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Abstract: Based on the analysis of 13 well-known available bandwidth systems and the experience in designing,
building, and deploying the BNeck system, the fundamental problems with available bandwidth measurement
systems are analyzed comprehensively.
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A7 T B A1, TCP S — A BB H ARl 2 75 A K 8 100 208 5 0, K R JBE st R T 2
BE S W 2% T B S o SR % A B ) D NG D0 T A R R 4 AL, TP A 9 T ) 4 B AT
B E ES 2 A T0HL, e IRAS T AT A 8, 02 M 459278 R (1SP) 88 QoS IR S5 1% i by BE AT,
KR 18 I % 2 L 30 7 L e bR 8 T Y 9 1) B 0 2 408 LA A T A T e /D P 4% R U (A R T
YRR 0 T[] 2 A D 48 40 A L A 28 1 2147 0. 2 0 R PR e M 2 DAL, I 3 5 B S
A R AT P A T8 AR AR, I 0 A I A AR s A B R A i S

FEXE 25100 10 45 5L T HRad L R Ml A 5 R A AR E AR T S IRBLRIRT R T 2 A R R A
DRI RGO BB TR SE8 s VRO SO SR AW I8 AR SO A Bl T 190 2% 88 BOR 1A R Jee AR Tt 1)
A 1k 8 5 B AR G0 AR A 52 B BF T R B B I 28 B A R G R B I A 1 B 35 e i e ok
BT — D ARGGCILI AT 2 B2 AN I, 38 U 75 BERATT 26 W 90 5 4 28 400 v 4 3 A7 A ) A i) it 3 3
B 1) 2 270 3 PR AR A T A

Atk & 3. FFRAIHE BNeck REPMZL ST T 13 ANHE WL 5401 AR S5 R 4
PESBIL, TR B AN [ B A TG 5 KD BP0 A LA PAY 0 0 1 S 0 9 2% o D Q% 1 e ol ) 57 i 7RSI 6 P 2% I,
RS 25T N 32 5 T JR 17 KRB 10 552 56, 208 7 6 T8 7 W M S 56 el 1) el A &5 7 T R R R R AR
A7 A PR A ) L. 73 A 2 T, L T 4 R AR ) R A Dt P ) 77 8 R 00 110 3 P 3 B R NI 3K 28 ] i, AN AR
AR T BRI A H AR 52 20% W0 4 A5 v v 0@ AT 1K B AR 8, 100 HAT A 5 A AR 4 )y ) 48 P2 e BOR AR e
N ICHE S A A RT E TR EAS S S AR T AR 1B AT R UK R AR G0 Dl 8 g A G RO K i AR 8 2R JF I IR
EATH A S B AMECBE AT 32 3% R OR M TE IR 2 L AR A A S8 AN B 0 5 3 S5 AN [ S BERT X P SR i R e rp 3t
(7 7 A PR AR i) A AR i R B . O i AR 895 1 (0 A 1k — 2B TR PR AR 48 rh 40 A7 AE R AR 1) i

1 ARTREREESE

11 BEREX

I AT 5 2 7 ) 2% A2 10 LT SO S SO I 28% B A% 1R — 2R A i e O I Ak, ' e S AT B 0 AU ¢
Uit EAHL(Ro)IE 1L — R H [0 95 KL Ry, Ro, .. Ry A4 B HBR 2835 EHL(R,) BEHE L2 R, B Ryvy FBE AL i IE 1S,
X 0<i<n—1.4 ¢ W ZI,L; AT Un) A
0, MLA WK

U"(t)z{L A SR

54 U020 B L B MR o 022 Ly LA T C, P BB 0.3 51 C, SRR L, 0 i e e

9 0 it (capacity), 2 2 B OV A Pl 1, 506110 ¢ T 551380 (Ro 1 R,) BCHRABH5K 0 - Cp i
o 5 2 B

@

Cp= min {C} @

i=0..n-1

PUE Cp (110 BEBE I TR by 09 75 5 1 (narrow ink) . 7] — 90 44 % 45 1 AT BEAF 7 22 45 Bk A4 i
FEHE— I B [e e+ 9 BE RS Ly IR TR N

Ul(t,t+7)= % [ U 3)
5050 Ui(t,t+0)e [0, AL B [+ N L (- E R BUR AL MR
A=CrU(t,t+7) 4

BEFRA N Ly S S U (cross-traffic) IR A i R 35 S K i D Ly I AR 00 e L, IX AR BRI T
AT FERE R GE TN T 3 FHR00 44 U (probe-traffic) X 73 Tk
FEIT BE[t,e+ 7)WL (K9] P 5 A, S48 Ly 1139 2 N A e %, B
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AR ST SRV B AT A5 5 O Al AN R PR R Y 8 T A A 000 ) 0% B2 A2 10 sy 38 3 T ] 47 58 4 p, ' PR R AR Th B
/TR B P A 58 g
Ap(tt+7)= -:Tirll{Af(t’HT)} (6)

P 2% B A% o RSB R AR R — 4%, BLIEA B G 2 B A I 4% G 38 AN [R1 I R AR AR Ak

LE S B B el R v I () 2 A [ AL B AR, B S TR R RS N E R RIS — KRG L
JE 5 Ap BT T IS TRD) I BT Lok T S [ £ 32 R R 8T 5, I 1) 30 AN [ DA A2 [ — S R 48 7 2 1 i 8
AR5 DU B8 A2 (1 Je8 1 R AR AR AR, o 23 B 2 AR AL

B 12 RS T s i b R A R, AR 9 5 A EALAN H bs & B AL T R AR R i,
BERE L T IS 98 A 55T s AR i C ek 25 8 S B A P A B 28 A R T — AN R AL RSO T s v mT A
H %A KI5 (source) Fl 2= kb (sink).

Cross-Traffic sink Cross-Traffic sink Cross-Traffic sink Cross-Traffic sink
Lo il N n n L,
) DG Y B > ,. ........... . 4,
. AOZCQ—ZO Y AFC,-—/’I.,- ! An,lzc,,,l—ﬂ,,,l
Source Pl ‘A> ‘A> /‘A 4 Destination
end-host A A o PN PPN A A end-host

Cross-Traffic source Cross;Tréffic\sburce Cross:Tra\tffib éource Cross—fraffic sburce
Fig.1 A simplified model of end-to-end network path
L o 2 ity D) 4% 8 22 1) ] A ABE 7Y

