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On-Line Permutation Routing
In Partitioned Optical Passive Star Networks

Alessandro Mei and Romeo Rizzi

Abstract— This paper establishes the state of the art in both de-
terministic and randomized online permutation routing in the POPS
network. Indeed, we show that any permutation can be routed oline
on a POPS$d,g) network either with O(4logg) deterministic slots, or,
with high probability, with 5c[d/g] +o(c?/g)+0(log|ogg) randomized
slots, where constantc = exp(1+e1) ~ 3.927 When d = ©(g), that
we claim to be the “interesting” case, the randomized algothm is
exponentially faster than any other algorithm in the literature, both
deterministic and randomized ones. This is true in practiceas well.
Indeed, experiments show that it outperforms its rivals eva starting from
as small a network as @POP$2,2), and the gap grows exponentially with
the size of the network. We can also show that, under proper Ipothesis,
no deterministic algorithm can asymptotically match its peformance.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The ever-growing demand of fast interconnections in midtips- . ) . i .
Fig. 1. A POPS3,3). Processors are shown as circles, while optical passive

sor_ systems ha§ qutered a.large interest in optical teogyLQAII- stars are shown as boxes. Optical signals flow from the lefir@oright. The
optical communication benefits from a number of good charetics processors on the left and the processors on the right areaiime objects

such as no opto-electronic conversion, high noise immurhd shown twice for the sake of clearness.
low latency. Optical technology can provide an enormous waro
of bandwidth and, most probably, will have an important riolehe
future of distributed and parallel computing systems. interconnected optical network usimg OPS couplers. A one-to-all
The Partitioned Optical Passive Stars (POPS) network 21][3], communication pattern can also be performed in only oneirsltite
[4] is a SIMD parallel architecture that uses a fast opticetwmrk following way: Processor (the speaker) sends the packet to all the
composed of multiple Optical Passive Star (OPS) couplerd.xAd  couplersc(a,groug(i)), a€ {0,...,g— 1}, during the same slot all
OPS coupler is an all-optical passive device which is capalfl the processorg, j € {0,...,n—1}, can receive the packet through
receiving an optical signal from one of itb sources and broadcastcouplerc(groug(j),grou(i)).
it to all of its d destinations. The number of processors of the The POPS network has been shown to support a number of
network is denoted by, and each processor has a distinct inderon trivial algorithms. Several common communication grais are
in {0,...,n—1}. The n processors are partitioned in® groups realized in [3]. Simulation algorithms for the ring, the rheand the
of d processorsn = dg, in such a way that processorbelongs hypercube interconnection networks can be found in [5] aid [
to group groufi) := |i/d| (see Figurd]l). For each pair of groupsSome reliability issues are analyzed in [7]. Algorithms fdata
a,be {0,...,g— 1}, a couplerc(b,a) is introduced which has all sum, prefix sums, consecutive sum, adjacent sum, and selezal
the d processors of group as sources and all the processors of movement operations are also described in [6] and [8]. | &teth
group b as destinations. During a computational step (also referréhe algorithms for hypercube simulation and prefix sums Hzen
to as aslot), each processor receives a single message from onémproved in [9]. An algorithm for matrix multiplication isrpvided
of the g couplersc(group(i),a), a€ {0,...,g— 1}, performs some in [10]. Moreover, [11] shows that POPS networks can be nemtlel
local computations, and sends a single message to a subdet @f by directed and complete stack graphs with loops, and udges th
couplersc(b,group(i)), be {0,...,g—1}. The couplers are broadcastformalization to obtain optimal embeddings of rings and deijB
devices, so this message can be received by more than oresgooc graphs into POPS networks.
in the destination groups. In agreement with the literatur¢he case In [8], Datta and Soundaralakshmi claim that in most prattic
when multiple messages are sent to the same coupler, we@ssatm POPS$d,g) networks it is likely thatd > g. We believe that they
no message is delivered. This architecture is denoted bySRDE®. are only partly right. While it is true that systems with< g are
One of the advantages of a PQB3)) network is that its diameter too expensive, it is also true that systems wdth> g give too low
is one. A packet can be sent from processoto processorj, parallelism to be worth building. We illustrate our pointtiwian
i # ], in one slot by using couplee(groug(j),group(i)). However, example. Consider the problem of summingnidata values on a
its bandwidth varies according @ In a POP$n, 1) network, only POPSd,g) network, d = g = y/n. This network has processors.
one packet can be sent through the single coupler per sloth®n Therefore, the algorithm can work as follows: we input 16datlues
other extreme, a POREN) network is a highly expensive, fully per processor, let each processor sum up its 16 data vahefinally
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buy additional 18 processors and build a A®rocessor POR&',g’)  for online permutation routing that runs (D(% +logg) slots [15].

network withd’ = 16d = 16,/n andg’ = g= /n. Now, we can use  Our contribution is both theoretical and practical. We shiat

just one step to input the data values, one per processothandise any permutation can be routed on a PQ®E) network either

the same algorithm in [8] to get the overall sum. Unfortuhatiis  with O(%Iogg) deterministic slots, or, with high probability, with

algorithm still requires 16-logn slots, even though we are solving5c[d/g]+0(d/g)+O(log logg) randomized slots, where constant

a problem of the same size using a system with 16 times maep(1+e 1)~ 3.927. The deterministic algorithm is based on a direct

processors! simulation of the AKS network, and it is the first that reqsi@nly
The problem is not on the data sum algorithm in [8]. Essdytialo(glogg) slots. Wherd = ©(g), that we claim to be the “interesting”

the same thing happens with the prefix sums algorithm in [8, t case, the randomized algorithm is exponentially fastem @y other

simulations in [6], and all the other algorithms in the l&eire for the algorithm in the literature, both deterministic and randed ones.

POPS network we know of, including the ones presented irpipier.  This is true in practice as well. Indeed, our experimentsastuat

The point is that a POR8,g) network can exchangg? messages it outperforms its rivals even starting from as small a nekwas

at most in a slot. This is an unavoidable bottleneck for netwo a POP$2,2), and the gap grows exponentially with the size of

whered is much larger thamg, resulting in the poor parallelism of the network. We can also show that, under proper hypothesis,

these systems. Also, experience says that the d@asg is the most deterministic algorithm can asymptotically match its perfance.

interesting from a “mathematical” point of view. In the péttrature, This paper also presents a strong separation theorem betwee

the casel > g and symmetrically the cagk< g are always dealt with determinism and randomization. We build a meaningful artdraa

by reducing them to the cask= g, that usually contains the “core” problem inspired on permutation routing in the POPS netveurgh

of the problem in its purest form. This work is not an exceptio that there exists ®(loglogg) slots randomized solution, and such

this empirical yet general rule. So, it is probably more osable that no deterministic solution can do better tHaflogg) slots, that

to assume that practical POPS networks will hdve ©(g), that is is exponentially slower. To the best of our knowledge, thithe first

d/g, and similarlyg/d, bounded by a constant. strong separation result from Igdo loglogg, and, quite interestingly,
In any case, finding good algorithms for the casg g, bothd < it does not make use of the notion of oblivious routing, thatskhow

g andd > g, is of absolute importance, since it is not clear whaib be essentially out of target in the context of routing ia #OPS

is the optimal tradeoff betweed, g, and the cost of the network network.

