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I.  INTRODUCTION

The processing of massive amounts of data on
distributed and parallel networks is becoming more
and more common. Aerospace applications include
radar and infrared tracking, satellite imaging, and
sensor networks. Over the past 15 years, a number
of researchers have mathematically modeled such
processing using a divisible load scheduling model
[1-3] that is useful for data parallelism applications.

Divisible loads are ones that consist of data that
can be arbitrarily partitioned among a number of
processors interconnected through some network.
Divisible load modeling usually assumes no
precedence relations among the data. For instance,

a satellite image processing system may involve a
stream of independent images arriving at a robotic
tape silo for storage and then being distributed to
processors on a cluster computer. In this situation
divisible load scheduling theory can answer the
question of how to optimally schedule image
transmissions and assign load to processors to
maximize parallel system speedup and minimize
overall processing time.

One reason that motivated the creation of divisible
load theory was the need for a means of modeling
integrated measurements, communication, and
computation in sensor networks [4]. At the time
of [4] there was a recognized need to combine the
communication and computation aspects of sensor
networks modeling. Divisible load theory allows
such integration. Because of its underlying linear
model, continuous mathematics framework, divisible
load modeling is very tractable. It has been used
to accurately and directly model such features as
specific network topologies and scheduling policies
[2, 4-11, 14] computation versus communication load
intensity [2, 4], time-varying inputs [15], multiple job
submission [2, 16—18], and numerous applications
such as image processing, databases, and multimedia.

A. Our Contribution

The goal of this paper is to quantify the superiority
of virtual cut through switching to store and forward
switching for networks processing divisible loads.
Under store and forward like switching, a node in
a tree must receive load for all of its descendants
before beginning to distribute load to them [19]. This
clearly can be improved upon. The way to do this is
to use virtual cut through switching [12, 13] which
allows a node to distribute load to its descendants
even as it continues to receive its descendants’ load.
Both strategies are used here, which ends with a
comparison. Note that the majority of the divisible
load scheduling literature to date involves store and
forward switching.
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Fig. 1. Structure of a heterogeneous single level tree with

sequential distribution, simultaneous start.

To achieve our goal we discuss tree networks.
Tree networks, though of interest in their own right,
can be used to span any interconnection topology to
deliver load to processors. They are thus relevant for
many load distribution policies in such commonly
used interconnection networks as hypercubes and
meshes. Moreover a logical (Ethernet or wireless
channel like) bus can be modeled as a single level tree
(root and adjacent children only) with load distributed
sequentially to children and all links having the
same transmission speed. Multilevel trees can model
cascaded networks as discussed in Section IIIB.

A multilevel tree is considered here where at time
t = 0 the divisible load is available at the root node.
Load is optimally (in a solution time or speedup
sense) distributed throughout the tree to gain the
benefit of parallel processing of the load. Our main
results are closed-form solutions under a variety of
scheduling scenarios (including the use of fat trees)
for the solution time and speedup of single level tree
networks and recursive expressions for homogeneous
multilevel tree networks. These recursive expressions
are novel. Calculating speedup for heterogeneous trees
is also discussed.

This paper begins with the development of some
notation and analytic background in Section II. The
scheduling method using cut through switching from
level to level is derived in Section III. The scheduling
method using store and forward switching from level
to level is derived in Section IV. In Section V we
compare the performance of cut through switching
scheduling and store and forward scheduling. The
conclusion appears in Section VL.

II.  MODEL AND NOTATION

A. Model and Notation for Single Level Tree

If a node begins to process its load as soon as the
load begins to be received, we call this simultaneous
start. It is illustrated in Fig. 1 (where each node
contains a miniature timing diagram—such diagrams
are explained later.)

For a heterogeneous single level tree, which can
be collapsed into an equivalent node, the notation is
presented as follows.

oy  Load fraction assigned to root processor

o Load fraction assigned to ith link processor pair

w;  Inverse computing speed on ith processor

w,, Inverse computing speed of equivalent node
collapsed from single level tree

Z Inverse link speed on ith link

Computing intensity constant. Entire load can
be processed in w;T,, seconds on ith processor
T Communication intensity constant. Entire load
can be transmitted in z;7,,, seconds over ith link
Finish time of an equivalent node collapsed
from single level tree composed of one root
node and m children nodes. 7, is equal to

Weqlep

Ty, Finish time for entire divisible load solved on
root processor, (i.e., tree without any children
nodes but the root node). 7}, is equal to

1 xwyT, ,, that is w, T .

DEFINITION 1 First ,, is the ratio of the inverse
computing speed on an equivalent node to that on the
root node

ryeq = weq/w() = ]},m/]}’,O‘ (1)

An equivalent node can exactly present the operation
characteristics of a subnetwork it replaces. Equivalent
element modeling is a feature of linear models, such
as circuit theory, queueing theory, and divisible load
theory.

