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ABSTRACT

Backpressure (BP) routing and scheduling is an established
resource allocation method for wireless multi-hop networks,
noted for its fully distributed operation and maximum queue
stability. Recent advances in shortest path-biased BP routing
(SP-BP) mitigate shortcomings such as slow startup and ran-
dom walks, yet exclusive link-level commodity selection still
causes last-packet problem and bandwidth underutilization.
By revisiting the Lyapunov drift theory underlying BP, we
show that the legacy exclusive commodity selection is unnec-
essary, and propose a Maximum Utility (MaxU) link-sharing
method to expand its performance envelope without increas-
ing control message overhead. Numerical results show that
MaxU SP-BP substantially mitigates the last-packet problem
and slightly expands the network capacity region.

Index Terms— Backpressure routing, link sharing,
queueing networks, Lyapunov drift, distributed algorithms

1. INTRODUCTION

Backpressure (BP) routing [1, 2, 3] is a well-established re-
source allocation method for wireless multi-hop networks,
applicable to mobile ad-hoc/sensor networks, xG (device-
to-device, wireless backhaul, and non-terrestrial coverage),
vehicular, Internet-of-Things (IoT), and machine-to-machine
(M2M) communications [4, 5, 6, 7]. BP schemes rely on
per-destination queues, where packets destined to node c are
referred as commodity c. As a framework for joint routing
and scheduling built on per-link exclusive commodity selec-
tion and MaxWeight scheduling [1], BP effectively manages
inter-flow interference and enables packets to explore all pos-
sible routes. Theoretically, it guarantees maximum queue
stability within the network capacity region (throughput opti-
mality) [2, 3, 8]. In practice, BP supports fully distributed op-
erations using distributed schedulers [9, 10, 11, 12], offering
efficiency, scalability, and robustness against single-point-of-
failure, which are critical for military, disaster relief, and xG
backhaul communications. BP algorithms also extend to edge
computing [13, 14, 15] and traffic signal control [16].

The original BP scheme has well-known shortcomings
such as slow startup, random walk, and the last-packet prob-
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lem (LPP) [2, 3, 8, 17, 18, 19]. To address these, various
improvements have been proposed, including queue-agnostic
biases [2, 3, 8, 17, 20, 21, 22], virtual queues [23, 18, 24, 22],
and route restrictions [25, 26, 27]. SP-BP generalizes BP by
adding a distance potential to the backlog while retaining its
throughput optimality [2, 3]. The state-of-the-art (SOTA) SP-
BP [20, 21, 22] resolves slow startup and random walk, im-
proving latency and throughput with minimal additional over-
heads. In particular, the shortest path bias is computed at near
linear time complexity [28] based on optimally scaled, delay-
aware edge weights that encode long-term link rates and con-
flict relationships of wireless links [20, 21, 22].

However, the last-packet problem persists due to ex-
clusive commodity selection, which can starve short-lived
traffic lacking sustained pressure from newly injected pack-
ets [29, 23, 30]. Existing solutions include virtual queues
(HOL [23], SJB [29], expQ [22]) that prioritize older packets
and separated queueing systems [30], but these approaches
can shrink the network capacity region [22, 30]. Moreover,
with increasingly diverse applications such as M2M [6] and
IoT [4] characterized by numerous bursty flows, exclusive
commodity selection can significantly underutilize advanced
high-bandwidth air-interfaces. This issue cannot be fully ad-
dressed by employing larger packet sizes or shorter time slots,
due to inherent limits in channel coding, synchronization, and
transmit/receive (T/R) switching in radio frontends.

