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AN INPUT-QUEUED SWITCH
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A WIRELESS BASE STATION
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THE FLOID SCALE
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Assume the arrvel pross sodisfas
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Theorem 5.1 3 Make the above assumptions (3)(5) and (21) (24). Let FMS be
the set of all processes x(t) over t € [0,T] which satisfy the appropriate fluid model
equations, namely

e equations (12)(17), for any scheduling algorithm,
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STABILITY
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DES(ENING OPTIMAL ALGORITHMS
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