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AR T4 TH i) IR S 5 5K ) 2 B BA A AE BTV

(EEIRX AT VA0 R R SRR B SRS, WIPRAR 1 Bodla b SOA B O AL L. DA DA BT 15 1)
T2 5 SRS E RO R DX 230 22K 22 DAA B FRPIRAS O =, BRI Bl e 1 R i &y R ) v 5 A 8 LA
S PN ZEARI, AB L XS R SCAN I BA DX 23 £ 25 A 00 38 70 Wi 82 S8 R F - QoS (quality of service) d&H% 1
PRSI . LR, MR AT A% L, B FH A 205 1 — A Buffer FIR-FIETERA 7041 AL 28 F1
[P 7 T 4 ) L RGR Z AV O 2R, 0SBy 0 B8 1 #5%  Buffer 42 HY AR 2K, prbA, A T77%
Buffer-bloat ] @™ # 1. Buffer-bloat 7 KR IR 15 RTT (round-trip time) 31, 4 58 15 M 4%
AR, WERAARZE, Joiki R I M2 M AN B3 B &A1 VoIP (voice over Internet protocol) 55
Kof Fa s MR AN R I R . B a, B g P UDP (user datagram protocol) 1 TCP (transmission
control protocol) B/ A (RIRE BRI 1 A~ 32k Bl T AN stse ki) B AR L, R Akt
FABIPR A BEAT BN AL 1S 3L T UDP HIAR 2 52 B B0 B it s S22 T TCP PSR ma B2, 5
L TCP WHITERERZ B0 Rl i, FENSGERE SR D, XA T Pid & B S BRI OR T SR 2
WL TV 58 AT 55, {EL St ot SR g Y - s s 5% o5 B K DRI, 56 BRATE 55 I 0 PR L, 38 A
IR

DR fiAE L 3 1) AR A B AR B R IR SO SIS B, Al ABN DR A HEAT B BAA A BE, s
RSV SE . A SORE BAS I B A0 AR R R SR AE SR IR OSCA B, SR T — Rl R SE 7 SR A B A S
5% (time demand AQM, TD-AQM). 1% J7VETEMI %21 option 25 & AN EHE R SCFT NI ZEFF 5K,
RIS R SCAFAE T B — % e 2 A BRI T, P AT Dy el 4% A £ S BA S BRI . ol T3 b 5 7%
WM 1 Z ARSI BRAEK, FTRE IR IEF R Buffer BHRA UMM, B2 70 4H AL TR
b FFERE EANULEC R« 0N, TD-AQM J5 %A FH 2 i N BASKEmE 25 5 I A 75 5K BB F @ i) 1 i3t
WA 2R8I, e 3 P A 75 I R 17 AN ] SRS FROOE Py oA ) BRI 9%, PR B 17 30l 7 L ORI SeE 128

2 HXMR

BAFAE B3 A2 A A A o B R, R AT ot B v Bt A% S 1k e HUR AT RE LRALE %
I 2 PERTAT SEVE. DN 17 I BRAR e i) A SIS BEALA R KIS BA S L A7 SRR 42 JR [R) 25 ) A,
FLH R 2 3 A B BT VA e sl BA A E T it Ak, BABA A K B AR AR RED B, REM 1,
AVQ Pl S 7710 RO R 1 s BB B b s A1) i L. X ST N S P RRET LA, SR T
TPERIREAL 2375070 F 2IA K5 4L, A0t G 1R A ZE R AT RE. FLUCRAE AP BA A AR N R
&, TR E IR AR B AL BTN, 8 1R I RO KR R G R T EERAR
ff) CARED, HRED, CHOKe [ #5245 Lk Tk —FE, 7 B HBAFIHC WS SIAE B LA A

P S AL 1 B 22 M S S I 100 4 v R R AR PR, 0 2% (R N SeE By T — T M
AR SRS ) B BT L. O T B B SE AR R R, O DR M 2R AL R, BLUE SRR,
e DU R 25 DR AN o X Y SR DD I ZE FE R A S B 1), O TR A Sk e e bk, v
I 0 226 H71) 28 s I8 38 G SE i i, 8 G SR R B TR BRI I A P 5 P BE R B, Alsaaidah 55 B ST
Gentle-BLUE 5%, HAE PS4, R BT FEAE ikt 70 28 R A sh A i 8 B 5.