12 EER%

A0 10 4F L T PR i At b B AT R O T U A1 T R SR IUL I A T OK R A R A
FerbE B AL 1 Abget! BFind®, BNeck!™ CProbe!®, Delphil®, | GI'® Netest™ Pathchirp!*?, Pathl oad!¥,
Pipechar™, SProbe!™, Spruce™ il TOPP®ix 134N R G5 (ML 3 1).4% W IE AT 1 2 (R AR 7] 35K 2 R 5 1] LA 93y B 2K 3
TGRSt 2 G0 P 8 L R BRI P 280 RGEANTGAE Ro b e A T W & i R BESRAE Ro M R, AR %2
AL R i 28 40 (1) i 0 45 TR S A O DR R e BB S R T Ro A0 R, 1 IR ] 4k B it o 5 AN A 2 K iy
ARG IBFE VAR 1) BE AR (R, B Ro) 1T AF 2 X0 28 iy F2 48 1 3 FH S [ 3B A PR L st L P 43 1 L Re e
Ro(— 2 7 B CFLES) b e 3e ik A R R, L2228 A AR . 55 A Jiz, B ¢ ity R 48 T B 22
B Ro b, B RE SR BE R UL Ro o U 2 sy FE ALV &8 K 22 40 W) 245 B 42 1 ] ] A 5

SRS R S CProbe!®, e [R] IR 4 2 B 5L (14 7T 4 5 1 B R 4E.CProbe 7820 FIH T ICMP B[
SR -2 LIS L fAHs, CProbe M Rl R, 3% % 41 T BN 1P AL (1P £ P ) time-to-live S 85 4 10 2
[ (e, H. destination port 35 s — AR MW o 1), 31X 88 1P A fil & T 15 s ICMP i Ab B RE BT LA,
Ry,...,R, 211 Ry % 3% ICMP time-exceeded (TE) 1 destination-unreachable (DU)£; CProbe s £ ICMP TE Al DU
LI AR B2 ST T HE S 1P A e B A B 5 1) AR A 17 o, 4 5 T i 98 AE CProbe 25,
Pipechar™ s 5% Fi 7 35T ICMP s 9 325, i SProbel™ ) & 35 T TCP #1 HTTP Wil JF & 11, e 411856 H 1 Hs
R T BRS04 1 DA SR BCIZE 70 A P B A0, 5 9 I 28 5040 0 1% 1) I 3 A 0 Ae kT s 450 mT P At 58 H SCHIR[27]
W CARUER] T CProbe F1 Pipechar i B2 & (1) H 5k A& v 58 T A T- 7T Al 58 A Rl s & Cp 1)
149 A X FR 43 15033 % (asymiptotic dispersion rate).JiT LA, #E CProbe 1 Pipechar 2 J& 1) 5. 2% i 2 48, 4R 0 Z0IE W e A7)
JOFE R PRI S T T Y 9 A K 2 SR BRI R G P W T 18 19 Abget!” BFind® AT BNeck®..

I TR (Y X0 & 3 R 4i 2 Pathload!.Pathload (#1755 %> h pathload_snd ! pathload_rev W5 # 4y, Hor,
pathload_snd ‘% 357E Ry 1,1 pathload_rev %3 1E R, b WK Pathload WA 24w F A7 58 J& T X 1A1[0,Co] SR
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pathload_snd VL3EZE x=Co/2 Ji% y AIRMEHE BN BT y=6).R, LW pathload rev T8 B — 4 HHE
A5 v SR AT AR W 17 ] R 2 7 2 32 S A 0 IR 2 21 Hc A A 11 ) e AT B s 1Y i #A T8 4 Pathload A4
x>Ap H Ape [0x]; 5 M x<4p H. Ape [x,Col B REAE—IRERM 5 EE J5 Ape [a,b],3F 4 pathload_snd 2 UL x=(a+b)/2 1]
AR 3% y R B A ORI A 5% B 458 I 4 /N AT FH A 5 118 T IR DX T 24 (b—a) < o( B H I T 5= 41) I, Pathl oad 4
155 IR ER DN 46 H [a,b],3X 1L, o T 50 8 0 1) . 75 598 7 1 42 Pathload 55 ¢ % tH 192 — Ay 58 DX T] T A A2
— ¥ T Pathload DLAM,F UL W 4 3 7 45344 Delphi™@,1GIT® Netest™ Pathchirpt*?, Spruce™ fi1 TOPP.,

Tablel Measurement systems
F1 EHARAGR

Type System Developer & affiliation | Used protocol Technical feature Year
Abget Antoniades, ef al., TCP HTTP Generai_es fake ACK packets to hack TCP 2005
ICS, Greece connection
Akella, et al., Uses traceroute to monitor the queue size of
BFind | CarnegieMellon Univ. | UDP, ICMP . . . N 2002
middle nodes, linearly increases probe rate
and IBM Research
Single Zhou, et al., Gets the location, available-bw and capacity
end-host BNeck Institute of Software UDR1CMP of bottleneck in one measurement cycle 2003
system Carter and Crovella, Combines Bprobe™, direct available-bw
Cprobe Boston Univ. ICMP computation 1996
) Jin, et al., Packet pair technique, used in NCS™
Pipechar UC Berkeley ICMP infrastructure 2001
Saroiu, et al., Uses TCP protocol features to get designed
SProbe Univ. of Washington TCRHTTP TCP data 2002
. Ribeiro, et al., Multifractal cross-traffic, link utilization
Delphi Rice Univ. ubp estimation 2000
Hu and Peter, Exploits the relation between initial gap and
IGI Carnegie-Mellon Univ. ubP bottleneck gap 2003
Netest Jin and Tierney, UDP Monitors maximum burst size 2002
Double UC Berkdley
end-host | Pathchirp Rlsgro, et al., UDP Uses S?If-lnduced congestion to locate the 2002
system _Rice Univ. i range of A_p _ __
Pathload Jain and_Dovrolls, UDP _Self—Loadlng periodic streams, heuristic 2001
Georgia Tech. inference
Probe gap model, single bottleneck, and
Spruce Strauss, et al., MIT UDP pre-known C, 2004
Melander, et al., . . .
TOPP Uppsala Univ., Sweden UDP Trains of packet pairs, segmented regression | 2005

* All systemsimplicitly use P and lower layer protocols.

13 TERERRE

PRI, IR 13 AN RGEHCR T BRI -0 5, PR 00 - A0 S IR — R AN W7 SRORS 1) = 20 18 vk O FL#R 3
T A S ) 10 A S B B U R Ro ARSI x 1) R, B35 — LR MBS A0, 0 SR x> Ap, 40 58 2D A7
— AR T A DUIR T v AR5 R A sk 2 5000 B A S 0 R <A p, A SR AL B L BT R, IR A AR B AT AR
S x B RIS [ 3 S 1 R B L, M 00 K i e 1 AR A B R ek e DR L PR T R 5 T
B 10 DG 28, 15 1T Ak 50 mT P A 5 (sl LT g Y BT ). S T R SRS Ve AR A T

BT m A KNy s BIRIIEE AL, 4% Ro LA 2R x R AE R, AHAE PN S G4 R, 3% N L 19T 359 i i) ) s (4
RIVHAT P9 et e Ly ARSI T i 1A BR) R pr, O<i<n—1. 123X 4L 50dm A AE BB L, b IOAR S % Ay

