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Abstract—Dynamic circuits are well suited for applications private organizations, and households are well supporyed b
that require predictable service with a constant bit rate fa a dynamic circuit switching[[6]. Moreover, gaming applicats
prescribed period of time, such as cloud computing and e-sence benefit from predictable low-delay servidé [9]12] prostd

applications. Past research on upstream transmission in Esive by circuit d . irtual lit licationd
optical networks (PONs) has mainly considered packet-swehed y circuits, as do emerging virtual reality applicationS]rL

traffic and has focused on optimizing packet-level performace [15]. Also, circuits can aid in the timely transmission oftala
metrics, such as reducing mean delay. This study proposes @n from continuous media applications, such as live or stragmi
evaluates a dynamic circuit and packet PON (DyCaPPON) that video. Video traffic is often highly variable and may require

provides dynamic circuits along with packet-switched serice. . feai - 1
DyCaPPON provides(:) flexible packet-switched service through Smoqthlng be]l‘)qre t_transfmlfssp?tover at?rcmt [16]t [rzﬂze]b or
dynamic bandwidth allocation in periodic polling cycles, and re_quwe a combination o qrcw ransport for a cons a. a
(i) consistent circuit service by allocating each active ciraa  bit stream and packet switched transport for the traffic tours

a fixed-duration upstream transmission window during each exceeding the base bit stream rate. Both commercial and
fixed-duration polling cycle. We analyze circuit-level peformance  research/education network providers have recentlyestad

metrics, including the blocking probability of dynamic cir cuit ; i mire 1 i P D Yo
requests in DyCaPPON through a stochastic knapsack-based offer optical dynamic circuit switching services [23]. [24

analysis. Through this analysis we also determine the banddth While dynamic circuit switching has received growing re-
occupied by admitted circuits. The remaining bandwidth is search attention in core and metro networks [24]-[32], mech
available for packet traffic and we conduct an approximate gnisms for supporting dynamic circuit switching in passive
analysis of the resulting mean delay of packet traffic. Throgh 05| networks (PONs), which are a promising technology
extensive numerical evaluations and verifying simulatios we . i,
demonstrate the circuit blocking and packet delay trade-ofs in for network gccess_[<§3]—[3_8], are largely an open research
DyCaPPON. area. As reviewed in Sectidnl Il, PON research on the up-
Index Terms—D ic circuit switchina: Eth ¢ Passi stream transmission direction from the distributed Optica
ynamic circuit switching; eret Passive . . ) :
Optical Network: Grant scheduling; Grant sizing; Packet delay;  Network Units (ONUs) to the central Optical Line Terminal
Stochastic knapsack. (OLT) has mainly focused on mechanisms supporting packet-
switched transport [39]=[41]. While some of these packet-
switched transport mechanisms support quality of senkae a
to circuits through service differentiation mechanisnastie
Optical networks have traditionally employed three maibest of our knowledge there has been no prior study of circuit
switching paradigms, namely circuit switching, burst Wit |evel performance in PONSs, e.g., the blocking probability o
ing, and packet switching, which have extensively studed rcircuit requests for a given circuit request rate and circui
spective benefits and limitatioris [2]+[5]. In order to ackei¢the holding time.
predictable network service of circuit switching while@ying |, this article, we present the first circuit-level performe

some of the flexibilities of burst and packet switchidgnamic  gy,qy of a PON with polling-based medium access control. We
circuit switching has been introduced |[6]. Dynamic circuity,aye three main original contributions towards the conopt
switching can be traced back to research toward differutia effiiently supporting botibynamicCircuit and Packet traffic
levels of blocking rates of calls [7]. Today, a plethora of, he ypstream direction on BON, which we refer to as
network applications ranging from the migration of data anlgyCaPPON

computing work loads to cloud storage and computing [8] as

I. INTRODUCTION

well as high-bit rate e-science applications, e.g., foronsci-  « We propose a novel DyCaPPON polling cycle structure
entific collaborations, to big data applications of goveemts, that exploits the dynamic circuit transmissions to mask
the round-trip propagation delay for dynamic bandwidth
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This article is organized as follows. We first review relatethte traffic flows without bursts and we analyze the probigbili
work in SectiorL1l. In SectionTll, we describe the considereof new traffic flows (circuits) being admitted or blocked.
access network structure and define both the circuit andgbackhis flow (circuit) level performance is important for netiko
traffic models as well as the corresponding circuit- and packdimensioning and providing QoS at the level of traffic flows.
level performance metrics. In Sectign]IV, we introduce the For completeness, we briefly note that a PON architecture
DyCaPPON polling cycle structure and outline the steps ftliat can provide circuits to ONUs through orthogonal fre-
admission control of dynamic circuit requests and dynamiuency division multiplexing techniques on the physicgkla
bandwidth allocation to packet traffic. In Sect[oh V we agaly has been proposed in_[67]. Our study, in contrast, focuses
the performance metrics relating to the dynamic circuffita on efficient medium access control techniques for suppprtin
namely the blocking probabilities for the different cirtuicircuit traffic. A QoS approach based on burst switching
classes. We also analyze the bandwidth portion of a cydte a PON has been proposed in [68]. To the best of our
consumed by active circuits, which in turn determines tHenowledge, circuit level performance in PONs has so far only
bandwidth portion available for packet traffic, and analyZgeen examined in_[69] for the specific context of optical code
the resulting mean delay for packet traffic. In Secfioh VI wdivision multiplexing [70].
validate numerical results from our analysis with simulas We also note for completeness that large file transmis-
and present illustrative circuit- and packet-level parfance sions in optical networks have been examined_in [71], where
results for DyCaPPON. We summarize our conclusions stheduling of large data file transfers on the optical grid ne
Sectior VIl and outline future research directions towatss work is studied, in[[72], where parallel transfer over nlki
DyCaPPON concept. network paths are examined, and in[73], where files are
transmitted in a burst mode, i.e., sequentially.

