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Abstract: In this article, a Resource Control Model for QoS (RCMQ) is presented, based on the former work on
Trustworthy and Controllable Network Architecture (TCNA). The QoS mechanisms are distributed into four logical
planes in RCMQ: QoS decision plane, QoS discovery plane, QoS data plane, and QoS interface plane. Deployment
of RCMQ includes independent and centralized resource control within an Autonomous System and consensus
distributed control among ASes. RCMQ is scalable because it decouples all network level QoS control mechanisms
from the data plane, and it is robust because RCMQ is a simple and effective close loop control structure. Finally
RCMQ in SSFNet environment are implemented, and experimental results show that RCMQ can provide a more
stable QoS transmission and maintain fewer flow states than InterServ, which from the other point of view proves
that TCNA is more controllable.

Key words:  quality of service (QoS); trustworthy and controllable network architecture; resource control model
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Fig.2 Trustworthy and controllable
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Fig.3 Resource control model of RCMQ
Kl 3 RCMQ [t i i i A

22 1HBEIEE

TR FLIDE 0 2% 2 52 BOR PR 32 L 0 A3 DA St 25 DR 32 22 T T SE R T T B 22 A B VR 3R G I 7R 1o 2%,
Shy 3 3K ) 4 S RCMIQ A 1y 3 % Jy A AL 4

o VARG NI SL A ) B

AL B R AR AL ST QoS 4l J2 T A A B I A 8 Y52 TR AL TR A Bt oy 4% A5 AT 4% bR A TP
BRI IR AL A RGN SEBLSE QoS il )2 1h A B B 4R b AR h B M 2% VR RGN TN 290
F A TR, I FLY % B AT PR RIS, VR R GEAE DA 00 4% S 1) B X, o P 0 YR A %o 11 A RO RR TR
M 25 23 10 B VA FRGE P B SEIUSL A6 b 1K) SR 5 i A TSI — F AR, T B IR RGN AT RCMQ BEAY 4 57
SEAEIN 4 240 BY QoS ¥ S 1+ QoS WL Z i QoS #2212 HiI Al QoS ¢ J22 1Hi, I H. QoS ik 5k J22 i 75 ZE 7
Y _EAST T QoS BHYE JZ M.

o EVAR G AT R 43 A 245 1)

T 2U . 2R IR I8, FVE 2R G0 AN 2 1) H A 4 2% 42 L 35 A 8 058 A48 1A, DR T AN W) i s B A
W 5 (i 4 mp S B T BL, B VR AR 82 18] AR Al T BT R 0 5 1036 A% e ) A B sl e 2L e SIOH S 18
PR A s BT 2 b T 1V 2R 48 N S 2 SRR — A 5 B0 3 ) m] s AL 1T, O EL 42 RIS ) 256 IR A A2 3 5
R ) 12 T 2 B AE A VR R G S B R 4 A X QoS AT I SCBE 2 A AR R A AL A
SEREGE— (1358 ) 28 50 P, e L o5 3 T e 42 Hh AL ) 1 o v

RCMQ #E R 28 7 a0 & 4 iR AR SO B8 R A1) QoS Y3k )J=TH A QoS WL J2 T ¥ L il 348 3 7. 458
T R AR SN B R RGN AT IME B T AR 876 2 8 3R A5 A0 5% B8 U IR AR % e 5 5
FE IR B4 ) 25 I, QS YR 552 THT 14 428 AL AR 40 3K A A0 e At e S O St 3 il pAY 8 o 42 ol sl ) 2 A 428
HIE B — T TR T QoS M4k 454 A5 Atk :RCMQ A% A AT LU Ji 2 InterServ K5 U HI DiffServ 155 7 f)
S RS JZ TR T 33 0 (48 R0 0 2% R i 52 AS . 22 T0) S e 31 50 30 10 0 05900 B T AR 2 TR B 58
AN ST AR I A EVE RO X I3 55 55— T3 1, I A 0 28 75 SRR AR T 190 4 2 1) 52 e o T 30 4R
rh L BE VR B 8 (stub-AS) Rl — S AN A% i o VAT B 0 F VAR ARG8T LUR AR s R ) P BB ), 1T A
H i & 8 (transit-AS) il LU A I v R it A8 4 B0 I RE AN 0 265 1 sy 501 PP RV e 0 1) A e 10 46 H
3, T AT e e 46 A K b A 2 05 2 AN e B/ T I 4% v i A R,