H== (7)
D;

50 x=pio. IR AR E S B I R, INBEME Ly ARIE B L, 55 68 THI s W3 A7

B L FME DA< (1<i<n=1). R0 A<p 1 B C—A<p;_q, TR Cpy_g+ A B8 TE R HEN Ly 1) 9T B0 (0, 1 3
HZROEBEL T L M52t C T AR, TRVRH T A7 1R (0 £ A (1 S5 40 B n b BRI 450 ) 45 LA e AT
HEN R WG R R ILE] L vh AEIXRIEDLF R, K A7 B AL SRR R 5 T R 1% X B RAAE pig INFTRI YR,
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FEAREARIE 1A LB 4RI A €, T A A 0 Kbl B (0 1) B A Ry(E L) h K T, B0 pipi g JR A 22 5(7), I
NEAR KA s A2 TR < 1.
A — SR (1) I 25 BT PR ) p, BT py 1956 R0 T LASE— 25 Ak

o+ A
Hath ®)

P C

ELJE 5 2 B 10 I 4 B85 v, 2 3X(8) HL A A AL (171 TG 25 A iy ) 1 48 00 550 30 00, 1) o 1) A8 A 81y T A s 2 9
KVEEE RS IEA ) 8,25 B 125 1B 13 AN RGEARIE FH 1020 M7, 3 BAZE R TR A O R 2 A<p_q I,
A pPpia-

85 2 P DA 21 (1<i<n=1). 808 A2t W) C= A2 gt g, T2 C2pti g+ A X VW] Ly A7 RE I AEAN R (115 DL B
PRI BT A B A, T 2 AR AR 9 A DU BICHH 0 19 1] B CR 35 AN A8 (=), HLER I B 0 6 1 A% S R AR AN AR (=)

UL B 2 24160 Ut B L 3 Py A 0. B R B A S BB AT R B Re, ) Ra. U8 E AL Ro BAug=3Mbps 138 2
] H AR WL Rg 3% — 21 IR /INAR A] BRI B 0. R R Ag<uo JB T F3k o0 B 28 1 i o, B 4RI 504t 0 7E Lo -
[ AR T e v T Lo 00 F A e 9 AL B B TR A Ru 3 K T (pa>po) F52 TR A2 J& T 58 2 R o0, 9T LALR,
Fk 5 AN YR A 0 A 3SR P I B 4, 45 B po=pa I 2 B 8 T NS2U9N g [ ] R U, B o B — R
O LI R B S T A B I Y O Y B R L

Here, cross-traffic all
D U U D comes from router R¢

e
(RN - (RORNDN

L1,C1=5M bps’ A1=1M bps L,,C>=10M bpS, A,=5M bpS

Lo,Co=10M bpS D
[ Hens

D Cross-Traffic packet D Probe packet

Fig.2 A typical probing process
K2 — e g i el i
FEFET 1 AR B[R] I, 13 A 2 AR 400 a0 (it sl SO BB 1T 4 i B
(1) BT v )5 A5 8K H 2ok 2 i (First-in-first-out, fRi B FIFO)K 22 il BA 51 5 28 4535
(2) 5 5B 5 2 I O (P ui o) B2, ) 550440, Rl 08 A 3 TN T BRI £ Tt 144
(3) 15 5 ECH VAL I A A A FEACANAR (AL D20, DA 2 17— 8 ] ST P A A A Ok A E 1)
(4) VR LHL(R) REW LAy T 1l i 08 Ak 2 R 18 R DN Bt .
14 HEXIE

Strauss 45 N FIWFFTR T, 2 B 28 Gt H 0 45 R e 2 A7 8 A DLV BRI AN 8 DI i S SR i R L TE A
JYZ ST RUHE S 0% 2 B D O Jin A A E UIE T T S WL Ak B A ) R 0 A R 1 — A A
F OB Jain A A BE— 5 A4k TR B LA 98 10 3% Bt IR B2 M R A P LI 10 AN A 5 X P
Lakshminarayanan % A\ LS 56 5504 U6 B0, AT 10138 5 3R 46 K 2 JUIE H F A 4 I 2 PR 355129 4 R e i i 802.11
T2k 4 2% PR B (AT £ 55 JE RO FAF R TR 45 9 2% PR 5 ) I P32 4 SRR 2 AR K FLJE WD AR 3K 28 T A D e vk A T
PHEM S e R LR AR GE BRI T T A IR s AN AL R A TS R SR T R A e R A R 2 T i e SR X — 2 R A
() 82 FH 37 35 100 R B 4 T 34 255 RS JSE 65k 28 498 P 0 i A £ () 5 A il AL AR SCRE 1 SCRR [ 23] 10 A A R e 1) 1A
JEURE L RO B ELAE I A AR AR R L T SR AN B AR dOe R R R . BRI T  b
(K R ARSI 56 B AR S KA 3 A 35 2 A T3 T e 1 A SRR AN HUBIE T T 5 B AR e 1K) AR i) AL
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2 B, WAmZRFLEERIEREE

T B AT PR AR G A AE AR AS IR0 Dy B SR XA iy AR G S AT A ) AL, B i AR S AT R ) A L
LU ES i A8 SR () LA I8 B i RET R R AE AL S ANIEA BT IRZE  RIRAATE . 2
FEH L ARSI R SR,
21 itRiRZE
JE 45 R A HERA PR AEAR KRR L Wk T AR GE VT I RORS W 2. LT — A B2 i 2R 0 0 S SROR Al e 42 o e 90
A, FR) 25 326 I 1), R i 5 a0 S0 o P 3 WSO ) B AR B L L2828 06 1) U I oo R A X ) L S A 7 T I 5 22 11
i) 7L A PP 2 s 28 29 P 3000 R K I TR AN AT I ] F) e S S R4 A B it Ro 9253, 9F H. Ro AT MO Bl (AN 2
PRV, 110 A A 0 B A5 ) PP TR) S 0 Ry, Rymg B H AR EHL R, SIR SR Ro IR 1V 25 %4 £ (reply packet). XX 44 by
GErh Ro 12 HlRE AR EHR QAL AT I K38 I H R, A0 ST A dfs A T i B i 58 B AR G A 1) Jm 0 B (( 9
XTI 8 R VR AR, A0 T AR GEAE AR UCRE R Y] R YR R AU [ 4R S T A T
Ts={51,52,..,8,}, 8 7~ o 1 78 B A8 A% (K I [R).
Te={ryra, vk, re R § AR E SO BB I 1]
Horfp 55 q 23 50k — OCHRDN PP 55 B SR I 1) PR B0 A0 A8 A M A B oA i v i A a1 3 s,
PR3 R R AT T M T #0EH Ro 47 A & b RAE P AR5 To A1 T 2050 10 Ro 55 R, YES.