DN SR M I A RS SR S5 VR R G 3K THD e B A B AR 2R ARAK, Nichols 45 ) $2H1 T CoDel
Bi%. CoDel AL W EZH, W THE PSRN EABUR, J2RE T FIRAIENE, £RK
HAE iR PPOR, REORIFRURAIINE, W 2 P @SR, BEE M SR RIHR, X e TR e M 4%
A7 E TR PO zha 85 MU SR T AT RS AL B o S A SIS BE ) TCP i 28 4%
M7, JiioE T NI EEZ BRI A [FIARES, A FLES O, K ASE B4y Wiener I F2. Bisoy
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TD-AQM discard policy

|| Constrain down Limit virtual
Ir lookup range occupancy accuracy
|
|
Time delay demand :Input Output
. Cache Queue management
reading

1 TD-AQM HIEE{RIELR
Figure 1 Frame of TD-AQM

55 12 rh 7440 SAQM (stable AQM) HORRSE LB ASIE FLTT 7%, SAQM T (& R AL iR
RTT 4% TCP A H AR, #2151 Internet ¢ H 2 PAFIK FE R E ME. Iskandar AAF]
FIZE BN BASAE B 735 mT DAREAR I 4 FRO T 28, 0 I 28 411 28 i A IS S H L 7 70 2EL 03 L A ) B B 2 K
T, i LA it CoDel J73%: 4% il 3277 38, FIH buffer-brutt 1T S 2 HE 131,

TR FET 5 EF MR SE SRR R T RTT B, I 7 1R ETE S 1 ARE X 25 (1 @, 1)
AE T, LIRS A kR, 3B A IO R R W R BRAE S SRR IR A 75 R
WA, 288 T BRI A G W E L. AR 2P 55 A BN, M E R TR AR A A
B, ASSCUAR S8 75 5RAF TIN5, R 88 471 2 42 1l <50 2 B[] U 38 B0 A B, ) P A S
JETERAE AT AN E TR A KA. TTEAE R REIE R IR L R R, S0 55 78 1368 j) 28 5 Tl
Pl B AT RE R AR S5 BARTE S i 28 A4 R 450 [ SE P i

3 TD-AQM K&t 5L

A A B E0 A B 1) PEREAT BRI B A SCER TR B . T BRI SR AR 2 %, SR dh At
RN, 42 1 B R SCAE B o P AR I S D o 42 ) JEL e o 4 B e 25 PO I 1) 0 B LA S ok
e DRI, IR SO S 2 0 77 ACHEAT I B8 A BESR B 4R SC L IBAR X () A& I ], JEANREAE S
W FEAT B S 4R 7 i BB SE 75 3R (time demand) A& FRHR SCTE— A8 1 4% P S K AFTE BB A].
I A R SCAE B s v 10 R T SR B B A PRI S22 ) R A SC A AR

3.1 TD-AQM HFEIELE

TD-AQM HJEZ R OFETAEHE . EFF . Bl 70 A7 NBURIBAZ 8 BRAEAE B Hs 0042 [N 42
SR AR B S H BAG N AL B, AR I TS SR W 75 B BN BL. TD-AQM [ E 57 5ms
T T AR AL I S 5 SR Y [R] S U0 A U Rz, H: T A 475 PR ) 1) " v L AN@ ) 4% 1 K o
PP BEAREZANE 1 P

3.2 BHEEXR

IS S 75 SR B T SCRE NS 72 % b 4% T AR AE R R RIS ). 33X AN 75 K2 MR S N BB 2
ECE AR, BEARRAERE B SR E RN EF RS, MR SMAZSZE, B #RAT
FERFMRSCH I E AL B, RIZ TP JR T option BT 7 B P HR (L4 B th s WAZEEAT IR L SR LT3
SRR

I 3 5 SR AL 4% T REAT BB ERAR (026 RE. HliR 7SO RIa R, 32404 TD-AQM %Hide)a
Ny, B4R A BAF. I AE /5 SR AEAA SN, Wi b a8 R U BRI 1 B SIS A AL B
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10 98 7 6 5 4 3 21

Dequeue

EM» TI-AQM [quepe Lp
Lattice 5 o
10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 21

Enqueue Dequeue

—> TP-AQM qugue —>

Side hung Iﬁj
2 PAFIHEIE

Figure 2 Queue structure

B B AR A W] LUK R 6 £h 2 2 BRI B T 2 57 B0E A BA.

