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Abstract: This paper presents a Cooperant Congestion Control Protocol (C®P) that uses 1 bit routers’ explicit
feedback predicted information and delay signals to adjust the congestion windows appropriately. Simulation results
show that C3P can efficiently improve the bandwidth utilization, TCP (transmission control protocol)-friendliness,
RTT (round trip time) fairness and reduce the packet drop rate in High Bandwidth-Delay Product Networks.
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W OE: R R T4 X4 TCP(transmission control protocol)3 & 45 4| s # #59. C3P(cooperant congestion
control protocol), & it C%P & 3% 45 RTT(round trip time) & it 42 & e 3% oy 3B FA% 49 1 bit B X FURNE & ) B W 24
EIRE, B FHEF RS 0 A5 A 2RI CP Wil ab oA BbiE J XA & A T IE B W 269 45 30 APRAE )
L RAF BARRYEESEA) ] F . TCP A M BOR S R 1A 49T 14,

XA TCPAMEIE ), 5% T akat M

HEESES: TP393 SCHERARIRED: A

TCP(transmission control protocol) Reno $TikM [ 1988 4R Hi ok 2 i, — BN Ky & — Tl 2 AR 47 1)
Internet [ £% A% B2 B B, T B RBMIE N B 352, Wy 2 A PL(EEN 21 40 ) Bt 75 LR 4% . LR
L8 IR I 2 T T AR I 4% (R AN T SR RN S AR R0 TCP 1 7 s B DU T 4 19 48 AR 355 T e 45 1R K (1 Bk
Wik AR ) e B A ) 8 A 1) O A R R N B AN T B i, T 4, A4 T O R 2 1 4 S L P v v
#E I (high bandwidth-delay product networks) [ X 4645 BT 75 335l 0 2% BR 555, £ Bt 25 199 2% 47 55 R4 3 I 4E )
AT HE N, TCP BIMSUAS B S 1T B A T BRI 265 1 f 1 b 3
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(1) TCP R RAR 4 90 B 4 ) FH R ARAR A% G502 i 37 R 1) S 388 4 WL AR AN P T v ok o) 4 370 28 4 43—
ALKy 1500 75 M1 100ms SE IS AR AE TCP i, 2R ik 5] 10Ghps 1 k4 26 F1 H] %, 4 /b5 2 1/50 AL A%
A2 — B AR AL, T3 ZE 8 G WL 0GR~ A A S G o B S 38 1 4 v R P R AR ) A b T
1 AN 25 /AN BRI IR] 3 78 52 o 09 46 v 5 A Tk ik A\ 2320,

(2) AL TCP Yl st — Bk A2 £ 95 I 2 8] RTT(round trip time) AN 28 P [ 1) 5, £ v i 98 4E o Y
2% b RIS HE N ARBE, A Pk B 5 2 DL o i B,

(3) SCHR[B—101E WA, 75 iy it % AL I X 48 IR 5 R, TCP 45 2 AN W7 ) 50y, 385 il 186 1y 48 Ly A A7 7 A AN B
SE k. SCHR[81IE 8 H AR AT — b 3= Bl A Z71 5 SRV T v 0 S W) 9 286 v B8N e 4t R B Z AR e 1k i TCP (1
FEH 2 B A5 B I 5 Sl W (10 18 ) 17 36 47 AR

hy I, % [ 2% 3 R A I ) FR T — R A1 TCP Stk W is, L AR 76 5 56 R 2 L 3RAT 7 B I R (B4
A TCP AU AR T BB A %0k vy LRI 2 () 24 PP TE v AR IE 550 22 1) f.

AR SCAE RN 53 AT 1R v D JE B D) 2% ZE 4 1 B DU R B SE At BB T — bl IR A 2 A 2 4
MY C®P(cooperant congestion control protocol), i ik 5 s W i) RTT % i {75 SR v i) 4 o S 454110 1 bt fak 5 7
DA IR J) T o) 20 410 PR AR, 1 O B A T A 22 7 .