D Probe packet H Reply packet

pUl= ?n“?n ----- > (2 »* el n)
- @

. ‘.....
W o & =l
(a) Single end-host system (b) Double end-host system
(@ HAHAL (b) M R4

Fig.3 The send-receive timing processes of a measurement system
Kl 3 BR RGN Rk IOH I I R

AT UEWITE I R 22 B ¢ 2 2 ALK B L 0 T AT T R BN R AR R A (i % (ko 2
MUK ECHs E b i) B A 71 T I W) R AN B R b e SO0 SR I 20), 8 ¢, R R G SR IR 58 SO — 4
A B 220, 1 B8 22 en AR IR

&l (9)

I 5 22 A A7 A8, R 2R 8 T A0 33 0 B30 A 306 (B A ) I 281 L S S R A% s 40 92 o gl 326 (B i)
(TS 2200 T o 358 22 el A 3 e 5 SR gl AN T A

T I 5 28 A AR A AN B Bt 28 e rh #8476 T HL Al M DA TI0I . 250408 60 R 008 AN B I 2 3 B U I 158 2 11— K Jt
DAL3E AN Ak Ro 75BN 5 I 220 326 HH 500 6, 05 A7 1) 7 0 g B o R 46 1) A 30 8 R — L A IS 81100 A 1 221
AT 1) A, A 6 R R 48 (i Windows AT Linux) &  BE S A 22 R0 20 (1 1 I 2% (timer) 24 3 xt 1 7 SRE A
I 11 155 5 R G0 1T o A ANBE 100 81 T, T 3043 20Mbps [ 03 %6 AR 3 24 30(7), )% = R 40 v Xl kB 200us 2% —
AN 500 FAT(0 1P A, e AR AT AT 2 36 34 22 8] 1 T HR, 58 30 sleep ¥ & 3% 2R R AR 200us. 4 3 4k 20 #r 17 15
B BRAR FORE (1 I (8] 7] DA AN T, HLIZE i 3R e A0 ORI b AR 3% — 2L SE AN 1P A0 3R G e IR I v
Shr AR E 4 Fron. T g AR At Ims BRI RSB b 3R R Gk R 6 SR S B MEAR T
700us,iX 5 $e=500us F HELIE (R # R 4T 5.7Mbps,iX 15 1] 22 ) 20Mbps A1 2 A1 24 k.

Bk T U FH A RIS R B0 LA AT, 6 48 A I 2 T I R 33 HOHR £ 1 5 — B 7 vk 2 A8 AN ) 7 9 2F (non-blocking
loop) ™, EAR i L ik i 30 £k P — B A F30 75 20K A AR BT IR0 24 i I 1), O 4RAT — S8 T 38 I B4R 4), B E
J 3 BAR A AR CPUCN B 5(0) T 7 9 7 191 4R ). 5 R I 286 2 F 15 30 A B AS T DT 08 B K2 fig % 58 % i
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P36 B (R E AT AN AL R R IR e R s AT i Y T K8 23 CPU IR [], DT 1T 2 5% i 2 48+ At 2y BE )
AT X A 2 S AR G U S, PR DA Bt B (0 A IR AR - Ro K58 RS, BT AL SR FH AN 1] W 08 B4 1) 24
B 538 T7 A SR T S W R R VIR B, BE T 3B T P BERBEL  ANIMT IR 34 JF AN 100061 4% I K
EHH A, S PT RE S A LTI K R S A (B A e R V) 48 ) 47 Wi

Packets expected to be sent: HH Ti 500Bvt
; : ; ime_ : yles _
p— i ; : > Expected probe rate: 200us 20Mbps
200ps
Packets actually sent:
: : : ] Time,  actual probe rate —2X S _g 7
“1ms > “» 700us M- v Cluel PIObeTEE ™00y oS

Fig.4 Timing error leads to unexpected probe rate
Kl 4 TH 2 B0 LRI i £R ) %

#1  gettimestamp(ts); //get current time

#1  gettimestamp(rs); /Iget current time #2  while (ts<expectedtime)
#2 if (ts<expectedtime) #3 {
#3 { #4 /Inow it’s early, just do something here
#4  //sleep awhile until the expected time #5  x=random(); ,
#5 sleep (expectedtime—ts); #6 x=(x+1) (x=1)/x";
#6 ) #7 gettimestamp(ts);
#7 sendto (R, packer); //send out the packet #3 }
#9 sendto (R,,packet); I/send out the packet
(a) Use sleep function to send a packet at specific time (b) Use non-blocking loop to send a packet at specific time
(8) 1] Sleep J7E7EHR & I % R 3% B4 £ (b) A A WO R A i o i 20 R % R

Fig.5 The example code of two packet-sending methods
Kl 5 PR R k% TT o B4R

LRVt T T I 2 K R TR AR AR R U 2 R B R SCRE IR A AT 55 BHRAT & AN IR M D) 45t
LR RE, AT B DR R A LA AR RESRAT — 5 (K PIAT I 138 R AR 0 1 R R AR A A7 X A i the AN T i ot 2 ol R R D) 46
FTWT; 4 E AT W 0 B (1 CPU)KE R LAt 2 R oy T 2 RE D140ty O (0 T I R 2% 53 2ol A ) I AS
i R 3% B A ORI 0 1 I AN B AT B0 I TV B A T T 2 T4 1R S B AT T 55 T AN
TR LR U e T4 U T DA JRE R 5 R I AR SR 2R G R T T S AR &I 45 & T 2 75 47 A 57 TR B,
TS 15 % 2 T e R e AL B G e, 3386 41 T AT IR M i 52 LR T4 1 T 0 T2,

A SR 01 R T A — S 5 S (1 T IR 22 R H I, AN A i R (L G SysKonnect: 9843) #8 %
FAT i & 3 H R (interrupt. coal escence)? A% 4t [ - A4 0B — AN Ak 27 A — A P BT 5 Lk R AU
A I R T P W IFBORS, 2 R R AN s I, e AR A P S 5 (E A SRR % 1%
55 A B E SR P 2 A SR IXANME 5 XN H 52 S0 AR IR 2 R RES 3 BRI 1) B 2, o
XSRS A g AN 27 A v BT DR A A B PR IR ) A, 2 A Bl L mT USR] — AN P kA5 5, AN 48 T
W R 5T 4. SCRR[20,25) H 10 SE SR IR B T RR RT3 JF BRI SE RERS A RR R ) e ki AN R R
IBOAR B AE A3 B AT AR S8 T0 i DRAIE & REFR N BT A 230 0 - WA 10 B0 S5 ek B, A el (S 7 [ —
AR S 84 B A AR GERE S AN ) SR T B R R I R CE R T R A ), e R A A
AN A AT IR A WA R XA i BT DA o8 5 R BBl A e AT 5 R R R A7 (NI C - register) SR fig
(EE, W0 R IR B A A ) R B 2 SRR TR P R AN T AT AR K Z2 000, DRk AE - 65 ML BB S5O AT 2
FIBHAB ML 53 40 AE OISR 0 A i P R GE R AFAEAR R 22 42 KUK AIX AN T S8 9 ANl A7

