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Abstract

We describe a cell scheduler for ATM networks based on a predictive adaptive feedback control methodology, whose goal is
to maintain the quality of service (QoS) of a set of calls at the desired level, in spite of traffic fluctuations and/or deviations
of the actual traffic parameters from those specified at call setup. The scheme is quick and effective and its performance is
independent of the distance between the source and the switch, which makes it ideal for high-speed wide-area networks, in
contrast to other (reactive) flow control strategies.

1 Introduction

The cell scheduling disciplines proposed in the literature for ATM switches may be divided into two categories. The first
category has one scheduler for each output port. The traffic for this output port may be placed in several queues. The scheduler
considers all the queues at the same time in order to determine the next cell to be transmitted. Scheduling policies that fall
into this category are Virtual Clock [14], Stop-and-Go Queuing [5], Packet Generalised Processor Sharing [9], and Weighted
Fair Queuing [4]. Alternatively, the link bandwidth at the output port may be partitioned among the input cpeslregyueue

handling a particular class of traffic. A virtual server operates for each queue at the specified bandwidth, and schedules
cells according to a FCFS policy. While the scheduling discipline is now quite simple, the difficulty lieditioparg the
bandwidth at call admission time so that QoS guarantees for each of the queues are satisfied.

In this paper, we assume the availability of a call admission algorithm that indicates the amount of bandwidth to be allocated
to a queue receiving traffic from a group of statisticallyltiplexed sources. Many such schemes have been proposed in the
literature, e.g., [3], [6], [8], [11], and [12].

Instead of a hard partitioning of the link bandwidth among the different queues, we assume that the partitions are movable
to a small extent specified as a percentage deviation from the allocated bandwidth. By modulating the queue service rate
within this range, we maintain the quality of service in spite of traffic fluctuations and traffic parameter deviations. A similar
approach was proposed by Pitsillides [10]. However, they chose to regulate the flow of the traffic entering the queue. One
problem with this approach is that its performance is adversely affected by the distance between the furthest source and the
gueue, making it unsuitable for wide-area networks.

2 Control Methodology

The basic idea of the feedback control is shown in figure 1. A single queue, henceforth called the process, has as its output
the quality of service provided to the aggregate traffic from a set of multiplexed calls. The input to the process is the service
rate. The error between the desired QoS (the reference signal) and the actual QoS is fed to the controller which manipulates
the service rate in an effort to reduce the error to zero. In order to do this, the controller must have an idea of the effect of
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Figure 1. Adaptive Feedback Controller (left) Controlled Process (right)

a change in the service rate (the manipulated variapta the QoS (the controlled variablg, i.e., the process gain. For a
non-linear process like our queuing system (see section 3), the gain may be a function of the operating point. Therefore, the
controller should automatically tune itself to work correctly at any operating point. For this reagsachatampling instant,

we estimate a model of the process from which the gain and dominant time constant can be calculated. This model is then
used to tune the controller. Thus, the controller is updated by a tuning device (when the process parameters are constant) and
an adapting mechanism (when the process parameters change slowly over time).

2.1 Quality of Service

As in [10], we assume that the desired QoS for a connection is specified as a set
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wherep™®*, _ is the maximum cell loss rate* is the maximum allowable cell delay at the queue, 0. is the
Peell loss eell delay 14

maximum allowable variation in cell delay. The target QoS parameters can be mapped to the reference p&ameters
andy,.; as follows:
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wheret..; 1ime iS the time (in seconds) to service a cell. The QoS reference yaluds the number of buffer places that
shouldaccommodatel(— Eoverf10w) * 100 % of the served cells.