AR SCES 1A 3R T B HE B I 4% 0 FE 4 R P A IE Y AR SR 2 T H P R AR S R R B PP
PIVEANRER. 5 3 1 /& CPP 8595 HSTCP(high speed TCP)PURI BIC(binary increase congestion control)-TCPM4
R B SO R LS 4 Ay AT 458 B R 2B g A

1 AR

TCP HMZEFHIEMN B 20 20 80 AP WML 1R ok 2 J5, Zad B i SR @, I T R J 11 ek g
588 i AR T 76 1 Ak 22 ) TCP S5 E D30 11 98 5 1187 BT TCP 3 4% fh (0 72 v 2 75 TCP #2845 1B Db UK
0043 UL AT R RS 1) R R SR R A T D AL T T X e O S R R O B s R FRATT T LA
REHKE H K730 3 26

(1) #F EM B (loss-based congestion avoidance, fij ik LCA);

(2) F:T B4R %E i I 15t ) Bl (delay-based congestion avoidance, i #X DCA);

(3) &7 5 3 1 ML (ECN(explicit congestion notification)-like algorithms).

TEHET AU R TCP ) ZE 4 P 13 b, fe 5. tH B 2 TCP Tahoe 503, B il ik ACK Iy [k i R ALE B
Sk A AR A 2E B L H S 1) TCP Reno,NewReno Fil SACK #B241 %t ACK & [W] 1) F A (5 Bk BEAT 4L 4%
TCP Lk 30 JUAFE R Bt A v iy 5 A8 1 0 2% 1R 3% 2 BT a4 e TCP Al i R A 263X — i b SO P 2 0 i & T
T, K TCP st sl Le e M ) (¥ HSTCPE! BIC-TCPIAT STCP(scalable TCP)PHiHL.

£ TCP HZEF BB b, 55— Pl G 1187 B () 7 3R 386 T B AR ZE I S 1531, B HfEAR R 246 481 TCP Vegas!™?
PR B W TCP iEHeh RTT L& I 0 A8 4k SRR 5 1 3L B 1 W S A RTT A8 K, JUIA Ay 99 48 5 26 411 2 A I
M/ ZE B I R RTT A8/, A S 4 96 28 A Bk, OF 9 DN 91 28 7 10 0 2R RTT QR ANAR, AN AR 1 26 7 1
IR RTT A5 5N T G455 ok U S 8 5 0 22 80, B fi A ) 3t s et — J50 90 8% v R 0 iR 00, 9 A 3X
AR RTT (AR A0 AT 40 W 190 91 2 42 ) B 150 0 5 e b Tt D) 28 5 5 FF4D S8 FH IR 400, 0 /N G A 1) 8 1R 9 0
I P 265 R, 200 2 A A O AR 1 Y o A B D % b S B AR A5 I X AR AR T — R A I O B S e 7Y
(f147 FAST TCPEIRI Astart!”.

B T 3 AP 2 45 8 7 SUAR, TCP ISR 17—l 2 38 S B 3 10 2 115 ML Ak o ECN( 341 2 5 715 )90,
BRI F A 18 ORI A Bt A SR A B AT IR 4y TCP 105 i, LA R 8 050ty 1) 7 11 B 36 T8 2 A L il
IR H R (¥ XCP(explicit congestion protocol)® AECN(anti ECN)™MI#8 & 5% FH 28 4bh iy 5 28 5 7 =K.

SR, BARIX L B AR K 4R iy 7 TCP 76 ity 98 SE I P25 1 () A B (Bl 1 PRl SR IR, B i AS B f — L
M i T ST IO 8% P 05 T AN(H 8 YR, I T R A T o A b ey - A
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(1) TCP KIFHEILTT

BRI LT I ZE 4 P SRR AL GE 1K TCP B islH 23 2 4 J5 I KA BT it AR AE — e I P, 7545 tH R
B BLG AL G IL AT 7] 9 2 B B 100 18 00 T R S A i 100 T, S i A 28k 4 v B D30 PR e ek e, SO I 2
AL LE TCP MY 58, X AT il WS o 200 2L & W B2 38 22— S5 Wi T I 48t SR (¥ 1 22 5509248 L HSTCP
UM STCP BMSUAEIX — s A7 A0 35 AR H5 7™ 1 1 1) 0 v S O oy 17 0059 14 (10 B ) 45 58 T AR 46 1K) TCP
Reno it R3k15 TR 1 Ent &, JL T A0, 1= s B ot 2 i AS A 31,

