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Chapter 1

Introduction

Interconnection networks are currently being used for many different applications, ranging from
internal buses in very large-scale integration (VLSI) circuits to wide area computer networks. Among
others, these applications include backplane buses and system area networks, telephone switches,
internal networks for asynchronous transfer mode (ATM) switches, processor/memory interconnects
for vector supercomputers, interconnection networks for multicomputers and distributed shared-
memory multiprocessors, clusters of workstations, local area networks, metropolitan area networks,
wide area computer networks, and networks for industrial applications. Additionally, the number of
applications requiring interconnection networks is continuously growing. For example, an integral
control system for a car requires a network connecting several microprocessors and devices.

The characteristics and cost of these networks considerably depend on the application. There are
no general solutions. For some applications, interconnection networks have been studied in depth for
decades. This is the case for telephone networks, computer networks, and backplane buses. These
networks are covered in many books. However, there are some other applications that have not been
fully covered in the existing literature. This is the case for the interconnection networks used in
multicomputers and distributed shared-memory multiprocessors.

The lack of standards and the need for very high performance and reliability pushed the develop-
ment of interconnection networks for multicomputers. This technology was transferred to distributed
shared-memory multiprocessors, improving the scalability of those machines. However, distributed
shared-memory multiprocessors require an even higher network performance than multicomputers,
pushing the development of interconnection networks even more. More recently, this network tech-
nology began to be transferred to local area networks (LANs). Also, it has been proposed as a
replacement for backplane buses, creating the concept of system area network. Hence, the advances
in interconnection networks for multicomputers are the basis for the development of interconnection
networks for other architectures and environments. Therefore, there is a need for structuring the
concepts and solutions for this kind of interconnection networks. Obviously, when this technology
is transferred to another environment, new issues arise that have to be addressed.

Moreover, several of these networks are evolving very quickly, and the solutions proposed for
different kinds of networks are overlapping. Thus, there is a need for formally stating the basic
concepts, the alternative design choices, and the design trade-offs for most of those networks. In this
book, we take that challenge and present in a structured way the basic underlying concepts of most
interconnection networks, as well as the most interesting solutions currently implemented or proposed
in the literature. As indicated above, the network technology developed for multicomputers has
been transferred to other environments. Therefore, in this book we will mainly describe techniques
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developed for multicomputer networks. Most of these techniques can also be applied to distributed
shared-memory multiprocessors, and to local and system area networks. However, we will also
describe techniques specifically developed for these environments.

1.1 Parallel Computing and Networks

The demand for even more computing power has never stopped. Although the performance of
processors has doubled in approximately every three-year span from 1980 to 1996, the complexity
_of the software as well as the scale and solution quality of applications have continuously driven
the development of even faster processors. A number of important problems have been identified
in the areas of defense, aerospace, automotive applications, and science, whose solution requires
tremendous amount of computational power. In order to solve these grand challenge problems, the
goal has been to obtain computer systems capable of computing at the teraflops (102 floating-point
operations per second) level. Even the smallest of these problems requires gigaflops (10° floating-
point operations per second) of performance for hours at a time. The largest problems require
teraflops performance for more than a thousand hours at a time.

Parallel computers with multiple processors are opening the door to teraflops computing per-
formance to meet the increasing demand of computational power. The demand includes more
computing power, higher network and input/output (I/0) bandwidths, and more memory and stor-
age capacity. Even for applications requiring a lower computing power, parallel computers can be
a cost-effective solution. Processors are becoming very complex. As a consequence, processor de-
sign cost is growing so fast that only a few companies all over the world can afford to design a
new processor. Moreover, design cost should be amortized by selling a very high number of units.
Currently, personal computers and workstations dominate the computing market. Therefore, de-
signing custom processors that boost the performance one order of magnitude is not cost-effective.
Similarly, designing and manufacturing high-speed memories and disks is not cost-effective. The
alternative choice consists of designing parallel computers from commodity components (processors,
memories, disks, interconnects, etc.). In these parallel computers, several processors cooperate to
solve a large problem. Memory bandwidth can be scaled with processor computing power by phys-
ically distributing memory components among processors. Also, redundant arrays of inexpensive
disks (RAID) allow the implementation of high-capacity reliable parallel file systems meeting the
performance requirements of parallel computers.

However, a parallel computer requires some kind of communication subsystems to interconnect
processors, memories, disks and other peripherals. The specific requirements of these communication
subsystems depend on the architecture of the parallel computer. The simplest solution consists of
connecting processors to memories and disks as if there were a single processor, using system buses
and 1/0 buses. Then, processors can be interconnected using the interfaces to local area networks.
Unfortunately, commodity communication subsystems have been designed to meet a different set
of requirements, i.e., those arising in computer networks. Although networks of workstations have
been proposed as an inexpensive approach to build parallel computers, the communication subsystem
becomes the bottleneck in most applications.

Therefore, designing high-performance interconnection networks becomes a critical issue to ex-
ploit the performance of parallel computers. Moreover, as the interconnection network is the only
subsystem that cannot be efficiently implemented by using commodity components, its design be-
comes very critical. This issue motivated the writing of this book. Up to now, most manufacturers
designed custom interconnection networks (nCUBE-2, nCUBE-3, Intel Paragon, Cray T3D, Cray
T3E, Thinking Machines Corp. CM-5, NEC Cenju-3, IBM SP2). More recently, several high-
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Figure 1.1. Schematic representation of parallel computers: (a) A multicomputer. (b) A UMA
shared-memory multiprocessor. (M = memory; P = processor.)

performance switches have been developed (Autonet, Myrinet, ServerNet) and are being marketed.
These switches are targeted to workstations and personal computers, offering the customer the pos-
sibility of building an inexpensive parallel computer by connecting cost-effective computers through
high-performance switches. The main issues arising in the design of networks for both approaches
are covered in this book.

1.2 Parallel Computer Architectures

In this section, we briefly introduce the most popular parallel computer architectures. This descrip-
tion will focus on the role of the interconnection network. A more detailed description is beyond the
scope of this book.

The idea of using commodity components for the design of parallel computers led to the de-
velopment of distributed-memory multiprocessors, or multicomputers in early 1980s. These parallel
computers consist of a set of processors, each one connected to its own local memory. Processors
communicate between them by passing messages through an interconnection network. Figure 1.1a
shows a simple scheme for this architecture. The first commercial multicomputers utilized commodity
components, including Ethernet controllers to implement communication between processors. Un-
fortunately, commodity communication subsystems were too slow, and the interconnection network
became the bottleneck of those parallel computers. Several research efforts led to the development of
interconnection networks that are several orders of magnitude faster than Ethernet networks. Most
of the performance gain is due to architectural rather than technological improvements.

Programming multicomputers is not an easy task. The programmer has to take care of dis-
tributing code and data among the processors in an efficient way, invoking message-passing calls
whenever some data are needed by other processors. On the other hand, shared-memory multi-
processors provide a single memory space to all the processors, simplifying the task of exchanging
data among processors. Access to shared memory has been traditionally implemented by using an
interconnection network between processors and memory (Figure 1.1b). This architecture is referred
to as uniform memory access (UMA) architecture. It is not scalable because memory access time
includes the latency of the interconnection network, and this latency increases with system size.

More recently, shared-memory multiprocessors followed some trends previously established for
multicomputers. In particular, memory has been physically distributed among processors, therefore
reducing the memory access time for local accesses and increasing scalability. These parallel comput-
ers are referred to as distributed shared-memory multiprocessors (DSM). Accesses to remote memory
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are performed through an interconnection network, very much like in multicomputers. The main
difference between DSMs and multicomputers is that messages are initiated by memory accesses
rather than by calling a system function. In order to reduce memory latency, each processor has
several levels of cache memory, thus matching the speed of processors and memories. This architec-
ture provides nonuniform memory access (NUMA) time. Indeed, most of the nonuniformity is due
to the different access time between caches and main memories, rather than the different access time
between local and remote memories. The main problem arising in DSMs is cache coherence. Several
hardware and software cache coherence protocols have been proposed. These protocols produce
additional traffic through the interconnection network.

The use of custom interconnects makes multicomputers and DSMs quite expensive. So, networks
of workstations (NOW) have been proposed as an inexpensive approach to build parallel computers.
NOWSs take advantage of recent developments in LANs. In particular, the use of ATM switches
has been proposed to implement NOWs. However, ATM switches are still expensive, which has
motivated the development of high-performance switches, specifically designed to provide a cost-
effective interconnect for workstations and personal computers.

Although there are many similarities between interconnection networks for multicomputers and
DSMs, it is important to keep in mind that performance requirements may be very different. Mes-
sages are usually very short when DSMs are used. Additionally, network latency is important
because memory access time depends on that latency. However, messages are typically longer and
less frequent when using multicomputers. Usually the programmer is able to adjust the granularity
of message communication in a multicomputer. On the other hand, interconnection networks for
multicomputers and NOWs are mainly used for message passing. However, the geographical dis-
tribution of workstations usually imposes constraints on the way processors are connected. Also,
individual processors may be connected to or disconnected from the network at any time, thus
imposing additional design constraints.

1.3 Network Design Considerations

Interconnection networks play a major role in the performance of modern parallel computers. There
are many factors that may affect the choice of an appropriate interconnection network for the
underlying parallel computing platform. These factors include:

1. Performance requirements. Processes executing in different processors synchronize and com-
municate through the interconnection network. These operations are usually performed by
explicit message passing or by accessing shared variables. Message latency is the time elapsed
between the time a message is generated at its source node and the time the message is deliv-
ered at its destination node. Message latency directly affects processor idle time and memory
access time to remote memory locations. Also, the network may saturate — it may be unable
to deliver the flow of messages injected by the nodes, limiting the effective computing power of
a parallel computer. The maximum amount of information delivered by the network per time
unit defines the throughput of that network.

2. Scalability. A scalable architecture implies that as more processors are added, their memory
bandwidth, I/O bandwidth, and network bandwidth should increase proportionally. Otherwise
the components whose bandwidth does not scale may become a bottleneck for the rest of the
system, decreasing the overall efficiency accordingly.

3. Incremental ezpandability. Customers are unlikely to purchase a parallel computer with a full
set of processors and memories. As the budget permits, more processors and memories may be
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added until a system’s maximum configuration is reached. In some interconnection networks,
the number of processors must be a power of 2, which makes them difficult to expand. In
other cases, expandability is provided at the cost of wasting resources. For example, a network
designed for a maximum size of 1,024 nodes may contain many unused communication links
when the network is implemented with a smaller size. Interconnection networks should provide
incremental expandability, allowing the addition of a small number of nodes while minimizing
resource wasting.

. Partitionability. Parallel computers are usually shared by several users at a time. In this case,

it is desirable that the network traffic produced by each user does not affect the performance
of other applications. This can be ensured if the network can be partitioned into smaller
functional subsystems. Partitionability may also be required for security reasons.

. Simplicity. Simple designs often lead to higher clock frequencies and may achieve higher

performance. Additionally, customers appreciate networks that are easy to understand because
it is easier to exploit their performance.

. Distance span. This factor may lead to very different implementations. In multicomputers and

DSMs, the network is assembled inside a few cabinets. The maximum distance between nodes
is small. As a consequence, signals are usually transmitted using copper wires. These wires
can be arranged regularly, reducing the computer size and wire length. In NOWs, links have
very different lengths and some links may be very long, producing problems such as coupling,
electromagnetic noise, and heavy link cables. The use of optical links solves these problems,
equalizing the bandwidth of short and long links up to a much greater distance than when
copper wire is used. Also, geographical constraints may impose the use of irregular connection
patterns between nodes, making distributed control more difficult to implement.

. Physical constraints. An interconnection network connects processors, memories, and/or I/O

devices. It is desirable for a network to accommodate a large number of components while
maintaining a low communication latency. As the number of components increases, the number
of wires needed to interconnect them also increases. Packaging these components together
usually requires meeting certain physical constraints, such as operating temperature control,
wiring length limitation, and space limitation. Two major implementation problems in large
networks are the arrangement of wires in a limited area, and the number of pins per chip (or
board) dedicated to communication channels. In other words, the complexity of the connection
is limited by the maximum wire density possible, and by the maximum pin count. The speed
at which a machine can run is limited by the wire lengths, and the majority of the power
consumed by the system is used to drive the wires. This is an important and challenging issue
to be considered. Different engineering technologies for packaging, wiring, and maintenance
should be considered.

