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Abstract: From the viewpoint of decision theory, AQM (active queue management) can be considered as an
optimal decision problem. In this paper, a new AQM scheme, Reinforcement Learning Gradient-Descent (RLGD), is
described based on the optimal decision theory of reinforcement learning. Aiming to maximize the throughput and
stabilize the queue length, RLGD adjusts the update step adaptively, without the demand of knowing the rate
adjustment scheme of the source sender. Simulation demonstrates that RLGD can lead to the convergence of the
queue length to the desired value quickly and maintain the oscillation small. The results also show that the RLGD
scheme is very robust to disturbance under various network conditions and outperforms the traditional REM and PI
controllers significantly.
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i 1) oy PRI FE 45 ML HIAE A QoS ARIF I 32 ZETF- B, — B2 W S AT U It A . H AT F ok T2 1) TCP i
AT Pl S 5t P A A L R i R A 0 ) P R ¢ 41T R 100 oK 1 A R 36 T T DR /IN, DT 9 B4 9 R A 1
H M TCP B s B AR B T AR sl (8 th 0 7 25 3t AR /> i L. L 7 — > TCP 9 4% bt S 6 v 4 R
I H ) R Z 3T (drop-tail) SRS, AT HEAE Ak 22 A TCP U 14 [R] 20 R AT T[] IR 155 K sl /s A3 7 11, 512 i i 45 BA 271
P35, B 1) 9 (1) E B TE 92 AR F . B8] 1h, AAT 73 AR B A0 g PR et 3 UL R AR MESR L TS 1 QoS ORIE, 5 L1
% FH AR 00 S BRI — 8 1 SRR, X LR B BAF1 A B (active queue management, i X AQM).

— A AQM A UIT 34 BAr:(1) dEFFBAFIHC BEAE — N/ B AR M, S EEARE . B AR {E 1) W,
ST 7 I 2 R S IS PR T 2 (AC AR P A B0 88 AT LA /S S s, L 25 0, 2 7 386 DK, D e 2 B ) A 1) BA B A R T
DA 25 1 7 Bk 4 I R Bl (delay jitter);(2) HAG 8008 1 S 4 vk, B PR SR AN UK (3) AR UE— 58 I A~k Floyd
A A B BEHL 5348 I (random early detection, fii #% RED)2UE f% 5L i —Ff AQM ST & A 2 4 AT ) 4
F 03 20, R AT BA A BE TR ) s 1B IN 3 1 — e MR ke 5 3. 25 7 MR o4 B A 47 82 1) 384 I g 3 KX RED X L —
T2 17 200 01 P T BOKC 3RE A 190 24 E N AT 8 (R RAS, DT 28 v 194 5% 1) M e . BRI S8 R ] RED S0k (1) P Re T 2 4k
+ g R AH FE B S BN 4R 4 i R BA B R 35 UL st e th 4R T AR £ RED M ik 5 9k,
SRED,FRED,BLUE 2§~ {H i e L — iz A% 25 37 H0H0s 00, o< 2 iy 308 01> oy e 2 306380 56 1) 5 ¥ e Ay LA LT
BT AQM STV AZ 0 AR AN IR 1) AQM 573 32 B2 DX 55t 7 T~ HI AN [R) 1) 77 v SR Al o 4 28 RO SR 2, O o S B
PLE BN,

H B AQM = B3l 3o P A 2 BORAN TF I 45 1 31 26 R4S CT38) BA B BRI (S 34 ) A B ik 28 He i, RED B it
TR V00 SR AR AP 3 B S B ok B B R R 110 1T AQ, VAQU™ V48 A U 22 A1) P 12k 381 3 o B — A 1l 400 e
1% (virtual link) (877 55, A 1T 92 52 A% Sanjeewa 25 A 4% H ) REM(random exponential marking)!" V43 i1 T+
I B SR T A B0 8 0 81 0k 200k P S 5k oF 5 5 BN 2R, BRI A T B 4 RO AR R I AQM EZE DL 2L
Az E R EEO T B B TR TR S U0 I BTG = B 4K 4. B M Vishal Misra &8 A 7R SCHR[12]H
2T TCP WARZEPERIY LLJS 28 ML 2 s B0 B 20 BT 00T AQM ik 2% 1) 3 22 5 25 L 4 Hollot %5 A H
2 MR 2 M4 R IR 20 B T RED RIASE MU0 360 AQM ¥ it T EL 451 B 4> (proportional-integrator, fil #% PT)32
#U P EEOR,PT S RED ML T34 5t 1 65 BA & (0 42 1 g 05 1L 2 500™ S AR T 109 48 885, B o 4 H
A IR IS ) (RTT) K /NG X AL 4G PT 2 il 28 A REAE Y. 3 ARSI ) 48 BRI s M 4 72

REM 530 3 2138 28 F1 BA B BE VI AN S B0k T 2 QMRS AR IUAS T B0 R 280 5 AR ol T 1 4820 K ]
5E A3 BAAAC BETE B AR E P98 G BRI 2L 3R .

