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Abstract:  Due to the difficulties in deployment of IP multicast, the overlay multicast networks (OMN) are being
increasingly recognized as a viable alternative to construct a general multicast service infrastructure. To settle the
heterogeneity of bandwidth required by real-time multimedia application, the multicast routing problem in
heterogeneous OMN is discussed. A new network model of heterogeneous OMN is described by extending the
degree-constrained model. Adopting the strategy of layered bandwidth allocation, a heuristic routing algorithm,
called layered compact tree (LCT) is proposed to build a minimum delay radius multicast tree in heterogeneous
OMN. The properties of LCT are also proved and analyzed in theory. The simulation results show that LCT could
reduce both hops and network resource usage of the tree effectively, and keep a little increase in delay radius while
the allocated bandwidth decreases.
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tree, B Ak LCT) JLik, JFst M #H4T T 3803 Fo o A5 A £ 30 25 R AR A& Bt %0908V LCT ok ab a8 A
BOUENR B 351489 3 B A W 4 F RARR B, FRHF SR B H5 AL BT F 1238 18

REIR: BEESEMS G R RN B0 R EER IR

R EA2 %S TP393 XEKFRIRAD: A

DLSE I 22 QA N () 28 25 180 Do B 9 P 9 0% 380 4 ) R AR 11 39 20 o 0 I P 0] 22 SR IR 25 4 T
EP) AR SR AR, T B AN G5 B SR R U B BB, A TS A ) TP 2 PR SS MR e A TR A
A4 H 7 7 55 2 4% (overlay multicast) A 010 75 28 B 132 76 B J2 3240 22 48 M 45 T80 5 22 48 1) R ARLIS 1l i &
e AT A% 0 s th 245 520 2 83015 00 B D A, Hds K IWOL 3 TE T J0 20 AR TR AT 1) TP W 2%, ] R TG E i 2
4 B R S5 T 40 g 2T E ML (host-based)P VR H: T4 B IR 4% 2% 1) (proxy-based) P 25710 i & sg 4 =
HLCREFH A4 B, 5 8 0 1 22 4% AR 25 15 A5 (MSN) RIS (client) 41 . MSN 47 553 14 32 A% 400 2 % 43 R AW Client 42558
HERF] MSN b, 7wl JEAT B8 (K0 Proxy-based Z8 45 th B 75 22 95 1 46 (OMIN)PL LAk R g5 Wy 1l 1 Bt
7. H1 T MSN B WL T 5 1 AR BR A8 0 e 1 A0 22 VT — A MSN AT BRI IR 45T 2 A Client. IR, 3K
AR, OMN 1& & T F et 0 2 k551 6, 0 Re SR A BRI RIS FI AT 4 @ I i 55 . A SC BL OMN A 2 it
SR

BT OMN Z7E T )2 1P W48 L ah 15 it 2 b ke 4t i) 2 421 Source Local IP multicast
BRI Mg B R T TP 4% 110 % 1 I8 R A — B I kT v

AEIE & OMN Z ¢ (K] 4 IS 55 0 A B8 5K 24 3K 1) X S I
R HE 58 RCJRK (KD K2 I 20 S8 17 PR A e A5 B O SR H . ] ) 3 ik
RSN 22 AR T ) OMIN. 22 48 e 1 ] JBURE 4 i OMIN A5

\&— IP unicast

BB S RHE S 2 — FE SCHR[9],Shi 48 AR T — AN L
I 500 B £ B9 ——JE 4 B (compact tree) 515, Hbr 2 i 2
R (AT R T A MSN 2 [0 F0 45 K 4E I (15 4%) /M, Banerjee W
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S8 NAESCRR[IL TR St 77— A o3 A X% 1 5505, BL Client $00)
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S N B3z /N AR 45 8% R In) R 7E SCHR[7] 71 ,Chawathe 55 A$& T
AN 5 2 B R I ——Gossamer, 70 H A% 2 A 2 84 117 24 48 I d K AR 55 SCHR9, 11 L #3224