3.3 PBAFIH)E

X2 IAFURE A (R HE A SE AR — 2 R A S 24k 11 iy 25 A A A AT DABRAR A — A2 X, TD-
AQM F4 b X IZ I 43 My A AR EALIIRE T TD-AQM BAIA4) I ) 5 B AR 7EIB 4 BA AR 4 (1 4%
T PR, RIS G SRAR [ (A R AT B CHRRA, SRAE AP, O T SR AT A, JPRORE I AE 75 R
A EE W RN R, #5250 BB 2 A R AObR S AL X T ABIRIRE — Mg 7, W
R B OAME T (e AL, MRS IR Wik R O2s 7 — MR, XA T HIRES
re b, AR A A RS TD-AQM YO RSN AT rh, WP XA EE i A 25
AN AL, XAAT PR M. T A S A A S R Y, DR SRR R A S
T EIRAT NG T, XX BT AT R LR, Wl 2 Pros.

B 2, RO T RS T RORS T, AR T a8 IR TR R, BB TR
+, AR T T 1] A TR EE . DRIRER LS 5 SR T ISR ARSI, BT 5 5
b M, AR N ERE 4 SR, SRS M 4 ST CRERILTTEY). SRS XA
WA BEE R T W EEE R AR T R, X PIAOIRAS (A1 a2 4R Hoks % 25 A1 — 44k, SR ki

3.4 TD-AQM HISZIR
3.4.1 BIEEKRBENT

B AN BRI 4 2 e SiE 75 SR IX — 240, 76 TD-AQM $2HUH $ud 6 (i 22 755K 5, R #5807
ERIH A (— B2 B HHA) A2 R B 1 T S AR I AT 28 75 SR vHE H Rz AE N BASIAL B. 1k,
AR i 1 L R R TSRS S AR R ¢, A 1 MR IIRTEES ¢, B o0 M RINE N
Delay(n) = n x t. IRIG, ATV RAT B B AL B 2E 75 2R N TimeDemand B, THE Tl AN AL E
pre_position A

TimeDemand

pre_position = — (1)

Tl NBAAZ B pre_position JFANEEHE (iR 4l AN AIIASIALE. i A B4l AR BA S 7 L AE 24
AT TR)  A] B CLe 4 o P B R 15, BT RA TD-AQM 4k SRR 4 8 B 1) 5 75 S 4 T 2 7005 Mt B af
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10 98 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Enqueue Dequeue
TD-AQM qupue

Packet A searchable range
Packet B searchable range 4—

B 3 HEMRRA
Figure 3 Example of flood peak effect

0, 3280 WV HNBA.
3.4.2 TD-AQM HIEFEE

TD-AQM M THHI 3R H OGS AE B H 0, MR I ZE 75 5K, 72 N BA RS i A5 B 4 IR B e R 2
HEZE G R IR, AT LRI A6 M 2 5 e 0 (RO B 228 75 3K SR TSI e mh SR 25 B T B e 7R R
RN, B N ESE G, i ABASIIAT CUR N s A7 5 . T2 — 30 e
TR, HAUG N B SEFT, BT BAS B A7 25 18] — g, 2B R Aok B &4k, i B3l
AT P 2% v ) & TR ZE P I B, X L 75 5k B IR0 S T 28 5 52 BR ), S 28 kA, S BUBA 1 b ise A7 o
AT AL N AT 25 7. X ALK g it g R o (161,

wE 3 s, & A Wi EAERHBUE AN E N 10 587, B Wit HEAF 2 H TN AL E N
4 A& A IR N B BRI A R g b Bk g o5, FLRERE ) N AR IS A 3 B, A
AT ERKVEE B KT B 6. N 7R AT REMEEIX ML R K A2, TD-AQM A 1 PR [a) T &4k
RT3 1) ¥ R o7 FH i o R P A 7 V200 Ot B PR R o R R AT 4], I8 X — 2P e s A 1 AT i
PEIE EF

AR IE RN, TD-AQM 1 56X 0 L Fu VF i) & 1K 90 e AT PR I 3B 75 oK S5 f 254
FOVFIA) T A RAVE IR, I E 75 RA B, IRl N AL B 58 J5 A E 60 SO VF 1) T A 4k v [ /).