P Jili % 2] (reinforcement learning, A A% RL)/& A T4 G A3 Hh 1) — Pl s L p SR B3 bl T8 TEAUAN T8 R G
B0 DA G I [ A5HE 5 (B A AR e AT 3 4k 27 2 OBl 2R 48 B)as AT W Sk B A, IR T HAA Tz i s B i
O AT K RL T30 FH TR i A 199 208 v R Rz gl 000 I 482 10 2408 v 10 3 2 £ 3 43 1 P02 1) A

AR SN AQM VA G 2 — AN dpe DR R S5 il SR FH P 2% 30 1) SRR 45 G B0 B N BRI AR T — R I AQML Bk
RLGD(reinforcement learning gradient-descent).RLGD DA% i i3 2 VG lc A1 A Z1 < BE A2 e S A4k B bRl B & Y
8 25 B0 R ) B AP T )y 1) A BA A E e B8 R O ST H AR EL IF BB BRI T RL & —Fh 5 i
TEIR I 2 2 J75, A 1 RLGD A w0 20 Y5 i 143 26 18 4 7 10k, LB SR A — & 1) SO st Rl Lol R AT 3x {443 RLGD
HATIRSE T g ik 4)j B 275 RLGD L PRI REM $4 il 2% FLAT 504 (¥ PF e A5 1k

1 EFTEMFEIN AQM X
1.1 BE=E3
P Il 2 =3 N T e AR Fp A — P I W ST AR I B R T A Sl H 5 S s 1) et B R ST

U AE Rl 2F 2 AT 25 3 TR BT SRS SR FR A Agent,Agent LA T A SEAREE 5 KN Environment. £ Ji
2 2] W& Agent Al Environment ) — N ABIAS LSRR B 1 440 T X — R ER.
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Agent

State s, Reward r, Action a,
Vvr /
~t
Environment
Srrr \\
Fig.1 Reinforcement learning
Bl e

ER—IZ] t,Agent M %243 3] Environment I PR s5,e8, X B S & AT RERPIRSES LR
b, Agent IEFEPATENE a,eA(s). X B A(s) AR 5,8 T AT IHENEL S AE T —HZ) #+1,Environment Jz 13
7y Agent — NMRIME 7oy e RIFHEN T —RE s, 0T WL ERE— 0T Z, Agent 58 BL— > MR ZS B B0 1E [ B, FRATTHE
X — WL RR <SR WE 10 AE 7, m (s,a) RONIRES s, =s B, EME @, =a B I I3 T Agent M5

Environment HJAZ i P ok B0 adE SR Y 5 v2%, 38 H Ao R 307 5 3 I # o R A, B Maximizeirt .
=0

FRJh A PG T — AR v e AR AL 1) A HE 22 & AN 5.0 Environment [ N T840 T, AN 5 R AR 1 HL AR
3, T RO TR 9 R B0 . RS FRIN 3 N2 7E Agent Al Environment 2 18] 4% 8 1) ik 3 F faj 5.
SR AT R T HE LR S T3l 2% S FT TF 1 R 1 S 25 ).
1.2 RLGDE%

SCHR[16]WF5T T TCP/AQM FHZEF& R 45 H T R (W P AFIK g FIE s R R u 5 ZAME p 2
EPES

— \ _IMax(B,c(T;' (p,c/n)=Ry)), p<p,
q(p) {0, otherwise M
1, P=py
u(p)=1T(p:Ry) otherwise @
clry

o T(p,Ro) R TCP Y (1A 26, e P T 3 p FIFEIR I W] Ry, B J& 11 X K /N e J2 B % 415 55 ,n J& TCP P54k
H . AT LUE H BA B B RO 2% R 28 5 B R 20 R 00 B, — IR I B6 B N BVETE IR B g H4E Y
FHL TR FRAT TR FH PR i 27 >0 &5 B0 5 iR sk i