DEFINITION 2 Speedup, the ratio of finish time on
one processor (i.e., the root node) to that on an
equivalent node collapsed from a single level tree. It is
thus a measure of parallel processing advantage. This
value is equal to the ratio of the inverse computing
speed on the root node to that on an equivalent node,
i.e., the inverse of Veg- Hence,

Speedup = Y},O/Y},m = WO/Weq = I/Veq' (2)

B. Model and Notation for Multilevel Tree

A heterogeneous multilevel tree network is too
complex to obtain a closed-form solution of speedup.
Therefore, a homogeneous multilevel tree network
where root processors are equipped with a front-end
processor for off-loading communications is evaluated.

Suppose that after a subroot receives all of the
assigned fraction of load for its descendants, it starts
distributing these loads to its descendants
concurrently. This strategy is called “store and
forward switching with simultaneous distribution” (see
Fig. 2).

The notation for a multilevel homogeneous fat tree
is denoted as follows.
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The entire load is
already stored in
the root node

Level k

Fig. 2. Structure of multilevel homogeneous tree using cut
through switching, sequential distribution, simultaneous start.

Load fraction assigned to root processor of

Jjth level subtrees

aj; Load fraction assigned to ith link-processor
pair of jth level subtrees

Inverse computing speed of equivalent ith

node which represents (j — 1)th level subtree,

which consists of collapsed single level

subtrees from level 1 ascending to level j — 1.

In a homogeneous multilevel tree, we assume

that Weg,\ = Wia,/.,l (i=12,....,m)

Tfhfl Processing finish time of k level homogeneous

tree with one root node and m equivalent

children nodes.

@

leg;

DEFINITION 3 p;_, ;; the multiplier of the inverse
capacity of the ith link at level j (see Fig. 2). The
value of the multiplier p;_, ; is defined as the inverse
of the total number of children processor descendants
at and below layer j — 1 for the ith subtree. The
variable p;_, ; allows fat tree modeling. A fat tree
allocates more capacity to nodes near the root to
improve the transmission speed. In a homogeneous
multilevel fat tree, Pj_1 =Pj1, (i=1,2,...,m). Hence,

-1

j—1
Py = (Zml> . 0<p; <L 3)

=0

With this choice of p;_;, the transmission capacity
between a level j parent node and its children nodes is
1/(p;_2), which is larger than the capacity of
bottommost level links by 1/ p;_- This implicitly
indicates that each node within an equivalent subtree
from layer j — 1 down to layer O has an equivalent
transmission capacity of 1/z to the root.

970

DEFINITION 4 v;, the ratio of the inverse computing
speed on an equivalent node at level j to that on the
root node

Vj = Weg, /W- @)

DEFINITION 5 Speedup, the ratio of finish time on
one processor (i.e., the root node) to that on an
equivalent node collapsed from a subtree from

level k to level 1. This value is also equal to the ratio
of the inverse computing speed on the root node to
that on an equivalent node, i.e., the inverse of +,.
Hence,

Speedup = ]}O/Y}hrﬁ =W/ Wep = 1/ (5)

Ill.  CUT THROUGH SWITCHING WITH
SEQUENTIAL DISTRIBUTION

For the purposes of determining the optimal load
allocations, the single level trees within the overall
multilevel tree are divided into a root single level
subtree (level k) and single level subtrees below the
root subtree (level 1,2,...,k — 1). It is assumed that
all data is available (and stored) at the root at ¢ = 0.
Thus the root can immediately deliver load to its
children at level k. This is the root node with data
storage case.

For the other single level trees, it is assumed that a
root’s load must be completely received by a single
level tree root before load is distributed to its children.
After this, load is relayed through the root to its
children in virtual cut through mode. This is the root
node without data storage case. Note that the root
node without data storage policy is particularly
appropriate when bandwidth is limited, as in a
homogeneous tree.

In both cases, only the simultaneous start strategy
is considered. In the simultaneous start strategy each
processor begins processing the received data while it
continues to receive the data. This strategy was
originally described by Kim [20].

In the following both cases are examined, first in
the context of a single level tree in isolation and then
in the context of multilevel trees.

In this section we evaluate the performance of the
multilevel tree model using sequential distribution
model under the cut through switching and the
simultaneous start strategy. The complexity of
sequential distribution model is more involved
than that of the better performing simultaneous
distribution. This model is applied to situations when
the parent nodes do not have enough capacity and
ability to enable the simultaneous distribution
model.
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Fig. 3. Timing diagram of single level tree with sequential
distribution, simultaneous start, and root node with data storage.

A. Processors Using Simultaneous Start Model in a
Single Level Tree

The following two subsections discuss sequential
distribution in single level trees: one model with data
storage and the second model without data storage.