TD-AQM fE/5 5 LAY TimeDemand g HH A8 I B QLA IR I AE ¢ J5, TR B G 2E 757
SR B A Tl N B B pre_position )N B A AE AL E last_position, HBHEANSEAL R, N
T RN A T SR A AR 5 1) T A AR A IR AR DG, ARSI AR I I S T SR T SRAS B A N BAAL B
X AN [ (R B AR A T 06 SR . JE I T A S A s VA 0 2 S ARV IR S 23 B, R IILAE TR AR 1O
T, 58 100 KLU IR T hs S0 RO E S, RIEEAR BATF 5 FHFE 5 PR, @ X — G R 1)
I REFS SR ELAR R0, R 2gh T2 B, BT LS IS A B B /NT- 100 B, Af E42E R 2R 5 R 24
TG N B B KT 100 I, {54 BLUE 5540 80073210 AR, W B SN 0R B A0 o v il T SR 2k &
o M IE R EOERE IEAH R R g oK CEIR A RERS [ T AR 2 u . i o BE
4 50. M BRI I LG R St kSR A R

1
T1y (pre_position — 100)

M (2) FFATEAE H, 1Al N BAAE B KA Bt B RS ) T B4R K SR 8 A 50 M%7
PR 1 ) T 2 4k 9 B R Sk A 55 1 P,

I A% R o P i R A R B Oy 1R B R R RO R AR T R R N T RE
g A7 Rt f G RN, RRR AR AL ) R BB AT 5 A% O o5 A 7 i h R 2 o ). seitix
AR 3B 1) 7 10 A T AR AR 4 25 P DR SRS A 75 SR8 5 T (9 £ VA, 1 e e PR A

B

(2)
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Algorithm 1 Constrain down lookup range

Input: Time delay demand TimeDemand, Average delay of single packet ¢;
Output: Extreme searchable downward position last_position;

1: last_position < 1;

2: if TimeDemand = 0 then
3 pre_position <« 1;

4 last_position <= 1;

5: else

6: pre position = LimeDemand,
7: end if
8: if pre position < 100 then
9: last_position <« 1;

10: end if

11: if pre position > 100 then

12: last_position <= 50 4+ 50 x m;
13: end if

RE 5 AN T RO .

— B PE RS |5 B RS T V0N pre_position ST 3 last_position S4&F. FEIXANTE H X [A]
WHIZE n SA& T8 s B R 5 FH IR N

occupy __ 1

X108, ave 3
(n) pre_position — n 8q; dave (3)

Hrh qayg A HARHFEASICTE, ¢; JBE VI E. 250 log,, qave FEE BRI ; MIAALTTAR
. B SRR ABI B R 2 BRI FEI, ARGRHEBA TS O0™ 2, A Z0E 4525 B RO MR A< A K, BIVRE o5
REZRAR N n SRR I BA A B /N TP B BA B B2, (IR S 7802, BRI BRI & A, U sk 7 0
RE b AR BAR NS 2 s,

Algorithm 2 Limit virtual occupancy accuracy

Input: Estimate enqueue position pre_position, extreme searchable downward position last_position, lattice n, instanta-
neous queue length g;, average queue length gavg;

Output: Lattice n hit rate P;

1: P<1;

2: if n > pre_position && n < last_position then

3 P <= 0;

4: end if

5: if pre_position > 100 then

6

7

— 1 .
~ pre_position—n X logQi Gave;

: end if

W EIRAE 2, TD-AQM 2] 14— A A48 ] B3R Va A R o P A 7 i i b o, A I 28
RSB A BE A G R, B 5 AT SE 5 R B A B B A T SR, IR T RO, fRIE T
TIERI T SEE.

TD-AQM Jy T4 SRR, K RO SE 75 R Ge v ok, 20 ml i S FUG A BV, 7] F A4
WA AL B IAF R R AR, IXREEAT ZF I v B3R, BRI 7 SR A R S 28 L.
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Extract pre_position, last_position
based on time delay demand

Lattice pre_position occupied

Occupy the lattice |

| Virtual occupy the lattice

:

Side hung to lattice pre_position |

S

B 4 TD-AQM HIPAFIEIRIRRR
Figure 4 Queue management policy of TD-AQM

Look down to last_position |

Discard the packet

3.4.3 TD-AQM AP\i#z

FEZERL 1IN SE T SRIEIC, Tk N DAL BT+ PR R T 22 4 V0 B A& R 1 R o F iy rp X LA
PR, SRR ANCEHE. 2 B, et A\ NIIEE SR 2 He TIERIRES. MR
FERS T AR, R 3 75 5K — B Bdls B MR N SE I UP EATHERA, LUK AN BRI