(2) RTT ARA P15

WS A] RTT A2 1 ) 8 75 SCHR[4]h S 32 PN AS R RTT i R Ak i LS R A

w/RTT, _(ﬂ ]
w,/RTT, |\ RTT, )

JLrp d g IR ZE P R B O 5 2 8 A% 42 (1 TCP #3301 AIMD(additional increase multiple decrease) 1% 1) d {846
*h 0.5,1ff HSTCP,STCP LA & BIC-TCP & #RF 2 (5048 T TCP 1% KA 48 & T J 8,413 RTT A AP
P i) JEANE B A P, T 5 o 7 T

(3) kA 2E Z L A At 2R

HSTCP S54H £ 45 I D AL AT TCP i A Ik 52 71 /51y 5 4L Bof 009 2% F B8 3 — 5 TR AR 57 1 19 45 11
S8 A A 5 — 7 T TR T AN TCP PSR, K i 42 v ) 268 ) 2 14D ) o, 8 A A 8 1) 4 8
[ TS BRI, R DA T 4 Y R R R R IR ZE LA O AR T X S P AR 4R v P 4 A
e R FH 256 119 [R] Bt T b oK 7 I 8% 1) 25 L 6

(4) Tk HE ] BT 150 2% 4 2

TR] i % A7 200 DR g Pl D0 4% 2, — B SE AR R 9 b — TR BRI ST K AR I SE R 4 TCP
BUR A0 324 D 190 46 41 2E 1A 4 5 AELAE 4 R f) — L6 F 5 (01203 ) 2500 o0 1R AN il B I Iz il I % e (9 911 9. 1
RTT FEWS A5 2t L mr A8 0 A 25 A0 2 A R a3 5 8 5 SR A8, B % ol il e e s — R I % o (0 4 IR L. A
I, SR I — LA S 4 ) SO P 1R PR RTT 2 st A i >R 1) 5 199 485 [ 91 2 155 0, 71 FAST TCP ATl Asstart.{H

AL EY I ST ) D 44 A5 00 SRR P i Y, 10 6 o AN TS IR RTT S I 0 25 S 0 I BT FLAR KR N 5G 2R, S 1A
2% v B I AT RE L BN R AR 206 RTT SN 7 2 T8, 3 B b OISR MER . A 2 il 1 A2 4. 50— s, 25X
A S AL BE A A I H 19 2% B ZE, G XCP B3 AHE X S B RGE  52 2% A AT R A B A Sk A
— BURK (P05 B, 0 T i A WL 2 [0 AN 2 (1 TCPAIP B30 Ui, 78 SE B K 2 RARCK i — A
i) 5.

2 CPimiy

T8 S T R B i (LCA) I & ZE I 52 3 B (DCA), LE T8 5 ZE I 190 4% Fp 0 G 72 S s« R fl b e e o oo
25 IR ELSE A FE IR L. DCA P 30 BLUAR 75 A% 58 W 286 IR B i UE BT B LCA B 3088 I 28, 4L 4 77 56 328 DR T VA i
BT, DCA PSR #7746 % 230 4 b, 2 00 R FH — ot 5 4 A R0 5 ¥R f e I i A 22, T 22 ot S i 9L D R 45
175 =K.

AP T — sl A5 22 Bl OB 1) B (1) 40 S 28 3 0 10380 C3P, 300 3o 50 M 0 RTT 2B W5 JELRH B8 oy %
FABEIR 1 bit Sk 3R R ok B X T SR A, 13 I 1V T S T L. C3P BRI T b ey AR ) % e
BV 1 P 25 RS R A 2 s A N T B AT K AN B AN e T2 AR TE 4 i 2 P 3L
2.1 MERZIMERSHEESE

WA BLSE . AT 2 S It 0 4 91 2 I FE P B D il B IR pE I B 2 — A COP hllh, R R — 4tk
HrEg AR LI SRR AR R 1% 8 AR B 2R A TR T ZE OO R T RRAT 2 T S N A B AR R A
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AR SRR,
ATTE SCT — ot B 2 e A2 LA 79 i A B T~ T LF; ok
i
L = @

i

FCrtry FORTN — I BAZ Y ST N B 32 3 A 2 R ML, C; 37 B B 1D I 55 3k 2 (B i o 08 ). T 99 2%
BAE P={1,2,...,i,..om} N IR SR IA 1 LFp it 4% 1A s S35 DR 7 T AL F) doe KA, B

LF, =max{LF, |i e P}= max[%h’ePJ.

i

T R C R4t P BT T SRR AEBAS T HEBA Bl 0 80 B 2 Ak
OLcp = i‘?z )
i=1
Mo, g 25 C fERE 28 i LHERA S A gk B A .