B TR AL 5E (tree-first) i BH SRS AN [7],Gossamer i H A% A1 5E (mesh-first) SR I 8 56, MSN 2 [A] 42 gl — AN AR 1
P (mesh), %8 i, 75 mesh 2 3247 2500 F DVMRP Hp i 2 1 FH 2 5 b n 50K 38 S i) s o i A2 g LA 1 SRV R
W L[] 2 Ab 42 e AR 2 3k T i 4 7R (degree-constrained) W 25 155 80 [ <57 2 — 4 MISN 1 £ R [A] B [i) He b
MSN 53 IR Je o L 8 5 AP0, 78— AN LT3 % 58 B AR I R i) 2 B AL h ,— MR B8 8 C 1 MSN
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1 MRARE R o) & ik

T 56, ATV Client £ B84 2 5 10 (1) MSN, B AT 18] I8 A7 4 1 7] LA 20 AN vk Ik i T Client 425 Jf
NS 550 2 FER 1) A2 G TR G AT 25 B8 IR ,OMN. A LR R il — AN 58 2 F W B G=(V,E), 2 vV 2T 4R
B E=VxV e MES KT VvelV Rom— MSN,Ve(u,v)eE,u,ve VKRNI u,y Z B EEAREE,c(u,v)RnIL
e(u,) AR, 3K B TO0 A aa,v 2 TB) i 1) g ) P 49 A I 718

h T OE NS 2 IR IRATI R FE A R R T LY RN T vveV, ATH — AN W n Al K oR H B
v=(CapB(v),UsedB(v),ReqB(v),AllocB(v)),dL 1 ,CapB(v)3R 7R v e KI5 56 5 AL FLRE )1, UsedB(v) R v C&AE
FH %6 0t S (FT4R 46 0),ReqB(v)R 7R v IR 75 3K il 58, AllocB(v) 3 7R v (143 B B8, BV v 1) S b F2 WO 0 A ik 1) e
B, v ALY A 2 DAY 58 1) v % 40 4.

F1HM, 8 ReqBuma= max ReqB(v),ReqBpin=min ReqB(v)53 AR V Hp i K AR /N ) e SRAT .

TZ AR X530 8 2 SRR AR 0 DL B 5 TR AT T4 R — 2 Y s K s o e R AR B AR ) CapB(ARHE
T B AT A A B B A T A AN [R) 4 5 4 L R e 0, TR SIN T KA 5 RegB(v) 43 B 5 AllocB(v) P
DB HLReqB(v)FEME L MSN 75 3K A7 56 A A4 P, 4 llocB(v) W) B2 A3 T 56 S 40 P e o 47 1) SR 140 32 10 AN [ ) i
w73 T SR I 0 22 7 1% 1 2 L A R S (1 S R (FE A S TKE A6 AH Y 8 I T AllocB(v)=ReqB(v)=B=;
BN, T LASE X d(v)=| CapB(v)/ B |, Bl 15 3 2 SRR TR 25 Ay

TE BT BRI v Ky 385 22 B 06 200 55 Jr ) T 5 L PRI ) R 508 5 8 4 T Il A8, A AR R AT DRI DA ek e
I RO 23 T 0 DA 48 3R 0 U AR 43 T 6 AN g /D T e SR 58, 10 DUt T vk A 71 O I 45 1 7 3R IR
ST KU e T 8, BRAT A B, v 4 TE AT 9 TV R AR D AR o0 TBC A B TV A PR AL R B L AN e TR Dy e
5 5 PR R T DL e AT A B AL, T ARG A B S — MR AN R I SR s I B 0, 5 P A RO TR AR AT R B R
SUAL T RE 7 B B ) e AR R DA b 2 A R SR A EREE R A IE AT AT 2 BB T 200 AL AR A R S A

AR 1 (RFZFTFKRAR). AllocB(v)=ReqB(v),AllocB(v)€[ReqBmin,ReqBumax].

AR 2 (MBDRFAR). AllocB(v)2AllocB(u), % T Yue Childofiv). He W Childofiv)F =TT v EZ M LT
WRHIES.