. Reliability and repairability. An interconnection network should be able to deliver information

reliably. Interconnection networks can be designed for continuous operation in the presence of
a limited number of faults. These networks are able to send messages through alternative paths
when some faults are detected. In addition to reliability, interconnection networks should have
a modular design, allowing hot upgrades and repairs. Nodes can also fail or be removed from
the network. In particular, a node can be powered off in a network of workstations. Thus,
NOW:s usually require some reconfiguration algorithm for the automatic reconfiguration of the
network when a node is powered on or off.
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9. Ezpected workloads. Users of a general-purpose machine may have very different requirements.
If the kind of applications that will be executed in the parallel computer are known in advance,
it may be possible to extract some information on usual communication patterns, message
sizes, network load, etc. That information can be used for the optimization of some design
parameters. When it is not possible to get information on expected workloads, network design
should be robust, i.e., design parameters should be selected in such a way that performance is
good over a wide range of traffic conditions.

10. Cost constraints. Finally, it is obvious that the “best” network may be too expensive. Design
decisions very often are trade-offs between cost and other design factors. Fortunately, cost
is not always directly proportional to performance. Using commodity components whenever
possible may considerably reduce the overall cost.

1.4 Classification of Interconnection Networks

Among other criteria, interconnection networks have been traditionally classified according to the
operating mode (synchronous or asynchronous), and network control (centralized, decentralized,
or distributed). Nowadays, multicomputers, multiprocessors, and NOWs dominate the parallel
computing market. All of these architectures implement asynchronous networks with distributed
control. Therefore, we will focus on other criteria that are currently more significant.

A classification scheme is shown in Figure 1.2 which categorizes the known interconnection net-
works into four major classes based primarily on network topology: shared-medium networks, direct
networks, indirect networks, and hybrid networks. For each class, the figure shows a hierarchy of
subclasses, also indicating some real implementations for most of them. This classification scheme
is based on the classification proposed in [252], and it mainly focuses on networks that have been
implemented. It is by no means complete as other new and innovative interconnection networks may
emerge as technology further advances, such as mobile communication and optical interconnections.

In shared-medium networks, the transmission medium is shared by all communicating devices.
An alternative to this approach consists of having point-to-point links directly connecting each com-
municating device to a (usually small) subset of other communicating devices in the network. In
this case, any communication between nonneighboring devices requires transmitting the informa-
tion through several intermediate devices. These networks are known as direct networks. Instead
of directly connecting the communicating devices between them, indirect networks connect those
devices by means of one or more switches. If several switches exist, they are connected between
them using point-to-point links. In this case, any communication between communicating devices
requires transmitting the information through one or more switches. Finally, hybrid approaches are
possible. These network classes and the corresponding subclasses will be described in the following
sections.

1.5 Shared-Medium Networks

The least complex interconnect structure is one in which the transmission medium is shared by
all communicating devices. In such shared-medium networks, only one device is allowed to use the
network at a time. Every device attached to the network has requester, driver, and receiver circuits
to handle the passing of address and data. The network itself is usually passive, since the network
itself does not generate messages.
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Interconnection Networks

——— Shared-Medium Networks

Local Area Networks

—— Contention Bus (Ethernet)

Token Bus (Arcnet)

—— Token Ring (FDDI Ring, IBM Token Ring)

Backplane Bus (Sun Gigaplane, DEC AlphaServer8X00, SGI PowerPath-2)

Direct Networks (Router-Based Networks)

— Strictly Orthogonal Topologies

Mesh

—— 2-D Mesh (Intel Paragon)
—— 3-D Mesh (MIT J-Machine)
— Torus (k-ary n-cube)

1-D Unidirectional Torus or Ring (KSR first-level ring)
—— 2-D Bidirectional Torus (Intel/CMU iWarp)

—— 3-D Bidirectional Torus (Cray T3D, Cray T3E)

—— Hypercube (Intel iPSC, nCUBE)

Other Topologies: Trees, Cube-Connected Cycles, de Bruijn Network, Star Graphs, etc.

Indirect Networks (Switch-Based Networks)

—— Regular Topologies
—— Crossbar (Cray X/Y-MP, DEC GIGAswitch, Myrinet)
“— Multistage Interconnection Networks

Blocking Networks

—— Unidirectional MIN (NEC Cenju-3, IBM RP3)

) L—— Bidirectional MIN (IBM SP, TMC CM-5, Meiko CS-2)
Nonblocking Networks: Clos Network

—— TIrregular Topologies (DEC Autonet, Myrinet, ServerNet)

—— Hybrid Networks
—— Multiple-Backplane Buses (Sun XDBus)

—— Hierarchical Networks (Bridged LANs, KSR)
L—— Cluster-Based Networks (Stanford DASH, HP/Convex Exemplar)

—— Other Hypergraph Topologies: Hyperbuses, Hypermeshes, etc.

Figure 1.2. Classification of interconnection networks. (1-D = one-dimensional; 2-D = two-
dimensional; 3-D = three-dimensional; CMU = Carnegie Mellon University; DASH = Directory
Architecture for Shared-Memory; DEC = Digital Equipment Corp.; FDDI = Fiber Distributed
Data Interface; HP = Hewlett-Packard; KSR = Kendall Square Research; MIN = Multistage Inter-
connection Network; MIT = Massachusetts Institute of Technology; SGI = Silicon Graphics Inc.;
TMC = Thinking Machines Corp.)
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An important issue here is the arbitration strategy that determines the mastership of the shared-
medium network to resolve network access conflicts. A unique characteristic of a shared medium
is its ability to support atomic broadcast in which all devices on the medium can monitor network
activities and receive the information transmitted on the shared medium. This property is important
to efficiently support many applications requiring one-to-all or one-to-many communication services,
such as barrier synchronization and snoopy cache coherence protocols. Due to limited network
bandwidth, a single shared medium can only support limited number of devices before the medium
becomes a bottleneck.

Shared-medium networks constitute a well established technology. Additionally, their limited
bandwidth restricts their use in multiprocessors. So, these networks will not be covered in this
book, but we will present a short introduction in the following sections. There are two major classes
of shared-medium networks: local area networks, mainly used to construct computer networks that
span physical distances no longer than a few kilometers, and backplane buses, mainly used for
internal communication in uniprocessors and multiprocessors.

1.5.1 Shared-Medium Local Area Networks

High-speed LANs can be used as a networking backbone to interconnect computers to provide an
integrated parallel and distributed computing environment. Physically, a shared-medium LAN uses
copper wires or fiber optics in a bit-serial fashion as the transmission medium. The network topology
is either a bus or a ring. Depending on the arbitration mechanism used, different LANSs have been
commercially available. For performance and implementation reasons, it is impractical to have a
centralized control or to have some fixed access assignment to determine the bus master who can
access the bus. Three major classes of LANs based on distributed control are described below.

Contention Bus

The most popular bus arbitration mechanism is to have all devices to compete for the exclusive
access right of the bus. Due to the broadcast nature of the bus, all devices can monitor the state
of the bus, such as idle, busy, and collision. Here the term “collision” means that two or more
devices are using the bus at the same time and their data collided. When the collision is detected,
the competing devices will quit transmission and try later. The most well-known contention-based
LAN is Ethernet which adopts carrier-sense multiple access with collision detection (CSMA/CD)
protocol. The bandwidth of Ethernet is 10 Mbps and the distance span is 250 meters (coaxial cable).
As processors are getting faster, the number of devices that can be connected to Ethernet is limited
to avoid the network bottleneck. In order to break the 10 Mbps bandwidth barrier, Fast Ethernet
can provide 100 Mbps bandwidth.

Token Bus

One drawback of the contention bus is its nondeterministic nature as there is no guarantee of how
much waiting time is required to gain the bus access right. Thus, the contention bus is not suitable
to support real-time applications. To remove the nondeterministic behavior, an alternate approach
involves passing a token among the network devices. The owner of the token has the right to access
the bus. Upon completion of the transmission, the token is passed to the next device based on
some scheduling discipline. By restricting the maximum token holding time, the upper bound that
a device has to wait for the token can be guaranteed. Arcnet supports token bus with a bandwidth
of 2.5 Mbps.
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Figure 1.3. A single-bus network. (M = memory; P = processor.)

Token Ring

The idea of token ring is a natural extension of token bus as the passing of the token forms a ring
structure. IBM token ring supports bandwidths of both 4 and 16 Mbps based on coaxial cable.
Fiber Distributed Data Interface (FDDI) provides a bandwidth of 100 Mbps using fiber optics.

1.5.2 Shared-Medium Backplane Bus

A backplane bus is the simplest interconnection structure for bus-based parallel computers. It is
commonly used to interconnect processor(s) and memory modules to provide UMA architecture.
Figure 1.3 shows a single-bus network. A typical backplane bus usually has 50 — 300 wires and is
physically realized by printed lines on a circuit board or by discrete (backplane) wiring. Additional
costs are incurred by interface electronics, such as line drivers, receivers, and connectors.

There are three kinds of information in the backplane bus: data, address, and control signals.
Control signals include bus request signal and request grant signal, among many others. In addition
of the width of data lines, the maximum bus bandwidth that can be provided is dependent on the
technology. The number of processors that can be put on a bus depends on many factors, such as
processor speed, bus bandwidth, cache architecture, and program behavior.

Methods of Information Transfer

Both data and address information must be carried in the bus. In order to increase the bus bandwidth
and provide a large address space, both data width and address bits have to be increased. Such an
increase implies another increase in the bus complexity and cost. Some designs try to share address
and data lines. For multiplezed transfer, address and data are sent alternatively. Hence, they can
share the same physical lines and require less power and fewer chips. For nonmultiplezed transfer,
address and data lines are separated. Thus, data transfer can be done faster.

In synchronous bus design, all devices are synchronized with a common clock. It requires less
complicated logic and has been used in most existing buses. However, a synchronous bus is not
easily upgradable. New faster processors are difficult to fit into a slow bus.

In asynchronous buses, all devices connected to the bus may have different speeds and their own
clocks. They use a handshaking protocol to synchronize with each other. This provides independence
for different technologies and allows slower and faster devices with different clock rates to operate
together. This also implies buffering is needed, since slower devices cannot handle messages as fast
as faster devices.

Bus Arbitration

In a single-bus network, several processors may attempt to use the bus simultaneously. To deal with
this, a policy must be implemented that allocates the bus to the processors making such requests.
For performance reasons, bus allocation must be carried out by hardware arbiters. Thus, in order to
perform a memory access request, the processor has to exclusively own the bus and become the bus

12
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master. To become the bus master, each processor implements a bus requester, which is a collection
of logic to request control of the data transfer bus. On gaining control, the requester notifies the
requesting master.

Two alternative strategies are used to release the bus:

e Release-when-done: release the bus when data transfer is done

e Release-on-request: hold the bus until another processor requests it

Several different bus arbitration algorithms have been proposed, which can be classified into
centralized or distributed. A centralized method has a central bus arbiter. When a processor wants
to become the bus master, it sends out a bus request to the bus arbiter which then sends out a
request grant signal to the requesting processor. A bus arbiter can be an encoder-decoder pair in
hardware design. In distributed method, such as daisy chain method, there is no central bus arbiter.
The bus request signals form a daisy chain. The mastership is released to the next device when data
transfer is done.

Split Transaction Protocol

Most bus transactions involve request and response. This is the case for memory read operations.
After arequest is issued, it is desirable to have a fast response. If a fast response time is expected, the
bus mastership is not released after sending the request, and data can be received soon. However,
due to memory latency, the bus bandwidth is wasted while waiting for a response. In order to
minimize the waste of bus bandwidth, the split transaction protocol has been used in many bus
networks.

In this protocol, the bus mastership is released immediately after the request, and the memory
has to gain mastership before it can send the data. Split transaction protocol has a better bus
utilization but its control unit is much more complicated. Buffering is needed in order to save
messages before the device can gain the bus mastership.

To support shared-variable communication, some atomic read /modify /write operations to mem-
ories are needed. With the split transaction protocol, the atomic read /modify /write can no longer be
indivisible. One approach to solve this problem is to disallow bus release for those atomic operations.