yet. Furthermore, an optimal tradeoff may not exist in gahesince

it probably depends on the specific problem being solved. H&y t II. ADETERMINISTICALGORITHM

way, such algorithms are often non Frivial, as, for exampie[8]. Let Ny := {0,1,...,m— 1} denote the set of the firsh natural
Therefore, we partly accept the claim in [8] that the numbiggroups  ,;hers. In then-line permutation routing problemwe are givem

cannot substantially exceed the ngmper of processors pa_pgSo, packets, one per processor. Pagket € Ny, originates at processar
throughout the whole paper, we will discuss our asymptbtesults o soyrce processomnd has processar(i) asdestination wherert
assuming thag grows and thatl = Q(g). Nonetheless, we will keep is a permutation ofNy,

in mind that the “important” case is likely to = ©(g). The problem is to route all the packets to destination wittiems
Here, we consider thpermutation routing problemEach of the g5 a5 possible. Crucially, permutatiaris not known in advance—

n processors of the POPS network has a packet that is to beCBenéttthe beginning of the computation, each processor knowstba
another node, and each processor is the destination oflexat destination of the packet it stores.

packet. This is a fundamental problem in parallel computamgl
interconnection networks, and the literature on this tapieast. As
an excellent starting point, the reader can see [12]. On (BPF A. The Upper Bound
network, this problem has been studied in two differentioais the ~ So far, the best deterministic algorithm for online perrtiota
offline and theonline permutation routing problem. In the former,routing on the POP@, g) network is presented in [8]. The algorithm
the permutation to be routed is globally known in the networkuns inO(%logzg) slots. The computational bottleneck i©gog?g)
Therefore, every processor can pre-compute the routedquaitket sorting sub-routine that sortg? data value[d/g] times, each on
taking advantage of this information. This version of thehbem one of the[d/g] POPSg,g) sub-networks into which the larger
has been implicitly studied, for particular permutations,all the POPS$d,g) network is partitioned. The idea in [8] is to make each
simulation algorithms we reviewed above. Later, most of¢hesults POPS3g,g) network simulate Leighton’@(log2 n) sorting algorithm
have been unified by proving that any permutation can oplymalfor then-processor hypercube [12], that is, in turn, an impleméonat
be routed off-line in one slot, whed =1, and 2d/g] slots, when of Batcher’'s odd-even merge sort. This is carried out by gisin
d>1[13]. general result due to Sahni [6], showing that every move mdranal

In the online version, every processor knows only the dastin algorithm for the hypercube (where only one dimension iduse
of the packet it stores. This problem has been attacked inT[8¢ communication at each step) can be simulated wjith/g] slots on
solution iteratively makes use of a sub-routine that sgftstems a POPS network of the same size. Since Leighton's algorithm i
in POP%g,g) subnetworks of the larger PORSg) network. The normal, and since the sub-routine is always used on P@BSsub-
sub-routine is built by hypercube simulation starting fraither networks, we get a constant factor slow-down.
Cypher and Plaxton'®©(lognloglogn) sorting algorithm for then- The algorithm in [8] is fairly good in practice, since hidden
processor hypercube or from Leighton’s implementation] [@k8 constants are small. However, we are interested in the lsgstm
the n-processor hypercube of Batcher's odd-even merge sort algotical result. So, as suggested in [8], we can replace thghten
rithm [14]. In the first case, Datta and Sounderalakshmi get timplementation of Batcher's odd-even merge sort with Cypdoed
asymptotically fastest algorithm for routing in the POPSwmek, Plaxton’s routing algorithm for the hypercube, that is apyatically
running in O(%Iogglog logg) slots. In the second, they get anfaster (though slower for networks of practical size), siricruns
algorithm that turns out to be the fastest in practice, mgnin in O(lognloglogn) time [16]. This yields @(%Ioggloglogg) slots
%Iogzg+%+3logg+7 slots. Recently, and independently of thisalgorithm for permutation routing on the POPS network, thsat
work, Rajasekaran and Davila have presented a randomigedthiim  a good improvement. Nonetheless, here we do even better. Our



simple key idea is to simulate a fast sorting network disecth used in [20], we can prove that any oblivious deterministiating
the POPS, instead of going through hypercube simulatiorgiing  algorithm need<2(,/g) slots to deliver correctly every permutation.
an improvedO(logg) upper bound for sorting on the POPS networkMoreover, by customizing and slightly adapting the apphodevel-
we also get an asymptotically faster algorithm for onlinenpgtation oped in [19] (that makes use of Yao’s minimax principle [21f)is
routing. also possible to show that any oblivious randomized rouwiggrithm
A comparator|i : j], i, j € N, sorts thei-th and j-th element of must useQ(logg/loglogg) slots on the average.
a data sequence into non-decreasing ordecoparator stages a Theorem 2.5:For any POP8&I,g) network, d = ©(g), and any
composition of comparator; : j1]o---o[ix: jk] such that ali; and oblivious deterministic routing algorithm, there is a petation for
js are distinct, and &orting networkis a sequence of comparatorwhich the routing time i€(,/g) slots.
stages such that any input sequence dfta elements is sorted into Proof: We essentially customize the proof in [20] to POPS
non-decreasing order. An introduction to sorting netwockst be networks, but also some minor modifications are in order towal
found in [17]. Crucially, we can show that a PQE3y) network can for passive devices and a few different assumptions.
efficiently simulate any comparator stage. We assumel = g, the extension ta = ©(g) or wider involving no
Theorem 2.1 ([13]):A POPSd, g) network can route off-line any further ideas, only more technical fuss. Consider the kiggadigraph
permutation among the= dg processors using one slot whér=1 D = (V,A) having the seP of processors and the sBtof couplers
and Zd/g] slots whend > 1. as color classes and having as arcithose pairgp,c) such that
Lemma 2.2:A POPSd,g) network,n=dg, can simulate a com- processorp can send to couplec plus those pairgc, p) such that
parator stage in one slot, wheh= 1, and in Zd/g] slots, when processorp can listen from couplec. We have|P| = n=dg=¢?

d>1. processors an(C| = g2 = n couplers,)V| = |P| 4 |C| = 2n; all nodes
Proof: Let(i1: ji]o---o[ik: j] be a comparator stage. We definehave in-degree and out-degree both equai.to
a function rt such thatr(ir) = jr and ri(jr) =ir for all r. Since all ~ Every oblivious algorithm defines a directedb-path, denoted

ir are distinct, and so are ajk, 1T can arbitrarily be extended in with (a,b], for every pair(a,b) € P2, namely, the directed path
such a way to be a permutation. By Theorem 2rican be routed of D followed by a packet with destination ib and origin in

in one slot wherd = 1, and Zd/g| slots whend > 1. During this a. The characteristic vectog(, of a path (a,b] is defined by
routing, for everyr, processoi; sends its data value to procesgpr regarding the path has the set of its nodes includingut not
and vice-versa. Then, processpriscards the maximum of the two a. The congestionof a family M of directed paths is defined as
data values, while processgr discards the minimum. B ¢(M) == maxev ¥ abjen X(ab (V). It is clear that the congestion of

In [18], the AKS sorting network is presented. This netwarlable to M gives a lower bound on the number of steps required to move
sort any data sequence with or{logn) comparator stages, whicha packet along each path i since no processor i? and no

is optimal. By simulating the AKS network on a POPS networikgs coupler in C can receive more than one different packet within

LemmalZ2, we easily get the following theorem. a single slot. To prove the theorem we do the following: with
Theorem 2.3:A POPSg,g) network can sorig? data values in reference to the path familj(a,b]|(a,b) € P2} determined by the
O(logg) slots. oblivious algorithm under consideration, we show how tostarct
The above result is the key to improve on the best deterriinistt permutationrt: P — P such thatc({(a, m(a)] |a € P}) > ,/g/2.
algorithm for online permutation routing in the literature This will imply the stated lower bound regardless of the aieg
Corollary 2.4: A POPS{d,g) network can route on-line any per-discipline, however omniscent, employed by the algoritFior. every
mutation inO(% logg) slots. beP, let §:={VeEV |Tacp\ (b} X(ap/(V) = \/9/2}. Clearly, every