YR 3 (LB REFIHR). CapB(v)2UsedB(v), I UsedB(v)= Y. AllocB(u) .

ueChildof (v)
FEPAZRRL, R4S R OMN P88 de/INAE I % o T 0 ik 77 130 A ) 70, 3 13K 1L 2% 18 A st )
UL BN RiVreV N Z 3 T IR, 4 AllocB(r)=ReqBua, BIMEBL r B AELL ReqBua KIEEE X T VveV,ver,iE

XEWAM r B v AE T LIIERS. Delayy= max )& T LWL 50 BT RO R 242

B 1.5 M ef MK G=(V.E),Ve(u,v)eE, . ;L FE KN c(u,v),YveV,y=(CapB(v),UsedB(v),ReqB(v),
AllocB(W), W T-VreV AWM IL 1S — G HIE WA TAES Delayr /M, B T Hf AR 1 2 B[R] I i A2
21 1~21R 3.

AR % )8 NP-Hard W8, K N 78 AllocB(v)=ReqB(v)=B="H; I % il W45 e Ay B 20 R () 5 /N 2420 i)
JBL, T XA 1) 78 4 31E W12 NP-Hard 195,

75 B AEZ B Ay LA 5 AllocB(v) & — A>T S S50 T T, AT 20 BT AS R 19 73 5 49 T 5% I ) 22
BEEIN (0.0 T n AT AZIEA, 290 T Vve V,dllocB(v)=ReqB g, I, BN 12 85 75 SR 55 40 IS S b 3 Wi
7 5 UL TR R 3% 5 58 A (n—1) Req By, M IN 7 58 11 HE 7 55 K, IXPh 7 2 BARAN G BILE I BE MK AlloeB(v)AF i 2 i
5t SRAT(AITR DITRTHE T T LLydk > 56 5 . TR B BE A5 AlloeB(v) I B, AN 9 55 v e RN (M B K 1 4% 1 51
H4 39N (23R 3), AT B AT AR 1) %50 JEE (hops), 13 I T 980N (99 2245 24 Alloc B(v)=ReqB(v) I, K 1] T fe /N 58 43 B,
R4 75 23 TS 3 A6 1 35 R 5 1 5 20 T B IC A 7 (B 38 5 b I AR Tk, 2 FE B3 s s O 21 R (Al 2) (A7 7E it
H AllocB()EIE T RegB(v), 2 5t 1) S A M 3t il HA SR 173K B 1 S50 BB 52 31 AS ] 2 0 1) 52 W), 4 1] R 3 AS g
4 FE I Fg 0 )0 R IR T A 3 22 TP 3K IR g /I 1) e B8 43 TR 0 /I 1 AR W) 0 RG0S P TR 17— o I e A T o B



£ FMFMIRET B E S EN S G ok 1115

Al

=4
~

7 C MG A ZUAE 1Y 58 A A IS 2 1) AR 47 2 3K ) R AR 5 52 2%, BT R Rl o i e SR R 7 B S 6 SRt AT P
R B PR 3 HT R AS

2 [EEERREBEZDN

TGS R) A T 43 EO X B 8 8 /S A8 (R i BT 5t T 23 2 10 R R X 2 4 A B A R
FH“o3 1 i6 22 B SR ¥ 58 K T AT 5 RU4% RegB(v)HE /3 8047 43 J2 1071 58 43 I, J2 0B s, i 4 G 10 ol 3 B8RS, ) —
JAN TS R AllocB(v)#BAR [R].8R 5 44715 s BT AR IR )2 2 b i RIS 23 )2 Mo A 3 22 S A0 el b ] D0 A0 i i S B2 43 3
AN YR(1) FIE T 58 70 B SR (2) MG 2 N Il 00 (3) S A (D) I e 3 i BT
2.1 SEMFERESERE

XF 4 58 [0 T R A 98 2R A {ReqB()Y, 8 T LUK B — A2 R U5 ¥E H=(L,{LayerB()}), e L 3270
B, LayerB(I)/&: 56 | JZ2 W5 95 ,1€[1,L],1845 ReqBmax=LayerB(L)>LayerB(L—1)>...>LayerB(1)=ReqBmi, W13 T H 1]
i 58 FL SR g A ve V,