LFp [ IR 2 A 4 Joy I 24 oo Jf 30095 AT — I B PR 410 2 15t 00, AR 2 bl L S 4% B A8 1) BT A1 R e B e
). OLcp W25 8 1 J2 AN EE AR B A58 vh R ) SE 475 100, 6 (90 (L P B T 2 1) R0 o 28 T e . el T 19 4% 1) 55
P8, FRATT A5 B SN ZE 3 i P 10K BB 2% 1 3 0 2% b 3T A 32 422 I 3g 1 1) 4 J) AR 301 0, SUEE I % B R B AN
Ae DL R IS ol L iy e L AL PR L AT 2 W A — AL R FR TR — R B2 . A EAE A
HIBR AT A T LA T X 2% 5 42 PR3 ZE 4R &5 (congestion state) CSp, FATTIA Jg, e 0K I 5 4 R IR 28 LEp F1JR 8
K% OLcp M HRIER R, 37 FH LN s Hial R

CSp = f(LFp,OLcp) =f{max(%li€1’}i§i} )

i i=1

PR TR TR B M S R AR PO ECSE I SRS A ) B AR LS A AR A — i IR A
C3P WM P B 5% LFp K1 QL cp W ol i A 41 475 JEL, W 8045 60 00 L 199 208 60 450 1) 1) 52 J58 M s T2 P 90 9 1 L
Bl 1 R B TH R 2 00X A A AR WL 10 7 ¥4 L PR A0
2.2 FE BT A I

Xt ¥ C3P Y5t K i, 22 A7 $H B 2 R QL e JIT 772 2 100 T 56 WAL A 2 D03 T 928 0 60 RTTT 8 10 25 1 o 90
MR HEBLIE P Little Formula 52 2R, Al LAUT A 38 W 42 RTT w1 B 17 25 4k B R Ak S50 i% 3 12 1) QL e {8, W0 20
EN ) VIR

OLy = ;zjl N cwnd x (slill;g; baseRTT) @)

Serp sRTT J& CPP Y5ty T I 45 (1) 750 K 48 K01 W9 A 3R I 18] baseRTT 2 AR5 T I 45 (%) F5e /N 3 B ) XA Je /M
U AL HE A5 T HEAS COP 34 B2 6 4% o 14 4 8 48 1N, 1] (SR TT-baseR TT) W) 2= %oF 24 i 100 2% v HE BN A IS (49— AN A 1A e
C3P WU AFFD R 3% ewndlsRTT ABUHE 4317 41, cwndx(sRTT-baseRTT)sRTT WA ER 25 S 10T LLFRfi# o 1% 3% Ba e 4%
FH A2 A7 I B IR A E 50 A - 20,

1E CP sy, K 1% J7 30 L Wa s 9 288 v ACK BTty ISR () RTT 4 B 0 SR P 28 2 (3) e Al o e — i e A e 42
i oh B 22 A7 A B v i HE A PR 50 AR A B R R I 5 1R 28 B AE A S T HE A B H OLcp LA BIE ol T
TRPRATT AT LA 21 99 2% 4 B IR 2545 AL Sy

S,=1 OL,>a

S,=0, OL,<a’
Horp BH o — A S B &, E E A A P SON P 2% SE INAF 5 I BUR AR . 2 OLep> ol R A 2 B 24 11
() R O K, SR T e ph 2% (KA HE AT Sy A4 A3 AR I I K IX I, 3P K Sy R AR Bk 1,
Fon i Ae EHEDA R K HBE R T AT IR A, T AR I 1 2E.
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2.3 1bitBRIFELIRIE