Proof: To get the claim, it is enough to plug the sortingpath(a,b], a¢ S, must have a last node not #. Moreover, since
algorithm of Theorenl2]13 into Stage 1 of the deterministigtimg b € §,, the next node on the patfa, b] must be inS,. Let X, be
algorithm proposed in [8]. B the set of these last nodes wharranges inP\ §,. By definition

This algorithm is not very practical. Indeed, it is based be t of §, no node inX, can be the last node outsidg for more
AKS network that, in spite of being optimal, is not efficienhen than,/g/2 such paths, hencf\ S| < [Xp|(,/9/2), which implies
n is small due to very large hidden constants. However, theltres|S;| > /g in case|X,| < g,/3. Moreover, [X,| < g|S| since the in-
is important from a theoretical point of view because of twot$: degree of the network is bounded Ry This implies|S,| > /g in
it establishes that, in principl@(%logg) slots are enough to solve the complementary case thi,| > g,/g. In conclusion,|S,| > /g
deterministically the online permutation routing probleamd, when holds for everyb € P. Therefore, by an averaging argument, there
d = O(g) and under proper hypothesis, it matches one of the lowatust exist as € V which belongs to at Ieaé% = \/Tg of these sets

bounds for deterministic algorithms in the next section. S, beP. LetB={bePlve §}. Let t)17l;)27,,,7t;)\/§/2 be distinct
processors ifB and run the following greedy algorithm where for all
B. A Few Lower Bounds processorg in P the valuern(p) is initially undefined.

Borodin et al. [19] study the extent to which both complex FOri:=110,/G/2, leta be any processor i, such that
hardware and randomization can speed up routing in inteetion n(a) is undefined and defina(a) := b.
networks. One of the questions they address is bblivious routing Notice that such am can be found at each steg< ,/g/2 since at
algorithms(in which the possible paths followed by a packet depergtepi at mosti values ofrr have been defined, whil, > /9. More-
only on its own source and destination) compare witlaptive rout- over, 7T can be clearly extended to a full permutation, while already
ing algorithms Since oblivious routing can usually be implemented({(a, 71(a)] |71(a) is defined) > |{a|m(a) is defined|=,/g/2 since
by using limited hardware resources on each node, it is itapbr nodev belongs to each patfa, 77(a)] by construction. [ |
to understand whether it is worth using the more complexvaare Theorem 2.6:For any POPR&I,g) network, d = ©(g), and any
required by adaptive routing. Here, we address similartipres In - oblivious deterministic routing algorithm, the expectediting time
the following, our discussion will be limited to the cade= ©(g). for a random permutation (with each permutation chosen witi
Unfortunately, the concept of oblivious routing does nagrseto  form probability) isQ(logg/loglogg).
be useful for POPS networks. Indeed, by adapting the idess fir  Proof: The proofs to be customized and adapted here come



from [19]. The customization starts again by considerirglitpartite
digraphD = (V,A) on color classe® andC introduced in the proof
of TheoremZb. Also the various small adjustment are inagyal
with those detailed in the proof of Theordml?2.5. [ ]
Corollary 2.7: For any POPRI,g) network, d = ©(g) and any
oblivious deterministic routing algorithm, there is a petation for
which the expected routing time &(logg/loglogg).
Proof: To get this corollary of Theoreri 3.6, use the Yao
minimax principle [21] in perfect analogy to what is done 19]. m
These complexities are not satisfactory. Indeed, hereisnptiper
we show a non-oblivious deterministic algorithm that rum©{logg)
slots and a non-oblivious randomized one that run©jitoglogg)
slots with high probability. So, by restricting to oblivisalgorithms,
it may be true that we get a (somewhat) simpler processorwbut
also lose an exponential factor in running time, both wittl aithout
randomization. This is not a good deal. Therefore, we witldiscuss
oblivious routing any more, and will focus only on adaptieaiting.
Finding good lower bounds for adaptive deterministic nogitis
not trivial. In [19], the authors explicitly say that they menot able
to provide any result for this case in their context. Here, gixe
partial answers. First, we prove @(logg) tight lower bound for a
special case of adaptive deterministic routing that apgheth to the
hypercube simulation routing algorithm in [8] and to ouratetinistic
algorithm (that is, in this context, optimal). Second, wever a
strong separation theorem between determinism and razdtoni.
Indeed, we can show both @(logg) lower bound for a class of
adaptive deterministic routing algorithms, ando@oglogg) upper
bound for the same class where processors are allowed toagen
and use randomization. To the best of our knowledge, thisaditst
separation theorem showing a gap betweemlagd loglogn.
Consider our deterministic routing algorithm, proposed tlie

previous section. It is based on a simulation of the AKS ggrti

network. At every slot, each processor sends its packet toea p

determined other processor, according to the comparaiergoing
to simulate in the slot. So, the communication patterns aes ffor
the whole computation, and do not depend on the input petionta

We can prove a lower bound for all algorithms that have theesam

property. More formally, a routing algorithm is calleidid if, at every

slot t, each processarsends one of the packets it currently store

to the set of groupout(i,t), and listens to groumi,(i,t), where

functionsCoyt andci, depend solely ohand on the processor index.
Here, we can assume that the processors have enough Iocairmerﬁ

to store a copy of all the packets they have seen so far andhiat
choose the packet to send according to any strategy or #dgori
This is enough to get the following lower bound.

This bound applies to both tk(é(log2 g) algorithm in [8] and to our
deterministic algorithm in the previous section. Therefavithin the
class of rigid algorithms, our proposed routing scheme tsag.

Now, we prove a strong separation theorem. Under restricted
hypotheses, we can show that randomization can give an erfiah
speed-up over determinism. Here, we address a class ofhgouti
algorithms we calltwo-hops algorithmsA two-hops algorithm has
‘she following properties:

1) Every processor has two buffers, Arbuffer and aB-buffer;

2) at the beginning, the packets are stored inAHauffer of each
processor;

3) at every odd slott2+1,t=0,1,..., every processor with a
packet in theA-buffer sends the packet to groagy:(i, 2t + 1)
(two-hops algorithms can only use unicast), listens toriniog
packets from groui (i, 2t + 1), and store the incoming packet
(if any) into the B-buffer;

4) at every even slott2t = 1,..., every processor sends the
packet in theB-buffer to destination, reset thB-buffer, and
listens to incoming packets from couplep (i, 2t).

Also, we will make the following assumptions:

5) when multiple packets use the same coupler (multiple gtack
from a group sent to the same group), no packet is delivered.
6) When a packet arrives to any processor in the destinatimmpg
it is considered to be successfully routed, and disappeans f
the network (from the originah-buffer as well);

The last hypothesis simplifies the job of routing all the paskto
Cdestination—we don't have to take care of acks when paclketshr
their destination. However, since we are proving a lowerniou
we don't lose generality. Now, our goal is to show that forrgve
deterministic choice of functionsj;, and coyt, there exists an input
permutation such that the routing is completedflogg) slots. On
the other hand, our randomized algorithm shows that theisisea
deterministiccj, and a randomized,t such that all the packets are
routed to destination i®(loglogg) slots with high probability.
Consider a deterministic two-hops algorithm. Assume thmt t
algorithm stops aftell < %min{longogg} slots, T even. We will
gay that processarshootson groupa in the firstT slots if there
exists an odd < T such thatcou(i,t) = a
Lemma 2.9:There exists a groupg such that at mosdT proces-
ors shoot orag in the firstT slots.
Proof: By counting. [ ]

Corollary 2.10: There are at leash —dT = dg—dT > dg/2
processors$ such that processardoes not shoot ogg in the firstT

Theorem 2.8:Any deterministic and rigid algorithm for online SIOtS:

permutation routing on the PORSg) network,d = ©(g), must use
Q(logn) slots.