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



2786 Journal of Software k%4 Vol.22, No.11, November 2011

Fig.4 Deployment of RCMQ
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AN T — B, I G TR 2% A B 1 AL T AT S L SRR R

1R R] B el A48 K F AR 88 BGP A7 At 77 20, LB AT 75 B4Rl 1R 3k Py 3 5 it 2% 23 2R A7 i 4 Loc-RIB-
In A 380N F FATD SR A7 i 7 B PR 2S00 2 v 3 el Lo R i 3 Py s 0 4 rh e B 5 o, S A UL 5 T ) 2 3 Y
P A P33 P 1 B8 R T AR S A 1R T A A, B LA P A 10 T 5 £ 9 D R, LAt B i 25 B o R 4 A X
RS (100 b4 R Y R 380 PR 2 T B AR A A L L A8 B T B () B B g 4 SR 7 X AP e B R
o7 FH A O DL B B OIRAS
3.2 QOSA K = H K E% R #L I

PRAIE AR 45 3 8 o ol BRI PRAIE AR B 8 A SCHE S B B2 00 T I QoS B U 2 thil 455 7L % g L +H1)
AEAE 0 6] S A SC b 4l LRI TR UL T RCPIMEARAE QoS UL 2 T 42 44 1Y 194 4% 400 el 4 rp b 6 % ey, 3
¥ st 240 e B A R 5 AT B 4% b AHLE RCP 6] T35 18] 94 44 4R A5 A8 A0 el T s 8 miy 17 1k 90 2 38 e A% 1 50
S 2% B 3 RN AR T IR 45 2 ORI . RCMQ B2 A 2% (L TRIAE L0 T RCP % b i 1 7 38, 8 H — Tl 1Y) 8% 33
[I] B EH B BT SV (NRUA), X Bl B 37 7 S 0 X 25 80 9« 4 8 DX 8 WSC S g 00, AT kg e 55 0 = AR IR B A e 1)
FE%. 0 T UL 58 AR SCR A DL R 8 X

EX. H4&FHMWHAE D aTHB L BR RS A 1 LB RS, & 48— B 4 n] F B bl ok ix i H
BEREMERRM T ERE QR RS ARZ AN BRRZ AN IO RS

ALK 3l ) 5% 358 ) 4% 1 2 T 1 DR R Ay A A — R R % A A R A N T TN ) 2
DR 2% 38 Bl 1) 7 A3t o 8 ol 5 £ PR O 6 BOIRAS 15 R (emergent message). i 2831 B AN AL 5 i th 45 £k
5 B, HALS WAL B D) — R NS T B RS T W08 3 2Rk (v &2 1R 20 ) 3 9 4 B¢ 3l UV
SEBEE L T 5 2 e 50 I S 4 £ B i T ) PR IS R R AR ), 7R I S T A v B e AR B O e 4
R B (stable message). ARl T 4 i) BGP M B 7 3, A S A B pl 48 th6H I 19 ol st A1 3850 9% 55 1 o ) (1) g
N7 AN B A B T 4 T sk A B p 5 R STV (NRUA), 4 1 5 .