Sharing of a general time-division multiplexing (TDM) link
by circuit and packet traffic has been analyzed in severdt stu

The existing research on upstream transmission in passigs, e.g.[[74]+80]. These queueing theoretic analysdsdiip
optical access networks has mainly focused on packet tra#fimployed detailed Markov models and become computation-
and related packet-level performance metrics. A number afty quite demanding for high-speed links. Also, these clamp
studies has primarily focused on differentiating the p&ckeexisting models considered a given node with local control
level QoS for different classes of packet traffic, e.d.)f42]Jof all link transmissions. In contrast, we develop a simple
[50]. In contrast to these studies, we consider only besireff performance model for the distributed transmissions of the
service for the packet traffic in this article. In future wprkONUSs that are coordinated through polling-based medium ac-
mechanisms for differentiation of packet-level QoS coudd kress control in DyCaPPON. Our DyCaPPON model is accurate
integrated into the packet partition (see Secfion 1V) of thier the circuits and approximate for the packet service. éor
DyCaPPON polling cycle. specifically, we model the dynamics of the circuit traffic,ighh

The needs of applications for transmission with predietabis given priority over packet traffic up to an aggregate dtrcu
quality of service has led to various enhancements of packeandwidth of C. in DyCaPPON, with accurate stochastic
switched transport for providing quality of service (QoS)knapsack modeling techniques in SecfionV-A. In Sediion, V-B
A few studies, e.g.,[[51]5[56], have specifically focused owe present an approximate delay model for the packet traffic,
providing deterministic QoS, i.e., absolute guarantees fahich in DyCaPPON can consume the bandwidth left unused
packet-level performance metrics, such as packet delay byr circuit traffic.
jitter. Several studies have had a focus on the efficient inte
gration of deterministic QoS mechanisms with one or several I1l. SYSTEM MODEL
lower-priority packet traffic classes in polling-based PON A  Network structure
e.g., [57]-I63]. The resulting packet scheduling problems
have received particular attention [64]-66]. Generathgse
prior studies have found that fixed-duration polling cyces
well suited for supporting consistent QoS service. Simil
to prior studies, we employ fixed-duration polling cycles i

DyCaPPON, specifically on a PON with a single-wavelengt e OLT and the equidistant ONUs. We dendtds] for the

upstream channel. . ) X .
. . . . fixed duration of a polling cycle. The model notations are

The prior studies commonly considered traffic flows charac- . .
terized through leaky-bucket parameters that bound thg-lonsummélrlzed in Tabig I.
term average bit rate as well as the size of sudden traffitdurs _
Most of these studies include admission control, i.e., adnf- Traffic Models
a new traffic flow only when the packet-level performance For circuit traffic, we considefs classes of circuits with
guarantees can still be met with the new traffic flow adddzhndwidthsb = (b, bs,...,bx). We denote)\. [requests/s]
to the existing flows. However, the circuit-level performan for the aggregate Poisson process arrival rate of circuit
i.e., the probability of blocking (i.e., denial of admissjo requests. A given circuit request is for a circuit of class
of a new request has not been considered. In contrast, thek = 1,2,..., K, with probability p,. We denote the mean

circuits in DyCaPPON provide absolute QoS to constant lircuit bit rate of the offered circuit traffic by = Zlepkbk.

Il. RELATED WORK

We consider a PON with/ ONUs attached to the OLT
with a single downstream wavelength channel and a single
stream wavelength channél [41], [81]. We den6tefor
e transmission bit rate (bandwidth) of a channel [bits/s]
?Q/e denoter [s] for the one-way propagation delay between
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Fig. 1.  An upstream cycle: has fixed duratiol® and has a circuit partition of duratioBi(n) (that depends on the bandwidth demands of the accepted
circuits) while a packet partition occupies the remainiggle durationl’ — =(n). The exact duratioii7, (n) of the packet partition in cycle is evaluated in
Egn. [2). Each ONU sends a report during each packet partifacket traffic reported in cycle — 1 is served in the packet partition of cycte(if there is

no backlog). A circuit requested in cycte— 1 starts in the circuit partition of cycle + 1. The 27 round-trip propagation delay between the last ONU report
(R) of a cyclen — 1 and the first packet transmission following the grant (G)hef hext cyclen is masked by the circuit partition, providég(n) > 27.

TABLE |

MAIN MODEL NOTATIONS average cir_cuit blockin_g probability a8 = Zszl pkBk. For
packet traffic, we consider the mean packet débagefined as
Network architecture the time period from the instant of packet arrival at the ONU
C Transmission rate [bit/s] of upstream channel he i f | deli fth k he OLT
. Transm. rate limit for circuit servical, < C to the instant of complete delivery of the packet to the :
J Number of ONUs
T O”e‘wa#a?frigpﬁ%ﬁte'?” delay [s] IV. DYCAPPON WSTREAMBANDWIDTH MANAGEMENT
b= (b1,...,bx) Bit rates [bit/s] for circuit classes = 1,2,...,K | A QOverview of Cycle and PoIIing Structure
Ae Aggregate circuit requests arrival rate [circuits/s] ] ) ) - ) )
i Prob. that a request is for circuit tyge In order to provide circuit traffic with consistent upstream

b= 31 prby Mean circuit bit rate [bit/s] of offered circuit traf. | transmission service with a fixed circuit bandwidth, DyCaP-

n AB gfef::eg'::izh:?::;g :LTeenSt/CIET::cli) PON employs a polling cycle with a fixed duratidn [s].
)Ié_gguc Mean [bif] and variance of p);cket size An active circuit with bandwidth is allocated an upstream
" RLP - . . transmission window of duratiobl’/C' in every cycle. Thus,
Tt Packet traffic intensity (loadj, Is a0g. packet by transmitting at the full upstream channel bit ratefor
generation rate [packets/s] at all ONUs y ° g p ! i _
Polling protocol duration bI'/C' once per cycle of duratiod’, the circuit
r (T:0t6}| Cé/cletdureztlond[S], C())nstant_ 4 by circut trat experiences a transmission bit rate (averaged over the cycl
= ycCle duration (rand. var.) occupie y CIrcuit trgr. . —
o Mean per-cycle overhead time [s] for upstream | duration) of b. We let Z(n) denote the aggregate of the

transmissions (report transm. times, guard times) Upstream transmission windows of all active circuits in the
Stochastic knapsack model for circuits PON in cyclen, and refer to=(n) as the circuit partition

g: N ) igﬁe;zféoggdwmeg? ;étﬁl'gcﬂ'itriu?{sdaks duration. We refer to the remaining duratibn- Z(n) as the
a(B) Equilibrium probability for active circuits having | packet partition of cycles.
aggregate bandwidtfi As illustrated in FigldL, a given cycle consists of the circuit
By, Blog(?rzg)rg:gggsi“rt"ye;gfscimuit classe partition followed by the packet partition. During the patk
D Mean packet delay [s] partition of each cycle, each ONU sends a report message to

the OLT. The report message signals new circuit requests as
well as the occupancy level (queue depth) of the packeteervi

We model the circuit holding time (duration) as an exporantiqueue in the ONU to the OLT. The signaling information
random variable with mear /u. We denote the resulting for the circuit requests, i.e., requested circuit bandhwiaitd
offered circuit traffic intensity (load) by = Acb/(uC). duration, can be carried in the Report message of the MPCP