Proof: Consider a processar Let P(i,t) be the set of all
packets that are potentially stored by processat slott, according
to the routing algorithm. At the beginnindg(i,0) = {p;}. During
slott, processor can receive at most one packet from graygi,t).
Assume this packet comes from procesgonndex j is statically
determined and is independent of the initial permutatidnces the
algorithm is rigid. So, eitheP(i,t) = P(i,t — 1) UP(j,t — 1) or
P(i,t) =P(i,t — 1), if no packet is sent to groug, (i,t) (because there
is no such processg or a conflict occurred). ThereforfR(i,t)| < 2
for all t > 0.

Now, assume that the algorithm stops aftet logn slots. Then,
|P(i,t)| < n, and there existh such thatpy, ¢ P(i,t). As a conse-
guence, the routing algorithm must fail for all input peratidns
such that the destination gy, is processori. We conclude that
t =Q(logn). [ |

Let P(ag) be the set of processoissuch that processadrdoes not
shoot onag in the firstT slots. By CorollanCZI0|P(ap)| > dg/2. A
subsetA C P(ag) is ,/g-robustif for every i € A and for everyt < T
there are at leasy/g processorg in A such thatcou(i,t) = Cout(j,t).

Lemma 2.11:There exists g/g-robust subse®’(ag) C P(ap) such
that |P'(a0)| > ¥ — T 9y/3.

Proof: If P(ag) is not ,/g-robust, then there must be a
processori € P(ag) and at < T such thatc(i,t) = c(j,t) for less
than /g processorg € P(ag). This means that all the processgrs
such thatc(i,t) = c(j,t) (including i) must be removed fronk(ag)
to get a,/g-robust subset. So, l€(ag) be obtained fronP(ag) by
removing all these processors and mark the ffaa(i,t)). Start now
from Py(ap) in place ofP(ag) and keep iterating. Notice that no pair
can be marked twice in the process. The number of pairs is at mo
Tg, and each time we mark a pair we drop at mg& processors.

|



Theorem 2.12:Any deterministic and two-hops algorithm for on-
line permutation routing on the PORg) network,d = ©(g), must
useQ(logn) slots.

Proof: We will show that for every processeérin P'(ag) there
exists an input permutation such that will not reach destination.
The idea of the proof is as follows: we can build an input peatian
such thatp; has to perform two hops to get to destination, and th
has a conflict at every even slot. Take a pagketuch thai € P'(ag)
and mark the packet. Now, far:=T —1 downto 1,t odd, do the
following:

for every marked packep;,

1) take an unmarked packpj such that(h,t) =
2) mark packetpy,.
Then, set the destination of all marked packets to processor

c(j,b);

5) every copy that arrived to its temporary destination grisi
sent to its destination.

During the step, there are at most two replicas of the samkepac

One is theoriginal packet stored in the source processor; the other
is the copy, that tries to go from the source processor to a random
intermediate group, then to its temporary destination groand

i ally to its destination. In slot 4, if the source processareives an

ack, it can be sure that the copy has been successfully edivas
proved in Propositiofi3]12, and can safely delete the origiaaket.
In fact, the original packet gets deleted in slot 4 if and dflyvithin
the step, the copy gets to destination in slot 5.

In slots 1, 2, and 5, for every growp every processdrin groupa
is responsible for listening to couplex(a,A(i)) for the message
possibly coming from groupA(i). This way, every conflict-less

groupap, so that no marked packet can get to destination in one hopmmunication successfully completes and no packet is llodéed,

(they are chosen fror® (ag) C P(ap)). The number of packets that
are marked in the above process does not exceeadr ,/g, since

during slots 1 and 2, in every group a € Ng, the processor with
index b within the group,b € Ny, receives the packet that is possibly

T<5 mm{logd logg}. The important property guaranteed by theoming from groupb. In slot 5, every processar(i) that still has to

above process is that any packgtmarked at time will experience
a conflict during all even slots from the beginning of the nogit
to timet. In particular, packeip; does not reach destination within
T = Q(logn) slots. [ |

We believe that th€(logg) lower bound for deterministic routing
holds in a much wider setting. This is described in the foif@ytwo
conjectures.

Conjecture 2.13:There exists a deterministic algorithm for onlineshould be expected, and many of the communications may not

permutation routing on the POREg) network,d =
optimal and conflict-free.

Conjecture 2.14:Any deterministic and conflict-free algorithm for
online permutation routing on the PORISg) network, d = ©(g),
must useQ(logn) slots.

O(g), that is

I11. A RANDOMIZED ALGORITHM

Here we present our randomized algorithm. In the followiwe,
will make use of the so callednion bound a simple bound on the
union of events.

Fact 3.1 (Union Bound):Let Ey, ...,

Pr{U Ei ZPr Eil.

We will use a functionA(x) := x modg. Moreover, we will say
that some event happensith high probability meaning that the
probability of the event is + 1/gk for some positivek.

,Em be m events. Then,

A. The Case &g

Given a packetp;, i € Ny, its temporary destination grougps
group A(ri(i)) = m(i) modg. Note that there are exactly packets
with temporary destination group, for all a € Ng. The idea of
the routing algorithm is as follows: Each packet is first eslito a
randomly and independently chosemdom intermediate groyghen
to its temporary destination group, and lastly to its finadtaetion.
So, we iterate the followingtep composed of five slots:

1) each processor containing a packeto be routed chooses a
random intermediate group (uniformly and independently at
random oveNg) and sends a copy of packptto groupr;
every copy that arrived to the random intermediate graup
sent to its temporary destination group;
for each copy that arrived to the temporary destinatiasugr
an ack is sent back to the random intermediate group;

2)
3)
4)

is sent back to the source processor which, in turn, delbtes
original packet;

receive packep; hopefully receives its packet from groug(ri)),
the temporary destination group of packgt Slots 3 and 4 behave
differently. Indeed, each ack sent during slot 3 is receilgdthe
same processor that sent the packet in slot 2. Similariyh eak
sent during slot 4 is received by the same processor thattsent
packet in slot 1.

Clearly, during slots 1 and 2, multiple conflicts on the ceuspl

complete. For example, two packets in the same group carsefthe
same random intermediate group during slot 1, or two packitliag
to go to the same temporary destination group are currente
same random intermediate group during slot 2. On the contshots
3, 4, and 5 do not generate any conflict, as shown in the fatigwi
proposition.

Proposition 3.2: At all steps, slots 3, 4, and 5 of the routing
algorithm do not generate any conflict.

Proof: Consider packef; stored at processdrin group a.
Assume that, during an arbitrary step, its random interatedjroup
is r(i), chosen uniformly at random. In the case when paghket
survives slot 1 and arrives to its random intermediate grolp
we know that couplerc(r(i),a) has been used to send packgt
only, otherwise a conflict would have stopped the packet.edeer,
since there is only one processor in grayp that is responsible for
receiving packetp;, namely processor(i)d+a, there will be only
one ack message corresponding to pagketo be sent in slot 4,
and this ack message is the only one that uses the symmaetiféeco
c(a,r(i)) during slot 4. In conclusion, slot 4 is conflict-free. A sianil
argument shows that slot 3 is conflict-free as well.