FGU IR R V1 I 5 22 1) F ORI AR G P S AE 48 A P 4 A AR 400 o B 21 3R A5 1% ph B0 [P (B
5 null) (3 B 18] 5 AR GUAEAE 20 1 AT 28 98 U8 9 22 16 I ), B o e s 2R 1 SR 0 O, 11T gy 4
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kR FEL P B 220t 3 s 1 R BT e B I IR R0 A S, ZR 0 A P B A R Bl I 1D (AN T 1 R B P DA R A
REHAERFR . W& FEORF SRS F) IR R PRt S A F.R 25 TREEREFHEAN 34
RO R R G 2 T I ] (get timestamp) . 152 9 4% 45 43 7 (read socket) A1 5 Y 4% 45 432 7 (wrrite socket). & B
RO BB R IE SR A% O EEE R 245 0 T R WS/ (miny . 13 (ave) Bl K (max) ZE1R . 5 /)
Fil g K HE IR 43 301 A 5 34 48 50 AN Z2 B0 1A FH 1A JaE 38 AR F1 gt /I 0 e (L. 3K L A 1 249 B SR A0 28 v I
2R R F L 51 WK gettimestamp B8 54 (2 J5 i L TR B0 R AR SRR I 48) A 10 28 7 R FH % B0 00 R A5 1) B TR s 28
A t, 84 gettimestamp [P SEIR dy Ky

dr=(ts1—1)/50 (10)

Table2 Thedelay of system call
x2 RGMAIER

Operating system’ CPU Get timestamp (us) _Read socket (us) Write socket (us)
min. ave. max. | min. ave. max. | min. ave. max.
Linux 2.4.1 Intel Xeon 2.4 GHz 0.8 0.9 1.0 287 314 333 | 276 307 322
Linux 2.4.1 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 0.8 1.0 12 295 329 346 | 289 326 348
Linux 2.4.1 AMD AthlonX P 2500+ 0.7 0.8 0.9 289 311 334 | 292 316 335
FreeBSD 4.8 Intel P3 700 MHz 4.3 4.6 5.0 452 489 505 | 451 470 495
Solaris 2.8 Sparc 400 MHz 0.5 0.5 0.5 336 368 379 | 323 352 381
Mac OS X 10.2 Power G4 1.0 GHz 1.8 1.9 2.0 432 458 489 | 402 435 453
Windows XP SP2 Intel P4 2.8 GHz 0.9 1.0 1.1 388 401 424 | 354 386 407

* For the first six OSs, we invoke gettimeofday() to get timestamp; for Windows, we invoke QueryPerformanceCounter().
We invoke socket functions recv() and send() for read and write socket system calls, respectively.

SRR H A 2R 45 U0 ] 28 3R (0 77 VL S5 3R I dr R AN IF) A5 JE & write socket [T IR dyy I, 3041 SEAN 1A] Ik
Hb AT 50 YK write socket #51, & Y4 /E 5 1) socket 5 N 500 15 [ N 7% BB AR A 1 Uk T LA 50
PR AT T gettimestamp #5815 18 I8 RIFRAE 23 004 6 B 1. T 24

dy=(t,~t1—d7)I50 (11)

1147 read socket P34 GE IR B 7 VE S VS dyy W7 VEAR IR). 75 B W RO, B TSRO I T R 88 KA S 1],
IHHIEN T L2 150, BT LA A T read socket #:E 1 socket 2247 sk 2 45 % /0 500 5 (50l 7l 2.
BRSR PR, T BGRB8 2 JRAN T B S FRAR AL A BERAE  BRAE R B E WSS T R B i il
g% Y. L, Cprobe % FH SGI A w (¥ IRIX $:4F 2 Ge Fid 44 R I HOC B ALK S, B RR GEIE 21 40ns [ B[]k
H TR AT IR 525675 S, B AR 70 30 ] 5 4 2R 45 40 Windows A Linux b T % Ht B A [ 26 3 IR 1) J3 B 3 il AR 3
P
22 {REBENTE

MIEEE 1.3 7, J RS IEH BT I ATH 2 — 2 'S B8 LA v+ nl B 98 193 6 R a6 R I 50308 A AR i i A
(93 N B8 (Co) W 7™ T PR 1 J32 20 28 0 VT 408 0 40% e A2 S 08 155 0 D R ) A8 i — AN TR 56K bps 18 il i 18 4%
BN H I B AL B R R G 04 R ar A A S T 56Kbps(WT & 6 fTR). X FEAZ B = RG4S T 48
BB IER .

B B , The measurement result
4> --------------------------- n H —_
°J" Co=56Kbps C1=100Mbps C:2100Mbps, i=2,... -1 Is aways 4p=Ao

Fig.6 Lo decides end-to-end available bandwidth when Cy is comparatively low
Kl 6 AR Cold (IR, AT A SEALAL i Lo PRE
AR 22 3X(6) i 2 3 I 15 5 1 A A 00 B A v i /S PR B ) P o 8 AL R A AR N A 58 G 00 L
IR HLSE L Ao XA — T L i 45 SRATAE AN T AR B, 1 S A 927 i H At 350 20 0 5% B8 A0 1) T D o
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T8 AR A BF ) Y 5 RIS P 0 — AN 5 P 1 1) S A L R A0 74 (W Monte Carlo!®)
RN 30 43 M X A 1) 78 2 A WA AR RN iR R 4 H L.

LA, KR 4> EHLEBAE LL 10Mbps,100Mbps, £ 25 1 000Mbps ()3 Z& 7 ) HLIEE 33X 2k A2 R 245 00 1, Co
FHABE 6 T 56Kbps X A K AFZ I FHL Ro 1F A 455 W 2% A% Hh 00 20142 256 B2 5 3R 46 1) 26 ot 1 o, — R 4k T 19
245 EAR R B, e N 5 — AR T )2 ISP 1A 56 N 2002 452, K B Tier-1 Al Tier-2 1SP #8 I 4R 2%
T OC-192(10Gbps) 1 OC-768(40Gbps) : £T 4 14 ok 28 181 T 199 2% 121, ey il - T 00 48 45 A Py 1 A0 St , ot 54 4 00 19X %
S A (1 D8 2 v T B 0 8 1 o 3 R IR B R R G AR T RS Bl TR N R AR T JEVE AT A VYA
PN B AT o N

R N B8 1) AN B AT WL T 4 T S B T AL Bl (0 A B2 g 0 /E— > 1 000M bps 1] =) 45k
W FRATT T B B AT 6 ANAN IR IR AL BT Rk F 11 dee R A% i T 26 7R SR v B R G0 S A 1A) T b ik
3000 ™ 1 500Bytes (4% I Hits 0, T8 4 A& iy b 2 550 55 T 4.5M Bytes [ LA BT 75 1 I [, I 45 SR 0 3R 3,381
BRI

S ENLI B R AL i A SR AC T H MR (NIC) IR b B i ) (X 2 1R B AR I ),

55 PR B P e B A T I B 3K 2 B s IR0 A 24 Y R 2 10M bps I, LI FH 26 v ik 86%0~89%;
SR, 240K 1 000Mbps I, H R HI % H AT 25%~34%.3X 25 0k 45 , 57 PR T30 FH - 52001 28 45 1 B0 60, 4k 38 g g B
AETERCE T s S8 L I BT, 32 MLAR M DA SR A e 1) A i 2.