For packet traffic, we denot® and Uﬁ for the mean and protocol in EPONs with similar modifications as used for
the variance of the packet size [in bit], respectively. Weate Signaling information for operation on multiple wavelengt
), for the aggregate Poisson process arrival rate [packets/sphannels[[82].
packet traffic across thé ONUs and denote := P),/C for Specifically, for signaling dynamic circuit requests, anl®ON
the packet traffic intensity (load). report in the packet partition of cycle — 1 carries circuit

Throughout, we define the packet sizes and circuit bit rategfuests generated since the ONU's preceding report ire cycl
to include the per-packet overheads, such as the preamblerfo- 2. The report reaches the OLT by the end of cyele 1
Ethernet frames and the interpacket gap, as well as the pa@{@j the OLT executes circuit admission control as desciitbed
overheads when packetizing circuit traffic for transmissio Sectior IV-B. The ONU is informed about the outcome of the
admission control (circuit is admitted or blocked) in theega
message that is transmitted on the downstream wavelength
channel at the beginning of cycte In the DyCaPPON design,

For circuit traffic, we consider the blocking probabilitythe gate message propagates downstream while the upstream
By, k=1,2,..., K, i.e., the probability that a request for acircuit transmissions of cycle: are propagating upstream.
classk circuit is blocked, i.e., cannot be accommodated withifihus, if the circuit was admitted, the ONU commences the
the transmission rate limit for circuit servi€e.. We define the circuit transmission with the circuit partition of cycte+ 1.

C. Performance Metrics



For signaling packet traffic, the ONU report in the packatircuit partition=,, 1) at the OLT, then the OLT can launch
partition of cyclen—1 carries the current queue depth as of thenother polling round.
report generation instant. Based on this queue depth, tfle OL
dﬁterm_ines thg eﬁgt():ti\ée_ bzasndwidth regut_ersht and bandwidih Dynamic Circuit Admission Control
allocation as described in Sectibn 1V-C. The gate messag oo B
transmitted downstream at the beginning of cyelénforms %:or eag)ch cwcfwt clasﬁ:, k t_ 1’2.’ ) '.'t’K.' th?hOI(_;I'L_:_r?cksk
the ONU about its upstream transmission window in the paclgEF numbobemn,, of currently aclive circuits, 1.€., the racks

the state vecton := (nq, ..., ny) representing the numbers of

partition of cyclen. %ctive circuits. Taking the inner product af with the vector
As illustrated in FigL1L, in the DyCaPPON design, the circu := (b1, ..., by) representing the bit rates of the circuit classes

partition is positioned at the beginning of the cycle, in an. . o .
effort to mitigate the idle time between the end of the packg{\/eS the currently required aggregate circuit bandwidth

transmissions in the preceding cycle and the beginningef th K

packet transmissions of the current cycle. In particuldrem B=b-n=> by, 3)
the last packet transmission of cyele-1 arrives at the OLT at k=1

the end of cyclen — 1, the first packet transmission of cyclewhich corresponds to the circuit partition duration

n can arrive at the OLT at the very earliest one roundtrip ar

propagation delay (plus typically negligible processiimget E(n) = el (4)

and gate transmission time) after the beginning of cycléf
the circuit partition duratior®(n) is longer than the roundtrip
propagation delagr, then idle time between packet partition
is avoided. On the other hand, #(n) < 27, then there an
idle channel period of duratiokr — =(n) between the end of S:={ne¢ I¥:b-n< c.}, (5)
the circuit partition and the beginning of the packet pintit
in cycle n.

For a given limitC,., C. < C, of bandwidth available for
iircuit service, we le§S denote the state space of the stochastic
napsack mode[ [83] of the dynamic circuits, i.e.,

where[ is the set of non-negative integers.

Note that this DyCaPPON design trades off lower respon-FOr @n incoming ONU request for a circuit of classwe
siveness to circuit requests for the masking of the roupldtl]fat Sk denote _the_subset of t_he state spachat can accom- _
propagation delay. Specifically, when an ONU signals a d nodate the C|rc_U|t reque_st, ie., has_at Ie_ast spare batidwid
namic circuit request in the report message in cycle 1, it Ok before reaching the circuit bandwidth limit.. Formally,
can at the earliest transmit circuit traffic in cyolet+ 1. On Se:={neS:b-n<C,—b}. (6)
the other hand, packet traffic signaled in the report message
in cyclen — 1 can be transmitted in the next cycle, i.e., cycld us, if presentlyn € Sy, then the new clasé circuit can

be admitted; otherwise, the clagscircuit request must be
Fig. [ illustrates the structure of a given cycle in morkejected (blocked).
detail, including the overheads for the upstream transariss
Each ONU that has an active circuit in the cycle requires oi@ Packet Traffic Dynamic Bandwidth Allocation

guard time of duratiort, in the circu?t partij[ion. Thl,!s, yvith With the offline scheduling approach J41] of DyCaPPON,

1 denoting the number of ONUs with active circuits in thene reported packet queue occupancy corresponds to the du-
cycle, the duration of the circuit partition B(n) + nty. In ration of the upstream packet transmission winddws; =

the packet partition, each of the ONUs transmits at leasta o 7 requested by ONY. Based on these requests, and
report message plus possibly some data upstream, resultinghe ayajlable aggregate packet upstream transmissiorowind
an overhead o (tr + ty). Thus, the overhead per cycle is G» (@), the OLT allocates upstream packet transmission win-
dows with durationsG¥, j = 1,2,...,J, to the individual

n.

wo =Nty + J(tr + tg). Q) ONUS.
The resulting aggregate limit of the transmission windowrs f  The problem of fairly allocating bandwidth so as to enforce
packets in cycle: is a maximum cycle duration has been extensively studied for
the Limited grant sizing approach [43], [84], which we adapt
GP(n) =T —max{27, E(n)} — wo. (2) as follows. We set the packet grant limit for cyeteto
1) Low-Packet-Traffic Mode Pollingif there is little packet G (n) = GP(n) %
traffic, the circuit partition=(n) and the immediately fol- J

lowing packet transmission phase denoted P1 in [Hig. 3 mkyn ONU requests less than the maximum packet grant dura
leave significant portions of the fixed-duration cycle idie. tion Gp.x(n), it is granted its full request and the excess band-
such low-packet-traffic cycles, the OLT can launch addalonwidth (i.e., difference betwee@',.x(n) and allocated grant)
polling rounds denoted P2, P3, and P4 in Eig. 3 to serve nevidycollected by an excess bandwidth distribution mechanism
arrived packets with low delay. Specifically, if all grantedf an ONU requests a grant duration longer th@R ... (n), it
packet upstream transmissions have arrived at the OLT amdallocated this maximum grant duration, plus a portion of
there is more thaw (tr + t,) + 27 time remaining until the the excess bandwidth according to the equitable distohuti
end of the cycle (i.e., the beginning of the arrival of the thexapproach with a controlled excess allocation bound [84].[8
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Fig. 2. Detailed example illustration of an upstream traissian cyclen: ONUs 1, 5, and 12 have active circuits with bandwidths tésylin circuit grant
durationsG'{, G¢, andG¢{,. Each of theJ/ ONUs is allocated a packet grant of duratidﬁ according to the dynamic packet bandwidth allocation based
the reported packet traffic; the packet grant accommodatiessast the ONU report (even if there is not payload packdfidja

cycle n, fixed duration’