In order to maintain the QoS at the desired value, we need to be able to calculate the QoS offered to the aggregate traffic.
Since our reference signal is in terms of the number of buffer places required to accommodate a certain percentage of the
served cells, our feedback signal should be the number of butieeplactually used to accommodate that percentage. The
actualp” percentile can be measured on line, but it is not suitable for control as it responds very slowly to a change in the
service rate. Instead, we use the sensor developed by [1], which predigt thercentile of the buffer occupancy. The
predicted value is a function of the mean, variance, and auto-covariance sum of the net arrival process defined as

Y, = A, — B,

where 4,, is the amount of work entering the queue duringthe sampling interval (of duratioff4;,,i), and B,, is the
amount of work processed by the server during the same interval. For a deterministicBeeL; smpic / Teell time-

The following two quantities are defined in [1]:
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whereu = o0?s*/2, m is the mean value of,, i.e., m = E{Y,} = E{A,} — E{B,}, ¢% is the variance ot,, i.e.,
0? = Var{YV,} = Var{A,} since B, is deterministic,S is the auto-covariance sum &%, defined as the sum of the
covariances oY, for all lags> 1:

52 Z Cov(Yn, Yntk)
k=1

These quantities are used to computeitepercentile of the buffer occupancy as
1 1— &
y(t) = —1In (&) 1)
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As mentioned in [2], computing the auto-covariance suij @n line is not practical. For this reason, we compute an
approximate value for thg’" percentile using only the mean and variance of the net arrival process (substiuting

in the above equation far*). For the traffic that we will be considering (e.g. Poissah)s actually zero, and hence the
computed percentile is still fairlgccurate. This may not be the case for traffic withn-zeroS. In such a case, using this
approximation as the feedback value for control may result in the actual percentile being quite different from the computed
value. Therefore, the feedback signal that we actuallyyise¢) is computed as

win (1) if | y(1) — Yace(t) | < 0.2 % yace (2)
yi(t) = { 3.9 * Yact (1) + 0.1 % y(2) othgrwisey !

where the weighted average of the actual vabues(t), and computed valuey(t), is used whenever the relative error is
greater than 20%.

2.2 The control algorithm

We use the multi-model minimum-bias controller developed by Liu et al. [7]. In this scheme, a model of the process to be
controlled is identified online. Using the model, the output of the plant several time steps into the future is predicted for
all possible control inputs. The control input that is finally chosen is the one that minimises the average error between the
predicted plant outputs and the reference signal. The process is modeled by an Auto-Regressive Moving Average equation
of the form

e =Ayr+ - F A Yrpion F Brur 4+ -+ B Ukpiom 4 Vi

For a single-input, single-output system, is the process output sampled at tikeu;, is the process input at timeand
{vi } is white or colored noise with zero mean. Estimation of a constant effeeians that the samplgdand« values need
not be mean-centered and auto-scaled as must otherwise bexdandx indicate the order of the model.

Initially, during a startup period, the service ratt), is randomly varied and the output of the queueing sysigit), is
recorded. When enough samples have been collected, the coeffi¢ientsd,, and B; - - - B,,, are estimated by regression.

Then, at each successive time step, thatemthl sample of process input and output is used to obtain a new (or updated)
model recursively from the model at the previous time step. The model update step uses a modification of the well-known
Recursive Least Squares algorithm.

During the identification process, several models of varying orders are identified. The control input actually sent to the
process is the weighted average of the control inputs for the different models. The control irgadfonodel is obtained by
minimising the prediction errors, subject to the boundary constraints imposed on the service rate. The weights are obtained
based on the quality of the predictions of the models in the past.

3 Results
3.1 Open loop tests - Poisson aggregate traffic

We assume that the traffic arriving at the queue is generated by Poisson sources. When the number of sources is large, the
aggregate traffic due to bursty On/Off type sources will generally be smooth. On the other hand, the aggregate traffic due to



Poisson sources will still be Poisson and therefore, bursty. Therefore, since we are trying to control the QoS for the aggregate
traffic, the assumption of Poisson arrivals is not an oversimplification, but it can be viewed as a worst-case assumption,
because Poisson traffic doesn't aggregate at all.

Poisson traffic — steady state response
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Figure 2. Steady-State Response (left) Step response (right)

Figure 2 (left) shows the steady state percentile value for a fixed arrival rate and different service rates. The relation between
the percentile and the service rate can be seen to be non-linear at high utilisations. Figure 2 (right) shows the normalised
(w.r.t. step size) step responses of the process, for negative and positive step changes in the service rate (of varying magnitude
about a mean value of 150 cells/sec). The arrival rate is fixed at 120 cells/sec.

We can make the following observations

1. The steady state values of the buffer occupancy percentile are higher when a negative step is applied. This implies that
the process gain is greater for decreases in service rate.