LayerB(l),#7LayerB(I —1) < ReqB(v) < LayerB(l),l > 1
LayerB(1),#7ReqB(v) < LayerB(1) '

ATLAE W, L=1 I, Vve V,AllocB(v)=ReqBum.. K7 L I8 1,55 J= 7 6 1) B g BB %, 24 L 9% R I, — 5
REAL AllocB(v)=ReqB(v) AL JIT LA, FRATT AT LAIE REAS 5] 1R 43 J2 2 L LU R L1 R 36 (AR 1) e /N e 8, B i 20 A
AN Ir) (187 58 53 O R A% PR SE IS ) 5 1
22 RARHBER

BT 17— J2 PN TS R R ) A 1) 22 40 2 0, D1 G S P9 35 s PR /S 1 A A BB, D U mT DA PR AT ]
T I LA AR PR S S X B IR AT SR PG B0 T 1R TR 4 W 85925 (compact tree, Ak CTY)PLCT & —ANEH R o
O, bR 2L — R E AR S /D IR .CT B SEE AR 2R LT Prim (185 /N AL b S0, A8 40 e 488 A0 T 48 189 o ot
AN UMK SR W], CT SRA5 B 2 30 B A2 2 AR 1K) O(logn) T Bl 3 _EFR Dy

Acr=2élog ,  n,2<dyin<n—1,
o e /R AT R W 1Y R )L 85 K IR I i FE75 T BRI P A 7 5B CT ST IR TR 2 2R BE 2 O(n?).
M H) W, CT S50 B A R Pk ReARAN be, A — 52 IR 53 A AR S BER B F0 e W FR B 0T OMIN 22 #% 1% £ (1 5%
Wi, T BASR A CT Sk 2 & BNk £ AR CT SEvE2 1 I A B BLAR 10 (B2 AT TR 25 2 4 LA A B SR R A S
PR B/ AR ), R TR R B 5 /N S (v) B AL 2 SR AR BT SN AR B AT
23 LCTHEZ

B 1. )2 M ESM (layered compact tree, [ FR LCT) &1L D54 AS.

1.Input: G=(V,E)

2. Edge cost: ¢ (u,v) for u,veV’

AllocB(v) = {

3. node proprieties: CapB(v),ReqB(v) for ve V
4.  Layer method: H=(L,{LayerB(l)})

5. rootnode: relV

6.0utput: T with the smallest Delayr

7. V(h={} for each /eL

8. for each ve V,v=r

9. for /=L down to 1

10. if (/>1 and ReqB(v)>LayerB(I-1) and ReqB(v)<LayerB(l))
11. or (/=1 and RegB(v)<LayerB(1)) then

12. AllocB(v)=LayerB(I)
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13. V(h=V(hu {v}
14. break

15.  T={W={r},P={}}

16.  for /=L down to 1

17. for each ve V()

18. Nv)=o

19. for each te W

20. if UsedB(t)+AllocB(v)<CapB(t) and J (¢)+c(v,))<Av) then
21. Sv)=&t)te(v,t)

22. p(v)=t

23. while(¥(/) is not null)

24. let u be the vertex in V(/) with the smallest o ()

25. W=wu {u},P=PU {(p(u),u)}

26. V(D= V(D\{u}

27. UsedB(p(u))=UsedB(p(u))+AllocB(u)

28. for each ve V()

29. Hv)=w

30. for each te W

31. if UsedB(t)+AllocB(v)<CapB(t) and &¢)+c(v,t)<&(v) then
32. V)=Kt)+e(v,t)

33. p(v)=t

IZFLE AT P IR (1) SEARE H BT 23 2 WAl 98 230, 9 56 40 BE B Js A% AN /N T RegB(v)HY LayerB(l)
IR EE T RegB(v) T B8 43, W BRAE T MR S5 75 SRR (RS 7~14 47).(2) 4% B4 )2 IR, th s I AR AT B4 1Y
RAEEUN CT SHE BB X FECRAIE T e 1 98 9719 AR A2 S THIGATT B8 1 775 A BT, 1 A2 15 A A 0 20 i (ARG
15~33 A7) 75 A&F UC ) AR T NGB A 740 I 00 A 25 1 s () b B R D 29 R, U 7R AR B R i AL B DL T, A BE
DA CRAS 20 47 F0 31 47). )97 LA FRATT A

TEFE 1. LCT HIA Nl L 2R 1~2053 3.