To address this fundamental limitation of SP-BP, we re-
visit its underlying Lyapunov drift theory [2, 3, 8] and show
that link-level exclusive commodity selection is unneces-
sary. We introduce a link-sharing approach of MaxU multi-
commodity selection, integrate it into SOTA SP-BP [22] to
form MaxU SP-BP, substantially mitigating the last-packet
problem while improving link bandwidth utilization.
Contribution: The contributions of this paper are as follows:
1) Algorithmic: We develop MaxU multi-commodity selec-
tion to replace the exclusive approach in the BP family, im-
proving latency and link utilization under diverse traffic.
2) Theoretical: We prove that MaxU SP-BP does not shrink
the network capacity region of classic SP-BP, thereby preserv-
ing throughput optimality (or maximum queue stability).
3) Empirical: Our simulation shows that MaxU SP-BP ex-
pands the performance envelope of classic SP-BP by signif-
icantly reducing latency under mixed streaming and bursty
traffic and slightly increasing end-to-end throughput.
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Notation: | · | represents the cardinality of a set. 1(·) is the
indicator function. E(·) stands for expectation. Upright bold
lower-case symbol, e.g., z, denotes a column vector, and zi
denotes the i-th element of vector z. Upright bold upper-case
symbol, e.g., Z, denotes a matrix, and calligraphic upper-case
symbol denotes a set, e.g., G for a graph.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We model a wireless multi-hop network with a connectivity
graph Gn = (V, E), and a conflict graph Gc = (E ,H), as
illustrated in Fig. 1. In the connectivity graph Gn, a node i ∈
V denotes a device i, and a directed edge (i, j) ∈ E represents
that node i can transmit data to node j directly over-the-air.
Graph Gn is assumed to be strongly connected, meaning that
a directed path always exists between any pair of nodes.

In the conflict graph Gc, each vertex e ∈ E corresponds to
a link in Gn (hence the notation E is reused) and an undirected
edge (e1, e2) ∈ H captures a conflict between wireless links
e1, e2 ∈ E in Gn. Two wireless links may be in conflict due to
1) interface conflict (sharing the same transceiver) or 2) wire-
less interference (simultaneous transmission causing outage).
In our distributed approach, the global knowledge of Gc is not
required, instead, each transceiver only needs to maintain a
list of conflict neighbors by channel monitoring [11, Supp].

We consider a time-slotted medium access control (MAC)
in the wireless network. Vector r̀(t) = [r̀ij(t) | (i, j) ∈ E ] ∈
R|E| collects the real-time link rates of all links in time slot
t. Vector r = Et[r̀(t)] ∈ R|E| collects the long-term average
link rates. Link rates are measured in packets per time slot.
Queueing system: We denote the set of all commodities (des-
tinations) as C = V∪W , where W is the set of virtual sinks in
service-centric networks [15], and V ∩ W = ∅. Each device
hosts per-commodity queues with a first-in-first-out (FIFO)
discipline. The queue length of commodity c on device i ∈ V
at the beginning of time slot t is denoted by Q

(c)
i (t). We have

Q
(i)
i (t) = 0 and Q

(c)
i (t) for c ̸= i evolves as follows:

Q
(c)
i (t+ 1) =Q

(c)
i (t)−M

(c)
i− (t) +M

(c)
i+ (t) +A

(c)
i (t), (1a)

M
(c)
i− (t) =

∑
(i,j)∈E

µ
(c)
ij (t), M

(c)
i+ (t) =

∑
(j,i)∈E

µ
(c)
ji (t) . (1b)

In (1), for commodity c in time slot t, M (c)
i− (t),M

(c)
i+ (t) are

the total outgoing and incoming packets on device i, µ(c)
ij (t) is

the number of packets transmitted over link (i, j), and A
(c)
i (t)

stands for the number of new packets generated by users on
device i. The biased backlog for commodity c is defined as

U
(c)
i (t) = Q

(c)
i (t) +B

(c)
i , ∀ i ∈ V, c ∈ C , (2)

where 0 ≤ B
(c)
i <∞ is a queue-agnostic, non-negative bias,

representing the shortest path distance from i to c [2, 22]. The
bias matrix B = [B

(c)
i | i ∈ V, c ∈ C] ∈ R|V|×|C|

+ can
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Fig. 1: Graph modeling for wireless multi-hop networks

be found by a SOTA weighted all-pairs shortest-path (APSP)
algorithm with time complexity near-linear in |V| [28]. The
(back)pressure of commodity c on link (i, j) is defined as

U
(c)
ij (t) = U

(c)
i (t)− U

(c)
j (t), ∀ (i, j) ∈ E , c ∈ C . (3)

Lyapunov Drift Minimization: SP-BP routing and schedul-
ing is formulated as finding the optimal rate assignments for
all link-commodity pairs at every time step t, in order to max-
imize queue stability within the network capacity region. This
is achieved by minimizing the upper bound of the Lyapunov
drift of the biased backlogs – equivalent to solving the follow-
ing optimization for every time slot t [22, Theorem 1]:

M∗(t) = argmax
M(t)