Table3 The maximum data-rate achieved by end-host
F 3 EVLEEIA B I A
Achievable data-rate (Mbps)

Operating system cPU NIC=10 __ NIC=54 _ NIC=100 __NIC=1000

Linux 2.4.1 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 88 383 772 3230
Linux 2.4.1 AMD AthlonX P 2500+ 8.9 39.1 78.3 340.2
FreeBSD 4.8 Intel P4 2.0 GHz 838 336 725 299.2
Solaris 2.8 Sparc 400 MHz 86 36.0 73.4 310.0
Mac OS X 10.2 Power G4 1.0 GHz 86 365 68.6 256.7

Windows XP SP2 Intel P4 2.8 GHz 8.8 36.3 70.6 280.2

* “NIC=x" means the NIC bandwidth is xMb/s. The 10Mbps, 54Mbps, 100Mbps, and 1 000Mbps NICs are
TP-LINK TE-2029 PCI, Intel Pro/Wireless 3945ABG, Realtek 8139, and SysKonnect 9843, respectively.

23 HiFEERE
JEE ik 28 48 T T M O KAl Oh SR R I 4 A 1D R DL, TR B AR 7 5 52 3 B A 57 3 (pathol ogy ) ) T

delivery). 4, # % (packet replication) 167 Ik (packet corruption). 7E 18 2 55 50 1 BHE A 7 2 S8 T P ES A
A B A K, 1 T 5 o R R R G ME A S K U, R S A R P A M R AR A E T T (B E
2R ), RGO VA R 58 B I TR B T IR, 0 SR 5000 60, 7 3 v Bl L P A% 028 T8 0 R A0 T T B ke P 4
A0 T 57 L B DA B AR () S (R 59 o0, 2 0 EE A U I B B A S8 & FERI R I RIE R, R G TCILH
NTFEL ] T AN IS — A3 06 F 12 WA B T (B R L 20— A st i, R — A R I 5 A A 3 v ol 3 4
IR T IR, R GAR AT e i1 T R BRR A BT TR A A2 T e 0, X R RE & 5 B R GEX Tx 11
Y,

FL{E 1994~1995 4F [i],Paxson il 7E 43 A7 T- 1 7 8- M i) 37 & ML 2225 T network probing daemon(NPD)#2
J FEAE KB 9 25 5236 P SR 03 T 30 10 59 3 L% e 2E IR 1181.2005 4F 10 H, &A1 8 & FHLIBESE T
S 7 5 AU M 4% (overlay  network) L FRIKIZAT T NPD, 2P (GH 1 X 5 000 4,25 2 ¥k 8 000 /N)ILi£E T 4
13 000 4> TCP 4 £ [1f)c 3% (trace), ) ] Paxson 11977 E1848 11 7 ¥t 0 5 0 (AR R 4 45 1 73X 8 & BHLITAE
HUKE [ 44 Bk LA B SE ML 22 18] (86 % 4 (hop count), k%% %5 1 traceroute®” 375 L 1 A\ 10y £ GUCAS, 1) IP AL 3142
I 11 AN X UL 108, Bl GUCAS, [ M 2% B 2 40402 10 ANMEER . 20 AL (1 Telecom) AN A% ICMP A,
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JIT LA B3 46 LR % 42 T8V ] traceroute SR 1Bk 4% £ (] 25 t). e A0, 19 £ B2 11T 3R 6 A2 1) Bk e B80T g AN
—FER TR AR ).
Table4 The hop count between any two nodes of the overlay experimental network
A ARSI 2% P AT R AU TP Bk

10§, 10S> GUCAS:,  GUCAS, Tsinghua PKU USTC Telecom

108, - 3 10 11 14 14 16 ?
108, 3 - 11 12 15 15 17 ?
GUCAS, 10 11 - 2 12 12 16 ?
GUCAS, 12 12 2 - 13 13 16 ?
Tsinghua 14 15 12 ? - 13 16 ?
PKU ? ? ? ? 13 - 16 ?
usTC 16 17 15 16 16 ? - ?
Telecom 15 17 14 15 14 15 14 —

The meaning of symbols is as follows. —: no connection to itself; ?: hop count unknown; italic font:
the forward & reverse paths between a pair of nodes comprise different number of routers.
Specifically, 10S, GUCAS, Tsinghua, PKU, USTC, Telecom are Institute of Software, Graduate
University of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Tsinghua University, Peking University, University
of Science and Technology of China, and Beijing Telecom, respectively.

Kl 7 45 th T 7E Paxson [P/~ TCP IEH 10 sk 8 A (N1, No) R AT T B0 SR B A (N3, Ng) b TH 50 HA IR A0 e 5 Mt 6.

6
m V; Dec. 1994
= N, Nov.~Dec. 1994

Percentage of all corresponding
TCP packets (%)
w

L.
2 3 4

5 6 7 8

1
TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK

Packet loss  Out-of-Order delivery Packet corruption Packet replication

(a) Pathologies measured by Paxson in 1994~1995
(a) Paxson 7 1994~1995 4= [i] J5 & 3 i) A4 G A i 57

= N3 Oct. 5~9 2005
™ N4 Oct. 22~28 1994

Percentage of all corresponding
TCP packets (%)
w

0 T
1 2 3

4 5 6 7 8
TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK TCPdata ACK

Packet loss  Out-of-Order delivery  Packet corruption Packet replication
(b) Pathologies computed from our datasets in 2005
(b) M\ 2005 4= E i 4 vk S ke i B AR i
Fig.7 Theratios of end-to-end packet pathologies
7 B R S R LR R
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4 Ni,No,Na K N, 43 9246 1994 4F 12 . 1995 4F 11~12 JJ . 2005 4F 10 J #H1 2005 4F 10 JJ AR UL EE 1.
FTEVE B2 NPD R8I0 A4 TCP 3l 3. (TCP data) 5 TCP N6, (ACK) [ I E HE T TCP 232

BTz A6 BT 11 TCP s A (K8 25 2R A 3R 43 33 Ky 2.7%(N1),5.2% (N2),1.9%(Na) Fl 1.7% (N4) R AEF H 7L IX 4
ANMESG T, Bk 4 PR ISR AL, 0 DU REL T R 1k S S

