55 46 B 2 W iE O OE E Vol. 46, No. 2
2025 4F 3 H Journal of Telemetry, Tracking and Command Mar. 2025

Website: ycyk.brit.com.cn

ET A E SR RE R IT

WA E, x| o, REME, KAR
(b st M E ARG I 65T 100076)

WE: A ZRRBREGRREAY, PRLRERI, FREEMARZITBREINL, KR HT A TRELHG
ERBRIBAFH R FTE, ZH5 ERME T3t RR (Round Robin, #34) 8 F F % 4= PBPW (Priority-based
Bandwidth Privilege with Weighting, & T4t 25t R E 69 THR) SEME S B FRES &, E%—%RET,
FINAR RS RR L, kBRI B GBI BRRIEL, FNTRT ZALFIS, —2RE LBL T MESFTIRG
Bt EH BRI ? NIRRT BL, Ak o T RSB YUK W R EFEIRS, R ET s
I E P A . 5% IK T FIFO (First In First Out, b st dh) o9 L 3] E ok An bk, 3 Fh 2t 09 469098 L) 2 2
ROTERRBENHELRE, SFHRRT L, o, BT r XNERT SR ARIMBEM G LR, k—FT 0
T 24wy B AR

K. AEERREWIAZE IR, PBPW fiok; —SAFRE Sk, HEBES AR

RESZES: TN927; TN919 XEAAREAD: A XEHS: 2095-1000(2025)02-0056-08

DOI: 10.12347/j.ycyk.20240801001

SIFAMEN: BRA, XK, REA, F. 8 TRame 285 3 5%t [0]. #mliEds ) 2025, 46(2): 56-63.

Design of Spaceborne High-Speed Switching Algorithm Based on Improved
Polling

MIAO Jingyu, LIU Bin, MA Zhichao, ZHANG Limin
(Beijing Research Institute of Telemetry, Beijing 100076, China)

Abstract: In response to the development trend of on-board routing devices, namely the improvement of interaction rate,
bandwidth increase, and lightweight design, this paper proposes a design scheme for on-board high-speed switching algorithm based
on improved polling. This scheme adopts a two-level queue scheduling algorithm based on the combination of the improved RR
(Round Robin) polling scheduling algorithm and PBPW (Priority-based Bandwidth Privilege with Weighting) algorithm. In the first
level scheduling, priority polling scheduling is introduced to ensure that high priority data frames can be forwarded first. A cache
sharing mechanism is opened to avoid congestion and resource waste to a certain extent. In the second level scheduling, thresholds
are assigned to each link to avoid certain links from being unable to receive service due to hunger, while also preventing congestion
issues in other links. Compared with traditional simple queue scheduling algorithms based on FIFO (First In First Out), this
improved polling scheduling mechanism significantly improves the forwarding rate of on-board routers and reduces forwarding
latency. In addition, priority forwarding of high priority data frames has been achieved through polling, further optimizing the
performance of the router.
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Fig. 1 On board data processing process diagram
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