LIS

Fig. 3. lllustration of low-packet-traffic mode polling: ffansmissions from all ONUs in the packet phase P1 folloviheycircuit partition=(n) reach the
OLT more than2t before the end of the cycle, the OLT can launch additionakgapolling rounds P2, P3, and P4 to serve newly arrived paickéfic
before the next circuit partitio®(n + 1).

OLT

G

With the Limited grant sizing approach, there is commonlgccording to a Poisson process with rafe\. are modeled
an unused slot remainder of the grant allocation to ONUs{86&s the objects seeking entry into the knapsack. An admitted
[88] due to the next queued packet not fitting into the remaioircuit of classk occupies the bandwidth (knapsack spdge)
ing granted transmission window. We model this unused sliatr an exponentially distributed holding time with me&fy.
remainder by half of the average packet sizéor each of the ~ We denoteS(3) for the set of statem that occupy an
J ONUs. Thus, the total mean unused transmission windaggregate bandwidti, 0 < 5 < C,, i.e.,
duration in a given cycle is

P SPB)={neS:b-n=p} (C)]
Wu =55+ (8) Let ¢(8) denote the equilibrium probability of the currently ac-
tive circuits occupying an aggregate bandwidthsofThrough
V. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS the recursive Kaufman-Roberts algorithm1[83, p. 23], which
A. Circuit Traffic is given in the Appendix, the equilibrium probabilitie$s)

1) Request Blockingtn this section, we employ techniques@n be computed with a time complexity Of(C.K) and a
from the analysis of stochastic knapsadks [83] to evalue fMemory complexity ol0(C. + K). . .
blocking probabilitiesB;, of the circuit class. We also evaluate 1he blocking probabilityBy,, & =1,2,..., K is obtained
the mean duration of the circuit partitiah which governs the Y summing the equilibrium probabilitieg5) of the sets of
mean available packet partition duratiGi, which in turn is States that have less thap available circuit bandwidth, i.e.,

a key parameter for the evaluation of the mean packet delay C.
in Section[\V-B2. Be= Y qf). (10)
The stochastic knapsack model [83] is a generalization of B=Ce—bi+1

the well-known Erlang loss system model to circuits Withye gefine the average circuit blocking probability
heterogeneous bandwidths. In brief, in the stochastic ap

model, objects of different classes (sizes) arrive to a kaek X

of fixed capacity (size) according to a stochastic arrival-pr B= ZpkBk'
cess. If a newly arriving object fits into the currently vatan k=1
knapsack space, it is admitted to the knapsack and remaing) Aggregate Circuit BandwidthThe performance evalu-
in the knapsack for some random holding time. After thation for packet delay in Sectidn VB requires taking expec-
expiration of the holding time, the object leaves the knapsatations over the distribution(3) of the aggregate bandwidth
and frees up the knapsack space that it occupied. If the sizeBooccupied by circuits. In preparation for these packet eval-
a newly arriving object exceeds the currently vacant knelpsauations, we definé€s[f ()] to denote the expectation of a
space, the object is blocked from entering the knapsack, dbgction f of the random variablg over the distributiory(3),

(11)

is considered dropped (lost). i.e., we define
We model the prescribed limi#’. on the bandwidth avail- C.
able for circuit service as the knapsack capacity. The retgue Es[f(B)] = Z f(B)a(B). (12)

for circuits of bandwidthb,, k& = 1,2,..., K, arriving B=0



With this definition, the mean aggregate bandwidth of the 2) Mean Delay:In this section, we present for stable packet

active circuits is obtained as service an approximate analysis of the mean delayof
C. packets transmitted during the packet partition. In DyGaRP
B=Ez[8 = Z Bq(B). (13) packets are transmitted on the bandwidth that is preseotly n
B=0 occupied by admitted circuits. Thus, fluctuations in theragg

Note that by taking the expectation @ (4), the correspogldirgate occupied circuit bandwidth affect the packet delays. If

mean duration of the circuit partition & = E4[3['/C] = the circuit bandwidth3 is presently high, packets experience

ar/c. longer delays than for presently low circuit bandwidthThe

3) Delay and Delay Variationin this section we analyze aggregated occgpied circuit bandwidiiﬂugtuates as circuits_
the delay and delay variations experienced by circuit taf§ 2r¢ newly admitted and occupy bandwidth and as existing
it traverses a DyCaPPON network from ONU to OLT. Initiallyc'rcu'ts reach the end of their holding time and releaser thei
we ignore delay variations, i.e., we consider that a giverud occupied bandwidth. The time scale of these fluctuations of
with bit rate b has a fixed position for the transmission of Increases as the average circuit holding tifvig increases,
its bI" bits in each cycle. Three delay components arise: ThE- s the circuit departure ratedecreases (and correspond-
“accumulation/dispersal” delay df for the bT" bits of circuit N9lY, the circuit request arrival rate decreases for a given
traffic that are transmitted per cycle. Note that the first bit<€d circuit traffic loady) [75]. .
arriving to form a “chunk” ofbT" bits experiences the delayat For C|rCU|t_hoId|ng times that are orqlers _of magnltude large
the ONU, waiting for subsequent bits to “fill up (accumulate)ihan the typically packet delays (service times) in theesyst

the chunk. The last bit of a chunk experiences essentially Hi§ fluctuations of the circuit bandwidih occur at a signifi-
delay at the ONU, but has to wait for a durationlofat the Cantly longer (slower) time scale than the packet servive ti
OLT to “send out (disperse)” the chunk at the circuit bit rat8Cal€- That is, the bandwidih occupied by circuits exhibits
b. The other delay components are the transmission de|ays&n|f|cant correlations over time which in turn give rise to

bI'/C and the propagation delay Thus, the total delay is complex correlations with the packet queueing delay [80],
[9Q]. For instance, packets arriving during a long period of