AR ME AR A - 58 A B B0de £, 55 6 o o 5 B R R I s i AR 25 1.3 WA TAR R B E R R
G5 T LN Wi R 3% K IR DU AR 0, 0 T 00 3ol 5 5 vy T A B R O &R, AN T Ay B0 ) e B R B R R i
RS M0 A R R A K 0] 0 X R R JE R R S BRI S BRI I WA B 1 A
5 £ 28 0 2 R A B K22 0 A P R T FE I, 3R 4 Rl B £ S B (R 0 1 T R A T i A A R e
(1 ) 0 0 SR R G R A DRI BE AL 5 R T B L B X S G S R R AR A B A AR 1
Bl L IR T B AR IR, Wi THL(Ro M1 R,,) (A 2 2 AR A 308 6038 ol B S5 % 110 Ji DR, O I ) B R
T2 55 0] P A B8 2R IR % AR AR R HE (Y.
24 BEHEEIATIEE

JRUET P e 7 00 (X o) MR 5 1) 8 b R P FIFO 22 o A 97 5 AR 92 (L 3 5 ) =t 280 4
OV M4 2 1) % b s R T 3 3 BA 3145 21 (active queue management, fiij #X AQM) 741 5 FIFO Lk, AQM
BEU I AU T RESE 116 G ) 26 A1) 2, T AN (S MU Ak BHLAEE N By 45 £ 5030 . 2 50 o B DK 4710 2 T (i
I M) FH 26 e T A TIUE ({21 80%), AQM % i 45 2 32 20 25 77 18 7 o dha B LA B AR ZE 1) v RE L.

B MY 58 T2 8 1) A RE SR TE AQM SR G 30— K Tl A 55— A DI Bl B A 25 7 I, I 410 28 T g I oy 2
KA AN — 5 R T B B e AQMY % H 5 25 3 AT W ) 2 0 e 2 (A D RN R ey R Al
) 2 ANHER K 58—, A L Ro M R, TCIE TN AQM = S EZ KNI W& M IIEK AQM S E 4 575 1
S L B B0 A D3 TR 2 =, S RN KR R 45 5 U0 5 A e R R B I ZE I AQMY i Eh 48 T RE & BT IR
At P T A B (1 0l R (R S B L) O TS T B R AR G e v A0 B B R O S A A e A T A
S S T SRR I A L U RIS B L IO\ DT R RRIT K AQM T ANZ FIFO MR 4 i A
U Xk LE I W0 5 %8I0 A0 A% i G O F) 1 ¥ R AT P T R 000 T < Ll AT T AR G AR

SR, RIAE T A RIHCR T FIFOZEJC 25 0 T, W 46 411 28t 2 5 S0 K40 B 1) B8G £ 57 3 A2 A, M T 44 85 £ 01
T AL ] Y S B FOSIE R AR B R U R DI A /N T T A (A R AR B R 1 T R AR R A T
ARG 1.3 %5 73 B (KRR CRRFANAL 1 18] 8 T 7R Ro 7). Rg 326 13/ R DM 040 0, 3 P AN PR B4 . 3 A
TR JEHEN Ly,5 MBI H L Ry KX F Ly F245 1 ANEIEEAHEN Ry T Ry BB K 3
AT S A AR 25 B LKA RN B A A7 A Ry P, LB 3 M R AR A REAN Lo Jo A k% 2
55 2 ANRIEER ELBEN Ry I, H T T THT A2 G 80 2 Bl A 31 7 DR 2 B B Ry LR AR N Lo B IR &
RIT 2 A2y W po<py, RIVECHE AL 1] B B 4 T

DDD |« 71 |« p2»

=10Mb

craove o, 0 00

Lo,Co=10Mbps L1,C:=10Mbps = L,C,=5Mbps ’
D¢ Do H D Cross-Traffic packet DProbe packet

Fig.8 The compression of probe packet dispersion (po=p1>p>)
K8 4 i (1 s £ 1] B (po=p1>p2)
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o V8 AT, LRI Bl 1) 1) 8 22 e T ¥ TE A s e DI R T T 0 R O R A S R R AR S
G 5 S5 10 1) o 28— MRS A by 5 R (0 3 B U7 5 L 1 ) 0 R 2 e R M i) R P K e
A (B — 2L A b P A ol €0) A BRI 9 4%, 5 £ 5 25 RS BN 71 1A 00 B 1) 8% £ 1 223 4, 300 B2 0 3o X Al 5
55 TR 5 HCHR U 10 5% Wi AF 50 A BA A7 1R P 3 6 A A — A KT il BA B T T B AR o I 1 M
A i, L e o R I s A 81 3 R ST ¥ Y 9 i 8 8 00k A g g Tl 0 11 0% 2R 5 A, LR A 1) ey JEE Bl 2
P RAN B 5 P 000 0 B BA 70 114 5 A A S R e b, — AN AR S S e 4 o AR A AR 110 Kl B B 5
S0 Al 420 0 A 0 £ 3 PP B A T AN D0 B A2 e B A A U AN R S (24 B B A b 54

JB 0 5 AR 5 T8 T, A7 0 0 A0 5 DR L9 5 0 25 40 BSR40 K 0 52
B,

25 ZERUIE

BEAN 3 T R G000 ZBURA R T B S ) 8 o 5 L TSR B AR T S e I 0TI o P ) L R .
R 24 2X(6), 3t 2105t T FH 5 0 2 Hig AN Ao T 19X 4% 66 42 1) T R A 6 ' ER R B 40 19 /N B T PR 5 5 e DG 11
] A8 -, T 0 A 3 4 1 T P T /DN B 2SR AR U i 4 TR A — BB 1) T s B

LR iR 4R

A 1R UE T VE SR TCP it & (bulk TCP throughput, Bk BTT)Es 81~ 0] 4 58 A% FH 3 Ff 75 5 (1 A
N, A SE S T Ro B R, FTREIA B BTT,IF 5 5 46 B = 2 Wi 3R EN BTT (V4R LA 55 B /2 2 1 wf FH iy 98 13t
TR AH S b T A9 S BTT &SR] AR, 7 2 A2 Fi8 190 48 1 42 1) ity 38) iy 2% PR A 908 2 K S 2% B A T
FAR G L1 5 o2 ¥R TCP B8 BT HE 14 B I B AR 4k 2, e 5 TCP Wil AR 5 1 22 By L (un ot i 42 i)
R S 38 4 ) B B AH DG T AAR B F 7 V5 2 AN IE A K.