Wt 2 R GRS T LR IR N R S, e+1 B ZR1G RN 7, , O, = E{imk“ |S, = S}Kﬁ? t I A &R 4

k=0

RS S I, 05 A R 300 28 (1, AR g IR 25 {1 2R B (state-value function). & 4R, g HUAS K 307 5 #0915 K,
NEREAE O, B KIIBIE a, .t T B3 R ESE o BRI L— M S, R %L 06, 8,) kidil O, Hidh g2 %
S BIREL 0(6,.8,) T TE AT DU B AR ] e 3, m) DL 4% P e P BRAR e e s B0 L HE 2 2 N TS
M2 e 06, S,) HIE A LU, A LUT 2 e

EIE 1. W r ot — T SR R 5, ol 2 AR v 11 Bl AL IE 3T 4% /4 (stochastic-approximation conditions), 7E % —
I 2 ¢, Agent MK 4T IR H PR 2L O, i HEHAT I B 1, ) ii’, CIRYSGE VRN b AMIEESC PN

t=0
0t+1 = 0t +a(r,, +70, - Qt—l)VHQr 3)
0,n=000,,8.) 4

XML, ok N 2 ST R g AT AR 1 T BRATTZE A1 B R IE )™ M RO AE W T 2 WL STk [17).
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LT 06,,8,) it O, KT L TRATFT AT 6, KAE 0@6,,S,) REEIL Q, , M T2 (0, - 06,,S,))” &

/N CETBRFE R B, 6, T4 T 2k AR
0.1=0, -5V ,(0,~00,.5)) )
=6, +a(0,-0(0,,8))V,00,5S,)

T HSE O, IRAEAT B, FATH — Bz kA, ] O, =1, +70(8,,S,) LRN(S), B (3).

T EE LA E W T RLGD Hi%:

BRI B8 2 r = —0,(c = B)’ —0,(q — q,p)* X H o ST I BUE BIL %, B SEBEH T 9E.g A A I A S K
T @ & HARBANIIK E, @, R o, 43 BIFR A9 A AN A A28 IR ASC A1) 1) b B e T 58 ek i R I (14 47 3 7 I
TE SCT L, AQM 1 H b e A0 R 2112k 256 R Bz B 8 i o A0 A 410K P8 RS B AR AE H A PG A 4 ek
31 RLGD SRS ot 2 7.

t=0

Agent (RL-based AQM)

/
0.,=6+a(r, + -
s :_a)l(ctﬂ _B)zz_ L L Q: I)V(Eé;] 7Qt
@y (4,01 = Grer) > n
> Ql+1

. Qt+] = gtTH x Sr+1 ‘
\ ~ v

—1—¢ 9
fit) (=)

TN, || G TOINIRT] | .

S ECN marking
ouree Packet drop

A

\

Environment

Fig.2 Structure of RLGD algorithm
Kl 2 RLGD Hyk4i
BORA A 2 2 ik 2 5 BB Al 98 2 22 AN 1 T S L B H AR B 2 72 o L3RR R T X
_|c—B
*2ip ©
O3 TR )RR 2B o S L FRAT TR O D o S [ B

Q= Q(0t+l5st+l)
=0" xS

t+1 t+1
S, 7
:[0t+1,1701+1,2]x|:st 1’1:| ( )
t+1,2
=0, (¢ —B)+ gm,z(qm - qre/)
XHE,Q IBEE N
o9,
|06, | |c—B
Vol =l ag, |7 [q, —q,e,} ®
00,
KA,
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91,2 + Ol(i"H_] + 7Qt - Qt—])(qt - qre/‘)

01=0.1(cy—B)+0,,, 2(q, — Qrer) (10)
R RLGD #% FE 3 (9)F1 X (10)E 4T 14X, 159 2] O 5.7 6, R 6, 43 SAR P 177 (1) 21528 2 801 BA A 5 30 AT v 2, B
DK B IE N AR
SR -3 H N =R R %

o (7 - —-B
|: t+l1, ljl_[ 1,1 + a(rprl + 7/Qz Qz—l)(ct ) (9)

HHI, 2

P =1-¢79% (11)
B g T 1 IR AE R QD) BT A AL T T 55 REM S0 AL 76 20 0 X R B, — AN SR
A5 5t — 4 b1 L BB 0 ) 8 4 S 0 9 (MR g

L !
otai - QH
P 1= [=pl)=1-¢ 2% (12)
=1

Al UL, RLGD 532 71 1) O {5 REM 3% (1 44 A0, B ] LA HOR: D) 268 40 2 1 2 1 — o B o SR 3R
TPEELFR S0 ks, Wz (12)FK R — 4 B L BEBERG A R 16 42 1) O WMl 25145 BRI 1% O A% 2 A1,
K 3 44 T RLGD STiERIEh A8 HS.
/*RLGD Algorithm*/