∑
i∈V

∑
j∈V

∑
c∈C

µ
(c)
ij (t)U

(c)
ij (t) (4a)

s.t. M(t) =
[
µ
(c)
ij (t) | (i, j) ∈ E , c ∈ C

]
, (4b)

µ
(c)
ij (t) ≥ 0, ∀ (i, j) ∈ E , c ∈ C, (4c)

r̀ij(t) ≥
∑
c∈C

µ
(c)
ij (t), ∀ (i, j) ∈ E , (4d)

Q
(c)
i (t) ≥

∑
j∈V

µ
(c)
ij (t), ∀ i ∈ V, c ∈ C , (4e)

1 ≥ xe1(t) + xe2(t), ∀ (e1, e2) ∈ H , (4f)

xe(t) = 1

(∑
c∈C

µ
(c)
ij (t)

)
, e = (i, j) ∈ E . (4g)

In (4a), the objective function seeks to maximize the rate for
those links and commodities with higher pressure [cf. (3)],
hence the name backpressure routing. The constraints in (4)
are explained as follows: (4b) specifies the decision variables
as the final rate assignments for all link-commodity pairs,
e.g., (13) in Section 3. (4c) states that the rate assignment
of a link-commodity pair should be non-negative. (4d) states
that the sum rate of all commodities on a link should not ex-
ceed the real-time link rate. (4e) states that the sum rate of a
commodity across the outgoing links of a device should not
exceed its queue length. (4f) and (4g) prohibit simultaneous
transmissions on conflicting links.
Classic SP-BP approximately solves the optimization in (4)
by replacing the constraints in (4d) and (4e) with a stricter
one, i.e., only one commodity per link per time slot:∑

c∈C
1

(
µ
(c)
ij (t) > 0

)
≤ 1, ∀ (i, j) ∈ E . (5)

This leads to the following 4-step operations of classic SP-
BP [2, 3, 8, 20, 21, 22], expressed in a slightly different form
for the convenience of proof and comparison.



Step 1. The optimal commodity c∗ij(t) on each directed link
(i, j) is selected as the one with the maximal pressure, i.e.,

c∗ij(t) = argmax
c∈V

U
(c)
ij (t) , (6)

Step 2. All of the real-time link rate r̀ij(t) of link (i, j) is
initially assigned to its optimal commodity c∗ij(t),

γ
(c)
ij (t)=

{
min

{
r̀ij(t), Q

(c)
i (t)

}
, if c = c∗ij(t), U

(c)
ij (t) > 0,

0, otherwise.
(7)

Steps 3–4 follow (11) to (13) in Section 3.

3. MAXIMUM UTILITY (MAXU) SP-BP

By laying out the actual constraints of routing and scheduling
decisions for throughput optimality in (4), it is evident that
the legacy constraint in (5) is overly restrictive. With looser
constraints in (4d) and (4e), we can replace the first two steps
of classic SP-BP with link-sharing commodity selection to
utilize the residual link rate left by the optimal commodity.
This leads to our 4-step operation of MaxU SP-BP:
Step 1. Filter out commodities c ∈ C on each link (i, j) ∈ E :

α
(c)
ij (t) = 1

(
U

(c)
ij (t) > 0

)
· 1

(
Q

(c)
i (t) > 0

)
. (8)

Step 2. On each directed link (i, j), first sort the remaining
commodities decreasingly by pressure:

c̃ = arg sort↓
c∈C

[
α
(c)
ij (t) · U (c)

ij (t)
]
, (9)

where vector c̃ collects all commodities in sorted order, and
c̃n is its nth element. Next, sequentially allocate the residual
link rate ŕij(t) to the remaining commodities in sorted order
n = 1, 2, . . . , |C|:

ŕij(t) = max

{
r̀ij(t)−

n−1∑
m=1

γ
(c̃m)
ij (t), 0

}
, (10a)

γ
(c̃n)
ij (t) = min

{
α
(c̃n)
ij (t) · ŕij(t), Q(c̃n)

i (t)
}

. (10b)

Step 3. Compute the link utility vector w(t) =
[
wij(t) |

(i, j) ∈ E
]
, where the utility of link (i, j) is found as

wij(t) =
∑
c∈C

γ
(c)
ij (t) ·max

{
U

(c)
ij (t), 0

}
. (11)