Bus Examples

Several examples of buses and the main characteristics are listed below.

e Gigaplane used in Sun Ultra Enterprise X000 Server (ca. 1996): 2.6 Gbyte/s peak, 256 bits
data, 42 bits address, split-transaction protocol, 83.8 MHz clock.

e DEC AlphaServer8X00, i.e., 8200 and 8400 (ca. 1995): 2.1 Gbyte/s, 256 bits data, 40 bits
address, split-transaction protocol, 100 MHz clock (1 foot length).

e SGI PowerPath-2 (ca. 1993): 1.2 Gbyte/s, 256 bits data, 40 bits address, 6 bits control,
split-transaction protocol, 47.5 MHz clock (1 foot length).

o HP9000 Multiprocessor Processor Memory Bus (ca. 1993): one Gbyte/s, 128 bits data, 64 bits
address, 13 inches, pipelined-bus, 60 MHz clock.
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1.6 Direct Networks

Scalability is an important issue in designing multiprocessor systems. Bus-based systems are not
scalable as the bus becomes the bottleneck when more processors are added. The direct network
or point-to-point network is a popular network architecture that scales well to a large number of
processors. A direct network consists of a set of nodes, each one being directly connected to a (usually
small) subset of other nodes in the network. Figures 1.5 through 1.7 show several direct networks.
The corresponding interconnection patterns between nodes will be studied below. Each node is a
programmable computer with its own processor, local memory, and other supporting devices. These
nodes may have different functional capabilities. For example, the set of nodes may contain vector
processors, graphics processors, and I/O processors. Figure 1.4 shows the architecture of a generic
node. A common component of these nodes is a router, which handles message communication among
nodes. For this reason, direct networks are also known as router-based networks. Each router has
direct connections to the router of its neighbors. Usually, two neighboring nodes are connected
by a pair of unidirectional channels in opposite directions. A bidirectional channel may also be
used to connect two neighboring nodes. Although the function of a router can be performed by
the local processor, dedicated routers have been used in high-performance multicomputers, allowing
overlapped computation and communication within each node. As the number of nodes in the system
increases, the total communication bandwidth, memory bandwidth, and processing capability of the
system also increase. Thus, direct networks have been a popular interconnection architecture for
constructing large-scale parallel computers.

Each router supports some number of input and output channels. Internal channels or ports
connect the local processor/memory to the router. Although it is common to provide only one pair
of internal channels, some systems use more internal channels in order to avoid a communication
bottleneck between the local processor/memory and the router [39]. External channels are used for
communication between routers. By connecting input channels of one node to the output channels
of other nodes, the direct network is defined. Unless otherwise specified, the term “channel” will
refer to an external channel. Two directly connected nodes are called neighboring or adjacent nodes.
Usually, each node has a fixed number of input and output channels, and every input channel is
paired with a corresponding output channel. Through the connections among these channels, there
are many ways to interconnect these nodes. Obviously, every node in the network should be able to
reach every other node.

Other Local
Functional Processor M
Unit emory
[
A
[ |
Input [ Output
Channels Channels
——— ——eee——
— —_—
e Router ®
L] L]
B
g o

Figure 1.4. A generic node architecture.
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1.6.1 Characterization of Direct Networks

Direct networks have been traditionally modeled by a graph G(N,C), where the vertices of the
graph N represent the set of processing nodes, and the edges of the graph C represent the set of
communication channels. This is a very simple model that does not consider implementation issues.
However, it allows the study of many interesting network properties. Depending on the properties
under study, a bidirectional channel may be modeled either as an edge or as two arcs in opposite
directions (two unidirectional channels). The latter is the case for deadlock avoidance in Chapter 3.
Let us assume that a bidirectional channel is modeled as an edge. Some basic network properties
can be defined from the graph representation:

o Node degree: Number of channels connecting that node to its neighbors.
e Diameter: The maximum distance between two nodes in the network.
e Regularity: A network is regular when all the nodes have the same degree.

e Symmetry: A network is symmetric when it looks alike from every node.

A direct network is mainly characterized by three factors: topology, routing, and switching. The
topology defines how the nodes are interconnected by channels, and is usually modeled by a graph
as indicated above. For direct networks, the ideal topology would connect every node to every
other node. No message would even have to pass through an intermediate node before reaching its
destination. This fully connected topology requires a router with NV links (including the internal
one) at each node for a network with N nodes. Therefore, the cost is prohibitive for networks of
moderate to large size. Additionally, the number of physical connections of a node is limited by
hardware constraints such as the number of available pins and the available wiring area. These
engineering and scaling difficulties preclude the use of such fully connected networks even for small
network sizes. As a consequence, many topologies have been proposed, trying to balance performance
and some cost parameters. In these topologies, messages may have to traverse some intermediate
nodes before reaching the destination node.

From the programmer’s perspective, the unit of information exchange is the message. The size
of messages may vary depending on the application. For efficient and fair use of network resources,
a message is often divided into packets prior to transmission. A packet is the smallest unit of
communication that contains the destination address and sequencing information, which are carried
in the packet header. For topologies in which packets may have to traverse some intermediate nodes,
the routing algorithm determines the path selected by a packet to reach its destination. At each
intermediate node, the routing algorithm indicates the next channel to be used. That channel may be
selected among a set of possible choices. 1f all the candidate channels are busy, the packet is blocked
and cannot advance. Obviously, efficient routing is critical to the performance of interconnection
networks.

When a message or packet header reaches an intermediate node, a switching mechanism deter-
mines how and when the router switch is set, i.e., the input channel is connected to the output
channel selected by the routing algorithm. In other words, the switching mechanism determines
how network resources are allocated for message transmission. For example, in circuit switching,
all the channels required by a message are reserved before starting message transmission. In packet
switching, however, a packet is transmitted through a channel as soon as that channel is reserved
but the next channel is not reserved (assuming that it is available) until the packet releases the
channel it is currently using. Obviously, some buffer space is Tequired to store the packet until the
next channel is reserved. That buffer should be allocated before starting packet transmission. So,
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buffer allocation is closely related to the switching mechanism. Flow control is also closely related
to the switching and buffer allocation mechanisms. The flow control mechanism establishes a dialog
between sender and receiver nodes, allowing and stopping the advance of information. If a packet
is blocked, it requires some buffer space to be stored. When there is no more available buffer space,
the flow control mechanism stops information transmission. When the packet advances and buffer
space is available, transmission is started again. If there is no flow control and no more buffer space
is available, the packet may be dropped, or derouted through another channel.

The above factors affect the network performance. They are not independent of each other but
are closely related. For example, if a switching mechanism reserves resources in an aggressive way
(as soon as a packet header is received), packet latency can be reduced. However, each packet may
be holding several channels at the same time. So, such a switching mechanism may cause severe
network congestion and, consequently, make the design of efficient routing and flow control policies
difficult. The network topology also affects performance, as well as how the network traffic can
be distributed over available channels. In most cases, the choice of a suitable network topology is
restricted by wiring and packaging constraints.

1.6.2 Popular Network Topologies

Many network topologies have been proposed in terms of their graph theoretic properties. However,
very few of them have ever been implemented. Most of the implemented networks have an orthogonal
topology. A network topology is orthogonal if and only if nodes can be arranged in an orthogonal
n-dimensional space, and every link can be arranged in such a way that it produces a displacement
in a single dimension. Orthogonal topologies can be further classified as strictly orthogonal and
weakly orthogonal. In a strictly orthogonal topology, every node has at least one link crossing each
dimension. In a weakly orthogonal topology, some nodes may not have any link in some dimensions.
Hence, it is not possible to cross every dimension from every node. Crossing a given dimension from
a given node may require moving in another dimension first.

Strictly Orthogonal Topologies

The most interesting property of strictly orthogonal topologies is that routing is very simple. Thus,
the routing algorithm can be efficiently implemented in hardware. Effectively, in a strictly orthogonal
topology nodes can be numbered by using their coordinates in the n-dimensional space. As each
link traverses a single dimension and every node has at least one link crossing each dimension, the
distance between two nodes can be computed as the sum of dimension offsets. Also, the displacement
along a given link only modifies the offset in the corresponding dimension. Taking into account that
it is possible to cross any dimension from any node in the network, routing can be easily implemented
by selecting a link that decrements the absolute value of the offset in some dimension. The set of
dimension offsets can be stored in the packet header, and updated (by adding or subtracting one
unit) every time the packet is successfully routed at some intermediate node. If the topology is not
strictly orthogonal, however, routing may become much more complex.

The most popular direct networks are the n-dimensional mesh, the k-ary n-cube or torus, and
the hypercube. All of them are strictly orthogonal. Formally, an n-dimensional mesh has ko X k1 X
«++ X kp—g X kn_1 nodes, k; nodes along each dimension i, where k; > 2 and 0 < ¢ < n—1. Each node
X is identified by n coordinates, (z,—1,Zp—2,...,%1,%p), Where 0 < z; < k;—1for 0 <i<n-1.
Two nodes X and Y are neighbors if and only if y; = z; for all 4, 0 <4 < n — 1, except one, j, where
yj = z; £ 1. Thus, nodes have from n to 2n neighbors, depending on their location in the mesh.
Therefore, this topology is not regular.

16




CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

(a) 2—ary 4—cube (hypercube) (b) 3—ary 2—cube (c) 3—ary 3—D mesh

Figure 1.5. Strictly orthogonal direct network topologies.

In a bidirectional k-ary n-cube [71], all nodes have the same number of neighbors. The definition
of a k-ary n-cube differs from that of an n-dimensional mesh in that all of the k; are equal to k and
two nodes X and Y are neighbors if and only if y; = for all 4, 0 < i < n— 1, except one, j, where
y; = (z; £1) mod k. The change to modular arithmetic in the definition adds wraparound channels
to the k-ary n-cube, giving it regularity and symmetry. Every node has n neighbors if k¥ = 2 and 2n
neighbors if k > 2. When n = 1, the k-ary n-cube collapses to a bidirectional ring with k nodes.

Another topology with regularity and symmetry is the hypercube, which is a special case of both
n-dimensional meshes and k-ary n-cubes. A hypercube is an n-dimensional mesh in which k; = 2
for 0 < i < n— 1, or a 2-ary n-cube, also referred to as a binary n-cube.

Figure 1.5a depicts a binary 4-cube or 16-node hypercube. Figure 1.5b illustrates a 3-ary 2-cube
or two-dimensional (2-D) torus. Figure 1.5c shows a 3-ary three-dimensional (3-D) mesh, resulting
by removing the wraparound channels from a 3-ary 3-cube.

Two conflicting requirements of a direct network are that it must accommodate a large number
of nodes while maintaining a low network latency. This issue will be addressed in Chapter 7.

Other Direct Network Topologies

In addition to the topologies defined above, many other topologies have been proposed in the liter-
ature. Most of them were proposed with the goal of minimizing the network diameter for a given
number of nodes and node degree. As will be seen in Chapter 2, for pipelined switching techniques
network latency is almost insensitive to network diameter, especially when messages are long. So
it is unlikely that those topologies are implemented. In the following paragraphs, we present an
informal description of some relevant direct network topologies.

A popular topology is the tree. This topology has a root node connected to a certain number
of descendant nodes. Each of these nodes is in turn connected to a disjoint set (possibly empty)
of descendants. A node with no descendants is a leaf node. A characteristic property of trees is
that every node but the root has a single parent node. Therefore, trees contain no cycles. A tree
in which every node but the leaves has a fixed number k of descendants is a k-ary tree. ‘When the
distance from every leaf node to the root is the same, i.e., all the branches of the tree have the same
length, the tree is balanced. Figures 1.6a and 1.6b show an unbalanced and a balanced binary tree,
respectively.

The most important drawback of trees as general-purpose interconnection networks is that the
root node and the nodes close to it become a bottleneck. Additionally, there are no alternative
paths between any pair of nodes. The bottleneck can be removed by allocating a higher channel
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(a) Binary Tree (b) Balanced Binary Tree

Figure 1.6. Some tree topologies.

bandwidth to channels located close to the root node. The shorter the distance to the root node, the
higher the channel bandwidth. However, using channels with different bandwidth is not practical,
specially when message transmission is pipelined. A practical way to implement trees with higher
channel bandwidth in the vicinity of the root node (fat trees) will be described in Section 1.7.5.

One of the most interesting properties of trees is that, for any connected graph, it is possible
to define a tree that spans the complete graph. As a consequence, for any connected network,
it is possible to build an acyclic network connecting all the nodes by removing some links. This
property can be used to define a routing algorithm for any irregular topology. However, that routing
algorithm may be inefficient due to the concentration of traffic across the root node. A possible way
to circumvent that limitation will be presented in Section 4.9.

Some topologies have been proposed with the purpose of reducing node degree while keeping
the diameter small. Most of these topologies can be viewed as a hierarchy of topologies. This is
the case for the cube-connected cycles [283]. This topology can be considered as an n-dimensional
hypercube of virtual nodes, where each virtual node is a ring with n nodes, for a total of n2" nodes.
Each node in the ring is connected to a single dimension of the hypercube. Therefore, node degree
is fixed and equal to three: two links connecting to neighbors in the ring, and one link connecting
to a node in another ring through one of the dimensions of the hypercube. However, the diameter is
of the same order of magnitude as that of a hypercube of similar size. Figure 1.7a shows a 24-node
cube-connected cycles network. It is worth to note that cube-connected cycles are weakly orthogonal
because the ring is a one-dimensional network, and displacement inside the ring does not change the
position in the other dimensions. Similarly, a displacement along a hypercube dimension does not
affect the position in the ring. However, it is not possible to cross every dimension from each node.