1) Single Level Tree: Root Node with Data Storage:
The process of sequential load distribution can be
represented by Gantt chart-like timing diagrams,
as illustrated in Fig. 3. Here the horizontal axis is
time and communication appears above the axis and
computation appears below the axis. According to
the figure, the fundamental recursive equations of the
system can be formulated as follows:

agWole, = w1, (©)
Wi Ly =02 41, + oW1, i=2,3,...,m.
(N

The normalization equation for the single level tree
with intelligent root is

ag+a;+a,+---+a, =1 (8)
This gives m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns. From (6)

w1

where k; =wy/w;.  (9)
Wo 1

From (7)

_ w1,

i
Wﬂ;p

_Zi—lT

i
cm _ _
o =40 = HQI X o,
=2

i=23,...m (10

where g; = (w;_, T, — ;i_]Tcm)/in;p. We assume
w11, >z, T,; that is, communication time must
be faster than computation time. See also [2] for a
discussion of the best choices of w; and z;. According

to (9) and (10), the normalization equation (8) leads to

1 m i
[k—+1+Z<qu>]a1:1 (11
l i=2 \/=2
Then the value of «; is
1
ap = - (12)
k_1 +1+3>0, <H1=2 41>
Therefore, the finish solution time is derived as
follows:
Tf’,m = O‘OWoTcp = k_laloncp
1
wol- (13)

14k, [1+ 27 (T a)]

Since a single level tree can be collapsed into a single
equivalent node, the equivalent inverse computation
speed w,, of a collapsed node can be derived as
follows:

1

er' " 1 +k {1 +3 i (Hf:z%)]

eqlep =

T, wol,

L'['J'

(14)

According to Definition 1 in Section II, v,, is equal to
W,q/Wo- Thus, from (14)

Weqg 1

eq
Veq = = — i . (15
Yo o 1+k {1 +2 o (Hl:z‘h)]
Since
Ty = agwoly, = 1-wT,, (16)

where «, = 1, and speedup is the ratio of computation
time on one processor to computation time on the
entire tree with m children, we obtain

T m i
Speedup:# :i =1+k [I+Z<qu>].

fam eg i=2 \I=2
(17)

As a special case, consider the situation of a
homogeneous network where all children processors
have the same inverse computing speed and all links
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Fig. 4. Timing diagram of single level tree with sequential
distribution, simultaneous start, and root node without data
storage.

have the same inverse transmission speed (i.e., w; = w
and z; = z for i = 1,2,...,m). Note the root w,, can be
different from w;. Therefore

g = Wifljgp 721‘71Tcm - WT;‘p 7ZTcm N
l WiT;‘p WT;p
(18)
where o = 2T, /wT,, and i = 2,3,...,m. Consequently,
_ _ m
Speedup =1 + Yo {M} . (19)
w o

2) Single Level Tree: Root Node without Data
Storage: The process of load distribution can be
represented by Gantt chart-like timing diagrams, as
illustrated in Fig. 4.

The fundamental recursive equations of the system
can be formulated as follows:

agwoI, = oyw T, + o2y T, (20)
Wi T, = 0 17 Ty + WiT s i=2,3,...,m.
2D

The normalization equation for the single level tree
with intelligent root is

agt+a;+a,+--+a, =1 (22)

This gives m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns. Now from (20)

Wchp 1
=——0, = —« 23
o wol, — 201y, ! ky ! (23

where k; = (W, T,, — 2T.,,)/w, T, -

It is assumed that w7, ,, > z,T;,, (communication
speed is faster than computation speed for the Oth
link and root). Following the similar derivation in
Section IITA1, the expressions of ~,, and speedup can
be obtained as follows:

Yog = e 1 24)
eq — T m i :
Yo o 1+k {1 +2 i (Hl:z%)]
Therefore,
Y‘Vf,o 1 m i
Speedup:T—:—:1+k1 1+Z qu .
Som eq i=2 \i=2
(25)

As a special case, consider the situation of a
homogeneous network where all children processors
have the same inverse computing speed and all links
have the same inverse transmission speed (i.e., w; = w
and z; = z for i = 1,2,...,m). Note the root w,, can be
different from w;. Then

woT. —ZTm _ _ \m
Speedup =1 + 0%cp — “07c [1 (I-0) }

wl, o
(26)
B. Processors with Simultaneous Start. Homogeneous

Multilevel Tree Analysis

For purposes of illustration we consider two
types of multilevel tree scheduling for homogeneous
trees. Here homogeneous trees have processors with
identical computing speeds and links with identical
transmission speeds. Homogeneous networks arise
in practice in such instances as cluster computer
installations. Calculating speedup for heterogeneous
trees is discussed in Section IIIC.