Consider now slot 5. Assume that, after step 4, pagkehas
arrived at the same temporary destination group as pagkethis
means that\(ri(i)) = A(7(j)). That is, (i) = ri(j) modg. In this
case, it is not possible that(i) and ri(j) are in the same group;
otherwise we would hava(i) = (), in contrast with the fact that
is a permutation. Therefore, packggsand p; go to different groups
from their temporary destination group. In other wordspsteis
conflict-free as well. [ ]

By Propositiol 3P, if packep; survives the first two slots of a step,
then, in the very same step, it will be routed to its destorgtand an
ack will be successfully returned to source process@hen the ack
arrives, the source processor can delete the packet, siknews it
will be safely stored by the destination processor. Comgrsf no

for each ack arrived to the random intermediate group,c&n aack arrives, the packet is not deleted, and the processsrdgain to

deliver it in the next step, choosing again a possibly déférandom
temporary group.



group 0
0 dnoi8

1 dnoa8
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Fig. 2. Example of randomized routing in a PGBS3) network. Packeps has destinatiomt(5) = 1 in group 0. Its temporary destination group is group
n(5) modg= 1. In this step, the random intermediate group chosen byepamkis group 2.

By the above discussion, we can safely concentrate on slotdatger than 8% /g = 2g~B. Therefore, the probability that the packet
and 2. A useful way to visualize the conflicts in slots 1 and 2wf is not routed in each of the/B steps is at most
arbitrary step is shown in Figufe 3(a). At any given step efributing s
algorithm, letrr be the restriction of the input permutation to those 2\F 2%/B _ Cg
packets that have not been successfully routed yet (duriegiqus (973) T g
steps). We build thegraph of conflicts a bipartite multi-graphG;,;
on node classe$:= Ny and D := Ng. For every groupa and for By the union bound, the probability that any of tie™® < g* packets
each packep; in groupa and yet to be routed, we introduce an edgé the network has not been routed ify®Bsteps is at mostg/g.
with one endpoint ina € S and the other endpoint in the temporaryAs a matter of fact, the hard part of the job is to reduce thgaini
destination grough(7i(i)) € D. During slot 1 of the step, every edgenumber ofg packets in each group in such a way to get a “sparse”
(packet yet to be routed) randomly and uniformly choosemlar set of remaining packets. We can prove that this is done tyuimk
in Ng (the random intermediate group). Clearly, a same packet caur randomized algorithm by providing sharp bounds on thaber
choose different colors in different steps of the routingoathm. X of packets that are successfully delivered in a step. We elXfias
Now we can exactly characterize the conflicts in the first tlatssof @ sum of indicator random variablés, whereZ; is equal to 1 if the
the routing algorithm during step Packetp; in groupa (represented i-th packet is delivered in this step, and 0 otherwise. It isartant to
by an edge froma € Sto A(r(i)) € D) has a conflict during slot 1 realize that these random variables are not independenévént that
if and only if there is another edge incident dee S with the same one packet has a conflict influences the probability thatrevqiacket
random color. Moreover, if we remove all edges relative tokegs has a conflict as well. As a consequence, we cannot use the well
that have a conflict in slot 1 (see Figlire $(b)), every remajmiacket known Chernoff bound to get sharp estimates of the valu¢ siihce
pi has a conflict during slot 2 if and only if there is another renimg ~ there does not seem to be any way to describe the process as a su
edge incident td\(71(i)) € D with the same random color. FigJre_3(c)of independent random variable. So, we need a more sofatetic
shows which packets of Figufe_3(a) survive both slots anchanee mathematical tool. Specifically, we will see that slots 1 @naf one
delivered to destination by Propositibnl3.2. step of the routing algorithm can be modeled by a set of ngatés.
Our first result shows that, in case the packets are “sparstéifei  Martingale theory is useful to get sharp bounds when thegamés
network, then all the packets can be delivered in a constamber described in terms of not necessarily independent randafables.
of slots with high probability. For an introduction to martingales, the reader is refereef@2].
Lemma 3.3:If the maximum degree of the conflict graph gé  Also [23], [24], [25], and [26] give a description of martialg theory.
for some constantr < 1, then the routing algorithm delivers all Here, we give a brief review of the main definitions and thewe
the packets to destination in a constant number of slots igh We Will be using in the following.
probability. Definition 3.4 ([22]): Given the o-field (Q,F) with F = 2 a
Proof: Since the maximum degree of the conflict graplyds filter is a nested sequend@ C 1 C --- C Fm of subsets of  such
in every group of the POPS network there are at ng8spackets left that
to be routed, and every group of the POPS network is the teampor 1) Fo= {0,Q};
destination group of at mogf' packets. Le = 1—a. We show that ~ 2) Fr,=29;
the probability that all packets get routed to destinatiathiw 3/ 3) for 0O<h<m, (Q,Fy) is ao-field.
steps is at least 4 cg /g, wherecg :=2%/F is a constant depending  Definition 3.5 ([22]): Let (Q,F,Pr) be a probability space with a
only on (the constantB. Consider a generic packg in groupa. filter Fy,...,Frn. Suppose thaY,...,Ym are random variables such

The probability that packep; has a conflict in one step is at mostthat for allh > 0, Z, is Fj-measurable. The sequengg,...,Zm is a
equal to the probability that either one of the packets irugr@ or  martingaleprovided that, for alh > 0,

one of the packets with temporary destination gréup(i)) chooses

the same random intermediate group as pagketSince at most E[Zh.1|Fh] = Zp.

g” — 1 other packets are in groum and similarly at mosg® —1 The next tail bound for martingales is similar to the Chefafund
have temporary destination grog(i)), this probability cannot be for the sum of Poisson trials.



(a) Conflict graphGy; (b) conflict graphG;;, where (c) conflict graphG;;, where
only packets surviving slot 1 only packets surviving both
are shown; slot 1 and slot 2 are shown.

Fig. 3. Conflict graphGy, where permutationt= [1,5,8,9,3,10,11, 14,1513, 0,7,2,6,12 4] (consequentlyA(r(-)) =[1,1,0,1,3,2,3,2,3,1,0,3,2,2,0,0]),
in a POP%4,4) network.

Theorem 3.6 (Azuma’s Inequality [22]Let Zo,...,Zm be a mar- focus on the nodes in these sets. Consider an arbitrary aads’.

tingale such that for each, The expectation oZil, i €S, can be bounded as follows:
120 = Zn-a] < Cn, E[z)=Privhe S\ {i}, Gy #C]= [] PriG#G]
wherec, may depend om. Then, for allt >0 and anyA > 0, hes"s\a‘{'}l (1)
1 _
— 1/\2 =(1—— >e*‘%‘/g
Pr{|zi—2Zo| > A] < 2e 2. ( 9) -

Theorem 3.7:A POPSg,g) network can route any permutation in

O(loglogg) slots with high probability.
Proof: Let Gy = (S D;E) be the conflict graph at step of

the routing algorithm, wherer is the input permutation restricted to
those packets that still have to be routed at the beginningtegs. E[Xa]=E {
Let ds be the maximum degree d&;. So, at steps there are at
most ds packets left to be routed in every group, and at mast
packets are willing to go to the same temporary destinatiaum
Clearly,d; <d. We will show that afteO(loglogg) steps the conflict
graph has maximum degree at mgst®. This is enough to prove
this theorem by LemmB_3.3.