Many topologies have been proposed with the purpose of minimizing the network diameter for
a given number of nodes and node degree. Two well-known topologies proposed with this purpose
are the de Bruijn network and the star graphs. In the de Bruijn network [300] there are d* nodes,
and each node is represented by a set of n digits in base d. A node (Tn—1,Tn—2,.++, T1, Zo), where
0 < z; <d—1for 0 <i<n—1is connected to nodes (zn—2,..., %1, %o, p) and (P, Tn—1,Tn-2;- -+, z1),
for all p such that 0 < p < d — 1. In other words, two nodes are connected if the representation
of oné node is a right or left shift of the representation of the other. Figure 1.7b shows an eight-
node de Bruijn network. When networks are very large, this network topology achieves a very low
diameter for a given number of nodes and node degree. However, routing is complex. Additionally,
the average distance between nodes is high, close to the network diameter. Finally, some nodes have
links connecting to themselves. All of these issues make the practical application of these networks
very difficult.

A star graph [6] can be informally described as follows. The vertices of the graph are labeled
by permutations of n different symbols, usually denoted as 1 to n. A permutation is connected to
every other permutation that can be obtained from it by interchanging the first symbol with any
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(a) Cube-Connected Cycles (b) De Bruijn Network (c) Star Graph

Figure 1.7. Other direct network topologies.

of the other symbols. A star graph has n! nodes and node degree is equal to n — 1. Figure 1.7¢
shows a star graph obtained by permutations of four symbols. Although a star graph has a lower
diameter than a hypercube of similar size, routing is more complex. Star graphs were proposed as
a particular case of Cayley graphs [6]. Other topologies like hypercubes and cube-connected cycles
are also particular cases of Cayley graphs.

1.6.3 Examples

Several examples of parallel computers with direct networks and the main characteristics are listed
below.

e Cray T3E: Bidil:ectional 3-D torus, 14-bit data in each direction, 375 MHz link speed, 600
Mbytes/s per link.

e Cray T3D: Bidirectional 3-D torus, up to 1,024 nodes (8 x 16 x 8), 24-bit links (16-bit data,
8-bit control), 150 MHz, 300 Mbytes/s per link.

e Intel Cavallino: Bidirectional 3-D topology, 16-bit-wide channels operating at 200 MHz, 400
Mbytes/s in each direction.

e SGI SPIDER: Router with 20-bit bidirectional channels operating on both edges, 200 MHz
clock, aggregate raw data rate of 1 Gbyte/s. Support for regular and irregular topologies.

e MIT M-Machine: 3-D mesh, 800 Mbytes /s for each network channel.

o MIT Reliable Router: 2-D mesh, 23-bit links (16-bit data), 200 MHz, 400 Mbytes/s per link
per direction, bidirectional signaling, reliable transmission.

e Chaos Router: 2-D torus topology, bidirectional 8-bit links, 180 MHz, 360 Mbytes/s in each
direction.

o Intel iPSC-2 Hypercube: Binary hypercube topology, bit-serial channels at 2.8 Mbytes/s.
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1.7 Indirect Networks

Indirect or switch-based networks are another major class of interconnection networks. Instead of
providing a direct connection among some nodes, the communication between any two nodes has
to be carried through some switches. Each node has a network adapter that connects to a network
switch. Each switch can have a set of ports. Each port consists of one input and one output link. A
(possibly empty) set of ports in each switch are either connected to processors or left open, whereas
the remaining ports are connected to ports of other switches to provide connectivity between the
processors. The interconnection of those switches defines various network topologies.

Switch-based networks considerably evolved over time. A wide range of topologies have been
proposed, ranging from regular topologies used in array processors and shared-memory UMA multi-
processors to the irregular topologies currently used in NOWs. Both network classes will be covered
in this book. Regular topologies have regular connection patterns between switches while irregular
topologies do not follow any predefined pattern. Figures 1.19 and 1.21 show several switch-based
networks with regular topology. The corresponding connection patterns will be studied below. Fig-
ure 1.8 shows a typical switch-based network with irregular topology. Both network classes can be
further classified according to the number of switches a message has to traverse before reaching its
destination. Although this classification is not important in the case of irregular topologies, it makes
a big difference in the case of regular networks because some specific properties can be derived for
each network class.

1.7.1 Characterization of Indirect Networks

Indirect networks can also be modeled by a graph G(IV,C), where N is the set of switches, and
C is the set of unidirectional or bidirectional links between the switches. For the analysis of most
properties, it is not necessary to explicitly include processing nodes in the graph. Although a
similar model can be used for direct and indirect networks, a few differences exist between them.
Each switch in an indirect network may be connected to zero, one, or more processors. Obviously,
only the switches connected to some processor can be the source or the destination of a message.
Additionally, transmitting a message from a node to another node requires crossing the link between

Figure 1.8. A switch-based network with irregular topology.
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N
Inputs

M Outputs

Figure 1.9. An N x M crossbar.

the source node and the switch connected to it, and the link between the last switch in the path
and the destination node. Therefore, the distance between two nodes is the distance between the
switches directly connected to those nodes plus two units. Similarly, the diameter is the maximum
distance between two switches connected to some node plus two units. It may be argued that it is
not necessary to add two units because direct networks also have internal links between routers and
processing nodes. However, those links are external in the case of indirect networks. This gives a
consistent view of the diameter as the maximum mimber of external links between two processing
nodes. In particular, the distance between two nodes connected through a single switch is two
instead of zero.

Similar to direct networks, an indirect network is mainly characterized by three factors: topology,
routing, and switching. The topology defines how the switches are interconnected by channels, and
can be modeled by a graph as indicated above. For indirect networks with N nodes, the ideal
topology would connect those nodes through a single N x N switch. Such a switch is known as a
crossbar. Although using a single N x N crossbar is much cheaper than using a fully connected
direct network topology (requiring N routers, each one having an internal N x N crossbar), the cost
is still prohibitive for large networks. Similar to direct networks, the number of physical connections
of a switch is limited by hardware constraints such as the number of available pins and the available
wiring area. These engineering and scaling difficulties preclude the use of crossbar networks for
large network sizes. As a consequence, many alternative topologies have been proposed. In these
topologies, messages may have to traverse several switches before reaching the destination node. In
regular networks, these switches are usually identical and have been traditionally organized as a
set of stages. Each stage (but the input /output stages) is only connected to the previous and next
stages using regular connection patterns. Input/output stages are connected to the nodes as well as
to another stage in the network. These networks are referred to as multistage networks, and have
different properties depending on the number of stages, and how those stages are arranged.

The remaining issues discussed in Section 1.6.1 (routing, switching, flow control, buffer allocation,
and their impact on performance) are also applicable to indirect networks.

1.7.2 Crossbar Networks

Crossbar networks allow any processor in the system to connect to any other processor or memory
unit so that many processors can communicate simultaneously without contention. A new connection
can be established at any time as long as the requested input and output ports are free. Crossbar
networks are used in the design of high-performance small-scale multiprocessors, in the design of
routers for direct networks, and as basic components in the design of large-scale indirect networks.
A crossbar can be defined as a switching network with NV inputs and M outputs, which allows up to
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Figure 1.10. States of a switch point in a crossbar network.

min{ N, M} one-to-one interconnections without contention. Figure 1.9 shows an NV x M crossbar
network. Usually, M = N except for crossbars connecting processors and memory modules.

The cost of such a network is O(NM), which is prohibitively high with large NV and M. Cross-
bar networks have been traditionally used in small-scale shared-memory multiprocessors, where all
processors are allowed to access memories simultaneously as long as each processor reads from, or
writes to, a different memory. When two or more processors contend for the same memory module,
arbitration lets one processor proceed while the others wait. The arbiter in a crossbar is distributed
among all the switch points connected to the same output. However, the arbitration scheme can be
less complex than the one for a bus because conflicts in crossbar are the exception rather than the
rule, and therefore easier to resolve.

For a crossbar network with distributed control, each switch point may have four states as shown
in Figure 1.10. In Figure 1.10a, the input from the row containing the switch point has been granted
access to the corresponding output while inputs from upper rows requesting the same output are
blocked. In Figure 1.10b, an input from an upper row has been granted access to the output. The
input from the row containing the switch point does not request that output, and can be propagated
to other switches. In Figure 1.10c, an input from an upper row has also been granted access to
the output. However, the input from the row containing the switch point also requests that output
and is blocked. The configuration in Figure 1.10d is only required if the crossbar has to support
multicasting (one-to-many communication).

The advent of VLSI permitted the integration of hardware for thousands of switches into a single
chip. However, the number of pins on a VLSI chip cannot exceed a few hundreds, which restricts
the size of the largest crossbar that can be integrated into a single VLSI chip. Large crossbars can
be realized by partitioning them into smaller crossbars, each one implemented using a single chip.
Thus, a full crossbar of size N x N can be implemented with (N/n)(N/n) n X n crossbars.

1.7.3 Multistage Interconnection Networks

Multistage interconnection networks (MINs) connect input devices to output devices through a num-
ber of switch stages, where each switch is a crossbar network. The number of stages and the con-
nection patterns between stages determine the routing capability of the networks. ’

MINSs were initially proposed for telephone networks and later for array processors. In these cases,
a central controller establishes the path from input to output. In cases where the number of inputs
equals the number of outputs, each input synchronously transmits a message to one output, and
each output receives a message from exactly one input. Such unicast communication patterns can be
represented as a permutation of the input addresses. For this application, MINs have been popular
as alignment networks for storing and accessing arrays in parallel from memory banks. Array storage
is typically skewed to permit conflict-free access, and the network is used to unscramble the arrays
during access. These networks can also be configured with the number of inputs greater than the
number of outputs (concentrators) and vice versa (expanders). On the other hand, in asynchronous
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Figure 1.11. A generalized MIN with N inputs, M outputs, and g stages.

multiprocessors, centralized control and permutation routing are infeasible. In this case, a routing
algorithm is required to establish the path across the stages of a MIN.

Depending on the interconnection scheme employed between two adjacent stages and the number
of stages, various MINs have been proposed. MINs are good for constructing parallel computers with
hundreds of processors and have been used in some commercial machines.

1.7.4 A Generalized MIN Model

There are many ways to interconnect adjacent stages. Figure 1.11 shows a generalized multistage
interconnection network with N inputs and M outputs. It has g stages, Go to Gg—1. As shown in
Figure 1.12, each stage, say G;, has w; switches of size a;; X bi,j, where 1 < j < w;. Thus, stage G;
has p; inputs and g; outputs, where

wi
gi= bij

wi
pi — Z ai,j and
j=1 j=1
The connection between two adjacent stages, G;_; and G;, denoted C;, defines the connection
pattern for p; = ¢i—1 links, where po = N and ¢g-1 = M. A MIN thus can be represented as

Co(IN)Go(wo)Ci (p1)G1(w1) - - Gg-1(wg-1)Cy(M)

A connection pattern C;(p;) defines how those p; links should be connected between the g;_1 = Pi
outputs from stage Gi—1 and the p; inputs to stage Gi. Different connection patterns give different
characteristics and topological properties of MINs. The links are labeled from 0 to p; — 1 at C;.

From a practical point of view, it is interesting that all the switches are identical, thus amortizing
the design cost. Banyan networks are a class of MINs with the property that there is a unique path
between any pair of source and destination [133]. An N-node (N = k") Delta network is a subclass
of banyan networks, which is constructed from identical k X k switches in n stages, where each stage
contains % switches. Many of the known MINs, such as Omega, flip, cube, butterfly, and baseline,
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Figure 1.12. A closer view of stage G;.

belong to the class of Delta networks [272] and have been shown to be topologically and functionally
equivalent [351]. A good survey of those MINs can be found in [317]. Some of those MINs are
defined below.

When switches have the same number of input and output ports, MINs also have the same
number of input and output ports. Since there is a one-to-one correspondence between inputs and
outputs, these connections are also called permutations. Five basic permutations are defined below.
Although these permutations were originally defined for networks with 2 X 2 switches, for most
definitions we assume that the network is built by using k x k switches, and that there are N = k"
inputs and outputs, where n is an integer. However, some of these permutations are only defined
for the case where N is a power of 2. With N = k™ ports, let X = Zn_1Zn_2---To be an arbitrary
portnumber,0_<_X§N—1,WhereOSziSk—l,OgiSn—l.