One type of multilevel tree scheduling discussed
here uses sequential distribution of load from a
node to its children for all tree levels. This is a good
model for a cascaded series of Ethernets (utilizing
collision domain interface cards) or a cascaded series
of wireless channels. The second type of multilevel
tree scheduling uses simultaneous distribution of
load from the tree root to its children (in the topmost
level of the tree) and sequential distribution for tree
levels below that (levels j, j = 1,2,...,k—1). By way
of example, this can model a large capacity robotic
tape silo feeding a number of clusters simultaneously
using ATM links. Each cluster consists of one of
more cascaded Ethernet implementing sequential
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distribution (because of the use of collision domain
interface cards).

In this section we develop recursive expressions
for solution time and for speedup for the two
scenarios. This is done first for levels j = 1,2,...,

k — 1 (with sequential distribution) and then in
two subsections for the topmost level k (for both
sequential and simultaneous distribution). At the
end of these two subsections the overall recursive
expressions are presented.

The methodology developed in this section can
be applied to other combinations or exclusive uses
of scheduling policies at each tree level. The ones
discussed here are natural for a first study. Note
also that if one is interested solely in the optimal
allocations of load to processors, rather than speedup
calculations, the methodology of [21] can be used.

1) Level j Subtree: Root Node without Data
Storage: Consider now a homogeneous multilevel
fat tree network where all processors have the same
inverse computing speed w and links of level j + 1
have the inverse transmission speed p;z. The value of
P is also defined in Definition 3 in Section II, that
is,

~1

J
pjz= <Zml) z.
=0

The process of load distribution for the multilevel

fat tree network using cut through switching for
computing and communicating can be represented
by Gantt chart-like timing diagrams. According to an
equivalent single level fat tree, level j (see Fig. 5),
the fundamental recursive equation can formulated as
follows:

27)

ajoWly = 0 Weg, Top + joPieley  (28)
aj,iflweqj,lzzp = O‘j,iweqj,ljzp + O‘j,iflpjflzzzm
where i=2,3,...,m. 29)

The normalization equation for the single level tree
with an intelligent root (that can process load as well
as distribute it) is

ot ta,,+eta, =1 30)
This gives m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns.
Now from (28)
Wqu‘fl TCP 1
Qo= Q= Q. 31)
! W];p_pjznm ! keqj,l /
Here the expression of k,, ~is manipulated as
follows:
g = ey _p}ZT"’” - ZT‘;” (32)
WC"ijl cp weq/'—l weqj—lw cp
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Fig. 5. Timing diagram of level j subtree with sequential

distribution and simultaneous start.

1
= L(l—pj0)= r(l—PjU) (33)

eqj Jj-1

where o =T, /W, ,.

It is also assumed that w1, > p;zT,,

(communication is faster than computing). Here (29)

. = Weqj,ljzpipj—lzjzma _ o
ji = w_ T Ji-1 = Deg;  Xji-1
eqj1cp

lH(qeq,g] a1 = (G, )y, (34)
=2

where i = 2,.3,...,m and q,, =W, T, —p;_ 12T,/
Weq,,chp- It is assumed as before that Weq/-,chp >
Pj-1zI,,,- The expression of eq,, CAN be manipulated

as follows:

_ wp;_ 21, _ 1 _WPia o

Wequl WTCP w

pj—lo_
V-1
(35)

=1-

qe’//’—l = e
-1

where o = 2T, /wT, and v;_; = w,,  /w.
According to (31) and (34), the normalization
equation (30) for the jth subtree leads to

1 m [
{keq/'l v ; [H(qe%l)] } xa;;=1. (36)

=2
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Hence the value of «a;, is expressed as

1
Q= : . @37
+1+ sz:2 [H;:Z(qeqj,l)}
eqj—1
Consequently, the equivalent finish time becomes
hj _ —
Tpon = ajowley = oW,
eqj-1
1
= wl .
, p
1+ keq,-,l {1 + szz2 [H;:Z(qeqj,l)} }
(38)
Since w,,, T, = Y}h,{l, (38) becomes
w, T = ! wT,
eqjtcep T m i cr’
' 1+ keqj,l {1 + Zi:Z [Hl:2(qeqj,1)] }
(39)

According to (34), (35), and (39), the expression of v
is derived as follows:

Weq,- 1
W 1+ keq‘,'fl {1 + ZT:Z(qeqj,l)lil}
_ 1
Deg,, — Yeq,
1+ky, {1 + 76‘1”‘ Yt }
) - qe‘/j—]
1

1-po "’
1+ 2% (1= B,
Pj_10 Vi1

j=12,...k—1. (40)
Since the inverse computation capability of each
node is w, it concludes that w,, = w. Hence the initial

value of v; is obtained as follows:
Pew - ¥y,
w w

Yo = 41
For a homogeneous multilevel nonfat tree, the

bandwidth of each transmission links is the same, that
is, p; = 1. So from (40)

. 1
j_ m
1+1"{1<1La> }
g Yi-1
= 7 L j=1.2 k1
I—(1-0)[1--2
Vi-1
(42)
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According to (42) and v, = 1, we can derive

