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Summary

The PBS(Partial Buffer Sharing) space priority mechanism is one of the priority
control methods which may improve the performance of a single server queueing
system when mixed traffic with different performance requirements is applied to the
system.

This paper analyzes the cell loss behavior of PBS assuming loss sensitive and
delay sensitive traffics are applied to the system. To dgn’ve the successive cell loss
probabilities, which are an important performance measure of realtime traffic, we
develop a recursive algorithm. Performance results show the successive cell loss
probabilities obtained by our method are larger than the probabilities derived from an
independent cell loss assumption. These results indicate the increase of the

admissible load with the criterion of ‘quality of service.
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ATM(Asynchronous Transfer Mode)e 25 HEE Al(cellolet= g ZHeld #
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O Aol M= ATM FolA el Edfgl ao] W idted 7l&sks, MAlA= At
3 gue ol2x oz #Adt an VAdMe B4€ ZA3E Ed2 PBS Mulx
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. ATM ZoiMel E2iE Ho| JIs

ATME =abgl o] 8o agAd® &7 2 $8oMe oI 4% 27 23& &%
qoz a2 Fx B-ISDNo 2@ 2 st 7lfelth ATMel 712& B-ISDN
2438 gAME o] 27 QoS(Quality of Services)E BFE & A= R E
Ay Aoj wo] dastth

79 Aoje] ZHEE QoS ZFAlxrst Fel B-ISDN AHHl2E wFH=F i,
AAL(ATM Adaptation Layer) Z2EZ 2 $8d BA=E FA3 A&shA A=
2 an o @ Aad Foe 2R4e HANA ¢ B&E Fds E= Aotk E
A9 Alols ¥ AU ¥F AFAUE D AR EAY 229 54 AP BBo] 3
o,

1. Egiy S8t 4 =

B-ISDN/ATM Eé#l®e] Exozt td, 7/hd4, dE4=e 394 3& € F
o, gzge Mular FAHez 31 G A AL F Uolok Eoh ay
2% dojg FolA ARSo] 3FEE AEHE 3 $, ZE doletd Kol FHH
A IEA 7] 2o vHge AL ko7l AdME Auzd I3t 48
o 2§ ATM Egi¥e] geE s2E 53, 33Ad € 4 &£48q HE oF= 5
o2 ¥R + Ao

ATM A4e 718 ©sjel AL Fig. 2-13 o} 5 bytee] A 3uv]73t7 48 byte?

Agz Argzre s F4 ®rh UNI(User-Network Interface)<t NNI(Network-Node



Interface)®] 4 FEE Fig. 2-1o14 B ubspzto] ofzhel zpolo] Q.

5 byte 48 byte
3l 5] AHEAE QR
8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
GFC VPI VPI
VPI VCI VPI VCI
VCI VCI
VCI PT CLP VCI PT CLP
HEC HEC
UNI NNI

Fig. 2-1. ATM Cell Structure

UNIol A A}& 5= GFC(Generic Flow Control) 73h& AR&ab el Ad=HT, 3
of 4729 EHo] ta) EEANE AFE 4-bit Y=otk F8 vvezE WA
£ o], CBR(Constant Bit Rate) AMulxc] & 4 A€o 74, VBR(Varable Bit
Rate) MHu]2dl tg 24§ &3 €%, VBR 38 U@ & Ao Fo] U =&
AA wAolE AR oz Bule EfYd diste ofFYd AL FA oE HA
o] Ao Bz Algatel o LAY S 5Fo] UNIEIAM Ao=E Ao H244
o $7x7t ek

8 £ 12 bit2 FAE VPI(Virtual Path Identifier)s} 16 bit2 T/4€ VCI(Virtual



S A

.

B

308 et i A A =

LG (> e e

A T W

Channel Identifier)c ¢ Ao ZAZuwid& 9% 29" HRE Egdrt PT(Payload
Type)s= AH&2 AuAxle R Z Astesd AMEE 3, CLP(Cell Loss Priority)s
Z wAA Ao $MHEHE Yehr] flsh A&€oh. HEC(Header Error Contro)e 4
sl 9] CRC(Cyclic Redundancy Check)& {38 Fozyq A 2759 #Ax 9 AAx

A #e] Hdo AFE A cH(Onvural, 1993).