T (1 + ﬁ) + 7 (14) high circuit bandwidth may experience very long queueing
C delays and are possibly only served after some circuitaisele
Circuit traffic does not experience delay variations (jjtte their bandwidth. As illustrated in Sectién VI-C, the effectf
in DyCaPPON as long as the positions (in time) of the circuifese complex correlations become significant for scesario
transmissions in the cycle are held fixed. When an ongoitgth moderate to long circuit holding times/n when the
circuit is closing down or a new circuit is established, itynacircuit traffic load is low to moderate relative to the circui
become necessary to rearrange the transmission positfon®a@ndwidth limit C. (so that pronounced circuit bandwidth
the circuits in the cycle in order to keep all circuit transmi fluctuations are possible), and the packet traffic load on the
sions within the circuit partition at the beginning of thectyy remaining bandwidth of approximately — C. is relatively
and avoid idle times during the circuit partition. Adaptats high, so that substantial packet queue build-up can occur.
of packing algorithmg[89] could be employed to minimize th¥/e leave a detailed mathematical analysis of the complex
shifts in transmission positions. Note that for a given wirc correlations occurring in these scenarios in the context of
service limit C,, the worst-case delay variation for a givedPyCaPPON for future research.
circuit with rateb is less thanl'(C. — b)/C as the circuit  In the present study, we focus on an approximate packet
could at the most shift from the beginning to the end of théelay analysis that neglects the outlined correlations base

circuit partition of maximum duratioi'C../C. our approximate packet delay analysis on the expectation
Es[f(B)] (@A2), i.e., we linearly weigh packet delay metrics
B. Packet Traffic f(B) with the probability masseg 3) for the aggregate circuit

1) Stability Limit: | ing the circui ition duratio bandwidthg. We also neglect the “low-load” operating mode
) Stability Limit: Inserting the circuit partition duratioBi ¢ Sectior(IVZA] in the analysis.

from (@) into the expression for the aggregate lirGif on
the transmission window for packets in a cycle frdmh (2) an';fle
taking the expectatiofiz[-] with respect to the distribution of fro
the aggregate circuit bandwidth we obtain

Gr =T -Eg {max{%', ﬁ—l—‘}] — Wo- (15)

In the proposed DyCaPPON cycle structure, a packet expe-
nces five main components, namély the reporting delay

m the generation instant of the packet to the transniissio
of the report message informing the OLT about the packet,
which for the fixed cycle duration of DyCaPPON equals half
the cycle duration, i.eI'/2, (i) the report-to-packet partition
delay D,_, from the instant of report transmission to the
beginning of the packet partition in the next cyciéii) the
queuing delayD, from the reception instant of the grant
message to the beginning of the transmission of the packet, a

C

Considering the unused slot remainde;; (8), the mean
portion of a cycle available for upstream packet traffic $ran
missions is limited to

Tmax = 1 — Eg {max {2—7, ﬁ}] _ Yot W (16) well as (iv) the packet transmission delay with me&iC,
r-c r and (v) the upstream propagation delay
That is, the packet traffic intensity must be less tham,, .. In the report-to-packet partition delay we include a delay

for stability of the packet service, i.e., for finite packetals. component of half the mean duration of the packet partition



TABLE Il
CIRCUIT BANDWIDTHS by, AND REQUEST PROBABILITIESp;, FORK = 3
CLASSES OF CIRCUITS IN PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

30
—5— X=0.1,C_=4Gb/s,1/y=0.5,8

X=0.1,C_=4Gbrs,A

Classk
1 2 3
b IMD/s] 52 156 624
pr [%] 53.56 28.88 15.56|

25(

—6— X=0.1,C_=2Gb/s,1/yi=0.02,S

~ — —X=0.1,C_=2Gbrs,A

GP /2 to account for the delay of the reporting of a particule
ONU to the end of the packet partition. The delay from th
end of the packet partition in one cycle to the beginning «
the packet partition of the next cycle is the maximum of th
roundtrip propagation dela®r and the mean duration of the
circuit partition=. Thus, we obtain overall for the report-to-

packet partition delay
8T
5 + Eg [max{%', vl }]

ar (17)
= % (I‘—l—Eg {maX{QT, %FH —wo) . (18)

Di

We model the queueing delay with an M/G/1 queue. GeE_— .
d 19. 4.

erally, for messages with mean service tim&C, normalize
message size variance?/L?, and traffic intensityp,
M/G/1 queue has expected queueing delay [91]

b (1 5)
2(1—p)
For DyCaPPON, we model the aggregate packet traffic frc
all J ONUs as feeding into one M/G/1 queue with mea
packet sizeP and packet size varianoeg. We model the
circuit partitions, when the upstream channel is not servit

packet traffic, through scaling of the packet traffic intgngn
particular, the upstream channel is available for servickpt
traffic only for the mean fractiofG? —w,,) /T of a cycle. Thus,
for large backlogs served across several cycles, the pac
traffic intensity during the packet partition is effectiyel

T (20)

7Tmax

Dyrjan = (19)

Teff =

Hence, the mean queueing delay is approximately

— 0_2
D, = —ﬁegp (1 i P_) (21)
T 21 — Teg)
Thus, the overall mean packet delay is approximately
r P
D:§+Dr—p+Dq+6+T' (22)

VI. DYCAPPON EERFORMANCERESULTS

A. Evaluation Setup

We consider an EPON withh = 32 ONUSs, a channel bit
rateC = 10 Gb/s, and a cycle duratidn = 2 ms. Each ONU

Mean packet delay [ms]
= N
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=
o
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—4— x:O.A,CC:4Gb/s,l/u:O.5,S

|

—=— X=0.4,C_=2Gbls,1/yi=0.02,S
~ — X=0.4,C_=2Gbis,A

|

|

|
X=0.7,C_=4Gbls,A |
|

—p— X=0.7,C_=2Gb/s,1/u=0.02,S #7
X=0.7,C_=2Gbis,A /

0.6

|
0.8 1
+

Impact of packet traffic loadr: Mean packet delayD from
simulations (S) and analysis (A) as a function of total tecaffiad x + ,
the  which is varied by varyingr for fixed circuit traffic loady = 0.1, 0.4, or

0.7.
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0.7, with C. = 2 Gbls, and two different /u values.

0.8 1
Total traffic load X +1t

0.6

14

16

Impact of packet traffic loadr: Mean packet delayD from
simulations (S) and analysis (A) as a function of total tecafiad x + =,
which is varied by varyingr for fixed circuit traffic loady = 0.1, 0.4, or

has abundant buffer space and a one-way propagation delath 11% probability, and 1518 bytes with 25% probability,
of 7 = 96 us to the OLT. The guard time is = 5 us and the thus the mean packet size 5= 493.7 Bytes. The verifying
report message has 64 Bytes. We consilfer= 3 classes of simulations were conducted with a CSIM based simulator and
circuits as specified in Tablel Il. A packet has 64 Bytes withre reported with 90 % confidence intervals which are too
60% probability, 300 Bytes with 4% probability, 580 Bytesmall to be visible in the plots.