Assume to be at step If ds < g”®, then we are done. So, we

can assume thak > g°/6. Let S, a€ S, be the set of indices of the :
packets of groum that still have to be delivered at the beginning th packet inS, can only affe(’:t '_[he exp_ected value of the SM@“ at
most by two. By the Azuma'’s inequality, for evedy> 0

steps. Similarly, let Dy, b € D, be the set of indices of the packets
in the whole network that still have to be delivered and thageh Pr[
group b as temporary destination group. Clearl$| and |Dy| are

the degrees of nodesc Sandb € D in the conflict graph of step.
Therefore,|Ss| < ds and |Dp| < ds for everyac Sandb € D. For
every packetp; still to be routed, we define the following indicator
random variable,

So, the expected number of packets in grauthat survive slot 1
can be bounded accordingly,

ﬂ= E[ZY > |Si|e1%V/8. )
ic

i€

In order to show that random variablé! is not far from its
expectation with high probability, we now define random ahlés
Wh = E[X3[Fy], h=0,...,|S|, whereF}, is the o-field generated
by the random color chosen by the fitstpackets inS,. Filter Fp,
h=0,...,|S|, is such that,...,Wsg, is a martingale and that
WL —Wh_1| < 2, since fixing the random color chosen by the

Xa —E[X3]

> 6E[X§]] —Pr [WM —Wo‘ > 5E[X§ﬂ

_ S22 52|sa |26~ 20s/9 5245/6 ®3)
<2 2@ <2¢ T 7= <2 & .

To prove a similar result fov, be D*, we must recast the above
general martingale arguments into a more structured appraéhis

1 1 if packetp; survives slot 1 in steg, is because(b1 may depend on the random colors chosen by all the
" =)0 otherwise packets in the network, and not only on those chosen by thieefsac
' in Dy,

Random variablex} = Ziesazil tells the number of packets from Consider an arbitrary node < D*. In the following analysis of
group a that survive slot 1; random variabl(ﬁL =3 jeDy Zjl tells the the expectation and concentration\(g]f we can clearly pretend that
number of packets with temporary destination grduthat survive the random colors are first choosen for the packets ouBjdand
slot 1. Moreover, let random variab® be equal to the color chosenlater for the packets iy. This will not invalidate our conclusions
by packetp; in steps. about the whole of th¥;"'s, b € D, since these will be derived from
Clearly, we have nothing to show about the node&jnthat have the solid claims about any sing}%l by the union bound. For every
degree smaller than or equal ¢8/¢. So, we define set§" C Sand ac S, we define se@aB asNg\C, 5. whereC,  is the set of colors
D+ C D, which collect the nodes with degree larger tga®, and that are chosen in stepby a packet in groug that has temporary



destination group different frorb, of nodea in G;y; while for everyb e D, \D | is equal ton and is
the degree of nodb in G;;. Random variables

Ca,b_Ng\< U {Cl}) xe?— 2227
i€S,\Dyp i€

ac S tell the number of packets in groupthat are delivered during
steps; similarly, random variables

‘%\Db‘ 2 2
E[Roal] :g(l,,> : =2 7
g jeDg
Being just a classical ball and bins problem [22], we knowttha e D, tell the number of packets wiling to go to temporary
random varlablécab| is not far from its expectation with probability destination grougb that are delivered during step
i Consider an arbitrary nodb € D*. The expected value o‘f'b
= = _ PElCapl % depends on permutationf. Since we are computing a lower bound
[[Capl <(A1-0d)E[ICypll <& 27 <e 22, b P buting
to Y2, the worst case is when all packetsDy originate at different
for every & > 0. By the union bound over thgnodes inS, for every groups. Indeed, if two packets IBl belong to the sam&l, we

The average size @&, is

d > 0, we know that for every nodac S already know that they have chosen two different colorsrdusteps,
15\Ds and the expectation 0i'b2 is larger. A formal proof of this intuitive
C.<| > (1-d)g (17_> ° (4) claim can be given, though it's omitted for the sake of bgevit
abl = Assuming that random variabl’éol is not far from expectation as
with probability in Equation[¥, we can bound the expectatioriYéf
1-ge 3 ) 1\ /Pt
ge . engi-Io(1-3) >
Under the hypothesis that EquatiBh 4 holds for evary S, we Di-1
can bound the expectation ﬁf, j € Dy, as follows: > (1— 5)?|Dp|e Pol/9 (1_ é) >
E[Z}] = Pr [(Vhe Do s\ {i}. ch7écj)A(cj epn,aj)}, > (1 5)2|Dple1Po//0eIDH/8 > (1 5)2|Dple 25/9. (8)
wherea; is the group of packep;. So, Just as before, als§? is not far from its expectation. Martingale
w3} %00 theory can be used again to show that
b J b
[Zl] > (l*-) (l 5) (17_) 6ED/] 52(1-5)4g5/6
9 g Pr Hvb - Yb}‘ > SE[Z)| <26 a7 <2e” e ()

IS5\ {3}
=(1-9) ( ) >(1- 5)e"s-'}j 9, Similarly, by using the same technique that has been usedundo
9 random variabler!, for every nodea € St we can show that

The expectation o‘Ybl can be bounded accordingly,

|skl-1
e 2 -0l (1-3) T 2 (- g B
E[Y&]—EL z,-l} :jébE[Zjl}2(1—5)|Db\8*|Db\/g_ (6) (1 5250180 >

> (1-8)?|Su|e 29, 10
In order to show that random variab¥! is not far from its > VIS (10)

expectation with high probability, we now define random ahles and thatX? is not far from its expectation
W, = E[Ybl\IFk], k=0,...,|Dp|, whereFy is the o-field generated 62%12 215/
by the random color chosen by the fikspackets inDy,. Filter Fy, Pr ng— E[X2]| > 5E[X§}] <2e m? <26 & . (11)

k=0,...,|Dpl|, is such that\p,..., ;Wip,| is a martingale and that . o .
Wk f\/\4<,1\ < 2, since fixing the random color chosen by th¢h By Equationd P{1{141%] €] 0 Bl ©.140] 11, and by the union bound

packet inDy, can only affect the expected value of the sh(gh at the number of packets successfully delivered in stegn be bounded
most by two. By the Azuma’s inequality, for evedy> 0 as follows: For everys >0,

2> (1-0)3|Sy|e /9 (12)
Pr [ |vo —ENG]| = SEIG]]| = Pr [[Wio, — V| = SEIG]] < % o
(7) Yg > (1-0)%|Dple /9 (13)
a\0k _ 52(1-5) Dy 2e~20s/9 | 521-5)4g5/6
<2 n07 <2 ool <2 & . for everyac S* andb € D*, with probability at least
Let G = (SD;E’) be the conflict graph at step where ' is 1 oge 82(1-5)4¢%/0 (14)

the input permutation restricted to those packets thatiwisiot 1
in steps. Hence E' C E. Our goal is to bound the number of packets Now, we divide our analysis into two phases. Phase 1 is coetpos
that survive slot 2 as well, and are thus delivered to destinauring of a constant number of steps and, with high probabilityuced the

this step. Leth2 be equal to one if packqb,— survives both slots 1 maximum degree of the conflict graph fromg to gx or less, where
and 2, and zero otherwise. Also, l§§ ac S be the set of indices 0 < x < 1 is any fixed constant. Phase 2 follows and reduces the
of the packets of groum that have survived slot 1. Similarly, let maximum degree of the conflict graph @®/% or less inO(loglogn)

D, be D, be the set of indices of the packets in the whole networteps with high probability.