2. For both positive and negative step changes, the normalised steady state percentile levels depend on the magnitude of
the step, showing that the gain is a function of the step size.

3. We notice that the time to reach the steady state is lower for negative step sizes, as can be seen by the higher slope.
Thus the response to a negative step has a lower time constant.

4. The time constant for negative (or positive) step sizes is dependent on the magnitude of the step change.

From 1 and 2, we can conclude that the process has a gain non-linearity. From 3 and 4, we infer that the process also has
non-linear response times. Thus, we can see that the queueing system with Poisson inputis non-linear at high utilisations and
therefore non-trivial from a control point of view.

Poisson traffic — closed loop adaptive control Poisson traffic — closed loop adaptive control
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Figure 3. Closed loop control (left) Number of arrivals (right)



To demonstrate the ability of the controller to hold the QoS constant, the service rate was selected to be 150 cells/sec and the
arrival rate was chosen as 120 cells/sec (utilisation = 0.8) so as to operate in the non-linear region. As a simplification, we
chose the buffer size to be 1000 cells so that there would be no cell loss. The QoS objective is then to maintain the maximum
cell overflow probability at 0.0002 and the maximum cell delay at 30 cells. Equivalently, this means maintaining the 99.98
percentile of the buffer occupancy at 30 cells. The controller sampling time was chosen to be 1 second. The variation of the
service rate was limited to 15 % of the mean value of 150 cells/sec. The initial startup time was 40 seconds.

Figure 3 (left) shows the performance of the controller. It can be seen that the controller takes the actual buffer occupancy
to the desired value very quickly, in spite of the varying and unpredictable number of arrivals in a control interval (figure 3
right).

Poisson traffic — closed loop control Poisson traffic — dosed loop cortrol with varying parameters
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Figure 4. Closed loop control (left) Adaptive control (right)

To demonstrate the ability of the controller to hold the QoS constant, Figure 4 (left) shows the performance of the controller
when the operating pointis located in a very non-linear region (utilisation = 0.9). The reference value is now set to 60 cells.
The controller can be seen to maintain the QoS quite close to the desired value. Since the gain for service rate increases is
small (figure 2 right), the time taken to lower the percentile can be large. Therefore, we modified the controller to avoid an
overshoot. Thigccounts for the larger delay in satisfactory control.

To test the performance of the controller due to parameter variations, we change the average arrival rate to 135 cells/sec at
time = 100 seconds, moving the utilisation to 0.9. We can see that the controller copes quite nicely with this disturbance
(figure 4 right).
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Figure 5. Closed loop control (left) Number of arrivals (right)

Finally, we would like to demonstrate the performance of the controller on aggregate traffic with greater burstiness. As
mentioned in [13], the batch-Poisson process is the limiting case for the aggregate traffic due to a number of multiplexed
On/Off bursty sources. Therefore, we chose a batch-Poisson process with mean number of arrival instances = 26 /sec. At
each arrival instance, the number of arrivals is determined according to an geometric distribution with mean 5 arrivals. The



average rate for the aggregate traffic is then 130 cells/sec. The service rate is chosen to be 165 cells/sec (utilisation = 0.78).
The reference value for the QoS is choser:as0 cells, 99.98 percentile >. Figure 5 (right) shows that the traffic is much

more bursty than in the case of Poisson traffic (figure 3 right). The controller still does quite well in regulating the QoS
(figure 5 left), the achieved QoS being in error by only about 6%.

4 Conclusions

We have described a cell scheduler for ATM networks that regulates the QoS of aggregate bursty traffic, at high utilisation.
The scheduler uses adaptive feedback control to maintain the QoS at the desired value. We have demonstrated its performance
in the face of traffic fluctuations and traffic parameter variations.

As a by-product, an online model of the queueing system has been identified, which can be used for performance monitoring,
e.g., to detect instability and predict congestion. We have also demonstrated the effectiveness of service rate modulation over
flow control in providing quick and low-overhead control. The benefit of this scheme is that it requires very little knowledge

of the arriving traffic. Even if the bandwidth initially allocated by the call admission control is in error, the controller can still
provide the traffic with the desired QoS.
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