I T o S50 A AIE WX — S T A AN 7 & R R PCOT % B I 1 4 (W 1 9 BT R). AT
B Ra A Ry FIEAT 1perfl LU= 4: I Ry 3] R, 1 55 17 5 (one-hop-persistent, fii 7. OHP)TCP $#s Ui, iX £, L,
R FURE S H. Ap=A3 8 1L 3 1perf (B HOR B Ra B Ry 1R B 8%, B ATl BEAE T 46 5 it 2 1 808 4
Ap JFE Sz TTEEM LR BTT 5 Ap (0 Z2 500050, 3RE BTT 1735 KR B PR —Fh 297K Ro 5 Re I TCP 2%
175 1 (window); 73 — P S 4 Ro -5 Re Z SR 2 AN I K (1) T CP I 12 K A% i R 2 3000 46 2 L 1) 22 Ak 51365 Hp AU Al
JII OHP Bt 3, — A A 2 5 95 24 P01 S 500 O b 5 700 1) 8030 0 T DA by e L A it e, — 2 RO L
% FH R B0 AR FATT 1 W

100Mbps 100Mbps 1000Mbps 100Mbps 1000Mbps 100Mbps
LY e e Y e L
LO Ll LZ L3 L4 L5

Dell optiplex HPcompaq  Dell dimension A general PC, 1.4G Lenovo Tsinghua Dell optiplex
GX5200 dx2000 MT 8400 desktop  CPU, 256M RAM E2016X Tongfang E7790 GX5200

Fig.9 In-House experiment platform in the Institute of Software (10S), the Chinese Academy of Sciences
B9 fErh E R B A DT LT (10S) N B & 1Sk e F &

Fg 45 Rl 10 Frn FRATR I 1 5, 1A TCP G se s B At B2 /N T Ap I BTT A2 —4
I 5 (B (X — 5 5 AT A 56 —FE), R A T IR 43 10 BTT 2 R —HE; k3K TCP M 2277 % 1
(window) i 52 e % 35k A5 5 K1 BTT,H MR BTT I ST 7T H v 98 5507, 248 FH O k. TCP &40, fig % 3k 15
A2 BTTE N R T 4p) XU, Ap BARK, 2 ARG TCP EH: 4 5 B4 b 13 S i 4 35
w7 R T S B S R AR S R BT B0 S A i B 130T I 3 1) e K ok 1 A R T T A O B E Dy
ARSI ).
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Fig.10 Comparison of available-bandwidth and BTT

K 10 "TH %S BTT MLb
S5 2 R IAIE 77 V0 2 A5 TP A BB AT G v ok (i MRTGEY) ke o 47T

AT 58I A 77 72 R 8 WO 24 D

o BT R GV B T I LR B rh RS T A 985 5 1 RO VA AN PO A A T AR 1 AT
S R SIS L AT FE B A5 VR SERATATAE T AT R )4 b 2R RIS AT A LRI, T3 A8 1A 2 1 2 e
A DR R SR (9 AR AE AT — > I % v 0 A 55 5 10, A3 408 A B 0 46 B 6 £ 9 TR D BN T o LA,
TR MBI RS 2 A ISP IR, Bn, b B R e RIS BT AR S M R R AR
5 13 MR M EE T 5 A ISP A FE VI [ (18 10 Blios) X RS 1SP (1 22 ki it 4, B A 3T 10 48 3 R (R AR A
UK CL AR A W AR R AE 22 A ISP o (1 i 4 _E AT 22 R RIS AT BT (V0B PR AH 24 TR SGE 1, B LA,
ATEAGE T SAURE i 1 £ A TSP 1A B FD 199 2% i 4, 1T AN 38 1185 1 SP I 199 28% % 4.

NSFCNET backbone
210.25.129.13

Institute of Software, the Chinese
Academy of Sciences
159.226.254.6

159.226.254.45

159.226.254.24

N

159.226.5.62
159.226.5.254

CERNET
o m """""""""" 202.112.53.177 Super Computer Center
- Rs > Re > R > r R
| 7 8 9 ]202.112.38.10
1210.25.128.65 210251285 D
P Ry |59.66.2.18
i ChinaAdvanced Internet
| Transit Access Point,
CERNET Center 50.66.2.89
159.226.5.254 166.111.8.49 Tsinghua
(A hostin 10S) (mails.tsinghua.edu.cn) University ~ 166.111.8.49 | Ris
Fig.11 |1SPscrossed by a network path
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— &M LR ISP

55 3 B UE T VA A P D 205 ABE A 45 (ar NS20MT), 13k 2 DK 22 S0 i 2R 0 0 30k 0 By v A 4 AL 8% e o AR
P i ) AR 2 B 2 B IR W 2 A5, EL BB MG I SR BRI LT AT S 1A AR AT AE NS2 13k 5 4
(K3 TF B AN 22 8, B ATTIA DA B UL % BE % I A At 56 i B v S0 1) 5 BV (H R e e i DR S B SR ) A

P 2 GE RE G A5 105 I 28 PR 855N A3 R0 A7 AR W78t 1 W, 190 2% 400 6%

| =)

BT S ST A R IS A 46 1) i B (BT
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AR 2 1 8 FITRSCALL L SR 1 199 2% B 355 1L B 0 Ah—— 1 2K 38 A W il 25— ZLAE 19 1 24557,
B 38 R LALE AL Py S 1) 5 565 199 2% (in-house: experimental network) s 56 18 i 58 278k ) FH 5 5 11 S5 et

0% J kN T ASE MRS S22 () 37 5% 5 by 60 44 10 S P A4 9 o 2 PO P 1 perfUOURT I 246 Ja 1 1 7 NIST N2
S 19 5% T R 6 B R AR A, R R AT L I AU 5 B LS 4 G L S AR T e T 3t R R AR K
A7 AE () T AR T ST 190 296 (10 36 45 2R 3 X DL A AR M g B Y 280 Sk g w1 G AR A — N RE T
ST 0 244 4 T N R o RO R T T R 400 4% 5 ) 4 B A I R URRE D s L, HLIBE
FEIE IR B2 Z A8 E A K 22 AR AL 194 265 REAOL s M1 512 56 ) 246 P58 BT A RE LU ).

3 BZinZRGMARIEKEHR

IR B ORI ) R PR XU ARG AR IR NSRBI L i 2R G A [ A )

B L ZR 2 RN RE ML L AE S Bl echo AR B TR AR U, BT Ro 17 F5 W0 B 4% R R 0 5 B 1 R 0 0,
[ 5 AT H AR EHLAE B B X SR J5 25 [ Ut Ro — L6 P 25 2530 A A 248 i R 408 1) 40 A BT B A R 2
BESLAE Ro 0 HRIBHE AL 1% 2 326 M) 7 25 304 A R . Echo B 22 757 T HOAR A (BL A TR AE R b 2225
FF) SR B 45 B 28 RGeS T AR 22 e B, X4 ) B EEAE R A R 1) R AR (N R, Bl Ro) 45 THI R 22 6) B 285 40
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Fig.13 Theimpact of cross-traffic in reverse path on the PPD evaluation
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Fig.14 In-House experimental network with dynamic routes
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Fig.15 PPD and measurement results of BNeck under different route conditions
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