 802.2 &t Huj =4 (MAX)E 200A 15
7tAg AHgatdch. AH dolE FORTRAN-77 2
C dojolx 5 #73-& MS-DOS3Le] IBM-486 71
Zoltk. 2oz 71& MCLP %xal Zl28le) g
DMCLP ¢u2]%9 A48 4 (27)2 49 i},

Savings Rate = ((A—B)/A) %100 (27

39 102 4 (27) & M3t A2 Ha g0l
t}. 23 10014 IOTP + DMCLP: gzgZitle) g
Z 2 )0 Mean_Delay() £H2 &3 HE AZ,
A Etle] EEeE 27z Agstd de
DMCLP ¢nalZ9 3)& B2 ¥i d& F78o]
1, QIOTP +DMCLPE @12 &l2le) g &2 e
Mean Delay() #¥1& HE3 & Az, &35
2lg 7812 Alg3ted 22 DMCLP ¢ie] &9
E BRE ¥ 4 Ao}
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AUERAGE SAVINGS RATE
- 8Y DMCLP ALGORITH

8

———
"\ TCCIOTP+OHCLP )

——

\ /\ TC¢QIOTP+DHCLPY
AN TECIOTP+DHCLP)
i

xR

=)

TEQIOTP+OHCLP >

o
w

=

AUERAGE SAUINBS RATE ¢4

o
"

o
]

2 0 P 80
NODES (N>

212] 10. DMCLP s 2} s 3 728(%)

29 10914 TC TEST 2 TE TESTAlel¢e} A7}
de s BAA glon FA4o A uet ¢
gzl 5 27182 A}EatE Hol gl
e Age dugse s 2|y AHg e
o] Aztgol & A7 ME 2 &8 A E
ol A3 ol m=4(MAX)S} H3HE Aloldlx
AnrA ol AAE A 4= glAC)

Log Hy AR "1/t & Aol
HAAE 79 11, 128 F3h Fol Boh 19 11, 129
A XEe " WAlA dololm Y& HiMgo|n
aPo M rSo] Ht vl = dolo W7t du&
of 1rhx] P FA Fi USE F F U

olite] Aztz RE 24 HAA HFH MEHNA
e HAi uE g HA wAlE FoI wrt Ao
o] Ay, & =9 Yo ulz}t 7} F FL WS
& 4 At

tgog Hi Ay AZHCPU time)oll thsf el
3k 7o) ¥ 5olt}. & 5004 [OTP +DELAY & %at
21 ZBlo] B Z 3 xjo| Mean_Delay() £¥& 283
BHa As xjzrolil QIOTP+DELAY = ¢ite]&
(2lo}] £ % 2 x|o)) Mean_Delay() $€1-& 3 &3 7
43 Alztoln) DMCLP & B -poll A At ¢t n
2 & Ha d3 Aot}

B 5ol M Eo] A3 Aty TEST &H/ Atelel
e 49AE a4 gluh Ha A48 A1z QIOTP +
DELAY <DMCLP <IOTP +DELAY?] &ojt} &
591 29 102 Wawshd DMCLP ¢agl &2 PCY
oA BH CPU A7HE 62 A% 1 F7isted Ha
10%9 ¥48S 4SS ¢ # Urk. DMCLP Y] %%

&

tjo
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SAVINGS RATE
(NODES = 40, MAX = 10>

TC{10TP,OMCLP)

-
] 8 TC @IOTP,DICLP >
TE(10TP,/DMCLP)
&8

TEQIOTPDMCLP)

SAUINGS RATE ¢

700 750 600 B850 900
MEAN MESSAGE SIZE Bits)

a3 1. Ha A x) Holel A8 (s =40)

SAVINGS RATE
QOOES = 80, MAX = 20)

T 8

24} TCCI0TP,OCLP )
S : s g E TCQIOTPAMCLP)
e N
. \ NN TEIOTP/ONCLP)
& N N EEB
@ N N TE QIOTPDMCLP)
© 61 -, : - "
z
z
w

2

04

800 8BS0 800 950 1000
MEAN HMESSAGE SIZE@Bits)

a7 12. F v A A Hol9} B3 (== =80)

H5 yF A% A
(&) : %, IBM-486 PC)

we F(N) 20 40 60 80
|

‘-lc

IOTP+DELAY | 4.78 6.90 9.51 12.46

TC TEST | QIOTP +DELAY| 1.00 2.92 558 8.71

‘DMCLP 1.46 3.74 8.51 10.66

IOTP+ DELAY | 3.93 9.70 14.09 10.34

TE TEST | QIOTP + DELAY| 0.97 2.61 5.50 6.07

DMCLP 1.43 3.82 10.13 8.52




B/ A Mgl Al 20

i 2 oAl A

B Ul 2ol Ael 8 B 4

AH-9-9] CPU A|7ZHIBM-PC 48671 %)
e o 10x AR BEZaA AA EAV AAT A

a](real time processing) & {78 BA| 7} ofd &

a8 o) vl WE e Hesidn & 5 U
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