— o B ”
X 1_(1_0_)<1_£>’" 1*(1—g)m+1
Yo
Yo = g a o
2 1_(1_0-)(1—1)’” 1_(1—0')mz+m+1
M
— o B .
v I-(-o0) <1 — z)’" 1 (1 —o')m3+m2+m+1
T2
o
- (1= o)==

Consequently, the general form of 7, of nonfat tree is
obtained as

g

a0k

Vj
(43)

2) Level k Subtree: Root Node with Data Storage:
In this subsection two types of distribution model for
the topmost level subtree, level k, are discussed. One
is sequential distribution, the other is simultaneous
distribution. Generally simultaneous distribution
requires a central processing unit (CPU) be fast
enough to continually load all output buffers to its
children. If the buffer capacity of the parent node
cannot satisfy this basic requirement for simultaneous
distribution, the sequential distribution model
discussed in IIIB2a can be used. The simultaneous
model is described in IT1IB2b.

2a) Level k subtree using sequential distribution:
In this part the expression for the topmost level
subtree using sequential distribution is derived. The
start strategy used here is simultaneous start.

The timing diagram of level k subtree using
sequential distribution is illustrated in Fig. 6.
According to this figure, the fundamental recursive
equation can be obtained as follows:

aoWly, = (Weg, T (44)
ak,iflweqkq];p = ak,iweqk,lnp + ak,iflpkflznrm
i=23,...,m. 45)

The normalization equation for the topmost subtree is

This gives m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns. Then from (44)
wﬁ”]k—l’z—;l’ 1
= = . 47
Q0 T, Q1 Koo, Q.1 47)
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Fig. 6. Timing diagram of level k subtree using sequential
distribution and simultaneous start.

‘Communication
(Childm j

e Weg, Lo | C
1,

Here, we let

L = wT, _ow _ 1 )
eqi_1 ed s 71'17 Weq_,-,l Vi1
Now from (45)
Wg‘lkle;P — Pr—17dem
i = ki1 = Geg,, Oki1
Weqk,chp k-1
i
= lH(qeqkl) g (49)
1=2
= (qemfl)iilak,l’ i=23,...,m. (50)
Let
q = _le_wpk—lo_zl_pk_lo_
- Wegi, WYLP Wegi_i Vi1

where o =T, /wl,. S

According to (48) and (49), the normalization
equation becomes

1 m [ i
{keqkl th lz=2: |Jl;!(q€qk1)‘| } xao =1 (52)

Consequently, the value of o, ; can be obtained as
follows:

1
+1+ Z:n:z {H5:2(q€qml)}

(53)

Q1 =

€qk—1
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The equivalent finish time Tfh,fl is derived as

T;lrﬁ = ak,OWTcp = % ak,1WTcp
€qk—1
1
= - W’Z;p.
1+ keqk,l {1 + Zi:2 [Hl:2(qeqk,1)} }
(54)
Because w,, T, = ]}h,ﬁ, (54) becomes
1
Weqk];p = - WY;p.
1+ keqk,l {1 + Zlm=2 |:H;=2(q6qk,l):| }
(55)
Thus
w 1
Yk — . (56)

W 14k, {1 + 30 [Hf:z(‘ieqkq)] }

According to Definition 1 in Section II and equations
from (48), (50), and (51) we obtain the expression of
Y as follows:

Wfl]k 1
T = 7 - m i
1+ keqk,l {1 + Ei:Z [Hl=2(qeqk4)} }
- ! 4 (57)
1+ keqk—] {1 + Zi=2(q64k71)l71}
B 1
(1 _ Pk1g) _ (1 B pklo_)m
1+ 1 14+ V-1 V-1
V-1 1— <1_Pk10>
V-1
- ! — (58)
1+ {1—(1——”“0) }
Pr19 V-1
Then the speedup is
1 m
Speedup = 1 + {1—(1—@a> }
Pr-10 V-1
(59)

1) For a homogeneous multilevel nonfat tree the
bandwidth of each transmission links is the same, that
is, p;= 1. Then from (42), if j = k— 1, then

(o)
Yoy = ———— (60)
I — - o)
Hence, (58) can be solved as follows:
1
Ve = m
1+1{1—<1—L> }
4 V-1
= ! . (61)
L+ 11— -0y
g
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This leads to a closed solution and the speedup of the
multilevel nonfat tree is

Speedup = 1 =1+ 1{1 - _J)E,kzlm’}
Yk o

where 7, =1. (62)

2) For a homogeneous multilevel nonfat tree, the
expressions of s are as follows:

Yo =1 (63)
g
7]’ = m
l-(l-o)1-Z
V-1
where j=1,2,...,k—1 (64)
1
Ve = 1 S i . (65)
L+ ={l-(1—-0g)=="
(1= =)
Consequently, the speedup is expressed as
Speedup = 1 + l{1 — (=)%Y (66)
g

2b) Level k subtree using simultaneous distribution:
In the topmost level subtree, the root of this level is
the topmost root for the entire tree. Since all the data
for distribution in the topmost root is already stored in
this node, it is not necessary for this node to wait for
data to come in from its parent (if the parent exists)
under cut through transmission. Therefore, unlike
the rest of the levels below level k, in a nonfat tree,
the topmost level k can use simultaneous distribution
instead of sequential distribution to improve the
performance.