I, I B R AR SR R T R KA LFp 2 H P 4% A% v T 2 88 o 1 1) 05 s T ), B T
A 8 v S5 A PR 200 T MR A0 190 286 3 B 1) 1 RTABLE C3P IS0 AR Bt 8 1 1 2 T 20 4 35 TR (58 2.4 A7k
25 RV BIIN 7 32), ARG R A Q)R HE T — AN BN B 2B Sk KT LF 908 B & 30 SRS R o W A% 2
I B 9 25 AR X A TR T 45 2 1 S g IR LF; DM RS Bl i T AR B 1 bit 1) S, SRR A5 B

S,=1 LF,>p
{SZ =0, LF,<p’

55 ECN HUHIO— ¢, C3P WM FE AL Sk Fr 3T _E3X A 1 bit (K57 38045 A Sp, 4% RN 146 vhr o R HT AR 9 1 51
BOREPTHH LRI S, S B 5L P A1 SORSE BT — R EEE 5, PR3 F 45 R T 0 3 4
Serh YA S, FEAT B BIE BT I, COP B 8 i ACK A (0K 245 53R (1 45 CPP ¥l 3 ik 1 b
77 2 e COP P L S R A B AL RERI T AN R4 P IO ZER .

LEREAS COP B AT 1 Z SR HLA S AT M I A 25 I R — B B A3 1 35 3 a2 R DU
Sy IRAAE BALEZ N &, 2.4 WA K8 dn T HEAT 35000,

2.4 DABNERETM

<7 1T, 3 4L B35 S 2R (10 D0 FEE L 5 M 1) 0 W (1 M 2, D% R B SR M i 55— T T, T 0 20 7

B TSR N TR Sk St T Y 0 R TR LA A B (A o R AR R AT 1, S TR T B B A R
TR

DLAE (R 532 B, 0 28 37 2 2 It K R AH 4 1 (long range dependent, iR LRD)M 81 o) 164 2% v 5 [ K 72
A, KA 2 17 (long memory model), i1 FBM(fractional Brownian motion)!*®! FARIMA(fractal ARIMA)!I7E
TR TN 7 T N H A e ) A X AR AR AL B T AR K T B R, DR X AR RS A HEAT AR 2R TR I R T
W, P DA 200 FI 8 16 07 vk B AT 7 £ (1)t 2= Tl

TS ORI 9T 322 1, 52 o 190 2% 7 8 (49 Hurst 80 (Hurst 2308 KR 56 10— M s &) IR bt 0,851 718 jx %
B, S o 11 0 5% 97 B S 8 A R I HE R SR I AR AR DG Pk A X R 0 48 ) MMSE(minimum mean square error)
TEAT 0 28 30 TOU FRDRS B At B T R A AR TR AT PN (RS B DA R & N MMISE Tl 5 v R A

BXIR R — AR BAHL I R R LR —AME AT CAFH LA 0 80 1) 28 B 41 4 sk 2o, B

K= WXt Wy 1 Xy g+ AwilX 6= WX +¢,

P =W Wity oo W) X=X Xty o Xiosn )t TN BB B, 6, TN IR ZE.

B Xy GV EIC N X, W 8% W A VT h T 63507 10 22 /M, B ELe?] = E[(X,,, — X,,1)?] B/
1Y, th B AT 75

-1

Po P Pan
ke p p pm— 1 L
W=[pm pl]>< b 0 z !/E\:rhv Pr=—" thXt—k .
v e e s m ;—j+1
Puna Pma2 = Po

MMSE i 2% Hub K /> 8 (10 R B3 18 AN R AR B2 4%, 0 ELAH BE 3 S v] A el vy 80 Al 4 s B, T e, MMISE
SE4 Tl LR 120 2R 00, 9T LA, C3P WSt 0k F T MMSE S Ak 00 5% % 10 .. 336 400 10 37 42 T 00 46 92 O SR [200].
25 CPHEEFOEEH

C3P 5 T W25 I ZE IR 0 LU 47T o s 1 CL IR R 326 5 28 LU I 2 AN I 4% (1997 000 IE 5 Hbas AT J2 e A
PIRSCRE T (0 DG B BT AE AR IX 1 o FRA DR AR A4 CPP Wil 2 B 1 5 BEML AR