Perfect Shuffle Connection

The perfect k-shuffle connection o is defined by

of(X) = (kX + [’%—J) mod N

A more cogent way to describe the perfect k-shuffle connection ok is

k
0*(Tn-1Tn—-2...T120) = Tn—2 - - - T1Z0Tn—1

The perfect k-shuffie connection performs a cyclic shifting of the digits in X to the left for one
position. For k = 2, this action corresponds to perfectly shuffling a deck of IV cards, as demonstrated
in Figure 1.13a for the case of N = 8. The perfect shuffle cuts the deck into two halves from the
center and intermixes them evenly. The inverse perfect shuffle does the opposite as defined below:

1
g (zn_ll‘n_z e :L‘1.’Eo) = T9Tp—-1---T2T1
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0(000) 0(000)  0(000) 0(000) 0(000) 0(000)
1(001) — — 1(001) 1(001) — — 1(001) 1(001) — — 1(001)
2(010) —i — 2(010)  2(010) — — 2(010) 2(010) 2(010)
3(011) — —— 3011)  3(011) — — 3(011) 3(011) —i L 3(011)
4(100) — . 4(100)  4(100) — — 4(100) 4(100) — L 4(100)
5(101) — L 5(101)  5(101) — —— 5(101) 5(101) 5(101)
6(110) — L 6(110)  6(110) — L 6(110) 6(110) —: — 6(110)
7(111) 7011 7(111) 7(111) 7(111) 7(111)
(a) Perfect Shuffle (b) Inverse Perfect Shuffle (c) Bit Reversal

Figure 1.13. The perfect shuffle, inverse perfect shuffle, and bit reversal connections for N = 8.

Digit Reversal Connection
The digit reversal permutation p* is defined by
P (En—1Zn-2--- Z1Zo) = ToZ1 - - - Tn—2Ln—1

This permutation is usually referred to as bit reversal, clearly indicating that it was proposed for
k = 2. However, its definition is also valid for k > 2. Figure 1.13c demonstrates a bit reversal
connection for the case of k=2 and N = 8.

Butterfly Connection
The ith k-ary butterfly permutation ﬂ:“, for0<i<n-—1,is defined by
ﬂf(:zn_l R TRT 2 PEE I £1T0) = Tn—1- - - Tiy1L0Ti—1 - - L1Ti

The ith butterfly connection interchanges the zeroth and ith digits of the index. Figure 1.14 shows
the butterfly connection for k = 2, and i =0, 1, and 2 with N = 8. Note that BE defines a straight
one-to-one connection and is also called identity connection, I.

0(000) — L 0(000) — 0(000) —i—————+— 0(000)
1001) — — 10001) ——><-— 1001) — 1001)
2(010) 2(010) — — 2010) 2(010)
30011) — 3011 3011) 3011)
4(100) — — 4(100) 4(100) 4(100)
5(101) 5(101) — L sq101) 5(101)
6(110) — — 6(110) ~—><-— 6(110) 6(110)
7(111) 7(111) 7(111) 73111

(a) Second Butterfly (b) First Butterfly (c) Zeroth Butterfly

Figure 1.14. The butterfly connection for V = 8.
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0(000) —i i— 0(000) — L 0(000) —
1(001) — — 1(001) — - 1(001) —

i — 0(000)
— 1(001)
2(010) — — 2(010) — — 2(010) —
3011) — — 3(011) — — 3(011) —

— 2(010)
i— 3(011)
5(101) — L 5(101) — L 5(101) — . 5(101)

6(110) — — 6(110) — — 6(110) — — 6(110)

<
<

4(100) — — 4(100) — — 4(100) —><— 4(100)
<

7(111) — — 7(111) — L 7(111) —

L 7(111)

(a) Second Cube (b) First Cube (c) Zeroth Cube

Figure 1.15. The cube connection for N = 8.

Cube Connection
The ith cube connection E;, for 0 < ¢ < n — 1, is defined only for k£ = 2 by
E,’(.’En_1 PR 7 [ 23/ 2 R wo) =Tp—1-+-- -'L'i+15i-'1f'i—1 Ry i)
The ith cube connection complements the ith bit of the index. Figure 1.15 shows the cube connection
for i =0, 1, and 2 with N = 8. Ej is also called the ezchange connection.

Baseline Connection

The ith k-ary baseline permutation §¥, for 0 < i < n — 1, is defined by
Jf(zn_l e e L1 T TG—1 - e e :131.7:0) =Tp—1-++Li+1L0T;Tj~1---T1

The ith baseline connection performs a cyclic shifting of the i+ 1 least significant digits in the index
to the right for one position. Figure 1.16 shows the baseline connection for k = 2, and 7 =0, 1, and
2 with V = 8. Note that 6§ also defines the identity connection I.

0(000) 0(000) 0(000) 0(000)

1(001) — — 1(001) — — 1(001) 1(001)
2(010) — — 2(010) ——><— 2(010) 2(010)
3(011) — — 3(011) 3(011) 3011)
4(100) — L— 4(100) 4(100) 4(100)
5(101) — t  5(101) — — 5(101) 5(101)
6(110) — — 6(110) —><— 6(110) 6(110)
7(111) 7(111) 7(111) 7(111)
(a) Second Baseline (b) First Baseline (c) Zeroth Baseline

Figure 1.16. The baseline connection for N = 8.

26




24 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

1.7.5 Classification of Multistage Interconnection Networks

Depending on the availability of paths to establish new connections, MINs have been traditionally
divided into three classes:

1. Blocking. A connection between a free input/output pair is not always possible because of
conflicts with the existing connections. Typically, there is a unique path between every in-
put /output pair, thus minimizing the number of switches and stages. However, it is also
possible to provide multiple paths to reduce conflicts and increase fault tolerance. These
blocking networks are also known as multipath.

9. Nonblocking. Any input port can be connected to any free output port without affecting the
existing connections. Nonblocking networks have the same functionality as a crossbar. They
require multiple paths between every input and output, which in turn leads to extra stages.

3. Rearrangeable. Any input port can be connected to any free output port. However, the existing
connections may require rearrangement of paths. These networks also require multiple paths
between every input and output’ but the number of paths and the cost is smaller than in the
case of nonblocking networks.

Nonblocking networks are expensive. Although they are cheaper than a crossbar of the same
size, their cost is prohibitive for large sizes. The best known example of nonblocking multistage
network is the Clos network, initially proposed for telephone networks. Rearrangeable networks
require less stages or simpler switches than a nonblocking network. The best known example of
rearrangeable network is the Benes network. Figure 1.17 shows an 8 X 8 Benet network. For 27
inputs, this network requires 2n — 1 stages, and provides 9n—1 alternative paths. Rearrangeable net-
works require a central controller to rearrange connections, and were proposed for array processors.
However, connections cannot be easily rearranged on multiprocessors because processors access the
network asynchronously. So, rearrangeable networks behave like blocking networks when accesses
are asynchronous. Thus, this class has not been included in Figure 1.2. We will mainly focus on
blocking networks. )

Depending on the kind of channels and switches, MINs can be split into two classes [253]:

1. Unidirectional MINs. Channels and switches are unidirectional.

9. Bidirectional MINs. Channels and switches are bidirectional. This implies that information
can be transmitted simultaneously in opposite directions between neighboring switches.

000
001
010
011
100
101
110
111

Figure 1.17. An 8 x 8 Bene§ network.
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(a) Straight (b) Exchange (c) Lower (d) Upper
Broadcast Broadcast

Figure 1.18. Four possible states of a 2 x 2 switch.

Additionally, each channel may be either multiplexed or replaced by two or more channels. In

. the latter case, the network is referred to as dilated MIN. Obviously, the number of ports of each

switch must increase accordingly.

Unidirectional Multistage Interconnection Networks

The basic building blocks of unidirectional MINs are unidirectional switches. An a x b switch is a
crossbar network with a inputs and b outputs. If each input port is allowed to connect to exactly
one output port, at most min{a, b} connections can be supported simultaneously. If each input port
is allowed to connect to many output ports, a more complicated design is needed to support the so-
called one-to-many or multicast communication. In the broadcast mode or one-to-all communication,
each input port is allowed to connect to all output ports. Figure 1.18 shows four possible states of a
2 x 2 switch. The last two states are used to support one-to-many and one-to-all communications.

In MINs with N = M, it is common to use switches with the same number of input and output
ports, i.e., a = b. If N > M, switches with a > b will be used. Such switches are also called
concentration switches. In the case of N < M, distribution switches with a < b will be used.

Tt can be shown that with N input and output ports, a unidirectional MIN with k X k switches
requires at least [log; N| stages to allow a connection path between any input port and any output
port. By having additional stages, more connection paths may be used to deliver a message between
an input port and an output port at the expense of extra hardware cost. Every path through the
MIN crosses all the stages. Therefore, all the paths have the same length.

Four topologically equivalent unidirectional MINs are considered below. These MINs are a class
of Delta networks.

Baseline MINs. In a baseline MIN, connection pattern C; is described by the (n — i)th baseline
permutation 6%_; for 1 <4 < n. Connection pattern Cq is selected to be k.

Butterfly MINs. In a butterfly MIN, connection pattern C; is described by the 7th butterfly
permutation ¥ for 0 <4 < n — 1. Connection pattern Cy is selected to be Bk

Cube MINs. In a cube MIN (or multistage cube network [317]), connection pattern C; is described
b{ the (n — 4)th butterfly permutation 85_; for 1 < i < n. Connection pattern Co is selected to be
ar.

Omega network. In an Omega network, connection pattern C; is described by the perfect k-
shuffle permutation ¢* for 0 < i < n — 1. Connection pattern C, is selected to be BE. Thus, all
the connection patterns but the last one are identical. The last connection pattern produces no
permutation.

The topological equivalence of these MINs can be viewed as follows: Consider that each input link
to the first stage is numbered using a string of n digits s,—15n_2...5150, where 0 < 5; <k —1, for
0 <i < n—1. The least significant digit so gives the address of the input port at the corresponding
switch and the address of the switch is given by s,_15,_32...81. At each stage, a given switch is
able to connect any input port with any output port. This can be viewed as changing the value of
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(d) Omega Network

Figure 1.19. Four 16 x 16 unidirectional multistage interconnection networks.
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00 Figure 1.20. Connections in a bidirectional switch.

01

10 the least significant digit of the address. In order to be able to connect any input to any output of

1 the network, it should be possible to change the value of all the digits. As each switch is only able

00 to change the value of the least significant digit of the address, connection patterns between stages

101 are defined in such a way that the position of digits is permuted, and after n stages all the digits

10 have occupied the least significant position. Therefore, the above defined MINs differ in the order

M1 in which address digits occupy the least significant position.

100 Figure 1.19 shows the topology of four 16 X 16 unidirectional multistage interconnection networks:

101 (a) baseline network, (b) butterfly network, (c) cube network, and (d) omega network.

110

11 Bidirectional Multistage Interconnection Networks
Figure 1.20 illustrates a bidirectional switch in which each port is associated with a pair of unidi-
rectional channels in opposite directions. This implies that information can be transmitted simulta-
neously in opposite directions between neighboring switches. For ease of explanation, it is assumed
that processor nodes are on the left-hand side of the network, as shown in Figure 1.21. A bidirectional
switch supports three types of connections: forward, backward, and turnaround (see Figure 1.20). As

1000 turnaround connections between ports at the same side of a switch are possible, paths have different

)001 lengths. An eight-node butterfly bidirectional MIN (BMIN) is illustrated in Figure 1.21.

)10 Paths are established in BMINs by crossing stages in forward direction, then establishing a

011 turnaround connection, and finally crossing stages in backward direction. This is usually referred

3100 to as turnaround routing. Figure 1.22 shows two alternative paths from node S to node D in an

0101 eight-node butterfly BMIN. When crossing stages in forward direction, several paths are possible.

0110 Each switch can select any of its output ports. However, once the turnaround connection is crossed,

0111

1000 Co Go C; G €3 G

1001 T

1010 000 O= T \

1011 001 Q=2 |

1100 010 ( )<__r__-—L>

1101

1110
1111

Figure 1.21. An eight-node butterfly bidirectional MIN.
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Figure 1.22. Alternative paths in an eight-node butterfly bidirectional MIN.

a single path is available up to the destination node. In the worst case, establishing a path in an
n-stage BMIN requires crossing 2n — 1 stages. This behavior closely resembles that of the Benes
network. Indeed, the baseline BMIN can be considered as a folded Benes network.

As shown in Figure 1.23, a butterfly BMIN with turnaround routing can be viewed as a fat tree
[201]. In a fat tree, processors are located at leaves, and internal vertices are switches. Transmission
bandwidth between switches is increased by adding more links in parallel as switches become closer
to the root switch. When a message is routed from one processor to another, it is sent up (in
forward direction) the tree to the least common ancestor of the two processors, and then sent down
(in backward direction) to the destination. Such a tree routing well explains the turnaround routing

mentioned above.

1.7.6 Examples

Several examples of parallel computers with indirect networks and commercial switches to build
indirect networks are listed below.

e Myricom Myrinet: Supports regular and irregular topologies, 8 X 8 crossbar switch, 9-bit
" channels, full-duplex, 640 Mbits/s per link.

e Thinking Machines CM-5: Fat tree topology, 4-bit bidirectional channels at 40 MHz, aggregate
bandwidth in each direction of 20 Mbytes /s.

o Inmos C104: Supports regular and irregular topologies, 32 X 39 crossbar switch, serial links,
100 Mbits/s per link.