TD-AQM A Bl 7 ki oss, IR 7«5 I, <R b A PIASAR AL LU AL 2 48
R BUEARSCAE A7 B o 42 R S8 75 SR HRBA, HEABARFE I 4 o,

4 o, FEIA) R AHRBN A LK 5 I BASIRS TN, TD-AQM B SEAEIHS T BT AR 5 FAR &AL,
R s Kt A O 2 A N AL ELAR 7 LA EE (R . AR 18] iKIA A% 1 I, 2 RS 1 P 0 it
B EREATRGE, SERHI BN, B RE s, O BAAR 5O RE o RS S L I 18] 0 45 PR T

4 S5

T B UEASCHE O E R S E RN AT SR AR CSCHE T BSESEIGIAEE XS TD-AQM HEATIE. M
PAFNFEE e BrbZE . B 2 BE R AFYE 4 MRS YA 7T ) Dumbbel $#h M 3E17 5250, ¥
TD-AQM 5 RED, CoDel Al CHOKe HEHEAT T — RFIHINTEL.

4.1 M=IEHR

N Y BT RS R R T R AE T R B E S ASE BT, TD-AQM SR 518 T AR A,
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100 Mbps 5 ms

100 Mbps 100 Mbps =
10 ms 5 ms

5 IR

Figure 5 Experimental topology

A1) R e M AT ZE 355 £ B (time demand satisfaction, TDS) 4 NMEANFEFR. FHor, Frnk 2R Hum 24000
EiiEe A er

BAZ A5 5 P A W BA S R B e A AR e AE — 8 JE I N B — AN S8 — MR, Ao E 1t H A B2 1)
FREEZE qsea 2 171, JHosE SR

N
Gstd = \l Z Qavg ) (4)

HH qayg 2B AP BT, g AR BASIEE. At 22 BT ACER I BA S A 1t I — e F2 B |
e 7 RIVERAOR, AR IE A, FRoE PRl R, BRI

NT 5T LbrilE, HEWEE T A PR —48bR. AP LLERA JFT (Jain's fair index) (18] 3
TR, How R N
(Zi:1 xi)Q
NZiJ\Ll 7 7 )
Hor o, R ¢« AR, N FZoREcE. JFT MBUEIEREDY [£,1], JFT EBK, FEA PR
K.

T TD-AQM MINBAEJGT, AT 2 i 48 75 3R (40 A mT LR A BAI, FrLAFE TDS SRR T :

packet_sum — packet_loss

JFI =

TDS =

; (6)

packet_sum
Hor packet_sum Al packet_loss 73 7 AR MR B R 2% 00 80 BN 4 i
12 SRITE

T HHIE TD-AQM TEHESEE B #0 #h HR PR BE, £ HL Dumbbell #i$h 58 TD-AQM FH Ath 53233k
AT X LSRG, SEER AR WAl 5 Fis.

5 I E T AR, FIFH 4T — 077 2UTE B i 28 0 i 28 4. e dn b h BT N R &2
100 Mbps (40 T BRINEK TD-AQM R ¥ 8% Hi 85 F1AE N AS MLV B Hh 3% 2 TR I B o, I
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100

1.0
0.9fF (b)
z %0 0.8f
e) A_—’—
s 808 0.7}/
B = 0.6
£ 70 ~—TD-AQM =05 .
E - ARED 04f 7 ID-AQM
£ 60 + CoDel 03—+ CoDel
50 0.1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Number of flows Number of flows

6 (MEIRFE) HEEXTLE. (a) BIEZE; (b) AT

Figure 6 (Color online) Performance comparison. (a) Throughput rate; (b) fairness

REEMAIH TC (traffic control) W BN ZEN 5 ms, M7 < [HEFEI4EA 10 ms. HT ¥ B BDP
(bandwidth-delay product) A LA & AN R iE w2 B #s, B € — S 1 Cy — S RE#E -l nE s
50 sk, FACEART A DA TAT BA S B 75 1% S5 3 i I F i 25 i K

IR IR R IR VB socket Uit 2 ZfE 5 B EAT 22 BT 58 U B, SRR AT DA B A
PO ERE & N AZ R B A3 0] FH BRS04 1 e 0 B R0k 5 BOone v 2 00 52 A Al )
&2, AR E A

N T RE A ORI S S I AN E 75 SR, S At A A7) A B ARV 06T LR, R A8 75 SR 2
PRAEIEZS 73 A1 . X HE I S5 2 B 3 — R Rl BE I, SZI6 R P AR AE IEZS 730 A1, 3550 79 A P AU SR A5 Y 7 i
ZWNEOL NI E TR, FE5INTCI ZE 75 SR PR HEAT 0T L s ie et f.