2 C3P Y MO = VR T S LS PSR SE 0 N B0 B R X A B B 2 A
77 A58 TCP — K # L A1 0 45— AN 1SR ) ACK HEAT — VAT 1N 101024 C3P &3 B 145 1 Ik A0, Wp il
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U 3E N 81 bl K A2 (Fast-comeback) 58 X 73X AN, C3P st AR Sy A S, DR A AR S AR 41 B4 51 1) 4 Fl
W LS FEIRAS, VT 4 Bl AS TR 6 T 10U 5 AL SR 5 30 IV 1t 42 1) ) 28 9t A D DL BB RO . 7 00t bk 2 31 e £
o0 23 ) HPIR A L AR 28 o AR AR ) L 3% 1.
Table 1  C3P congestion window change rules during fast-comeback
£ 1 Pt A B T B R R

S S Network state Window adjustment
0 0 Low load w=wxk

1 0 Low load, but this flow sending rate is too high w=w+1/w

0 1  High load, but this problem is not caused by this flow w=w+1

1 1 High load, congestive w=w—-1

WA LR, 2 Sy S, PSP 0OIR A B 0 I, 3% I I 1 ) 45 b TR S BCIR A I A AR 22 1O F0 4% 717 96 9
AR 7843 FI LT LA, B CPP SRS 14 4 i 1 R AL ), LT ey 0 4% R FHT 5624 §1=1,8,=0 I LI P9 4804k
A PR AT RE: — Tl AT 0 2% A 2 AT AR S e, (U U A R e KPR AR 005 T S — e U PR Ay R % e 7 )
RTT S I AL W0 T 7= 7 1 F I J 380 70 I B ATt o2 IR RGP Bh ORI 77— R b P 2 10 % L Ky
2, w=w+ 1w, BLORIE P 2% 1R T SEIB AT .00 2 $1=0,8,=1 I, U2 7R W 4 48 TT AR 41 98 (R 28 0F AN 2 th iz s B pr
M R . T H i COP ST MK 2 P COP W S IR D ik 4 1 B 1R ML IR 2 Sy RS, AN B AR
AR 1T LA X 1 W 4 Ak T P IS IE RS, COP et ILI B B 1 HEAT 8 2L O, LA I R A ) %
() 538 [FTRE, 2 COP Y5t 49800 A0 S A% SRty L 2 27 1 AT 4 A

9T S SERE M IR COP G DR SR, TS T IR A R A B B ) DA R i B 1 T

The fast-comeback mode
Receiving acknowledgement packet p
if p return a drop information the congestion window W=wi/2;
else {if (S1=1)
{if (Sp=1) W=w-1; else W=Ww+1IW;}
else {if (S2=1) W=Ww+1; else W=Wxk;}
}
Fig.1 Pseudo code of C*P congestion window updating rules in fast-comeback mode

Bl 1 COPetudt e S I B 45 S AR

CPP Sl it 45 A W 4% B AR I 73 DR 7 R C3P A0 B 4% 1 T 8 Eh A A7 (1 55000 60 500 ) P R 2R
ST DK 99 28 X143 Sy 4 Tl S 0 P41 2 A5 0, S AT U S I H 1 8% 1) ST SIOIR S O L K A ZE A B LRI —
b R ROk, T U B A U AR S IR R BT A R L T S N RS A R RTT $13))
17 D0 A5 45, B AR T 507 1A RV R 10 B B30 RT S P T B ) B8 — A A A5 R 2 T R ARt T ) —
R R L BRI SRS BRI AN 2 B e B RSO, A AN 2 0 B S P A 7 AR ORI T S

3 REUARMEERS

3.1 EHRESSHERE

N T BAIE T 4 AR PR A e B T I 47 B RE NS-2 1 SEBIL T C3P WU, AT T R 7 B8
5 AE R L AT 1E B BIC-TCP Bt HSTCP W BU3EAT L, Wil 2 08 1 B NS-2 ) BN E T X E.
P2 45 T AL S 50 1) X 4 9 1 G i, R LSy B S, DR B2 WL, Dy B D, B, NL R N2 SRR 6 g o T
TINAT 2 48 o RSO0 512 56 (1 B0 S BRAVIAE T A B PO R o 8 5 LN T W AFL 240 75 5 K /N 5% A IE A2 43 Ai UDP (user
datagram protocol) i, LA 1 SR 78 2 B 52 00 45 BB TR 1 Sl A AR R 4R 82 480s. 3T A WU 1) 43 4K /N3
¥l 1Kbyte.C3P Ml IKIAH X S50 B 101 F 1 a=3,4=0.8,k=1.01, 7 & F5 I s v 1) % 7=200ms.
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D,
Forward X2 msﬂ
xms D,
<4— Dy
Backward