» IBM SP2: Crossbar switches supporting Omega network topologies with bidirectional, 16-bit
channels at 150MHz, 300 Mbytes/s in each direction.

o SGI SPIDER: Router with 20-bit bidirectional channels operating on both edges, 200 MHz
clock, aggregate raw data rate of 1 Gbyte/s. Offers support for configurations as nonblocking
multistage network topologies as well as irregular topologies.

e Tandem ServerNet: Irregular topologies, 8-bit bidirectional channels at 50 MHz, 50 Mbytes/s
per link.
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1.8 Hybrid Networks

In this section, we briefly describe some network topologies that do not fit into the classes described
above. In general, hybrid networks combine mechanisms from shared-medium networks and direct
or indirect networks. Therefore, they increase bandwidth with respect to shared-medium networks,
and reduce the distance between nodes with respect to direct and indirect networks. There exist
well-established applications of hybrid networks. This is the case for bridged LANs. However, for
systems requiring very high performance, direct and indirect networks achieve better scalability than
hybrid networks because point-to-point links are simpler and faster than shared-medium buses. Most
high-performance parallel computers use direct or indirect networks. Recently hybrid networks have
been gaining acceptance again. The use of optical technology enables the implementation of high-
performance buses. Currently, some prototype machines are being implemented based on electrical
as well as optical interconnects.

Many hybrid networks have been proposed for different purposes. The classification proposed
for these networks is mainly dictated by the application fields. In general, hybrid networks can be
modeled by a hypergraph [23], where the vertices of the hypergraph represent the set of processing
nodes, and the edges represent the set of communication channels and/or buses. Note that an edge
in a hypergraph can interconnect an arbitrary number of nodes. When an edge connects exactly two
nodes then it represents a point-to-point channel. Otherwise it represents a bus. In some network
designs, each bus has a single driving node. No other device is allowed to drive that bus. In this
case, there is no need for arbitration. However, it is still possible to have several receivers at a given
time, thus retaining the broadcast capability of buses. Obviously, every node in the network must
drive at least one bus, therefore requiring a number of buses not lower than the number of nodes.
In this case, the network topology can be modeled by a directed hypergraph.

1.8.1 Multiple Backplane Buses

Due to limited shared-medium network bandwidth, a shared-medium network can only support a
small number of devices, has limited distance, and is not scalable to support a large system. Some
approaches have been used or studied to remove such bottlenecks. One approach to increase network
bandwidth is to have multiple buses as shown in Figure 1.24. However, concern about wiring and
interface costs is a major reason why multiple buses have seen little use so far in multiprocessor
design [246]. Due to the limitations of electrical packaging technology, it is unlikely to have a
multiple-bus network with more than four buses. However, many more buses are likely feasible with
other packaging technologies such as wavelength division multiplexing on fiber optics [279].

Global Bus

Figure 1.24. A multiple-bus network. Figure 1.25. Two-level hierarchical buses.
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1.8.2 Hierarchical Networks

Another approach to increase the network bandwidth is to have a hierarchical structure as shown
in Figure 1.25. Different buses are interconnected by routers or bridges to transfer information
from one side of the network to the other side of the network. These routers or bridges can filter
the network traffic by examining the destination address of each passing message. The hierarchical
network can expand the network area and handle more devices, but it is no longer a simple shared-
medium network. This approach is used in bridged LANs. Usually, a higher bandwidth is available
at the global bus. Otherwise, it may become a bottleneck. This can be achieved by using a faster
technology. This is the case for the backbone LAN in some bridged LANSs. Hierarchical networks
have also been proposed as the interconnection scheme for shared-memory multiprocessors. Again,
the global bus may become a bottleneck. For example, the Encore Gigamax addressed this problem
by having an optical fiber bus to increase the bandwidth of the global bus.

1.8.3 Cluster-Based Networks

Cluster-based networks also have a hierarchical structure. Indeed, they can be considered as a
subclass of hierarchical networks. Cluster-based networks combine the advantages of two or more
kinds of networks at different levels in the hierarchy. For example, it is possible to combine the
advantages of buses and point-to-point links by using buses at the lower level in the hierarchy to
form clusters, and a direct network topology connecting clusters at the higher level. This is the
case for the Stanford Directory Architecture for Shared-Memory (DASH) [203]. Figure 1.26 shows
the basic architecture of this parallel computer. At the lower level, each cluster consists of four
processors connected by a bus. At the higher level, a 2-D mesh connects the clusters. The broadcast
capability of the bus is used at the cluster level to implement a snoopy protocol for cache coherence.
The direct network at the higher level overcomes the bandwidth constraints of the bus, considerably
increasing the scalability of the machine.

Other combinations are possible. Instead of combining buses and direct networks, the HP /Convex

Figure 1.26. Cluster-based 2-D mesh.
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Figure 1.27. A two-dimensional hypermesh.

Exemplar multiprocessor combines indirect and direct networks. This multiprocessor has 5 x 5
nonblocking crossbars at the lower level in the hierarchy, connecting four functional blocks and one
1/0 interface to form clusters or hypernodes. Fach functional block consists of two processors, two
memory banks and interfaces. These hypernodes are connected by a second level coherent toroidal
interconnect made out of multiple rings using Scalable Coherent Interface (SCI). Each ring connects
one functional block from all the hypernodes. At the lower level of the hierarchy, the crossbars allow
all the processors within a hypernode to access the interleaved memory modules in that hypernode.
At the higher level, the rings implement a cache coherence protocol.

1.8.4 Other Hypergraph Topologies

Many other hybrid topologies have been proposed [25, 336, 348]. Among them, a particularly
interesting class is the hypermesh [335]. A hypermesh is a regular topology consisting of a set of
nodes arranged into several dimensions. Instead of having direct connections to the neighbors in
each dimension, each node is connected to all the nodes in each dimension through a bus. There
are several ways to implement a hypermesh. The most straightforward way consists of connecting
all the nodes in each dimension through a shared bus. Figure 1.27 shows a 2-D hypermesh. In
this network, multiple buses are arranged in two dimensions. Each node is connected to one bus in
each dimension. This topology was proposed by Wittie [348], and was referred to as spanning-bus
hypercube. This topology has a very low diameter, and average distance between nodes scales very
well with network size. However, the overall network bandwidth does not scale well. Additionally,
the frequent changes of bus mastership incur significant overheads.

An alternative implementation that removes the above mentioned constraints consists of replacing
the single shared bus connecting the nodes along a given dimension by a set of as many buses as nodes
in that dimension. This is the approach proposed in the Distributed Crossbar Switch Hypermesh
(DCSH) [222, 223]. Figure 1.28 shows one dimension of the network. Bach bus is driven by a single
node. Therefore, there are no changes in mastership. Also, bandwidth scales with the number of
nodes. Two major concerns, however, are the high number of buses required in the system and the
very high number of input ports required at each node. Although the authors propose an electrical
implementation, this topology is also suitable for optical interconnects.
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Figure 1.28. A one-dimensional Distributed Crossbar Switch Hypermesh.

1.9 A Unified View of Direct and Indirect Net-
works

Up to this point, most researchers and manufacturers considered direct and indirect networks as
two completely different approaches for the interconnection of a set of nodes. However, the last
few years have seen developments in router architecture, algorithms, and switch design evolve to a
point that is blurring the distinction between these two classes of networks. For performance driven
environments, as networks converge on the use of pipelined message transmission and source based
routing algorithms, the major differences between the switch architectures for direct and indirect
networks is becoming more a question of topology. Direct networks have typically used routers with
routing algorithms implemented in the network. Switch-based designs have had routing performed
at the source. Modern routers are being designed to support simple, fast, reprogrammable routing
decisions within the network with substantial control of routing at the message source. This expands
the base of applications for the (sizeable) investment in router/switch designs. This flexibility is also
evidenced by the fact that the traditional high-performance multiprocessor router /switch designs
are moving up to implementations involving workstation and personal computer (PC) clusters.

In particular, during the last few years several manufacturers have introduced switches to in-
terconnect a set of processors. These switch-based networks allow the user to define the topology.
Let us consider the particular case in which each switch has a single processor directly attached to
it, and the remaining ports are used to connect with other switches. This network does not differ
substantially from a direct network because each switch can be considered as a router associated
with the corresponding node. Indeed, the functionality of current routers and switches is practi-
cally identical. Moreover, some manufacturers proposed the use of the same switch to implement
either direct or indirect networks. This is the case of the Inmos C104 switch [228] and the SGI
SPIDER. [118]. For interconnection networks using the former switch, Inmos proposed the use of
bidirectional multistage interconnection networks as well as direct topologies like meshes. In the
latter case, each switch is connected to a single node through a set of independent ports. Also,
two adjacent switches may use several ports in parallel to communicate between them. The SGI
SPIDER router implementation was designed to support configurations as nonblocking multistage
networks, as irregular topologies, and as routers for conventional multiprocessor topologies. Such
flexibility is typically achieved using topology-independent routing algorithms and flexible switching
techniques.

Therefore, we can view networks using point-to-point links as a set of interconnected switches,
each one being connected to zero, one, or more nodes. Direct networks correspond to the case where
every switch is connected to a single node. Crossbar networks correspond to the case where there is
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a single switch connected to all the nodes. Multistage interconnection networks correspond to the
case where switches are arranged into several stages and the switches in intermediate stages are not
connected to any processor. However, other choices are possible under this unified view of direct and
indirect interconnection networks. Effectively, nothing prevents the designer from interconnecting
switches using a typical direct network topology, and connecting several processors to each switch.
This is the case for the Cray T3D, which implements a 3-D torus topology, connecting two processors
to each router.

The unified view allows the development of generic routing algorithms. In these algorithms, the
destination address specifies the destination switch as well as the port number in that switch that
is connected to the destination processor. Note that routing algorithms for direct networks are a
particular case of these generic algorithms. In this case, there is a single processor connected to
each switch. So, the output port in the last switch is not required, assuming that processors are
connected to the same port in every switch. This unified view also allows the application of many
results developed for direct networks to indirect networks, and vice versa. For example, the theory
of deadlock avoidance presented in Chapter 3 was initially developed for direct networks but can also
be applied to indirect networks with minor changes, as will be shown in that chapter. Obviously, not
all the results can be directly applied to both network classes. Additionally, applying some results
to other network classes may require a considerable effort. In the remaining chapters of the book,
most techniques will be described for the class of networks for which they were initially proposed.
However, it is important to keep in mind that most of those techniques can also be applied to other
network topologies by taking into account the unified view proposed in this section.




Chapter 2

Message Switching Layer

Interprocessor communication can be viewed as a hierarchy of services starting from the physical
layer that synchronizes the transfer of bit streams to higher-level protocols layers that perform
functions such as packetization, data encryption, data compression, etc. Such a layering of commu-
nication services is common in the local and wide area network communities. While there currently
may not be a consensus on a standard set of layers for multiprocessor systems, we find it useful
to distinguish between three layers in the operation of the interconnection network: the routing
layer, the switching layer, and the physical layer. The physical layer refers to link-level protocols
for transferring messages and otherwise managing the physical channels between adjacent routers.
The switching layer utilizes these physical layer protocols to implement mechanisms for forward-
ing messages through the network. Finally, the routing layer makes routing decisions to determine
candidate output channels at intermediate router nodes and thereby establish the path through the
network. The design of routing protocols and their properties, e.g., deadlock and livelock freedom,
are largely determined by the services provided by the switching layer.

This chapter focuses on the techniques that are implemented within the network routers to
realize the switching layer. These techniques differ in several respects. The switching techniques
determine when and how internal switches are set to connect router inputs to outputs and the time
at which message components may be transferred along these paths. These techniques are coupled
with flow control mechanisms for the synchronized transfer of units of information between routers
and through routers in forwarding messages through the network. Flow control is tightly coupled
with buffer management algorithms that determine how message buffers are requested and released,
and as a result determine how messages are handled when blocked in the network. Implementations
of the switching layer differ in decisions made in each of these areas, and in their relative timing,
i.e., when one operation can be initiated relative to the occurrence of the other. The specific choices
interact with the architecture of the routers and traffic patterns imposed by parallel programs in
determining the latency and throughput characteristics of the interconnection network.