4.3 SLIGLERSR

SERG BB AR N 0 BN EE 60 4%, DMEMLER TD-AQM SERITitERE. B 6 2R AL
S PR e D S %o B R

Bl 6 REGHFRAHIZ N TD-AQM fEM 1) 5250 5 SR Hh 25 MBI mT DLB R G tH, 43 i %k
M 0 INE] 60 (IE, TD-AQM 1EFR I ZF0 AP R I BR A2 A1 T IA £ 3 A FI & B
%, TD-AQM TR BUBARMIES %, BT HEE T ROMAY), FEHE 7 5 HECNE—, FrilfFnh 2
B, HEEEE. MERAEEMN, ’ERRSMEMEGE, FE BRI, SRR IREF
7E 94.5 Mbps 247, HEHEREET CHOKe, RED PLM CoDel #i%k. BT TD-AQM HiEfE X2
HIEE XA I AR PR I ZE TR, ATCARES A H TD-AQM A PRI ECF A, AT RED M
CoDel Hi%, W MIEEXT HFEZIA K, JFI —HREE 0.8 4, HAFHE CHOKe HiZEAH M.

N T S SE R b R SR A B RS E T, SEIGAE AR TD-AQM B A A 0 394 80 4%, M
f T IEARIR M 0 BN EE 60 2%, WIEEPAF AR e VRN FEE I sE gt 25 2. s Rl 7 B, TERA AR e 7
[fl, TD-AQM 5 HAhEIEAE, A — BRSO 2. FEZ TD-AQM E i 7] i 4E 77 KX —4F
SE QoS M FBhBAFIE BE 5k, 1R 4E 75 SRk 8 — RO Hhit /0 B I S i 2 (56 75 L 25 77 S ms 20 R
Z&. bk, TEREUNT 30 HIEHE TD-AQM FIBANFIAR e M 2. BEE M ACR IO n, i 4E 75 R 7 A
FRAa L, 30 Sms b 70 o R R BE AR e IR TR . TEBCE IS N 30 Z2 4 W46 HAR
LB RS EVEAR Y, RAEAE 40~65 KM BoAssE VEYERFAE 5 /oda, e WG AR I 4k 2219 I H AR
SEPEIZ D FEAIK.

N T RIILINT ZE 55 SR AR RS, ASCRE T 2T, H 2 U G 7 K bR IR A
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20

208, (a) — TD-AQM 200 ®) - ARED
.5 12 _§ 16 + CoDel
2 5 ——CHOKe
~§ 14 =14
< 12 g 12 e
g 10 E lg s
£ 8 5 . . .
ﬁ 6 2} 1 - .

4 4

2 2

05 1015 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
Numberof flows Numberof flows

7 (MEIEFE) BAFIFREMRILE. (a) TD-AQM; (b) Hib75iE
Figure 7 (Color online) Queue stability comparison. (a) TD-AQM; (b) other algorithms

R1 EHEEE

Table 1 Comparison of time demand satisfaction

Number of flows Standard normal distribution Uniform distribution No time delay demand
20 0.81 0.82 0.91
40 0.84 0.81 0.85
60 0.90 0.78 0.82
100 0.86 0.77 0.81
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Abstract With the popularization and development of network intelligent terminals, additional requirements
and challenges have arisen concerning network congestion control and the quality of service based on delay and
jitter. Existing network intermediate devices primarily rely on active queue management to control the delay and
solve congestion. This paper proposes an active queue management algorithm focusing on time delay demands
to solve the large number of packet loss problems in existing active queue management algorithms. Packet loss
problems are caused by long delays and unequal network resource allocation. In the TD-AQM algorithm, the
network measurement feedback is obtained from the end system and intermediate equipment is returned to the
data packet as the basis for queue management. The delay requirement is written in the option field of the IP layer
of the data packet, i.e., the longest time of the message in the router. To avoid the flood peak effect, TD-AQM
constrains the down lookup range and limits the occupancy accuracy of the lattice. The queue location of packets
is determined according to the delay requirements. The experimental results show that TD-AQM can effectively
maintain the stability of the queue, ensure that data packets are queued according to the delay requirements, and

guarantee an overall low latency compared to other algorithms.

Keywords active queue management, time delay demand, peak effect, queue stability, low delay
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