E A LCT S 120 BRI T 45 O

N FATE LCT S5 B E XAy crg-nM Arcrg 1y W 230 J2 80 L=1 R L>1 I LCT 535K H i
P4t BB X dopin= l‘{lgll}l | CapB(v)/ReqB,,,, |, 71 i f5e/INE LYK AR BE 2<dd in—1, 0045 01 52 B

EH 2. AcresnSAicreeny.

IE:

(i) 4 L=1 I}, VYveV,AllocB(v)=ReqB nx, AT CT 5L, T LUIF ] LCT A4 BB 12248 E R Aergor)
=g log ;. () 13 TN AR 1 15 1R ) $5 K SE I, 2<d i (L= 1) =dimin<n—1 BIFEEIR TG DL N1 mid% foe /N E L
W dinin(L=1)"EB5E 20 BE 1R R E A og ooy, ma TR FRIAAL T Ay 6.

(i) M L>1 W ARYE LCT Sk TR B 00 B8 — 2 Y S &2 1K 5 B AR B 58 % TVl e
[1.L]din(H= min | CapB (v)] AllocB (v) |, V(1) Ja 55 1 )24 i 4y

Kk M(heV, & f?vlf}) CapB(v)> 1?161;1 CapB(),1ll AllocB(v)<ReqB nax,

BT EL dinin(1)2dnin( L=1). A TH dinin(L>1)= ,Ien[llgl] Anin(D), 3% drmin(L> 1)L BN A e -1)<elog 1oy -

N dinin(L>1)2din(L=1),

filhelog , o n<elog o n=Arcra=1- 18 Aerw>nSAcri=1)- O

HE A 0L LCT SR RAS I 20 2 10 2 560 (10 2142 E R EEAS 20 2 (R B2/ U0 43 |2 SR A8 R - sk /N 1) 2242
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B AR R HE T b BR AR, 3K AR 1 2428 4 22 o DR 22 36 )1 P 1) &5 2R

5 J5 o3BT LCT LI R I 1] 52 2% 3 LCT 035 mT 43 g AN Y B3 1 AN Bk i 0 2 T B B, L F i) 52 2% S8 Ay
O(n-L). 55 2 AW B Ay 5 v A B B, 1 9 B 3 2 o 7 S0 A 8, A 2 R A A 44 43 S22 50 96, B 2% B O(L), R Thi
(G R [ 270 3% CT SR AR b, JL % O(V(D), 5 %2 5 s 80 9 SR 2 B B IRy i 1) 42 2% 1% Ay
O(L-\ V(D). FT LA, LCT [KSIEIN T8 4 0 O(n-L+L- | V(D)) AR BELE T S5 2040 T & 2 A5 00T A3 | V(D|=n/L.
PO IR LCT ISR 24 K O(n-L+n’/L%). 24 n>>L W ,0(n-L+n’ /L) ~O(n* /L), M1 5 n® lF b, 5 L2 s b,

3 MERBRERSN

AR Georgia BT 2 B ) 9 48 45 40 42 B GT-ITMU 3= Az - r 8 FIAE (transit-stub) 55 [ 99 2% 3 b
VE 7 SE5G (R 2 W 4% A% M 25 40 0 L4055 6 075 ASBENLF= A (8% th 2319 AL 3000l 5 AP 15 AN tha
T 25T PR AR L S 1 PP R G, TS AR TR R T RS 10 AN IE AT R 8 AN B AR T Lk
N B RE R R A Waxman A5 5 (B 0=0.6,4=0.7).1% HL, AT BEA 34 M5 rh #% 1Y o5 2 1) (08 A5 ZE I IR L e
A2 TV B 80 AT 2 P9 A % P s 0 2 TV )3 A5 R ) ) e o 5 2 8 o