Using simultaneous distribution, the top equivalent
subtree timing, level k, is illustrated in Fig. 7.
According to the Fig. 7, the fundamental recursive
equations are

ak,OWT;‘p = O Weq,, T;P (67)
ak,l‘*lweqk,]];,‘p = ak,iweqkilzz‘py 1= 2,3,-..,m.
(68)

In addition, the normalization equation for the single
level subtree with intelligent root (that can process
load as well as distribute it) is

ak,o + ak’l + ak’z + -+ ak’m = 1. (69)

This gives m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns. These equations can be solved recursively
in the same manner as was done in the previous
sections to obtain

g, = w1 (70)
o Wequl 7;P Wequl V-1
WEqk 1 1
= = = 71
=T, Lk, xm ™M 1)

Vi1
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Level j Subtree Time Diagram
- Simultaneous Distribution
- Simultaneous Start
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} . Communication
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tm2Meq lep I C
I T
Ot Pry 2T,
(Chitd m-1 ‘Communication
hild m-1) t % L ] .
T
O Py 2, M
Communication
(Childm ) —
q’k‘mhtiﬂ,;lcp Ci

I

Fig. 7. Timing diagram of level k subtree using simultaneous
distribution and simultaneous start.

The speedup of this multilevel tree using simultaneous
distribution in the topmost level subtree is
Speedup = 1 =1+
Yk Vk—1

1) Consider a homogeneous multilevel nonfat tree,
which uses simultaneous distribution in the topmost
level subtree but sequential distribution in the levels
below the topmost level. (Nonfat tree means that all
the bandwidth of each transmission links is the same,
p;=1D.

Now from (43), we obtain

(72)

g

= 73
fkal 1— (1 _ U)Z[]:()]ml ( )
Hence the value of +, can be obtained as follows:
1 1
T+ l4m/ —2
Tk—1 1—(1— J)Zf;(}m’
1

= (74)

1+ 21— (1= o)Siamy
g

Finally, the speedup of a multilevel nonfat tree using
sequential distribution but simultaneous distribution at
the topmost level is

1 k—1
Speedup=— =1+ ﬂ[1 -1 —0)21:0'”]]. (75)
Yk o

IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON AEROSPACE AND ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS VOL. 40, NO. 3 JULY 2004



2) For a homogeneous multilevel fat tree, the
values of s are as follows:

Y% =0
1
3= — —~  (76)
S ,
122 ) (1= b,
Pj10 i1
1
YW= (77)
1+ —
Vk-1
The speedup is
Speedup = 1 + —— (78)

V-1

C. Speedup Calculation for Heterogeneous Trees

For tractability and to produce recursive
expressions, Section IITA and Section II1IB assumed
a homogeneous symmetrical tree. Speedup can be
calculated for heterogeneous and nonsymmetrical trees
by collapsing single level subtrees, starting from the
bottom of the multilevel tree and working upwards,
until a single equivalent processor representing the
operating characteristics of the entire tree is found
[2, 21]. Using this, the calculation of speedup relative
to a reference processor is straight forward. Since
relatively simple recursive algebraic expressions are
not possible, this procedure is best done recursively
by a computer program.

D. Use of Multi-Installment Scheduling

A known technique for decreasing the time
processors wait to receive load under sequential
distribution is to distribute load sequentially and
periodically in small installments or rounds [7, 18].
Multi-installment scheduling can be used in
conjunction with the optimal cut through switching
presented here to boost speedup. If communication
speeds are faster than computation speeds (the
assumption in here) then as installment size shrinks
a (saturating) performance improvement results. If
communication speeds are relatively slower than
computation speeds (as is the case in some wireless
networks) “gaps” will result in the timing and the
equations presented here will not be valid. In this case
though the use of store and forward switching will
result in excessive store and forward delay. The use of
cut through switching, by comparison, will lead to a
dramatic performance improvement.

IV.  SEQUENTIAL DISTRIBUTION USING STORE AND
FORWARD SWITCHING

Under store and forward switching, a node
must completely receive the load for itself and

its descendants before beginning to compute and
distribute load to its children.

Again, for the purposes of determining the optimal
load allocations, the single level trees within the
overall multilevel tree are divided into the root single
level subtree (level k) and the single level subtrees
below the root subtree (level 1,2,...,k—1). Itis
assumed that all data is available (and stored) at the
root at ¢ = 0. Thus the root can immediately deliver
load to its children at level k. This is the root node
with data storage case.