that have survived slot 1 and have grduas temporary destination Let us start from Phase 1. For every steduring Phase 1gx <
group. Clearly, for evenae S, |SL| is equal toX} and is the degree ds < g. We show that a constant number of steps is enough to make



ds fall below gx with high probability. For allac S, let us refer to Since our first goal is to havis < g~2/8, we should finds Such that

a step such that logs g
—2 logzAs < — .
2 We can get this by taking such that
as alucky step for groupa. By EquationCIR an@Z14, where we fix i l0gag
& such that(1—8)% = 1/2, steps is lucky for every groupa € S* 2V (1+1logzAys1) < fTs.

with probability at least . .
If we choose the arbitrary constanbf Phase 1 to be strictly smaller

1-9ge 9%l > 1 9ggead”® than 1/3, we obtain that ¥ logsAy.1 is negative, and the above
equation comes down te= O(loglogg). Therefore, by the union
wherea is a positive constant. Therefore, the number of packets thsbund over thes—y— 1 steps of Phase 2, the whole Phase 2 is made

remain after stejs in groupa € S* is of lucky steps for all the groups i8" and D+ with probability at
_ - least
|Sale? e?
1Sa| — X2 < [Sa| — <ds(1- (16) ; ;
2 > 2 1-9(5—y—1)ge (@+B)9? — 170((‘;@(‘”3)9’2 log Iogg).

with high probability. Note the same bound can be shown for _ ]
sets|DL|, be D, with exactly the same analysis (where an analogous e have shown that, aftes= O(loglogn) steps, the maximum

notion of lucky step refers to a step such that the degreeafigse  degree of the conflict grapBr is at mostg®® with high probability.
D reduces b){D§1|e*2/2 at least). Therefore, after This is enough to get the claim of our theorem by combiningseHa

and Phase 2, and then using Lenimd 3.3. ]
. [ logx w We remark that all transmissions occurring during slots 8 4n
y-= log(1—e2/2) are just acks requiring only “empty” messages providingy ¢rdaders
lucky steps for all the groups the maximum degree of the cr:lnflibu_t \_N'thom pa}yload. When p_ackets“ are \:ery long, it may be?mor
graph reduces tgx or less. By the union bound, this happens withir‘?ffICIent to d|V|de_ t_he 5 slots into 2 shor_t slots and only tﬁ_)r‘f_g
the very firsty steps with probability at least slots, hence _profltlng fr_om the homogenlty of the operatintithin
a same slot in our routing algorithm.
1_9yge,a95/57 Note an important property of our algorithm: processogquires
enough memory to store at most three packets: one is thenakigi
That is, Phase 1 completes in a constant number of steps Wgith hpacketp;, the second is the packet whose destination is procéssor
probability. and the third is a copy of another packet as received frompfai).
We are now at a generic stejin Phase 2. Our goal is to reduce theHowever, if we can assume that paclgtexits the network the slot
degree of the graph of conflicts §5/%. Let As=ds/g. We can assume after p; got to its destinatiomt(i), then the requirement on the internal
that g1/6 < As < x, and whenls falls below g=1/6 we are done. capacity of processors drops to only 2 packets. Similafiywe can
This time, let's refer to a step during which at ledst-As)|Sale ™ assume that the input packets are stored on an externahgeba,
packets in groum € S" are delivered as &icky step for groupa.  then the internal storage requirement drops to 1.
By Equation[IP and14, where we take = As/3 (in such a way
that (1— )3 > (1— As)), steps is lucky for every groum e S™ with
probability at least

B. The General Case

~Bg'/? Let start from the case wheth> g. A natural approach to solve
1-9yge ) the problem is to perform two stages: Stage 1 routes the makél

where is a positive constant, sind&|A2 > 95/6(971/6)2 = g%/2. the degree of the conflict graph is at mgstthen Stage 2 uses the

So, the number of packets that remain in greup S+ after steps andomized algorithm described in the previous sectiorotder the
is remaining packets i©(loglogg) slots. Since at mosy packets can

be moved without conflicts from each group in each sldt-g)/g
1Sl = X2 < [Sal — (1= As)|Sale™ s < ds [1, (lf)\s)e’”‘s] is a simple lower bound to the number of slots used in the fiist o
o . o the two above mentioned stages. In the following, we willvghbat
with high probability. A similar result can be shown for anpgpbe e are only a constant factor far from the lower bound, and wea
D such thatDy| > g with exactly the same analysis. By the union.,, precisely indicate this factor.
bound, at the end of stepthe degree of the conflict graph is at most ~qnsider a group € Ng. From this group, there aé> g packets
d [1— (1A )e*Z)‘S] willing to go to destination. If we let every packet chooseaadom
s s destination group and try to reach that group, wileis large (it is
with high probability. Now, assuming a sequence of luckystave €nough thatd = Q(glogg)) every coupler will have a conflict with
we like to happen. So, the idea for the first stage of the alyoris a
Asi1 < As [1— (1—)\s)e’2)‘5} <As[1—(1—-2As)(1—2Ag)] = small modification of the randomized algorithm: Before gdpating
2 2 to the step, every processor with a packet tosses a coinapsityes’
=As [1* 1+3As - 2)‘5] <3¢ with probability p. Only those processors that get a 'yes’ are allowed
to participate and send their packet.
In the first step, it is best to choose equal tog/d, in such a
As < 3)\3271 < 3<3)\32 2>2 <o < 323%1)\5;%1 way thatg packets are sent on expectation. 'I_'his_ value maximizes
the expected number of conflict-less communications, and the
That is, number of packets that survive slot 1 and slot 2. Latermphas to
o be iteratively reduced using a fixed law according to the ebtquke
zsyl zsyl _sfyfl . H
logz As < logz <3 N1 ) =2 (14loggAyi1) . reduction of the number of packets left in each group. Whemast

Therefore,
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g packets are left in each group with high probability, thenca@ and ' e ,
setp to one, and so proceed with the same algorithm we propose for Pr{Py > (1+0)g| < ef%%‘g <e il < e’¥.
the case whed = g. - - -

To understand what is the most efficient law, it is importamt tLet S, a € S, be the set of indices of the packets in groap
understand what is the expected number of packets that kveréd that participate to step. Random variable®, is thus equal tdS,|.
in each step of the algorithm. Informally speaking, our hapthat Therefore, for everys > 0
exactlyg packets from each group participate to every step of the first ISalg
phase of the algorithm. Under this assumption, we know thptcx- (1- 5)d—
imately ge~1 packets of each group will survive the first slot. At the S
beginning of the second slot, these packets are somewhdomray  with probability at least 1 2e-%°9/4_ Since a similar result holds for
scattered in the network (not uniformly at random, unfoatiety, as everyac Sandb € D, we also know that for everg > 0

<§<(1+9)g (17

we know from the previous section). If everything goes julet in ISilg
the first slot, and this is far from being obvious since thetidation 1- 5)d— <S, < (1+9)g, (18)
is not randomnow and the packets aneot distributed uniformly IDylg
at random, we can hope thgexp{—(1+e1)} packets from each 1-90)—— o <Dy < (1+9)g, (19)

group survive the second slot as well, and are thus safeiyedetl. If
this is the case, effi+e1}((d—g)/g) steps are enough to reducehold for everya e Sandb € D, with probability at least
the number of packets frord to g on expectation. The following _52g/4
theorem shows that, eventually, what happens is exactly waaan 1-4ge ’ (20)

best hope for. Now, we proceed formally. by the union bound over theghodes of the conflict graph.