PATTE: MSN 1 s B AL N 190 4% 3 0 16 2% 2 b, 2006 e N GE I R I 00T (R0 i - BEHILIE B MSN 11
T Ky B8 o A R AE 5 BRI B FH 2 B R Client (19 5746 1 45 PR 28 AH G RE A 1Y) MISN 5 3K 5 58 o0 A1 S 20 L4 6
T AR X L FRAT A B MISN 75 3R 5 5 Y0 [ 7 [ Req Brnins Req Bunax ] 2 1) BEATL V- 35 43 A 7] I, SR FH 28 11 1
SR EREAT W S I IC, A LayerB(l)=ReqBmax—A(L—1),A4=(ReqBnayx—ReqBmin)/ L1 [1,L]. AN 5 — 2%, Fe A1 He
Req By, =16(il7 % 47 ), Req B min=1 (317 TE FAA7),MSN I 75 K17 58 A [1,16].2 (B IBE A LAEEL. 5 8,2 BT MSN & K
)y 0 5 R AL PR BE T A 2ReqB max-

TR FRATTR LCT S92 A2 6 22 3R A 000 W8 JBE A R o % 0 A D i S8 i o 0 A 7 . o g v B A )
0 S TR AT S IS A 11 0 28 % R4S P B R s B AR AR R T B 43 )2 40 L (B T, 22 B R ST 2 4 LS K R
B, FAT 10 XA EL A 5 R B8 p=(avg TB(L)—avgTB(1))/avgTB(1), He i avgTB(L)#R R4 L J2 I W H-F- 3 2 Be Aty
B AL BRATIERBEAS T 1) MSN 2 n A4 255 L BENLEEAT 500 YR SE 50, IR R i 11 34 15 Ay s 5 51
3.1 WEEE

Bl 2(a)MET 2(b)45 i T AN MSN B, 22 F8 44 () 18 2 55 70 )2 50 L DA 53 Bty 96 B 3 pr ) 1R R A% A 2.
P LA £ v E B A L R o 18 0 T k2> 3 T AT T 0 SR BT UMD, BE A L PR3 0, MISNL A1 1) 23 S 5
AllocB(v)¥s T ., AT CapB(W) AN LI HL R BT s e Heah El‘]fg%j(fz“?iﬂ%ibu,})\ﬁﬂ FEAR T A IR I L

18
—n—p =512
16 —m— p =512 16 —e— n =256
7 —e— p =256 —aA— n =128
—aA— n =128 14 —v— n=64
14 - .\. —v— n =64 \ —e—n=32
—e—n=32 n _,_n=16
121 Ny Y 12 \*I
o - - \ Ty
2 10 e = . £10 —
2] a ™~ = 4+ — ..
AN o ° i A
8 - A\A N N 8 Y \A\A-A
v — e
\\ 6 + \'“V\v
64 o v v T
\0\. . e
-
41 +\+\+ : 41 A— +—t
) 2 T T T T T T T T T
e 0 1y 14 1 0.0 01 02 0.3 0.4 05
0 2 4 6 8 L 10 12 14 16 ' . “op : . .

(a) Tree height vs. layer number

(a) MY BE AN 53 122 3

(b) Tree height vs. decreasing ratio of allocated bandwidth
(b) B IRY i BE R 43 LAY 8 e
Fig.2
K2
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3.2 WRIER

R T WIRGE 53 S HO B IR AR B R, FRATT 5 SR IR ARG 4% (Relative Delayr) i Delayrqy/Delayry, B3 |2
He L ARXHT 2 ZH0h 1R B 3(a)RTE 3(b)4h T ZEAN TR MSN S AR = 421 L LA K plf) % 7 il 26 A&
HAT L 3,24 MSN 08/ (n<32) I, B L R0 o ¥ 386 0, 080 (1) AH G S ) 22 4% 8 R 22 T BRI A Xt 2 AT s 2
(1) 465 ST 24 MISN B K (>3 2) i B (AR X ZE B S AR B L N o0 86 0 S 1 23 43 T b T O Rk BUAR B L
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