TABLE Il
CIRCUIT BLOCKING PROBABILITIES By, FROM ANALYSIS (A) EQN. (I0) WITH REPRESENTATIVE VERIFYING SIMULATIONS(S) FOR GIVEN OFFERED
CIRCUIT TRAFFIC LOAD X, CIRCUIT BANDWIDTH LIMIT C. = 2 OR4 GB/S AND MEAN CIRCUIT HOLDING TIME 1/u. THE BLOCKING PROBABILITIES ARE
INDEPENDENT OF THE PACKET TRAFFIC LOADm. TABLE ALSO GIVES AVERAGE CIRCUIT TRAFFIC BIT RATES FROM (I3), MEAN DURATION OF PACKET
PHASEG), (1H), AND PACKET TRAFFIC LOAD LIMIT Tmax (18).

X Ce 1/M B B> B3 B B ép Tmax
[Gb/s] | [s] [%0] %]  [%] [%] | [10°Gbps] [ms]
0.1 4 A 8.5-10~3 0.031 0.28 | 0.057 1.05 1.68 0.842
0.1 2 A 0.93 3.2 21 4.6 0.93 1.70 0.852
0.1 2 05S 0.72 2.9 21 4.4 0.90
0.1 2 0.02 S 1.1 3.7 22 5.1 0.95
0.4 4 A 3.34 10.6 39.6/ 10.9 3.02 1.33 0.665
0.4 4 05S 3.4 11 41 11 3.0
0.4 4 0.02 S 4.4 12 42 13 3.2
0.4 2 A 12.1 33.1 85.7| 29.6 1.68 1.60 0.799
0.4 2 05S 12 35 85 30 1.6
0.4 2 0.02 S 13 35 87 31 1.7
0.7 4 A 9.55 26.5 74.6| 24.6 3.49 1.24 0.618
0.7 4 05S 10 27 75 25 3.5
0.7 4 0.02 S 13 29 75 28 3.6
0.7 2 A 23.5 56.6 98.3| 44.7 1.83 1.57 0.785
0.7 2 05S 23 57 98 45 1.8
0.7 2 0.02 S 28 57 98 47 1.8
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Fig. 6. Impact of packet traffic loadr: Mean packet delayD from Fig. 7. Impact of packet traffic loadr: Mean packet delayD from
simulations (S) and analysis (A) as a function of total tcafiad x + w, simulations (S) and analysis (A) as a function of total teafbiad x + ,
which is varied by varyingr for fixed circuit traffic loady = 0.1, 0.4, or which is varied by varyingr for fixed circuit traffic loady = 0.1, 0.4, or
0.7, with C. = 4 Gbls, and two different /u values. 0.7, with1/4 = 0.02 s, and two differenC.. values.

B. Impact of Packet Traffic Load probability values hold for the full range of packet trafiatls
In Table[Il we present circuit blocking probability ressilt 7.

In Figs.[4£8 we plot packet delay results for increasing pick We observe from TablgTll that for a given offered circuit
traffic loadw. We consider three levels of offered circuit traffidraffic load level y, the blocking probability increases with
load x, which are held constant as the packet traffic lead- increasing circuit bit raté; as it is less likely that sufficient
creases. DyCaPPON ensures consistent circuit servicelvath bit rate is available for a higher bit rate circuit. Moregwee
blocking probabilities and delay characterized in Sediiel observe that the blocking probabilities increase witheasing
irrespective of the packet traffic load, that is, the packet offered circuit traffic loady. This is because the circuit
traffic doesnot degrade the circuit service at all. Specificallyfransmission limitC. becomes increasingly saturated with
Table[Ill gives the blocking probabilitie®; as well as the increasing offered circuit loag;, resulting in more blocked
average circuit blocking probabilitjp = ZlepkBk for the requests. The representative simulation results in Talle |
different levels of offered circuit traffic load; these bkirtg indicate that the stochastic knapsack analysis is acGuaate
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Fig. 8. Impact of packet traffic loadr: Mean packet delayD from
simulations (S) and analysis (A) as a function of total tecaffiad x + =,

which is varied by varyingr for fixed circuit traffic loady = 0.1, 0.4, or C. Impact of Mean Circuit Holding Time
0.7, with1/p = 0.5 s, and two differenC. values. . .
We now turn to the packet delay results for the scenario with

low circuit traffic loady = 0.1 relative to the circuit bandwidth
. o . limit C. = 4 Gbps and moderately long mean circuit holding
ha§ been extensively verified in the context of general tircyeo 1/ = 0.5 s, which is included in Figd]4 arid 8. We
switched systems [83]. observe for this scenario that the mean packet delays @otain
In Fig.[4 we plot the mean packet delay as a function @fom the simulations begin to increase dramatically as dke t
the total traffic load, i.e., the sum of offered circuit traffi joad y + = approaches 0.8. In contrast, for the circuit traffic
load x plus the packet traffic load. We initially exclude the load y = 0.1 in conjunction with the lower circuit bandwidth
scenario withy = 0.1, C. = 4 Gbps, andl/; = 0.5 s from |imit C, = 2 Gbps and short mean circuit holding timig&: =
consideration; this scenario is discussed in Se¢tion MWe. (.02 s, the mean packet delays remain low for total loads up
observe from Figll4 that for low packet traffic load(i.e., to close to the total maximum loag+ mmax = 0.95 and then
for a total traffic loady + 7 just above the offered circuit increase sharply.