Theorem 3.8:Let c = exp(1+e ') ~ 3.927. A POP%d,g) net- " Clearly, we have nothing to show about the nodes in the conflic
work can route any permutation ircfl/g] +o(d/g) + O(loglogg)  graph that have degree smaller than or equalsta. So, we define
slots with high probability. setsSt C SandD™ C D, which collect the nodes with degree larger

Proof: The idea of the algorithm is to usgc+ 5(9))(% — thatds,1, and focus on the nodes in these sets. Consider an arbitrary
1)] steps, wheree(g) = o(1), to reduce the maximum degree of thegroupa € S+, and assume that the bound in Equatigds 18&hd 19 hold
conflict graph to at mosg with high probability. Since every step for everya e Sandb e D. Now, we can perform the same analysis
consists of 5 slots, we then get the claim by Theolem 3.7. as in the proof of Theorefi3.7. Similarly to Equatiod 10, wewn

Every steps, s=1,...,[(c+ s(g))(% —1)], is similar to the that

standard step of the randomized routing algorithm, withdifference g1

that, before choosing its random color during slot 1, evergkgt in- E[X2] > (1-8)|S| (1, _)l > (1-&)|SkleIS:I/9,
dependently tosses a coin and participates to the step vabapility g
g with high probability. In the next equation, we will use thaléwing
q_9sD- two facts:xe¥/9 < ye//9 whenevex < y < g, andxe/9 has maximum
c+e(g) whenx=g. Clearly,|SL| < g (there are only couplers from group).
Our claim is that, at the beginning of steps=1,..., [(c+&(g))(§— SO We get
1)] +1, the degree of the conflict graph is at mdst=d gi;(g; E[X? > (1— 5)|3.11‘e*|5é\/g >
with high probability. As a consequence, yvhe& [.(CJF £(g ))(% > )2‘%e,‘gd‘/ge,‘%e—\savg/g >
1)]+1, we getds < g as desired. The claim is certainly true wren
1. Assume it is true at the beginning of steg [(c+£(g)) (2 —1)]. > (1— 5)3@671976’1.

We show that it is true at the beginning of step 1 as well. S

Let S, ac S be the set of indices of the packets in grauthat ith high probability. By settingd = g~/3 in the above equation,
still have to be delivered at the beginning of stepSimilarly, let with high probability we get
Dy, b e D, be the set of indices of the packets in the whole network
that still have to be delivered at the beginning of stegnd that have X§ > @ 9 ,
groupb as temporary destination group. By hypothekSs| < ds and ds c+£(g)
|Dp| < ds for all ae Sandb € D. Our first goal is to prove that at wherec — el+e!
the beginning of step+ 1 the degree of the conflict graph is at mos}
dst1 with high probability.

For every packetp; yet to be routed, let random variabR be

ande(g) = o(1). SinceX2 is the number of packets
n group a that are delivered to destination during stpthe degree
of groupa in the conflict graph at the beginning of step-1 is

equal to 1 if packep; participates to steg, and 0 otherwise. Random |Sal — XZ < 1Sl — \Sa| 9 s — 9 _ ds 1.

variable Py = Sics, R counts the number of packets in groaghat ds c+£(9) ~ c+£(9)

participate to steps. The expectation of, can be computed as Tha same result can be shown for everyg St andb e D*. By

follows: ISilg the union bound over thé(c-+ s(g))(f —1)] steps required, and

ER =S E[R]= - over the @ nodes in the conflict graph and by Equatfod 20 and

= N a corresponding version of Equatibnl 14, the degree of thdlicon

And, clearly, E[P3] < g. Since random variable® are independent, 9raph is reduced belog with probability at least

the Chernoff bound [22], [25] (note that in [22] this boundpaprs 0qe-F(1-0)'C°/° /88 | - 520/4

in a different yet stronger form) is enough to claim that foery < ge +age: )

6>0 Note that this is - o(1) asg grows. [ |

PrPa< (1-5) \S&|g} Sa\g %5119 5% To get a feeling of the performance of our randomized alforijt
a

e = <e’d we can sek(g) ~ 0.073 in the proof of the above theorem, in such a

S
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way thatc+£(g) = 4. The result is claimed in the following corollary. n Ad =9 = Ad = 498 Ad =169 =
. 4 |[ 1475 37 - - - -
Corollary 3.9: A POPSd,g) network can route any permutation 16 || 20.90 | 54 || 71.40| 118 - -
in % +O(loglogg) slots with high probability. 64 || 27.35| 79| 82.80| 177 317.90| 442
256 || 30.10 | 112 || 87.15 268 || 322.45 669
1,024 || 32.50 | 153 || 92.60 391 || 343.10| 1,024
16,384 || 35.20 | 259 || 94.95 733 || 339.25| 2,118
Our results in Theorenis3.7 aRd]3.8 are asymptotic. In jpiaci zggviii gggg gg‘?‘ ggég 132% ggi-gg gggz
it could thus_ be po§S|bIe t_hqt the randomized algorlthm duats 10485761 3825 [ 478 || 05.65 | 1486 [ 333.65 | 4.719
perform well in practice. This is not the case. Experimehtsisthat 21943041 39701 567 | 9625 | 1.801 || 333.05 | 842
it outperforms the algorithm in [8] even on networks as smaslla 16,777,216 40.05 | 664 || 97.05 | 2,148 || 333.60 | 7,093

POPS$2,2), and proves to be exponentially faster witeandg grow. TABLE |

The algorlthm In [8] is claimed to run ing Iog g + T T NUMBER OF SLOTS TO ROUTE A RANDOMLY CHOSEN PERMUTATION BY
3logg+ 7 slots. However, the authors make a small mistake whel - - xnpomizeD ALGORITHM (A) AND BY THE ALGORITHM IN [8] (B).
saying that Leighton’s implementation of the odd-even raesgrt
algorithm is composed of I8q steps. The actual complexity is only

M ~ 2log?g steps. So, the running time of the routing
algorithm in [8] is %! log?g+ &l logg+ £2 +3logg+ 7 slots, that V. CONCLUSION
is smaller, and this is what we will use in the following. In this paper, we introduced the fastest algorithms for bdih

To perform the experiments, we built a simulator for the POP@rministic and randomized on-line permutation routingdded, we
network. It is written in C++ and simulates the network at essa®e have shown that any permutation can be routed on a POBS
level. That is, for every message in the real network, them ines- network either withO(3logg) deterministic slots, or, with high
sage in the simulator. Processors (implemented as ingt@fi@eclass probability, with &[d/g] + o(d/g) + O(log logg) randomized slots,
Processor) locally take decisions about the next step to perfornyvherec = exp(1+e 1) ~ 3.927. The randomized algorithm shows
and couplers (implemented as instances of a dasgoler) locally  that the POPS network is one of the fastest permutation messaver.
propagate messages or stop them in case of conflicts. This can be of practical relevance, since fast switchingnis of the

Then, we implemented our randomized algorithm in the sitoula key technologies to deliver the ever-growing amount of badth
slot by slot. We have been conservative, no theoreticalltréasu needed by modern network applications.
taken for granted and the randomized algorithm is just sibedl
message by message. Not surprisingly, slots 3, 4, and 5 pmove ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
be conflict-less, supporting what is proven in Proposifigl. 30, e are grateful to Alessandro Panconesi for helpful sugmest
whenever a copy survives slots 1 and 2 it reaches its finainddisn,
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n d=g d=4g d=16g
u o max u o max u o max

4 3.15| 1.94 12 - - - - - -

16 || 4.43 ] 1.03 8 1433] 422 35 - - -
64 || 5.39 ] 0.79 7 16.13| 281 | 27 56.88 | 452 | 82
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TABLE 1l
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