Next, MaxWeight scheduling [1] finds the schedule x(t) ∈
{0, 1}|E| in order to activate a set of non-conflicting links
achieving the maximum total utility as follows:

x(t) = argmax
x̀(t)∈{0,1}|E|

x̀(t)⊤w(t) , (12a)

s.t., x̀e1(t) + x̀e2(t) ≤ 1, ∀ (e1, e2) ∈ H , (12b)
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Fig. 2: A mini example of commodity selection and link utility cal-
culation with three devices and three commodities. B(c)

i = 0.

where the constraint in (12b) is based on (4f) and (4g), which
states that conflicting links should not be scheduled together.
(12) defines an NP-hard maximum weighted independent set
(MWIS) problem [31] on the conflict graph, which can be
approximated by distributed heuristics in practice, such as the
LGS [9] used in our test and GCN-LGS [10, 11, 12].
Step 4. Apply the schedule to the initial assignment to obtain
the final assignment for both routing and link scheduling

µ
(c)
ij (t) = γ

(c)
ij (t) · xij(t), ∀(i, j) ∈ E , c ∈ C. (13)

In Fig. 2, we illustrate the exclusive and link-sharing ap-
proaches under different link rates with a minimal example.
Complexity: MaxU selection ((8)–(10)) has an asymptotic
time complexity of O(|C| log |C|) due to sorting, higher than
O(|C|) for the legacy approach in (6)–(7).
Throughput Optimality: Next, we prove that MaxU SP-BP
weakly dominates classic SP-BP in network capacity region,
inheriting its proven throughput optimality [22, Theorem 1]:

Theorem 1. With everything else equal, MaxU SP-BP does
not shrink the network capacity region of classic SP-BP.

Proof. We mark the link-commodity rate assignments of the
classic SP-BP as M̂(t) and that of MaxU SP-BP as M̃(t), and
likewise for other intermediate variables. For each link in an
arbitrary time slot t, there are two mutually exclusive cases:
Case 1: r̀ij(t) ≤ Q

(c∗ij(t))

i (t), steps 1-2 in (8)–(10) are equiv-
alent to steps 1-2 in (6)–(7), i.e., γ̂(c)

ij (t) = γ̃
(c)
ij (t) for all

(i, j) ∈ E , c ∈ C, as illustrated in Fig. 2. In this case, MaxU
SP-BP and classic SP-BP are equivalent.
Case 2: r̀ij(t) > Q

(c∗ij(t))

i (t), the preliminary rate assign-
ment under MaxU SP-BP always includes that of the optimal
commodity under the classic SP-BP, given the same queueing
state Q(t) and biases B. For all (i, j) ∈ E , we have

γ̃
(c)
ij (t)


= γ̂

(c)
ij (t), c = c∗ij(t)

≥ γ̂
(c)
ij (t) = 0, c ̸= c∗ij(t), U

(c)
ij (t) > 0

= γ̂
(c)
ij (t) = 0, c ̸= c∗ij(t), U

(c)
ij (t) ≤ 0

. (14)
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Fig. 3: (a) Average throughput per flow versus flow rate λ, where all flows are streaming at identical flow rate; (b) Average composite latency
(Latency × delivery ratio + T (1− delivery ratio)) by flow rate λ under mixed traffic. Both (a) and (b) are on random networks of 100 nodes.
(c) Average composite latency in networks of 20-100 nodes under mixed traffic. T = 1000. The bands indicate 95% confidence interval.

Since case 2 could not be ruled out when queue stability is
maintained under the network capacity region of classic SP-
BP (denoted by Λ̂), based on (14) and (11), we have w̃ij(t) ≥
ŵij(t), ∀ (i, j) ∈ E . Consequently, with identical Gc,

E

[ ∑
(i,j)∈E

x̃ij(t)w̃ij(t)

]
≥ E

[ ∑
(i,j)∈E

x̂ij(t)ŵij(t)

]
, (15)

since wij(t) is independent from the topology of Gc. Based
on (11), (13), and (15), the expectation of the objective func-
tion in (4) under MaxU SP-BP is greater than or equal to that
under the classic SP-BP:

E

[ ∑
(i,j)∈E

∑
c∈C

µ̃
(c)
ij (t)U

(c)
ij (t)

]
≥E

[ ∑
(i,j)∈E

∑
c∈C

µ̂
(c)
ij (t)U

(c)
ij (t)

]
.