traffic load x), the packet delay is nearly independent of the The pronounced delay increases at lower loads (in the 0.75—-
offered circuit traffic loady. For low packet traffic load, the 0.92 range) for they = 0.1, C, = 4 Gbps,1/u = 0.5 s
few packet transmissions fit easily into the packet partit scenario are mainly due to the higher-order complex corre-
the cycle. lations between the pronounced slow-time scale fluctuation
We observe from Fig§l 3-8 sharp packet delay increases éérthe circuit bandwidth and the packet queueing as ex-
high packet traffic loads that approach the maximum totalplained in Sectioi V-B2. The high circuit bandwidth limit
traffic load, i.e., offered circuit traffic loag plus maximum C. = 4 Gbps relative to the low circuit traffic loag = 0.1
packet traffic loadm,,.,. For C. = 2 Gb/s, the maximum allows pronounced fluctuations of the aggregate occupied
packet traffic loadr,., is 0.85 fory = 0.1 and 0.78 for circuit bandwidthg. For the moderately long mean circuit
x = 0.7, see Tabl&Tll. Note that the maximum packet traffibolding time 1/ = 0.5 s, these pronounced fluctuations
load 7.« depends on the offered circuit traffic logdand occur at a long time scale relative to the packet service time
the circuit traffic limit C.. For a low offered circuit traffic scales, giving rise to pronounced correlation effects.t Tha
load x relative toC../C, few circuit requests are blocked andpackets arriving during periods of high circuit bandwigth
the admitted circuit traffic load (equivalently mean aggiteg may need to wait (queue) until some circuits end and release
circuit bandwidth3) is close to the offered circuit loag. sufficient bandwidth to serve the queued packet backlog.
On the other hand, for high offered circuit traffic load These correlation effects are neglected in our approximate
many circuit requests are blocked, resulting in an admittg@ecket delay analysis in Sectibn VAB2 giving rise to the darg
circuit traffic load (mean aggregate circuit bandwidf) discrepancy between simulation and analysis observedéor t
significantly below the offered circuit traffic loagd Thus, the x =0.1, C. =4 Gb/s,1/u = 0.5 s scenario in Fig.]4.
total (normalized) traffic load, i.e., offered circuit logdplus We observe from Figl]4 for the scenarios with relatively
packet traffic loadr, in a stable network can exceed one fohigh circuit traffic loadsy = 0.4 and 0.7 relative to the
high offered circuit traffic loady. considered circuit bandwidth limit€. = 2 and 4 Gbps that



TABLE IV
MEAN CIRCUIT BLOCKING PROBABlLlTYB AND MEAN PACKET DELAY D
AS A FUNCTION OF CIRCUIT TRAFFIC LOADY, FIXED PARAMETERS
CIRCUIT BANDWIDTH LIMIT C. = 2 GB/S, PACKET TRAFFIC LOAD
T =0.7.

0.1
51
4.81
2.0
2.13

X 0.0001
B, S [%] 0
A [%] 0.016
S [ms] 1.9
A [ms] 2.10

0.05
12
1.08
2.0
2.11

0.20
16
14.9
2.1
2.16

0.40
31
29.6
2.2
2.21

0.60
43
40.1
2.2
2.23

X — 00

100

B,
D,
D, 2.42

the mean packet delays remain low up to levels of the totdl loa
close to the total stability limity + 7. predicted from the
stability analysis in Section V-B1. The relatively high auiit
traffic loadsy lead to high circuit blocking probabilities (see
Table[I) and the admitted circuits utilize the availablecait
traffic bandwidthC.. nearly fully for most of the time. Vacant
portions of the circuit bandwidtly', are quickly occupied by
the frequently arriving new circuit requests. Thus, themre a
only relatively minor fluctuations of the bandwidth avaikab
for packet service and the approximate packet delay amsalys
is quite accurate.

Returning to the scenario with relatively low circuit traffi
load x = 0.1 in Fig. [4, we observe that for the short
mean circuit holding timel/p = 0.02, the mean packet

Avg. blocking prob. [%]

10

e ]
o

~
o

(=2}
o

al
o

N
o

w
o

N
o

=
o

o

10

— x=0.6,=0.5,A
Xx=0.4,1=0.7,A
— —x=0.25,1=0.85,A

Cc [Gb/s]

(@) Mean request blocking probabilit

—+— x=0.25,=0.85,S
— x=0.25,=0.85,A
—>— x=0.4,7=0.6,S
— — —x=0.4,7=0.6,A
—*— x=0.6,1=0.5,S

— —x=0.6,7=0.5,A

delays remain low up to load levels close to the stability
limit x + mmax- FOr these relatively short circuit durations,
the pronounced fluctuations of the occupied circuit banttwid
occur on a sufficiently short time scale to avoid significant
higher-order correlations between the circuit bandwidtld a
the packet service.

We examine these effects in more detail in Figy. 9, which
shows means and standard deviations of packet delays .
a function of the mean circuit holding time/y for fixed
traffic load y = 0.5, # = 0.6. We observe that for the high = 2 3 4 5 6 7
C. = 4 Gbps circuit bandwidth limit, the mean packet delay Ce [Gbis]
as well as the standard deviation of the packet delay ob-
tained from simulations increase approximately linearithw
Ir.lcre.asmg mgan C.IrC.UIt h0|d.|ng tII’T?P{,u. The Ce = 4 prs B (from analysis, Eqn[{10)) and mean packet delay(from analysis and
circuit bandwidth limit permits sufficiently large fluctuans simulation) as a function of transmission rate limit forceiit serviceC.;
of the circuit bandwidths for the y = 0.5 load, such that fixed mean circuit holding time /u = 0.02 s.
for increasing circuit holding time, the packets increggin
experience large backlogs that can only be cleared when some
circuits end and release their bandwidth. In contrast, fier t

lower circuit bandwidth ||m|tCC =2 GbpS, which Severely For the packet traﬁici we observe from Tam] IV a very

limits fluctuations of the circuit bandwidt for the high sjight increase in the mean packet deld@yas the circuit traffic

circuit traffic loadxy = 0.5, the mean and standard deviatioflpad y increases. This is mainly because the transmission rate

of the packet delay remain essentially constant for intneas |imit ¢, for circuit service bounds the upstream transmission

1/ p. bandwidth the circuits can occupy to no more th@nin each
cycle. As the circuit traffic load increases, the circuit traffic

D. Impact of Offered Circuit Traffic Loag utilizes this transmission rate limif, more and more fully.

In Table.[TM, we examine the impact of the circuit traffidHowever, the packet traffic is guaranteed a poriierC./C of
load x on the DyCaPPON performance more closely. We kedlpe upstream transmission bandwidth. Formally, as theiitirc
the packet traffic load fixed at = 0.7 and examine the traffic loady grows large { — o), the mean aggregate circuit
average circuit blocking probability3 and the mean packetbandwidth 5 approaches the limit,, resulting in a lower
delay D as a function of the circuit traffic loag. We observe bound for the packet traffic load limif(L6) of,.. = 1 —
from Table.[1V that, as expected, the mean circuit blockingax{27/T", C./C} — (w, + w,)/T" and corresponding upper
probability B increases with increasing circuit traffic load bounds for the effective packet traffic intensityy and the
whereby analysis closely matches the simulations. mean packet delay.

