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Time due to Interconnection Branches
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Abstract - In this paper, we propose a simple numerical formula which can estimate the additional delay time due to

interconnection branches in general source-termination scheme.

We show that interconnection branches have influence on

both signal quality and time delay. Using the proposed numerical formula, time delay can be easily predicted by system

designers.
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Fig. 1 Point-To-Point vs. Multi-Drop Topology
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