Based on the above inequality and the proof of throughput op-
timality in [22, Theorem 1], for any exogenous packet arrival
rate λ ∈ Λ̂, MaxU SP-BP can also maintain the queueing sta-
bility. Therefore, Λ̂ ⊆ Λ̃, where Λ̃ is the network capacity re-
gion of MaxU SP-BP, which corresponds to weak dominance
of MaxU SP-BP over classic SP-BP.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate four SP-BP variants formed by combining two
commodity-selection approaches (Excl for classic exclusive
selection and MaxU) and two shortest path (SP) bias schemes
from [22]: 1) SP-r̄, where each edge weight in the connec-
tivity graph Gn equals the network-wide average long-term
link rate r̄; and 2) SP-r̄rmax/r, where the weight of link
e ∈ E is r̄rmax/re, with rmax denoting the maximum long-
term link rate across the network1. We also include a non-
BP baseline, SPR-r̄rmax/r-noLPP, which uses shortest-path
routing (SPR) with per-neighbor queues to eliminate the last-
packet problem. Simulations are conducted on random net-
works with settings emulating uniformly distributed wireless
devices with omnidirectional antennas and identical transmit

1Code: https://github.com/zhongyuanzhao/modernSPBP

power, in fading channels with lognormal shadowing, see the
extension of this work in [32, Sec. 6] for detailed setups. Each
point in Fig. 3 is the average of 100 test instances.

In Fig. 3(a), we present the average per-flow throughput
of the four SP-BP schemes in networks of 100 nodes, with
streaming flows between 40 distinct source-destination pairs
with identical flow rates λ ∈ [0.1, 12]. Consistent with [22],
incorporating more link features (SP-r̄rmax/r) increases
throughput over SP-r̄, which already outperforms many BP
variants. Importantly, MaxU consistently achieves slightly
higher throughput than Excl with all else equal, providing
empirical evidence for Theorem 1.

In Fig. 3(b), we compare the delivery-ratio-weighted la-
tency of SPR and two SP-BP schemes on networks of 100
nodes under mixed streaming and bursty traffic with identical
loads (λ ∈ {0.3, . . . , 6.0}), where bursts start at random times
U(0, T − 100) and last 30 time slots. MaxU SP-BP matches
SPR for streaming and outperforms it for bursty traffic under
light-to-medium loads (λ ≤ 1.8), where classic SP-BP lags,
and maintains an advantage over both as load increases.

In Fig. 3(c), we show the delivery-ratio-weighted latency
of the four SP-BP schemes on networks of varying sizes
with mixed streaming and bursty traffic under lightweight
load (λc ∼ U(0.1, 1.0)). With all else equal, MaxU cuts
the latency of Excl by 37% ∼ 43% for streaming flows and
78% ∼ 84% for bursty flows. Under MaxU, bursty traffic
even attains lower latency than streaming, whereas under
Excl it is the opposite. This result demonstrates that MaxU
can effectively prevent starvation of short-lived traffic.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We introduce link-sharing commodity selection into SP-BP
routing and scheduling to improve its link utilization and mit-
igate the last-packet problem, making it a competitive solu-
tion for modern networks with diverse traffic and advanced
air-interfaces. Theoretical and empirical results show that our
MaxU SP-BP expands the performance envelope of classic
SP-BP with a slightly higher asymptotic time complexity. Fu-
ture work will extend this framework to support air-interfaces
with MIMO, full-duplex, and multi-modal capabilities.

https://github.com/zhongyuanzhao/modernSPBP


6. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Research was sponsored by the US Army DEVCOM ARL
Army Research Office and was accomplished under Coop-
erative Agreement Number W911NF-24-2-0008. The views
and conclusions contained in this document are those of the
authors and should not be interpreted as representing the of-
ficial policies, either expressed or implied, of the DEVCOM
ARL Army Research Office or the U.S. Government. The
U.S. Government is authorized to reproduce and distribute
reprints for Government purposes notwithstanding any copy-
right notation herein.

7. REFERENCES

[1] L. Tassiulas and A. Ephremides, “Stability properties of constrained
queueing systems and scheduling policies for maximum throughput in
multihop radio networks,” IEEE Trans. Auto. Control, vol. 37, no. 12,
pp. 1936–1948, 1992.

[2] M. J. Neely, E. Modiano, and C. E. Rohrs, “Dynamic power allocation
and routing for time-varying wireless networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 89–103, 2005.