For the other single level trees, it is assumed that
its load must be completely received by a single level
tree root before being distributed to its children. After
this, load is relayed through the root to its children in
store and forward mode. This is the root node without
data storage case.

In both cases, only the simultaneous start strategy
is considered. In the simultaneous start strategy each
processor begins processing the received data while
it continues to receive the data. In the following both
cases are examined, first in the context of single level
trees in isolation and then in the context of multilevel
trees.

A. Processors with Sequential Distribution.
Homogeneous Multilevel Fat Tree Analysis

A fat tree architecture is now considered where
upper links have more capacity than lower links in
such a way that each node has bandwidth 1/z to the
root.

We proceed by aggregating single level subtrees
into equivalent processors, starting from the bottom
of the tree and working upwards [21]. The tree’s
bottommost single level subtrees are at level 1, and
the tree’s topmost (including the root) subtree is at
level k.

Consider a homogeneous multilevel fat tree
network where all processors have the same inverse
computing speed w, and all links of level j have
the same inverse transmission speed p;_;z. We use
the same tree labeling as in Fig. 2. The value
of p = is defined in Definition 3 from Section II,

that is,
-1

-1
py 1= (sz> .
1=0

Again, the process for the load distribution of a
multilevel fat tree network using the store and forward
switching for computing and communicating from
upper level to lower level can be represented by Gantt
chart-like timing diagram.

We derive the speedup of the whole multilevel
tree by successively collapsing single level trees into

(79)
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Fig. 8. Timing diagram of level j subtree using store and
forward switching, sequential distribution, and simultaneous start
for root node without data storage.

equivalent nodes until the entire tree is collapsed into
an equivalent node. We first use the root without data
storage model for levels (j = 1,2,...,k— 1), and then

use the root with data storage model for the top level
(level k).

B. Level j Subtree. Root Node without Data Storage
The Gantt chart-like timing diagram for jth level
subtree is illustrated in Fig. 8. According to Fig. §, the
fundamental recursive equations of the jth level tree

network are

aj,OWYZp = O[j,l‘/veqj,chp +1x pjzjzm (80)
CVj,i—lweqj,chp = aj,iweqjq]z‘p + aj,i—lpj—lZTcm’
i=23,...,m (81)

Here as we move up the tree, collapsing single
level trees into equivalent processors, the single
level trees consist of a root with inverse speed w
and children nodes of inverse speed w,, . The
normalization equation for the jth single level tree
with intelligent root is
=1. (82)

Ozj’0+ozj’1 +Ozj’2 + .- +Ozj’m
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This yields m + 1 linear equations with m + 1
unknowns. Now using (80),

wequl ];paj,l + ij]-;‘m 1
a.,O: = a4’l+p4g
! WTCP kequl ! /
(83)
where
keqj,l = W/Weq‘,-,l = 1/7]'—1 and o= Z’sz/W]Zp
(84)
Now from (81),
a..:weq/'*l]—;p_pjilzzwcma.. =q o
Jsi Weqj,I’Z;p Jii—1 eqj_1ji—1

i
= ququl O‘j,1=(qeqj,l)'7104j,1 (85)
=2

where i =2,3,...,m.
Naturally w,, T, > p; 2T, as communication
time is assumed as be faster than computation time.

We note that

Weqjq];p_pjflzjgm -1 p];lZT;»m % w

eg, , = = -
o we’l/'—lT;P we‘/j—lT;'P w
=Bty (86)
V-1
Consequently,
; » i1

i~1
e 1={1-ZL=x0 (87)

1=2 Tj-1

According to (83) and (85), the normalization
equation (82) becomes

1 m
pjo+ —k ooy + Zo‘j,i =1

€qj-1 i=2
1 m i
. t1+ ) quqH xa;=1-po.
€qj-1 i=2 LI=2

Finally, one obtains the value of a; ;:
l—pjo
1 m i )
A +1+370, {Hl:z qeqj,l}

eqj—1

(88)

o=

Proceeding as in the previous section, one can find v,
the inverse of speedup as

pjo+pjo|l— 1—h
.= dj = 71’71
7] w p.71 m
P10+ 1-(1-=
Yi-1

(89)
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C. Level k Subtree. Root Node with Data Storage

In this subsection two types of distribution
models for the topmost level subtree, level k, are
discussed. One is sequential distribution, the other
is simultaneous distribution. Generally simultaneous
distribution requires a CPU be fast enough to
continually load all output buffers to its children.
According to the specification as above, the timing
diagram and recursive formulae for speedup are the
same as Section IIIB2.