2. IiciHHE S4

ATM %2 i E4& 7tAe EAYE] 584U AoE 93] 87H€ 39 E
dY S0 At YR E a2 Jv. EY Fedvegs ATM 329 EY E4E
JeldE 22 ITU-TAAE ENRY Feve g “5F EdHde S3& 3=
A"2 Holsa gk Edy 54 Yehdle dEAHY EAQY deddEHES Bold o

7 ZH(CCITT, 1991)(Moller, 1993).

® SCR % BT :
v Z]BolHE : S71 @&7] WA 9 ATM-PDU(Protocol Data Unit)d 4% 43,
ATM 449 SCR( R)% BT( r)t $19 7]¥ ojWieE IAA GCRA
( T, ool 8] Aoldr) R,= GCRAS9 &7t #etolg T,9 Hojm,
.= GCRA9 %A selvg o)),
@ PCR(HU A A$£%): 4 4 3 ANDN 49 94,
® ACR(Average Cell Rate : ¥7 4 A$£%) : 4271% F9 FAF/AAASE
AlZE

® Burstiness(¥]2~E4J) : Peak Bit Rate/Average Bit Rate.
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ATM A4 wae 1 544 a2 534 4 34 $58 J4sA Aed 42 A

2
7 A 44 £58 nHo WAL FAd o

e

Gol @ F WYY H1 E
o Arz 2y =4z 24T A3 Fol ZFYs Hel B Bsdeiel WA
an. med oS da AT Aost asich EdAR AEHlE 2A =4 A
oo} EzAolz Ui, 2aR Aclg Pol Eguz st R o) AN
ol Ak AAS Aol FHE FHE Lolsl, FF Aot vl ol HF el
M2 Ageld 259 FE 2 A& AV FoIT, Era40) ge ¥ axd GAE
gare Zastay] d@ Aol FAe Ttk AA oEHTL Ut EAY Ao} AWEL
oest 2ok

1) 24 A &d
ATM 2o} A& A%, 294, W2 F4H ol AEHOE B AH8-A}

o & A% BEL 24 Aux EAE AN DA s Aotk clsge AYu

Az AAN AE dAZ @I Hulx AY FAM TA}= ki

e

2AZ 08 4 oo ot s Ads Mg AR 712@ Ao NHE AR =
W A2 & ok AN dd =N Azt ZEA = ®E 2&AA Al
o & 4 UA Bt AF xSoldE @A JHy Ad AEAg by A= 24 27t
s25o] gEAg F2FoN wHE A2 WA V1SS F9T F WA % R
gge Hugdolt EA44 3 $4L A4 £ dov 4 =AR AA 54
o olete] HHe YEL IsE AN ¥F Ao wFHH 2 Ade ¥4



o Nz 5 A% 9TA 2uAs} FAAze] s Aol 2t gowd g Md
o gAstn 284 42 Asole 71E Ade RS AMsted & 7HE HulaE A
Qst7lo) 22 ALolE HEE S7EA HD 2R84 28 Sl W A
2 978 AxsA 899 81 M B2 HAHAAAE 2 A2g Adstd e 82
S 1 A2 Aelol tg JRE APstelor Io. £ ztztel b Ad A Wt
o 9 woue ZzAMSS AR FEE H9E AAE Az EA A8 A

Asta A Az Jhd Ade A ARE ATES

2) 1= 0§t WA

o] WAe Aust WAY woict deje A} AAS | Zo] gozx Uy AE
589 B4 A7lE WHolth AHgatE U 44 27N 1% ALBd A& o] &3
Pag dode s 4 A5 o FHdle Fo2vH FRAY §HE B2
Ao A4 A5Y F Y= FAH, do2rEHY SHAE #Aglel Ag AFde
F7kA Aol ot

3) o %2} AOI(CAC)

o] e g7t Ad AYel Was AU ol A2 o] o]R& FHHL
F @ AS, oju] ARY A U@ Mul= FAE 2 ¥, Nzg Add dsd
g Qe 838 & A=A A%E AAse Yot A2 £/ Aolg 7% Ast
d 2ZA 4% nAHEe 242 dFd FA Fo 95 4 A ¥l o] (CDV:Cell Delay

Variation)7t ¢48E 2498 € & A
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AW . e

4) T2liE AOoi(UPC/NPC)