[3] L. Georgiadis, M. J. Neely, L. Tassiulas, et al., “Resource allocation and
cross-layer control in wireless networks,” Foundations and Trends® in
Networking, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 1–144, 2006.

[4] A. Kott, A. Swami, and B. J. West, “The internet of battle things,” Com-
puter, vol. 49, no. 12, pp. 70–75, 2016.

[5] I. F. Akyildiz, A. Kak, and S. Nie, “6G and beyond: The future of
wireless communications systems,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 133995–
134030, 2020.

[6] X. Chen, D. W. K. Ng, W. Yu, E. G. Larsson, N. Al-Dhahir, and
R. Schober, “Massive access for 5G and beyond,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 39, no. 3, pp. 615–637, 2021.

[7] M. Noor-A-Rahim, Z. Liu, H. Lee, M. O. Khyam, J. He, D. Pesch,
K. Moessner, W. Saad, and H. V. Poor, “6G for vehicle-to-everything
(V2X) communications: Enabling technologies, challenges, and oppor-
tunities,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 110, no. 6, pp. 712–734, 2022.

[8] M. Neely, Stochastic network optimization with application to commu-
nication and queueing systems. New York, NY, USA: Springer Nature,
2022.

[9] C. Joo and N. B. Shroff, “Local greedy approximation for scheduling in
multihop wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Mobile Computing., vol. 11,
no. 3, pp. 414–426, 2012.

[10] Z. Zhao, G. Verma, C. Rao, A. Swami, and S. Segarra, “Distributed
scheduling using graph neural networks,” in IEEE ICASSP, (Toronto,
ON, Canada), pp. 4720–4724, IEEE, 2021.

[11] Z. Zhao, G. Verma, C. Rao, A. Swami, and S. Segarra, “Link schedul-
ing using graph neural networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 3997–4012, 2023.

[12] Z. Zhao, A. Swami, and S. Segarra, “Graph-based deterministic pol-
icy gradient for repetitive combinatorial optimization problems,” in
Intl. Conf. Learn. Repres. (ICLR), (online), pp. 1–21, OpenReview.net,
2023.

[13] K. Kamran, E. Yeh, and Q. Ma, “DECO: Joint computation scheduling,
caching, and communication in data-intensive computing networks,”
IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 30, no. 3, pp. 1058–1072, 2022.

[14] R. Lin, Z. Zhou, S. Luo, Y. Xiao, X. Wang, S. Wang, and M. Zukerman,
“Distributed optimization for computation offloading in edge comput-
ing,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 12, pp. 8179–8194,
2020.

[15] Z. Zhao, J. Perazzone, G. Verma, K. Chan, A. Swami, and S. Segarra,
“Joint task offloading and routing in wireless multi-hop networks using
biased backpressure algorithm,” in IEEE ICASSP, (Hyderabad, India),
pp. 1–5, IEEE, April 2025.

[16] M. W. Levin, “Max-pressure traffic signal timing: A summary of
methodological and experimental results,” Journal of Transportation
Engineering, Part A: Systems, vol. 149, no. 4, p. 03123001, 2023.

[17] Z. Jiao, B. Zhang, W. Gong, and H. Mouftah, “A virtual queue-based
back-pressure scheduling algorithm for wireless sensor networks,”
EURASIP J. on Wireless Commun. and Netw., vol. 2015, no. 1, pp. 1–9,
2015.

[18] Y. Cui, E. M. Yeh, and R. Liu, “Enhancing the delay performance of
dynamic backpressure algorithms,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 24,
no. 2, pp. 954–967, 2016.

[19] J. Gao, Y. Shen, M. Ito, and N. Shiratori, “Bias based general frame-
work for delay reduction in backpressure routing algorithm,” in Intl.
Conf. Computing, Networking and Communications (ICNC), (Maui,
HI, USA), pp. 215–219, IEEE, March 2018.

[20] Z. Zhao, B. Radojicic, G. Verma, A. Swami, and S. Segarra, “Delay-
aware backpressure routing using graph neural networks,” in IEEE
ICASSP, (Rhodes Island, Greece), pp. 4720–4724, IEEE, 2023.

[21] Z. Zhao, G. Verma, A. Swami, and S. Segarra, “Enhanced backpressure
routing using wireless link features,” in IEEE CAMSAP, (Herradura,
Costa Rica), pp. 271–275, Dec. 2023.
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