T: update period; c: current arrival rate; B: link bandwidth;
q: current queue length; gr.r: expected queue length;
alpha: learning factor; gamma: discount factor; w;: throughput weight; w,: delay weight;

At each packet arrival epoch do
{
if (now()>last_time+7)
{
S[0]=c-B; S[1]1=g—Grer;
r=—wi *(ch)Z*WZ*(qfqrq/’)z;
theta[0]=theta[0]+alpha*(r+gamma* 0—Q,u)*(c—-B);
theta[ 1]=theta[ 1]+alpha*(r+gamma* O—Qo1)*(9—Grep);
Qo[d:Q;
QO=theta[0]*S[0]+theta[ 1]*S[1];
p=1-phi ?;
last_time=now();
}
if (p>rand()/MaxRand())
Mark or drop packet;
Else
Put packet into queue;

Fig.3 Pesudo-Code of RLGD algorithm
K3 RLGD HiL bR

2 REEZR

ns-2U SV 17 28 47 EL I 1 B 2 — JRATAE A Linux #:45 R 45, 7F ns-2 19 2.169 A A R 4 RLGD £kt
AT T L AR BC 48 B Ha Fh S5 AL B 4 JTT R4 R ALB 22 [R) A 2006 2%, AT T RLGD V701 i 4 s B,
1 25K R F 57 (drop-tail) S 4T 5 4 IZEAE K/ A 200 ANEAE AL, 200 A [H 228 1 000byte, 17 B (8] 4
200s.

AP S HOE NI A

o HUB B T=2ms

o “Z AT a=0.0001

o PTHIKF T =0.98
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o HFHHENE@=0.01
o JLIALTE =5
e #=1.001

Fig.4 Simulation network topology
4 WA IS

A HAIE RLGD S5 AE % Bt W 2 IR 5 R (KPR BE, FA T8 vk T LT 5 A 07 0S5,

2.1 31

FEIX— {7 BLP, E B E RLGD A8 i 2 AQM
SR I FE AR 2SR U B8 A5 7E AN R W B BRI B R
H BB BE Ao A AT =000 B AR B o8 ok, FRATT B
T 80 > TCP WAt 1s I Rl N IF — L 4L B4 =
i 8 5 WoR T HERPAFIK RS Al 20,50 Al
120 B BA I FE (AR A 155 0, T LU L7 3 R ol
RLGD #B ] AP kb s BA 270 5 A e 7 B A
k.

ALK RLGD Kk E 5 REM Hil P1#fl45 1F
T A (B B3 R A S B #R (L 8 SOpackets),
ZERWE 6 Fios.

1 6 AT LG HLFRATT A RLGD 57 ANBI Sk
JE R R T HoAth B P 403 1m0 ELVE Bk T REM 1 PT 55
VEAE H bR 4R IS R PR AR

SR T R A AU ) RS 58 (R RLGD S SIS R

140

120

100
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Queue length (packets)

204

Throughput (packets/s)

200
3 150-
Q
<
]
=
5 1004
=
3
[}
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&

04
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Fig.6 Queue length evolution of RLGD, REM and PI

(RTT=100ms)

Kl 6 RLGD,REM Fl PI #Hil (A B JE AR Ak Pl At

(RTT=100ms)

Gre7=20
qm;/:s()
dre~120

150 200

Fig.5 Queue length evolution of RLGD
K5 RLGD fHI T fBAAI K AR AL

7 B7R 172 RLGD,REM Al PILIX 3 Rk I i i A< B I () 22 A0 B B0, T LAt 28— 5 i 1), 3 A

250
200
150 |

100 |

—RLGD
—REM
PI

50

150 200

Fig.7 Throughput of RLGD, REM and PI

K 7 RLGD,REM FI PI $53H F f #5 k- 22
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2.2 2

FEIR I RJ(RTT) & — DR AQM T AEAR F B 0 B 26 AESE5 2 b AT AR FR 5256 1 A0 Hodh 46 1 A28 (EDKS i
HEEM T RTT WA B 100ms B4 0024 500ms, 17 B45 Rl 8 Fron. v LLE AT RLGD EiE758R% i B4 T
REM Fil PI 5.

2.3 3XI§3

TESZE 3 AR IS RLGD 768 I B T &, 0 B AT 7 T 20 A TCP JAE 1s BN TE 75s Fl
150s I X447 15 4~ TCP J Al i 8\, LABERL 3 2% 16 I 28 518553 P Ak i v e an 1 9 o i) LU HL, 76 REM Al
PIEE T, 37 TCP it (14 A BAFI K 5 1 o o 85 K, 17T 2 ATT ) RLGD 503k B2 25 it i A 470 1 61 30 (HL R AR
/N FE HAR PR T B Ao e B H AR .