1) Level k Subtree Using Sequential Distribution:
The timing diagram of level k subtree using sequential
distribution is the same as illustrated in Fig. 6.
According to Fig. 6, the solution of -, and speedup
are obtained as (58) and (59) as follows:

1

Ve = v (90)
14— {l<l—pk_la>}
Dk—10 Vi1
Speedup = 1 + — {1—(1—Ma> }
Pr—10 V-1
o1

2) Level k Subtree Using Simultaneous Distribution:
The timing diagram of level k subtree using sequential
distribution is the same as illustrated in Fig. 7.
According to Fig. 7, the solution of 7, and speedup
are obtained as (92) and (93) as follows:

1

Y%= (92)
1+ —
V-1
1
Speedup = —. (93)
Y

V. SUMMARY AND PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

For cut through switching and store and forward
switching the recursive speedup formulae are
developed as above and summarized as follows.

A. Homogeneous Multilevel Fat Tree

In this part, we summarize the recursive formulae
for a multilevel fat tree using sequential distribution
under cut through switching and store and forward
switching.

For level j:
=1 (94)
v (cut through) = "o ! —
1+i{1—<1—£a> }
Pj1@ Vi1
95)
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7 (store and forward) =

(96)
where j =1,2,...,k— 1.
1) If the distribution of the k level is sequential,

=TT

Ve =
1+ ! {1(1
Pr10

The speedup is

97
Pr_t

Vi1

1 1 "
Speedup = — = 1 + {1—(1—£a> }
Yk Pr—10 Yi—1
(98)
2) If the distribution of the k level is simultaneous,
1
%= 99)
1+ —
Vk—1
The speedup is
Speedup = 1 -1+ (100)

Yk Vi1

B. Homogeneous Multilevel Nonfat Tree

The homogeneous multilevel nonfat tree using cut
through switching and store and forward switching
under the sequential distribution and simultaneous
start and method assume all the bandwidth of each
transmission link is the same, p; = 1. This is one
special case of the homogeneous multilevel fat
tree. The formulae of the tree using cut through
switching can be obtained as closed-form formulae.
The following formulae apply only to the model using
cut through switching.

Y =1 (101)
g
fy.:—/_ . ]=1,2, ,k*l
S ¢ RS
(102)
1) If the distribution of the k level is sequential
1
Y = I - (103)
14+={1—(1-)==™
+ (1= (=0
The speedup is
1 1 Kol
Speedup=—=1+—-{1—-(1 —O')El=lm .
peedup = — p ¥
(104)
2) If the distribution of the k level is simultaneous,
1
Y = - (105)
1+ 2011 = oS
o
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Ratio of Speedup Using Sequential Distribution for Cut Through Switching and
Store and Forward Switching (m=5, sigma=0.1) to That of the Ideal Model

09 | =
8! x
0_3_‘_\‘. o

A +

—— fat tree: cut through model (k_sim)/ideal model

— - fat tree: cut through model (k_seq)/ideal model

NonFat tree: cut through model (k_sim)/ideal model

- NonFat tree: cut through model (k_seq)/ideal model
fat tree: store and forward model (k_sim)/ideal model
fat tree: store and forward model (k_seq)/ideal model

Rl « NonFat tree: store and forward model (k_sim)/ideal model
NonFat tree: store and forward model (k_seq)/ideal model

ratio of speedup

0 5 10 15 20

25 30 35 40 45 50
k, the number of levels in a network

Fig. 9. Ratio of speedup for multilevel tree models using simultaneous start or staggered start to that for an ideal model.

The speedup is

Speedup = i =1+ ﬂ[l ! —U)Z;:t;ml],
Tk o
(106)

C. Performance Evaluation

According to the recursive equation (95), (96),
(97), and (99) for the fat tree model and setting p ;=1
(where j =0,1,...,k— 1) for the nonfat tree model, we
obtain the ratio of the speedup for these eight cases
to the speedup of the ideal model and then illustrate
the result in Fig. 9. The ideal model has extremely fast
communication time.

As shown in Fig. 9, the ratio of the speedup of the
store and forward models for the fat tree and nonfat
tree networks to that of the ideal model approaches
zero very quickly as the number of tree levels is
increased. This means that even if the store and
forward model uses a fat tree network, the speedup
saturates quickly under the sequential distribution.

The cut through model has the best performance with
a fat tree network. Even this model with a nonfat
tree network also has better performance than that

of a store and forward model with a fat tree

network.

VI.  CONCLUSION

The most important results of this paper are simple
recursive solutions for speedup and solution time for
a divisible load optimally scheduled on a multilevel
tree with virtual cut through switching. This is done
for a variety of scheduling features under a number

980

of scenarios. This work is more general than the
exact situations discussed here and the methodology
can be applied to a wide variety of load distribution
scheduling policies.

Aerospace applications will certainly see the
increasing use of multiple sensor/multiple processor
systems. In such systems the ability to do processing
in a solution time optimal manner decreases response
time and minimizes the amount of hardware necessary
to accomplish a task. With the increasing ubiquity
and decreasing cost of such systems, this tractable
performance evaluation approach should be of interest.
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