AgA 84 A(UPCYE ¥4 Al(NPO)E Bol AHgxtel Efyg EARIH 4
A2 §adel ZwolA 7Asm 2HsE A2, 1 T FHS oto] wE o7t
obd R0z <l ¥ Adol 4% A& AT waishe o ok &, AHSAe E
Ay wast 5 AAA gAEd AE Heiul s o
N g #Aste Aotk A4 #AE UNL £& % HANNDE Ave 28 A tsiA
450 UPC/NPCE Alg# VCC/VPC % A3 4 7b4 el 3 g¥ch UPC/NPCH
4A WEezE VPUVCIRY FEAE BART, VP L VCA dE EASIFE BN
o, A& Y=o HA =HGFE FAse A Solt}. uebA, AR BF A
(UPC) 2naZe 293 Ed9 48¢ #AAsde 53, gog Hye AT ¥ =
3 qrg wdas 53, 45 A Al g7 N&E g Y, TEY 8oA T
o Fulateio} @t o W AMgA B5E 47 £ Al AL d EdE 54 AT
g9 AR =L 4¥7t € F A%

UPC/NPCE % WlelAq olFojxe Aol AFolx, B AFE g F dedz A
294 77te 2g 71Fez AP - AT LANA e Arst Az AAsH
WARy 7 dd AE ARzt ZE Adel gAAA A4 o] A& Z Aol GFC =
ze=zz gZisHs AL Ax2 &9 UPCH 01—?—01115 AARAA 7te AR oA
stel BEHEAN AsA b, AL A Ad Wolg ¥Er ayzz Az dddA
Ug g do] & AAA APE Al o R A FodME UPC7} olFolAle Xl
w3y fo o) 7t Utk ol A XA WelE 7ot 22 EdY Ao 7
2So] ool gk oty YEA A LRIYFE g3 Zoh
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» Leaky Bucket Algorithm(LBA)

Leaky Bucket ¥312JF2 Zhzbe] 7ha Adodl g 713 Wd AF7ish o] & 9%
Efy JAA % HF 4 Fofl A A FEEA AAHY old sHd Ado A
7le Zzhe] Edfgd upE Hod A &2 IO YAAAA FE A ERAE 14 7
adA "ok g A7) gle] 022 He AT 448 47 4E&S g ez
RFHel =3 A gastAY #Hrlgdd 2 AAAH L Fig. 2-29 2tk 9714 ¢
g 45L& EZ Z(token poo)dll & HEA ddd HE A& ©e B2 Y& AS

Art Ao Yoz AFHrh

PR e e

F Token E
:
2 €2 -! it 3 -
7 v R A
\. Pool J
Cell Stream To Network
Server
Discard Buffer
or Marked Cell

Fig. 2-2. Control scheme of Leaky Bucket algorithm
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Sy o)shg e Leaky Bucket #melZEe sbd meg sdd ¥ AF7 4
o way, Edge] WAE® SHol WE Bucket 271 37 R olol me H=dll
2ge] oelg, 12 wislalael A A o], LAY leaky rates] TE el o &
W EeAT ol BE FAA cFeels) A A4 T EAYE 42 AT

» Virtual Scheduling Algorithm(VSA)

Fig 23004 E VSAE Mol 3 gled, TE & 444 A8As ¥ Aol 942
au As As0AS gusn, = A AQ dold 9¥ J5ARE AU A
coq HgeAE vein, 4 AN e ATHA oBA 4 £8 AT TRTA
o aegel, 1ol X - TRT + T 8tk 2@ Aol $asin, 292 & AlE ¢
a9 S8es & d@ &ol Xuoh 38 del 1 de Az

Guillemin $& VSAd 71289 Cell Spacing Algorithm< &3, 971444

Ag g A7k A s gg 3 ZeH(Guillemin, 1992).