Network-Wide route update algorithm (NRUA)
1. WHEN Receive message M

2. IF Meemergent message

3. Update (TV);

4. M«SelectRoute (TV);

5. ChangeRouteTable ();

6. Update (RV);

7. ACK (M);

8. Send (M,uAS);

9. ELSE

10. Update (TV);

11. M<«SelectRoute (TV);

12. Send (M,uAS)

13. IF all uAS acked M or TimeOut
14. ChangeRouteTable ();
15. Update (RV);

16. ACK (M);

17. ENDIF

18. ENDIF

19. ENDWHEN
Fig.5 Inter-Domain route update algorithm
5 SIA) B b SR

fE NRUA S0 ep 5 4500 7 ) 3 A7 R 3 A SCHRE L9 0 B BOIR A T B R T B SRS T 8 % oh 08T
J5 3R BGP-RCNI (g 537 5 3 (1 I 2R 40— L o0 i o Ak 308 e o 44 e, OO 7 50 i o 2% 13 B A7 Bk £
Loc-RIB-In H1, 2R Je i ph e SR AN o ok 3 e 8 2 6 (00 5, O LR S e SR AR B 4% 90 4 e X e o 28 22 WL Dt A
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5| D 1D ) 6% B v T i, SCHR [16] £ 8 10F W, £ 30 45 P V2% 0 e B o7 A5 U, T LA o) 6% o il o 25 2 B IR 32 5 e 1Y
28 T3 ) WS BE A 3] 2D, P, D & BT A W 485 1) T 45 B S S8 38 v T4 8 BGP B3Ot g I 1) i o 39 B
T2 AR AT B B WA R, AR SOKS B O BN BAT 2 T — HL VA R ST B E ) % s B b VA R
2 2% F SRRV R B SE AR B e S S M S L TVIRIRYE TV HEAT B i $(SelectRoute), 88 Jio
4 I DLt BB BRI 4 1% B IR RGN B A A RS (UAS). B BT I R B IR RGOS R 5% o SR
B, B A B U B 2 (ChangeRouteTable). 75 X 22 4 PR 27 S5 14 W0 B3 fl 14 8% B e 1] ] AR b |l T R 93
RESCI0 S e A8k, 46 B VA R G000 3R 5 A BAT B vy S 8, o] LA S I3 1) 8 1 %) G H58 5 (BRI AN 5 i B £
i), 3 HARSCAT DAE B, 31X AN FE i NRUA S35 R 43t il 3 i) 35 ph 34 %5

TEHR. Kb SSOTR AR I ) 2%, RT3 ) % bR G AR 6, T R e = 0 DR T L o % R ) B 1 g S )
I 2% g e e A2 NRUA S99 5 o 7 5 i) 3 R P S 25 S 380000 49 4k 1] 85 ol B %

IEUA T NRUA S5m0, b =32 00 S5 DR de ol i) 6 b 7 ) S P v AT 1 VA R G 4R T I SR ) i e
1 B3 VA RRAIAT T 2% e SR BB AS PAT % Eh SR S B A it IER B OE B BEAEAE DL R B A
R ASHAS+1,ASme2, - ASman, ASm. A R RGN AS Z RIAFLEWN T 3 R &:

(i) ASmsj(-1<j<n+1,jeZ)# )& AS, Lilf HIA R4,

(i) AS=ASy(-1<j<n,je2);

(iii)  ASmsj(—1<j<n+1,jeZ)# & AS, il HIA R4,

X F R AR ) AT ASmaj(0<j<n)i& ASy (11 L3 F 18 R4, 1H NRUA B7E H ASn4(0<j<n)fF ASy TWAT % Hh 3
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FT O F (i), AT LAHE H VR R S8 ASK I R F B R G2 AR B Hh 2R 85t NRUA BVE T4, H VG R 56 ASy
AT Bt SR E B T R0 V8 R SR AR PR JRAT B oh A S B, 0 V8 R SR AT A0 3R 6 bl R B T DU H
F SE BT 2 BT 4 AR S 5 2 N4 PET JE TRLTT ASK 1) 1 VA RS0 2 [ AN A7AE 2% FH 3R %

g b BTIR, v AR W B R ek ) b T i o NRUA SR A 2538 Fidak 1] % bh B % I 52 O
3.3 QoSAKEHEHIEMNIZHI

YRR 2 T P AN 42 i 2 i o T 4% o ) RS T 0l A P P R 2, I I B 47 O £ T3 Ab B QoS A& i 72
e R IR 19 45 [ B S AR R 3 5 QOS WEVR A IR A T g 4 L B b AL AR B P S A
AT B, DR e A0 2 D6 e DA B A 4 2 o) 0 A ol 5l e s e 1) od) 286 2% S 31 L LA B Lk i il 0 4 K P 8 905 T
P SRR, IR AT AT P00 28 RS 7 A Jt AR ol AR GIE IR 25 5 5 - 388 I 4 47 38 7E RCMIQ 5828 2 T~ 4 1o 44 R ] AR
SCR A FE B 5 30 S % R E 1) VR R — BT K th I e 1) A A VR RS E R AAH AR QoS i R
Gr B R ILEF K 1% PATH ¥ 2 X AT LUSE I i AR IE I 45 iR, KK B AR QoSS 4 il e jl 11 I 6% 47 2.