—RLGD
2007 —_RLGD 2004 & _EEM
| ——REM
= PI
£ 1504 T 150 |
g [ <
=) <
~ | a,
% 100 - = 100 |
5 | 2
L

S } U © f
2 50 i 3
S 'V ul E 50

0 N

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
Time (s) Time (s)
Fig.8 Queue length evolution of RLGD, REM and PI ~ Fig.9 Queue length evolution of RLGD, REM and PI
(RTT=500ms) in dynamic environment

8 RLGD,REM F PI #il F [1 BA IS AR b L A 9 RLGD,REM F1 PI SiEAE B BT 1k g
(RTT=500ms)

2.4 X4

T Web 551k 25 (14 H B, 0 AE (1 Internet b A7 7E K S Rp S () 45040 1Y) TCP it GBS URF SR )LD BT JLED).
FT RTT B350, TCP 35 o T 66 NI B A1t B th S W3t 33 2k T IR Ik o 3k ) A2 7E AT AQM )42 5 T
RKAEE 4 o, TATHAEL T REM,PI Fl RLGD X 3 FA ks Re . 59280 3 — R, AT T 20
AN TCP FRAE 1s I [ B2 E 75s F 150s I X &A 15 A TCP i [\l I 82 N AN 52,75 Al 1508 382 A\ (K37
PRSI )35 2 A 10s. 18 10 o8 T 3 PR BAFIA B2 148 4b . 248 65 S A ) o o ,REML R PT A2 4611 11
BAF1 0 32 L H AR K (W) AN B 1, T B AT 1) RLGD 454K g i K S s e 18 H AR Bz

MSESRS 3 FISEEG 4 v DL H,BAT RLGD BIELE B AR A0 IR 19 45 PR35 v 2 0L R A () A 1k
2.5 XS

T UDP A TCP i IEFE 1) 5 w5t 8 1 AL, B B AN 45 0 2% R bR b, R 4 e 1 L st P 503 65 Ok
&, PRI AQM P BE IR 5% W BE R 7R S8 5 v FRATT BT T 5 A4 TCP it 5 4~ UDP it dE 1s I [R) I T 46 ik 4k
i, 10 5% R AE REM,PT Fl RLGD 1% 3 FRALvL T B BA SIS A5 B0, n B 11 9778 5 i 1 1 45 R LU 4, v DU Hh L7
UDP 50,3 B AQM S ¥ BE B AL 55 0 P 8. 4 RLGD Syt il , AR B &1} 3l Lo 1 1 1) s 56
F R Z0 — 2 (R R AT S 4T LA P AR BV
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Fig.10 Queue length evolution of RLGD, REM and Fig.11  Queue length evolution of RLGD, REM and
PI under short flow influence PI with non-responsive flow i
Kl 10 %6 RLGD,REM A1 P13 (1 50 € 11 RLGD,REM Fil PI 5i:¢E TCP 1 UDP it
ILAEREE T 1 fE
B R 5 4055 ) LLE 1L RLGD Sk AME ] LUK FA A BE AR 78 H bR A8 B, 1T L & P 3 28 2846 11
o0 2% A B A 2650 SRR D3 I8 e ), Pk BBz iz A T- REML AN PT B0

3 % it

AF Ay ity 380 0 A 2 SR ATL A (00— 58 4, R B i (1% = )y A 710 A B R0 A Yy O A o VA I — A A R e
55 DA 09 5 By BA S A B0 2 AT R oE T VE AR IR B AT AQM LI VR 45 A — AN B I e 55 1 R, RN T4 i
(T B 2% >0 5 1 3R Y T — T % SR B BA A48 FILAE 1k RLGD. 5 oAt AQM 8341 b RLGD LI # 2 [TT it AT BA %) £t
SE R B AR R 22 517 190 45 (PR A 1 3 7 b 8 2 B 1) B D K e T A FE A E b BRI (¥ 9 35, A T
PN T AE I REF, B A T L 1R 9 3 1) QoS AR UE A4S H 142 RLGD S35 5 vl rb JIG 20 60 1 Y0 (14 9 =2 4%
SRR, AT LAE 532 N 4 R B8, A AR AP I T 7 k.

B 1K B4 206 RLGD 5 REM Al PLSLVE R PR REEAT T b, 45 S i /R RLGD SEVETE & M) 4%
IRBE T (0 6 A A0 A P B 500, RLAT R A iR e v AN ek
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