Mean packet delay [ms]

(b) Mean packet delay

Fig. 10. Impact of circuit service limi€.: Mean circuit blocking probability
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~ — —x=0.4, C_=4Gbrs, 1/4=0.02, normal mode F. Impact of Low-Packet-Traffic Mode Polling

— =02, C=4Gbfs, 1/4:=0.02, normal mode The Fig.[T1 we examine the impact of low-packet-traffic
mode polling from Sectiof TV-A1 on the mean packet delay
1 D. We observe from Figl_11 that low-packet-traffic mode
S polling substantially reduces the mean packet delay coatpar
to conventional polling for low packet traffic loads. Thidale
reduction is achieved by the the more frequent polling which
serves packets quicker in cycles with low load due to circuit
traffic.

Xx=0.4, CC=4Gb/s, 1/u=0.02, low-traffic mode
25k —x—x=0.2, Cc:4Gb/s, 1/p=0.02, low-traffic mode

N

Packet delay [ms]
=
o

VII. CONCLUSION

i We have proposed and evaluated DyCaPPON, a passive
optical network that provides dynamic circuit and packet
service. DyCaPPON is based on fixed duration cycles, en-
05[ ‘ ‘ 1 suring consistent circuit service, that is completely eaéd

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05 06 07 by the packet traffic load. DyCaPPON masks the round-trip

Packet traffic load 1t . . .
propagation delay for polling of the packet traffic queues

in the ONUs with the upstream circuit traffic transmissions,
providing for efficient usage of the upstream bandwidth. We
have analyzed the circuit level performance, including the
circuit blocking probability and delay experienced by aitc
traffic in DyCaPPON, as well as the bandwidth available
for packet traffic after serving the circuit traffic. We have
also conducted an approximate analysis of the packet level
performance.

In Fig.[I0 we examine the impact of the transmission rate Through extensive numerical investigations based on the
limit C., for circuit traffic. We consider different compositionsanalytical performance characterization of DyCaPPON dbk we
x, m of the total traffic loady + © = 1.05. We observe as verifying simulations, we have demonstrated the cieuit
from Fig.[10(a) that the average circuit blocking probapifs  packet traffic performance and trade-offs in DyCaPPON. The
steadily decreases for increasifig. In the example in Fig._10, provided analytical performance characterizations ad asl
the average circuit blocking probability drops to negligible the identified performance trade-offs provide tools andigui
values below 1 % fo€, values corresponding to roughly twiceance for dimensioning and operating PON access networks
the offered circuit traffic loady. For instance, for circuit load that provide a mix of circuit and packet oriented service.

x = 0.25, B drops to 0.9 % forC. = 5 Gb/s. The limitC. There are several promising directions for future reseanch
thus provides an effective parameter for controlling thewit access networks that flexibly provide both circuit and packe

blocking probability experienced by customers. service. One important future research direction is to tisoa
examine cycle-time structures and wavelength assignnients
Ns providing circuit and packet service. In particulae t
. . . resent study focused on a single upstream wavelength ehann
portion1 — C,/C of the upstream transmission bandwidth t(gperated with a fixed polling cycle duration. Future reskarc

values hear the packet traffic |r_1tensmy We also observe should examine the trade-offs arising from operating rpldti
from Fig. [10(b) that the approximate packet delay analysis - i
) . . upstream wavelength channels and combinations of fixed- or
is quite accurate for small to moderatg values (the slight : : : .

o . variable-duration polling cycles. An exciting future raseh
delay overestimation is due to neglecting the low packéidra

olling). but underestimates the packet delays for lafge direction is to extend the PON service further toward the
potling), but o € P aetays 1o individual user, e.qg., by providing circuit and packet segvon
Large circuit traffic limits C. give the circuit traffic more

flexibility for causing fluctuations of the occupied circuilme“:]rated PON and wireless access networks, such as [92]-

bandwidth, which deteriorate the packet service. Sumrimay,z t[97]' that reach individual mobile uSers or _wirele_ss Sensor
we see fr(’)m FigT0(b) that as the effective packet t}af_nrgzetworks [98]-[100]. Further, exploring combined circaitd

) . acket service in long-reach PONs with very long round
intensityr/(1—C./C) approaches one, the mean packet del ; . . :
increases sharply. Thus, for ensuring low-delay packeiesr pr propagation delays, which may require special protoco

o _ mechanisms, see e.gl, [101]-[103], is an open research di-
the fimit €, should be kept sufficiently belowt — m)C' rection. Another direction is to examine the integratior an

When offering circuit and packet service over shared PONteroperation of circuit and packet service in the PON asce
upstream transmission bandwidth, network service presideetwork with metropolitan area networks [104]-[109] and
need to trade off the circuit blocking probabilities and lgstc  wide area networks to provide circuit and packet servicg.[32
delays. As we observe from Fi§. 110, the circuit bandwidth
limit C. provides an effective tuning knob for controlling thiSAPPENDIX: EVALUATION OF EQUILIBRIUM PROBABILITIES
trade-off. q(B)

Fig. 11. Impact of low-packet-traffic polling mode: Mean ket delay D
as a function of packet traffic load.

E. Impact of LimitC, for Circuit Service

From Fig.[10(b), we observe that the mean packet del
abruptly increases when tlig. limit reduces the packet traffic



In this Appendix, we present the recursive Kaufman-Robertg1]
algorithm [83, p. 23] for computing the equilibrium proba-
bilities ¢(8), 0 < 8 < C. that the currently active circuit [12]
occupy an aggregated bandwidth For the execution of the
algorithm, the given circuit bandwidths,, bs,...,bx and
limit C. are suitably normalized so that incrementigin
integer steps covers all possible combinations of the itircu
bandwidth. For instance, in the evaluation scenario censitl
in Section[VI=4, all circuit bandwidth are integer multigle
of 52 Mb/s. Thus, we normalize all bandwidths by 52 Mb/s;;5
and for e.g.,C. = 5 Gb/s execute the following algorithm
for 5=0,1,2,...,96. (The variabled;, C., andg refer to
their normalized values, e.g(j. = 96 for the C. = 5 Gb/s
example, in the algorithm below).

The algorithm first evaluates unnormalized occupancy proli7]
abilities g(3) that relate to a product-form solution of the
stochastic knapsack [B83]. Subsequently the normalizagion
G for the occupancy probabilities is evaluated, allowingnthe
the evaluation of the actual occupancy probabilitjés).

1. Setg(0) < 1 andg(5) « 0 for 8 < 0.

2. Forg=1,2,...,C,, set

(13]

(14]

.—.
=
Ke2)

(18]

(19]

K
1 = beprAe [20]
9(8) ¢ 5 D7 FTE= (8~ by) (23)
k=1 K
[21]
3. Set
C.
G=Y 9(B) (24) 22
B=0
4. Forg=0,1,...,C,, set [23]
p
a3« 20 @5 pg
[25]
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