@ TRT : cell Theoretical Re-emmission Time, A4 ¥4, ¥iuyg @ o A4d F
A E Apele] Spacing @& wastz] ¢lsl 48 TRT A Ase & F

At

® ART : cell Actual Re-emmission Time. A4 Wy Aol A4E Aol TRT A
ol 2#%9 = A& A5 ARTE Abg3ich o] W ARTE TRT ©&
ol AEE 715 Agelth. B ART=E AAz &7 2L S T34

A4 dFo] FF W52 F71E0

_13_



Cell arrival at time t

l

X =TRT + T
Yes
X<t ?
No X =t
Yes
Cell
dropping
No
TRT = X

Fig. 2-3. Virtual Scheduling Algorithm
® LRT : cell Last Re-emmission Time, 2% W, Space-Controller?] 44 &&&
9} 4 7bwi4olt}. Spacing Algorithmell 23] TRT3°} g3dd.

oz A¢stE 7 MEL Spacing Algorithm W< Space-Controllerell 213} 7343

< 1o d&@ 4 Abole] HA Spacing AT #A WMWY Wk Z Y Ade UD

+
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2 4 ole wisel 2svh Agsol U7l Aol Aol FHH Al 4 HEEEE °
zax) RetAU Jitersl G0l he B AL =AY 4se vANt wHIN FE
o] Yojg AS TRTE ©& £1¢ & @7 W ART/ 2 thgsl 75 &%
3 2Ntz dAA75 S F3Prh Cell Spacing Algorithm A7t 42 TRT 38t
Wit AbgEto] 7A] 7152 #dsE VSAd R kAl WsE FigezA BN 4%

< AAE gaelFolthGuillemin, 1992).

» Jumping Window(JW)

WIS e 9F AR5 A A AFE Adsts ez, o 4F7)
78 A%S Z7l(window size : T 30), T Az ol%e] A2 =97 AsE
dAUES 2o = A2 AESE B2 ojd YESe mATM TA AR,
Mee 2714 0 o)A AAA @k mebd Aol =34 of ik A A$7] %e 0 el
A 95 A7|7tA W,

o) WuZe FHNs PAME RES 27)E dehiE AL 23718 YES
Nzel HASE Ao} A%E A ASr17 Bastth =S /17 vl Ao WA
dutth AS71E 14 27T ESI BUE ASvl @g 022 e A2 9
o7 AgdY A 38 A A5E Eds wAss e Arsn, 44 27
g 959 ue LANE Hu HE 4 A5E JEhiE 84 AS2H 22 ="
ARG BARE ke AES ArNA 24T Fu 49 AF N oFigch o
BolE AE$e A BEE Ao EARET AT FAANA A= AAHES s

TJW(Triggered JW) #1712 e] glth(Rathgeb, 1991)(Shimokoshi, 1993).
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» Sliding Window(SW)

SW w7ty & g Arle] 9 T7 AEE @t olFd o =9 o
Aol WA wolth AF7E 1Y F7HAFI A, oldel WA o] @A TE oy
d AFE7IE 14 ZaARe2AH G T 5< 39 4 58 A7) @l o9 &
AA st diFtYFolth. T 7Itet 24 & s Ad 3§ 4 A+E Nolg 84
AF71e ztol NY o whagsh AL s7]) £& A FAE o224 EQYS AAste
Pdoltt. SW HFIUE S T 715t 24T Ao /et 2 Ao =2Atd did A
HE 718t glojof ez JW dFtFRo s=do] F8e] o SWel 71¥H
W7t 0 BE N 71 o o, SWata Ng 2ok o & Kl'—°— Fdes § dutste
SW dmelEe A%S vlu BA ZAF, duistd ¢xndFe 4 Myge] ¢ AMd

Az s Aok (Lague 5 1992).

» Exponentially Weighted Moving Average(EWMA)

EWMA "7l &2 JW w7 &3 vé°l d4d 9AHTF A7) =98 AHRE
ot JW 7t M E 2 929 HEHE Al A At WA e R @
3, EWMA 7l Zede da d=9olA e A 4 £71 o]d d=5AA
S 4 o] ael AsA gk F, old dEFAA o] A & JfFRT FHA
dgstd A4 =X Ad H§ A4 Jiee HAT Addd g FHA & TF
Z2 A o JWellM el N& 7 959 A s3d 489 HF AFd dg &
2 Jdehdls ¢d, EWMAE A$A 71F #4542 2d =03t EWMA w7ty E e
4% & event-by-event Al E#HolA Fo WAL Al&dd HsHY 4+ gtH(Rathgeb,

1991).
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» Peak Counters(PC)