As we might expect, the switching techniques employed in multiprocessor networks initially
followed those techniques employed in local and wide area communication networks, e.g., circuit
switching and packet switching. However, as the application of multiprocessor systems spread into
increasingly compute-intensive domains, the traditional layered communication designs borrowed
from LANs became a limiting performance bottleneck. New switching techniques and implementa-
tions evolved that were better suited to the low latency demands of parallel programs. This chapter
reviews these switching techniques and their accompanying flow control and buffer management
algorithms.
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2.1 Network and Router Model

In comparing and contrasting alternative implementations of the switching layer we are interested in
evaluating their impact on the router implementations. The implementations in turn determine the
cycle time of router operation and therefore the resulting message latency and network bandwidth.
The architecture of a generic router is shown in Figure 2.1 and is comprised of the following major
components. ‘

e Buffers. These are first-in first-out (FIFO) buffers for storing messages in transit. In the
above model, a buffer is associated with each input physical channel and each output physical
channel. In alternative designs, buffers may be associated only with inputs (input buffering)
or outputs (output buffering). The buffer size is an integral number of flow control units.

e Switch. This component is responsible for connecting router input buffers to router output
buffers. High-speed routers will utilize crossbar networks with full connectivity, while lower-
speed implementations may utilize networks that do not provide full connectivity between
input buffers and output buffers.

e Routing and arbitration unit. This component implements the routing algorithms, selects the
output link for an incoming message, and accordingly sets the switch. If multiple messages
simultaneously request the same output link this component must provide for arbitration
between them. If the requested link is busy, the incoming message remains in the input buffer.
It will be routed again after the link is freed and if it successfully arbitrates for the link.
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Figure 2.1. Generic router model. (LC = Link controller.)
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e Link controllers (LC). The flow of messages across the physical channel between adjacent
routers is implemented by the link controller. The link controllers on either side of a channel
coordinate to transfer units of flow control.

e Processor interface. This component simply implements a physical channel interface to the
processor rather than to an adjacent router. It consists of one or more injection channels from
the processor and one or more ejection channels to the processor. Ejection channels are also
referred to as delivery channels or consumption channels.

From the point of view of router performance we are interested in two parameters [67]. When a
message first arrives at a router, it must be examined to determine the output channel over which the
message is to be forwarded. This is referred to as the routing delay, and typically includes the time
to set the switch. Once a path has been established through a router by the switch, we are interested
in the rate at which messages can be forwarded through the switch. This rate is determined by the
propagation delay through the switch (intrarouter delay), and the signaling rate for synchronizing
the transfer of data between the input and output buffers. This delay has been characterized to as
the the internal flow control latency [57]. Similarly, the delay across the physical links (interrouter
delay) is referred to as the external flow control latency. The routing delay and flow control delays
collectively determine achievable message latency through the switch, and along with contention by
messages for links, determines the network throughput.

The following section addresses some basic concepts in the implementation of the switching layer,
assuming the generic router model shown in Figure 2.1. The remainder of the chapter focuses on
alternative implementations of the switching layer.

2.2 Basic Concepts

Switching layers can be distinguished by the implementation and relative timing of flow control
operations and switching techniques. In addition, these operations may be overlapped with the time
to make routing decisions.

Flow control is a synchronization protocol for transmitting and receiving a unit of information.
The unit of flow control refers to that portion of the message whose transfer must be synchronized.
This unit is defined as the smallest unit of information whose transfer is requested by the sender and
acknowledged by the receiver. The request/acknowledgment signaling is used to ensure successful
transfer and the availability of buffer space at the receiver. Note that there is no restriction on when
requests or acknowledgments are actually sent or received. Implementation efficiency governs the
actual exchange of these control signals, e.g., the use of block acknowledgments. For example, it is
easy to think of messages in terms of fixed-length packets. A packet is forwarded across a physical
channel or from the input buffers of a router to the output buffers. Note that these transfers are
atomic in the sense that sufficient buffering must be provided so that a packet is either transferred
in its entirety, or transmission is delayed until sufficient buffer space becomes available. In this
example, the flow of information is managed and controlled at the level of an entire packet.

Flow control occurs at two levels. In the preceding example, message flow control occurs at the
level of a packet. However, the transfer of a packet across a physical channel between two routers
make take several steps or cycles, e.g., the transfer of a 128-byte packet across a 16-bit data channel.
The resulting multicycle transfers use physical channel flow control to forward a message flow control
unit across the physical link connecting routers.

Switching techniques differ in the relationship between the sizes of the physical and message flow
control units. In general, each message may be partitioned into fixed-length packets. Packets in
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Figure 2.2. Alternative flow control units in a message.

turn may be broken into message flow control units or flits [78]. Due to channel width constraints,
multiple physical channel cycles may be used to transfer a single flit. A phit is the unit of information
that c~n o transferred across a physical channel in a single step or cycle. Flits répresent logical
units of .aformation as opposed to phits which correspond to physical quantities, i.e., the number
of bits that can be transferred in parallel in a single cycle. An example of a message comprised of
N packets, 6 flits/packet and 2 phits/flit is shown in Figure 2.2.

The relationships between the sizes of phits, flits, and packets differs across machines. Many
machines have the phit size equivalent to the flit size. In the IBM SP2 switch [327], a flit is 1
byte and is equivalent to a phit. Alternatively, the Cray T3D [311] utilizes flit-level message flow
control where each flit is comprised of eight 16-bit phits. The specific choices reflect trade-offs in
performance, reliability, and implementation complexity.

Example 2.1

There are many candidate synchronization protocols for coordinating phit transfers across
a channel, and Figure 2.3 illustrates an example of a simple four-phase asynchronous hand-
shaking protocol. Only one direction of transfer is shown. Router R1 asserts the RQ signal
when information is to be transferred. Router R2 responds by reading the data and asserting
the ACK signal. This leads to deasserting RQ by R1 which in turn causes R2 to deassert
ACK. This represents one cycle of operation wherein 1 phit is transferred across the channel.

RI R2
| ro
Ak )
T | —_— E:[_\?
Physical Channel Buffers

RQ |

ACK

Figure 2.3. An example of asynchronous physical channel flow control.
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cosc [ [ L

Figure 2.4. An example of synchronous physical channel flow control.

Another transfer may now be initiated. The ACK signal can serve to both acknowledge recep-
tion (rising edge) as well as the availability of buffer space (falling edge) for the transmission
of the next unit of information. Thus, the flow of phits across the channel is synchronized to
prevent buffer overflow in the receiving end of the channel. Note that higher-level message
flow control mechanisms can ensure the availability of sufficient buffer space for each flit.

Example 2.2

Physical channel flow control can also be synchronous as shown in Figure 2.4. The clock
signal is transmitted across the channel and both the rising and falling edges of the clock
line validate the data on the data lines for the receiver. Such physical channel flow control
mechanism can be found within the routers of the Intel iPSC/2 and iPSC 860 machines [257].
Figure 2.4 does not show the acknowledgment signals to indicate the availability of buffer
space on the receiving node. Acknowledgment signals may be provided for the transfer of each
data item, or the channel may utilize block acknowledgments, i.e., each acknowledgment signal
indicates the availability of buffer space for some fixed number of data items. Such an approach
both reduces the acknowledgment traffic as well as the signaling rate of acknowledgments.
Tt also enables other optimizations for high-speed channel operation that are discussed in
Chapter 7. '

‘While interrouter transfers are necessarily constructed in terms of phits, the switching technique
deals with flits (which could be defined to be the complete message packet!). The switching tech-
niques set the internal switch to connect input buffers to output buffers, and forward flits along this
path. These techniques are distinguished by the time at which they occur relative to the message
flow control operation and the routing operation. For example, switching may take place after a
flit has been received in its entirety. Alternatively, the transfer of a flit through the switch may
begin as soon as the routing operation has been completed, but before the remainder of the flit has
been received from the preceding router. In this case switching is overlapped with message-level
flow control. In at least one proposed switching technique, switching begins after the first phit is
received and even before the routing operation is complete! In general, high-performance switch-
ing techniques seek to overlap switching and message flow control as far as possible. While such
an approach provides low-latency communication, it does complicate link-level diagnosis and error
recovery.

This chapter describes the prevalent switching techniques that have been developed to date for
use in current-generation multiprocessors. Switching layers can share the same physical channel flow
control mechanism, but differ in the choice of message flow control. Unless otherwise stated, flow
control will refer to message flow control.
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2.3 Basic Switching Techniques

For the purposes of comparison, for each switching technique we will consider the computation of
the base latency of an L-bit message in the absence of any traffic. The phit size and flit size are
assumed to be equivalent and equal to the physical data channel width of W bits. The routing
header is assumed to be 1 flit, thus the message size is I + W bits. A router can make a routing
decision in t, seconds. The physical channel between two routers operates at B Hz, i.e., the physical
channel bandwidth is BW bits per second. The propagation delay across this channel is denoted by
tw = %. Once a path has been set up through the router, the intrarouter delay or switching delay
is denoted by t;. The router internal data paths are assumed to be matched to the channel width
of W bits. Thus, in t, seconds a W-bit flit can be transferred from the input of the router to the
output. The source and destination processors are assumed to be D links apart. The relationship
between these components as they are used to compute the no-load message latency is shown in
Figure 2.5.

2.3.1 Circuit Switching

In circuit switching, a physical path from the source to the destination is reserved prior to the
transmission of the data. This is realized by injecting the routing header flit into the network.
This routing probe contains the destination address and some additional control information. This
routing probe progresses towards the destination reserving physical links as it is transmitted through
intermediate routers. When the probe reaches the destination, a complete path has been set up and
an acknowledgment is transmitted back to the source. The message contents may now be transmitted
at the full bandwidth of the hardware path. The circuit may be released by the destination or by the
last few bits of the message. In the Tntel iPSC/2 routers [257], the acknowledgments are multiplexed
in the reverse direction on the same physical line as the message. Alternatively, implementations
may provide separate signal lines to transmit acknowledgment signals. A time-space diagram of the
transmission of a message over three links is shown in Figure 2.6. The header probe is forwarded
across three links followed by the return of the acknowledgment. The shaded boxes represent the
times during which a link is busy. The space between these boxes represents the time to process the
routing header, and the intrarouter propagation delays. The clear box represents the duration the
links are busy transmitting data through the circuit. Note that the routing and intrarouter delays
at the source router are not included and would precede the box corresponding to the first busy link.

Source Destination
Processor Processor

Link 1 Link D

Figure 2.5. View of the network path for computing the no-load latency. (R = Router.)
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Figure 2.6. Time-space diagram of a circuit-switched message.

31 28 23 20 16 15 12 11 10
CHN esee |CHN|XXX| 1 0000 DEST 0
31 28 3 0
CHN 29209 0 O CHN
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An example of a routing probe used in the JPL Mark IT1 binary hypercube is shown in Figure 2.7.
The network of the Mark III was quite flexible, supporting several distinct switching mechanisms in
configurations up to 2,048 nodes. Bits 0 and 16 of the header define the switching technique being
employed. The values shown in Figure 2.7 are for circuit switching. Bits 17-19 are unused while
the destination address is provided in bits 1-11. The remaining 4-bit fields are used to address 1
of 11 output links at each individual router. There are 11 such fields supporting a 11-dimensional
hypercube and requiring a two-word, 64-bit header. The path is computed at the source node. An
alternative could have been to compute the value of the output port at each node rather than storing
the addresses of all intermediate ports in the header. This would significantly reduce the size of the
routing header probe. However, this scheme would require routing time and buffering logic within
the router. In contrast, the format shown in Figure 2.7 enables a fast lookup using the header and

Figure 2.7. An example of the format of a circuit probe. (CHN = Channel number; DEST =
Destination address; XXX = Not defined.)
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Circuit switching is generally advantageous when messages are infrequent and long, i.e., the
message transmission time is long compared to the path setup time. The disadvantage is that the
physical path is reserved for the duration of the message and may block other messages. For example,
consider the case where the probe is blocked waiting for a physical link to become free. All of the
links reserved by the probe up to that point remain reserved, cannot be used by other circuits, and
may be blocking other circuits preventing them from being set up. Thus, if the size of the message is
not that much greater than the size of the probe, it would be advantageous to transmit the message
along with the header and buffer the message within the routers while waiting for a free link. This
alternative technique is referred to as packet switching, and will be studied in Section 2.3.2.

The base latency of a circuit-switched message is determined by the time to set up a path, and
the subsequent time the path is busy transmitting data. The router operation differs a bit from that
shown in Figure 2.1. While the routing probe is buffered at each router, data bits are not. There
are no intervening data buffers in the circuit which operates effectively as a single wire from source
to destination. This physical circuit may use asynchronous or synchronous flow control as shown
in Figures 2.3 or 2.4. In this case the time for the transfer of each flit from source to destination
is determined by the clock speed of the synchronous circuit or signaling speed of the asynchronous
handshake lines. The signaling period or clock period must be greater than the propagation delay
through this circuit. This places a practical limit on the speed of circuit switching as a function of
system size. More recent techniques have begun to investigate the use of this delay as a form of
storage. At very high signal speeds, multiple bits may be present on a wire concurrently, proceeding
as waves of data. Such techniques have been referred to as wave pipelining [112]. Using such
techniques the technological limits of router and network designs have been reexamined [102, 310]
and it has been found that substantial improvements in wire bandwidth is possible. The challenges
to widespread use remain the design of circuits that can employ wave pipelining with stable and
predictable delays, while in large designs the signal skew remains particularly challenging.