SE R AN ), 0 485 5 L 1) i R B0 IR 45 g 0, BT QoS % BRI IR 45 BB 0, AR SO T QoS i £ R
FoR SCER[LTTIA H,Q0S LI TR A S5t b mT LA 43 A 1 K 2 g K e /I P 240 SRORI A k249 36} 1 S oK B /NP 40 R o e
WK AN BB RAATFET ARG R, R FFZARYE B S BA 1R 25 fie 0wl vl LU B2 75 R 3 S 1% 200K
T AT 00 24 B ) 75 L A SR A SR DA AR R B A W i vy DA A B 45 i S A R

ASC o P HINL L A 3 R LA B K PATH W 8 . RESV 7l Bl TEARDOWN 4 EL.PATH 4 &
1) Ty e 2 Bl R A IR R 1Y) QoS ZESR, FHFSUAR I 4% i 4 11 IR 45 fie 1 {5 JE.PATH ¥4 B & TSPEC 24}, QSPEC £
$UR PSPEC 244, 1 TSPEC Z40Hiid T W (0 B M, i PS8 AL . & 3% 5 Be oty b bk R i 11 %5,QSPEC 244
DBERER AR QoS HI T/ T 2 K 1) It & AN I SE (W Pk i, d0 75 LW 98« X BN AT+l 3 55 F AL % 2%,PSPEC 41

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



W R R 4R W& 89 QoS KR4z AR 2789

L5 QSPEC S8/ Jt — 8, JLIh g R WS 45 PATH B4 45 I 4 I 4% W5 I IR I 45 fi 1 RESV 31 8 H Tk M 4% S
T H401% 1 TEARDOWN v B T-H878 BiR RAF R P TR
FLAT QoS TR B It (¥ 1% B & QoS AR5 (M AN Uit RS, e AT — AT A 1 1% QoS A4 (¥ 4% 101 % £H
PHEREFEFR, I HL— U QoS FUIR & 5 1n) 1, R M 126 385 B F 038 1 B30 I A 45 26 38 A e PR, T 82 S0 1
I 24 2 77 L 46 SR (1) BE R0 2 1% I .QoS FHE VRN (1 Ab B FR 40 T
R i AL B R
(1) S8l th i QoS A&kt B Ak S k.
(2) # QoS fEHZL kAN N2 PATH {5 B R I%.
(3) U RESV W 2., W 4 QoS A%, A% sk A2 b, PRAIEAE — B IR 1) P AT 1% QoS A& 4 ¥4 3¢ (] LA P 2%
Jhy 73 (AR SC)1E 9 4% Hp A% 33 5 ) TEARDOWN 1 5, T 28 13l 475 25 02 B b 25 1) v 8, DU o8 2 75
B2 (& Tk PATH W E).
(4) 2404 R 5 B R % PATH JH 8 — Bt i) 2 0 31 RESV V8 B, k1% TEARDOWN ¥ &, 37 B B
BRGEL MR IE Y.
P A PR
(1) 5kEum i QoS MLk Ak H E k.
(2) nF B E PATH ¥4 5 A8 2 PATH 914 & i) PSPEC 411 2 41U 753 /2 1% QoS Hi & TR (QSPEC). i
WAL, )i B B % RESV T R, 75 I, 1% TEARDOWN ¥ .
1E%0 AS Kb BRI FE:
(1) B E] PATH 3, Y3k )21 N B 73 2 QoS HIi i) QSPEC 2 % UL It it 4538k Py R 45 25 784 -4 A 35
P AR 7 9 A o R /N 2 R R A IR 38 P % PR RE S O 1% QoS AR HEAT B YR T R IR
B PATH W 2+ 1) PSPEC 2284 [R] i 46 115 sl DR AT % A0 A% B IRIR S A5 R (TSPEC H PSR Y Ml
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Fig.6 Demonstration of admission control
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