PC W7l Ze H#F Afrle Ao Assl2 FAL 42 AFE 32 AT
712 3(Ta), AUZHQ), 2L AL (Ba)g o8] 93 22 B HJF vES
o pAST Hd A%E Hg AF7] AT ZA2EBp)E AHEste] 2 A
27] o] HE A$7) 712@ olAHE A £5 Uehdd de] TSNS W HT A
2719 @& Tawth Fod HFE AF7le & 14 F7hstn, Tard 2™ A AT
718l e 14 Zvtgch =@ A 2AA FF AFY el QolAY Hd AT

gol TpY A$ o 4& 37)drhHsing, 1993). .
5) = Aol

4% 038 714 Agsts ATM FldE AHga Edde saug 402
st % wEel HRa gust zA" F ool oF Adasl ARME AR A
ol PTI(Payload Type Identifier)& ol g8tel B} 5 Helg vehdeh Ao} Yo
2r 23 A48 AAFLAN(CAC) BdsE Yol Yx, Fx AL F HrE )

R4S AASE ez B 5 e §%8 A ) Sol At

6) <M =9 Ao

ATM Networkol A $A449 Ao 7idel oY AFE AA Fol =3¢ EHY9
oM&glo wet 1 Fol hE H2L Aolste FN $A& A (Space Priority) A ¥

N3 ol B39 EAYY A% &M Aolst A $4&HA(Time Priority) A}

Aoz FRAG, agdn Al $4 &9 $Ee ohA 2A(Static or Fixed) ¢4 &

_.17_



o 71y 4 $4 £ 9(DPS:Dynamic Priority Scheduling)7| 2.2 Y& F ATk

Nz A =9 Me s wael wasiyl dol vle) A $4 &4 el
o Aolaht Witk wekd vlglol B A g Husted 1 Sl A o

e 2 $a&e AET B4 $AEd MR BRE F A%

o
i
—z
2
o

A e 29 Aol JEe A AQe) ARH Aulzd wE& 4 &

J

m, Au) 2o ol A Al ol zher Yol &40 uAd gt g4 AA Al
A uir} o] WpozE 1AH o8 #9448 < HOL(Head-of-the-Line)® HOL®

22} (Clock)& & HOL-PJ(HOL Priority Jump)%-Ol 9l tH(Duke & 1991).

win

=x $H&9 Ao 7¥e 1A $A &9 74 g % ¢4 &4 489
R

g0l

QoS A&E Wyl A8l FAT Aol WHE nAHh o] FHdE & 2L
A

» MLT(Minimum Laxity Threshold)

MLTE AAz EAY, HdA 249 2d28 U9 Eggoez sRgg 44
2 2dm Aol olgak(Laxity)old 1 Aol adA $2H7 A%A gt A& MBS
2 =mel¥ 2 9ltHChipalkatti 5 1989). °] AAz gy Ao H2x o)A o &
o Mulx wE ¢4 £HE @

= Fo S0 Yr AN =AY A9 H olgto] 2 Fe A} LRt AAY
gow oHAL ANY EYFPe) Fu 213A g A% HAxNg P Eoh Fol
sgas A Edy dsde P AAL o2z 18 7HAT AeH o #E
gt @ g &80 Auz At shd Fado wa rgkol 0ol ¥ w7t Fel

A wasa god 2 AAY =dm Ae Avldn QAR Lt gzt o BAS
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LR

0<L< 17} 519 o] gk& Hake Aol F gy Faagel Aol ¢¥ A (Tradeoff)]

g

» QLT(Queue Length Threshold)

QLT 71¥E MLTS miaztAz AAz Egy, wAAL 2By FY2E dF E
gooz 7HAFc} o Wy HAAND eggo So Q& A9 AF7t 2 7o dA
g Ttk 29 Bl AA% 249 A eNAe Fn 28A ¥ FF AN E )

LHAE 7 o

» DMLT(Double MLT)

aurg oz ATM8ZHAA ANz, HAAZL grg Zyxz QYL e’ W
e Ae stk DMLTZIHAAE 443 ey Mg N} FEd e} G4
= e ZeH2 AN EHFURTTDH AN EAF2ARTT2)Z Yt

o] MAe Az EHYS Hi olggel BF z4zte] #Fo JAREG HE 5
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Fig. 3-1. Traffic Model and PBS Mechanism
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Fig. 3-1(continue).
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Fig. 4-13. Comparison of numerical analysis with simulation result for

cell loss probability (Mi=2, M:=4, M3=6, traffic intensity=0.97, n=5)
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