Without wave pipelining, from Figure 9.6 we can write an expression for the base latency of a
message as follows:

teircuit = tsetup + tdata
tsetup = D[tr + 2(ts + tw)j‘ (21)
tata = 5| W]

Actual latencies clearly depend on a myriad of implementation details. Figure 2.6 represents
some simplifying assumptions about the time necessary for various events such as processing an
acknowledgment, or initiating the transmission of the first data flit. The factor of 2 in the setup cost
represents the time for the forward progress of the header and the return of the acknowledgment.
The use of B Hz as the channel speed represents the transmission across hardwired path from source
to destination.

2.3.2 Packet Switching

In circuit switching, the complete message is transmitted after the circuit has been set up. Alter-
natively, the message can be partitioned and transmitted as fixed-length packets, e.g., 128 bytes.
The first few bytes of a packet contain routing and control information and are referred to as the
packet header. Each packet is individually routed from source to destination. A packet is completely
buffered at each intermediate node before it is forwarded to the next node. This is the reason why
this switching technique is also referred to as store-and-forward (SAF) switching. The header infor-
mation is extracted by the intermediate router and used to determine the output link over which
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Link
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Figure 2.8. Time-space diagram of a packet-switched message.

the header is to be forwarded. A time-space diagram of the progress of a packet across three links
is shown in Figure 2.8. From the figure we can see that the latency experienced by a packet is
proportional to the distance between the source and destination nodes. Note that the figure has
omitted the packet latency through the router.

Packet switching is advantageous when messages are short and frequent. Unlike circuit switching,
where a segment of a reserved path may be idle for a significant period of time, a communication
link is fully utilized when there are data to be transmitted. Many packets belonging to a message
can be in the network simultaneously even if the first packet has not yet arrived at the destination.
However, splitting a message into packets produces some overhead. In addition to the time required
at source and destination nodes, every packet must be routed at each intermediate node. An example
of the format of a data packet header is shown in Figure 2.9. This is the header format used in the
JPL Hyperswitch. Since the hyperswitch can operate in one of many modes, bit field 12-16 and bit
0 collectively identify the switching technique being used: in this case it is packet switching using
a fixed-path routing algorithm. Bits 1-11 identify the destination address, limiting the format to
systems of 2,048 processors or less. The LEN field identifies the packet size in units of 192 bytes.
For the current implementation packet size is limited to 384 bytes. If packets are routed adaptively
through the network, packets from the same message may arrive at the destination out of order. In
this case the packet headers must also contain sequencing information so that the messages can be
reconstructed at the destination.

In multidimensional, point-to-point networks it is evident that the storage requirements at the
individual router nodes can become extensive if packets can become large and multiple packets
must be buffered at a node. In the JPL implementation, packets are not stored in the router,

31 16 15 12 11 10

LEN XXX 0 0001 DEST 0

Figure 2.9. An example packet header format. (DEST = Destination address; LEN = Packet length
in units of 192 bytes; XXX = Not defined.)
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but are rather stored in the memory of the local node and a special-purpose message cOprocessor
is used to process the message, i.e., compute the address of an output channel and forward the
message. Other multicomputers using packet switching also buffer packets in the memory of the
local node (Cosmic Cube [313], Intel iPSC /1 [164]). This implementation is no doubt a carryover
from implementations in local and wide area networks where packets are buffered in memory and
special-purpose coprocessors and network interfaces have been dedicated to processing messages. In
modern multiprocessors, the overhead and impact on message latency render such message processing
impractical. To be viable, messages must be buffered and processed within the routers. Storage
requirements can be reduced by using central queues in the router that are shared by all input
channels rather than providing buffering at each input channel, output channel, or both. In this
case, internal and external flow control delays will typically take many cycles.

The base latency of a packet-switched message can be computed as follows:

tpacket = D {tr + (ts + tw) [L—;—,q } (2.2)

This expression follows the router model in Figure 2.1, and as a result includes factors to represent
the time for the transfer of packet of length L + W bits across the channel (t.,) as well as from the
input buffer of the router to the output buffer (t,). However, in practice, the router could be only
input-buffered, output-buffered, or use central queues. The above expression would be modified
accordingly: The important point to note is that the latency is directly proportional to the distance
between the source and destination nodes.

2.3.3 Virtual Cut-Through (VCT) Switching

Packet switching is based on the assumption that a packet must be received in its entirety before
any routing decision can be made and the packet forwarded to the destination. This is not generally
true. Consider a 128-byte packet and the router model shown in Figure 2.1. In the absence of
128-byte-wide physical channels, the transfer of the packet across the physical channel will take
multiple cycles. However, the first few bytes will contain routing information that is typically
available after the first few cycles. Rather than waiting for the entire packet to be received, the
packet header can be examined as soon as it is received. The router can start forwarding the header
and following data bytes as soon as routing decisions have been made and the output buffer is free.
In fact, the message does not even have to be buffered at the output and can cut through to the
input of the next router before the complete packet has been received at the current router. This
switching technique is referred to as virtual cut-through (VCT) switching. In the absence of blocking,
the latency experienced by the header at each node is the routing latency and propagation delay
through the router and along the physical channels. The message is effectively pipelined through
successive switches. If the header is blocked on a busy output channel, the complete message is
buffered at the node. Thus, at high network loads, VCT switching behaves like packet switching.

Figure 2.10 illustrates a time-space diagram of a message transferred using VCT switching where
the message is blocked after the first link waiting for an output channel to become free. In this case
we see that the complete packet has to be transferred to the first router where it remains blocked
waiting for a free output port. However, from the figure we can see that the message is successful
in cutting through the second router and across the third link.

The base latency of a message that successfully cuts through each intermediate Touter can be
computed as follows:
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Figure 2.10. Time-space diagram of a virtual cut-through switched message. (tbiocking = Waiting
time for a free output link.)

L
tuct = D(tr + ts + tw) + max(ts, tw) |"‘—‘l (2.3)

w
Cut-through routing is assumed to occur at the flit level with the routing information contained
in 1 flit. This model assumes that there is no time penalty for cutting through a router if the output
buffer and output channel are free. Depending on the speed of operation of the routers this may not
be realistic. Note that only the header experiences routing delay, as well as the switching delay and
wire delay at each router. This is because the transmission is pipelined and the switch is buffered at
the input and output. Once the header flit reaches the destination, the cycle time of this message
pipeline is determined by the maximum of the switch delay and wire delay between routers. If the
switch had been buffered only at the input, then in one cycle of operation, a flit traverses the switch
and channel between the routers. In this case the coefficient of the second term and the pipeline
cycle time would be (¢, + t,). Note that the unit of message flow control is a packet. Therefore
even though the message may cut through the router, sufficient buffer space must be allocated for
a complete packet in case the header is blocked.

2.3.4 Wormbhole Switching

The need to buffer complete packets within a router can make it difficult to construct small, compact,
and fast routers. In wormhole switching, message packets are also pipelined through the network.
However the buffer requirements within the routers are substantially reduced over the requirements
for VCT switching. A message packet is broken up into flits. The flit is the unit of message flow
control, and input and output buffers at a router are typically large enough to store a few flits. For
example, the message buffers in the Cray T3D are 1 flit deep and each flit is comprised of eight
16-bit phits. The message is pipelined through the network at the flit level and is typically too large
to be completely buffered within a router. Thus, at any instant in time a blocked message occupies
buffers in several routers. The time-space diagram of a wormhole-switched message is shown in
Figure 2.11. The clear rectangles illustrate the propagation of flits across the physical channel. The
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Figure 2.11. Time-space diagram of a wormhole-switched message.

shaded rectangles illustrate the propagation of header flits across the physical channels. Routing
delays and intrarouter propagation of the header flits are also captured in this figure. The primary
difference between wormhole switching and VCT switching is that the unit of message flow control
is a single flit and, as a consequence, the use of small buffers. An entire message cannot be buffered
at a router.

In the absence of blocking the message packet is pipelined through the network. However, the
blocking characteristics are very different from that of VCT. If the required output channel is busy,
the message is blocked “in place.” For example, Figure 9.12 illustrates a snapshot of a message
being transmitted through routers R1, R2, and R3. Input and output buffers are 2 flits deep and
the routing header is 2 flits. At router R3, message A requires an output channel that is being
used by message B. Therefore message A blocks in place. The small buffer sizes at each node
(< message size) causes the message to occupy buffers in multiple routers, similarly blocking other
messages. In effect dependencies between buffers span multiple routers. This property complicates
the issue of deadlock freedom. However, it is no longer necessary to use the local processor memory
to buffer messages, significantly reducing average message latency. The small buffer requirements
and message pipelining enable the construction of routers that are small, compact, and fast.

Examples of the format of wormhole-switched packets in the Cray T3D are shown in Figure 2.13.
Tn this machine, a phit is 16 bits wide — the width of a T3D physical channel — and a flit is
comprised of 8 phits. A word is 64 bits and thus 4 phits. A message is comprised of header phits
and possibly data phits. The header phits contain the routing tag, destination node address, and
control information. The routing tag identifies a fixed path through the network. The control
information is interpreted by the receiving node to determine any local operations that may have
to be performed, e.g., read and return a local datum. Depending on the type of packet, additional
header information may include the source node address, and memory address at the receiving node.
For example, in the figure, a read-request packet is comprised of only header phits while the read
response packet contains four 64-bit words. Each word has an additional phit that contains 14 check
bits for error correction and detection.

From the example in Figure 2.13 we note that routing information is associated only with the
header phits (fits) and not with the data flits. As a result, each incoming data flit of a message
packet is simply forwarded along the same output channel as the preceding data flit. As aresult, the
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Figure 2.12. An example of a blocked wormhole-switched message.

transmission of distinct messages cannot be interleaved or multiplexed over a physical channel. The
message must cross the channel in its entirety before the channel can be used by another message.
This is why messages A and B in Figure 2.12 cannot be multiplexed over the physical channel
without some additional architectural support.

The base latency of a wormhole-switched message can be computed as follows:

L

twormhole = D(tr +1ts+ tw) + max(tsytw) \'_W*" (24)

This expression assumes flit buffers at the router inputs and outputs. Note that in the absence
of contention, VCT and wormhole switching have the same latency. Once the header flit arrives at
the destination, the message pipeline cycle time is determined by the maximum of the switch delay
and wire delay. For an input-only, or output-only buffered switch this cycle time would be given by
the sum of the switch and wire delays.

Read Request Packet Read Response Packet
15 0 15 0
Phit 0 Header Phit Phit 0 Header Phit
Phit 1 Header Phit Phit 1 Header Phit
Phit 2 Header Phit Phit 2 Header Phit
Phit 3 Header Phit Gl Sl .
Phit 4 Header Phit . Wod0 Phits 3-7
Phit 5 Header Phit ] | Phits 8-12
| Phits 13-17
Phits 18-22

Figure 2.13. Format of wormhole-switched packets in the Cray T3D.
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2.3.5 Mad Postman Switching

VCT switching improved the performance of packet switching by enabling pipelined message fow
while retaining the ability to buffer complete message packets. Wormhole switching provided further
reductions in latency by permitting small buffer VCT so that routing could be completely handled
within single-chip routers, therefore providing low latency necessary for tightly coupled parallel
processing. This trend toward increased message pipelining is continued with the development of
the mad postman switching mechanism in an attempt to realize the minimal possible routing latency
per node.

The technique is best understood in the context of bit-serial physical channels. Consider a 2-D
mesh network with message packets that have a 9-flit header. Routing is dimension-order: messages
are first routed completely along dimension 0 and then along dimension 1. The leading header flit
contains the destination address of a node in dimension 0. When the message reaches this node,
the message is forwarded along dimension 1. The second header flit contains the destination in
dimension 1. Tn VCT and wormhole switching flits cannot be forwarded until the header flits have
been received in their entirety at the router. If we had 8-bit flits, transmission of the header flits
across a bit-serial physical channel will take 16 cycles. Assuming a 1-cycle delay to select the output
channel at each intermediate router, the minimum latency for the header to reach a destination
router three links away is 51 cycles. The mad postman attempts to reduce the per-node latency
further by pipelining at the bit level. When a header flit starts arriving at a router, it is assumed
that the message will be continuing along the same dimension. Therefore header bits are forwarded
to the output link in the same dimension as soon as they are received (assuming that the output
channel is free). Each bit of the header is also buffered locally. Once the last bit of the first flit of
the header has been received, the router can examine this flit and determine if the message should
indeed proceed further along this dimension. If it is to proceed along the second dimension, the
remainder of the message starting with the second flit of the header is transmitted to the output
along the second dimension. If the message has arrived at its destination, it is delivered to the local
processor. In essence, t