Bottleneck Link

Fig.2 Simulation network topology

B2 s 4h

3.2 EEREFIRAE

T 55,3415 BIC-TCP,HSTCP A1 C3P Wi i3U£E i 5 T8 FiE I 9 4% = (0 58 AR T 2 77— A L A 188 o R 390 2 1%
W9 A 2.5Gbps,2 AN HH R B LI H FE 42 0 W SR AN 2 ANESE TCP Reno Uit M 523X — S i AR R S5+ A
AL HE T SERLE PV BT BRI R 107 T8 R 2R TR IR ZE AT BIC-TCP 33U HSTCP #hi8U4)i B, 43 31
¥ € T Drop-tail 1 RED(random early drop) 4 # BA 51 Hp i3 Sk kAT 1 fig L 4.

T2 G T AT WA T2 LR L. AT LU 75 Drop-tail BAFIH, = # 1) s R R EAZ;
{H7E RED BA%1 1, BIC-TCP #1 HSTCP sl 1 F 238 F B 7 — L8 38 X Fl 0 4 1) 3= ZE )5 R Drop-tail BA %)
FoVE B R TR T IR BA B 2% 47, 1 RED BAA t1 T~ 5 25 3% AL, 8008 A e 7 3l S % B3 (R A 51 28
17, IR T 36 A A 285 7 5 P FH SR 10

Table 2 Link utilization
F2 WEAHE

Protocol Utilization (%)
c’p 97.1
Drop-Tail RED
BIC-TCP 97.0 95.3
HSTCP 97.2 92.1

3.3 TCP&RIFME

B 5 I 8% 42 N AP B D A B 4 v R A R 9 o P 80T AN T R TR 194 5% ol 2 HH B0 2 T A R 9 s P SR A 1) A
A XA T AT DRI 5 D0 2 ) F) 1E 5 38 AT LA B 4 v At 2 47 i ot Bl S 5 4% 8 TCP Reno W 3L 1)
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x10*  BIC-TCP fairness with Reno

6 x10* HSTCP fairness with Reno
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Fig.3 TCP-Friendliness comparison
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Table 3 The throughput ratio of protocols
F 3 ShmELEZLL
Inverse RTT Ratio 1 2 3 6

C’P 1.022 341  1.416 702 2.031 433 8.922 543
BIC in drop-tail 1.033434  4.025 060 9.696 173 30.431 100
BIC in RED 1.164987  3.017 912 5.674 582 24.454 215

HSTCP in drop-tail  0.942 102 18.273328 92.844 748 384.833 044
HSTCP in RED 1.155956 14.192811 60.578 422 248.157 821
Reno in drop-tail 1.116 590  2.792 160 8.476 595 16.015 658
Reno in RED 1.227 548  2.344 552 5.640 785 22.254 875

35 Ut

AT — AT I B ) 4% e D 4% T BT K 5T F A8 S1 R R 4 T (R AT SIS T A 2 A R — A ZE B B
WERE B 2 — ESZI R RATE AL T 44 RTT 24 100ms Ff4% 8 3% 3 0 b B AN JE 3 7E 0~60s I IA] P BE KL fi
R 55 A AN WU 100~160s B ] o A AL s A . 5 R ASE 400 SIE 36 RE 482 600s, JL S04 55 1 622Mbps. 2k T 45 S i HERf
Pk, AT 100s J 43 F 50s Gk — Y4 & ) 23 45 31 Fairness Index,

W 4 Fi7R, B 7 HSTCP B SCAE 3 AN It A2 P AT — SR A2 A} ) A0, 45 10 U (19 10 S350 L A T3 AL T 42 4 119
N 5 4> W SR E.

U e S o S o S
'."‘f/gﬁ_",
0.9r #/ i
3

0.8 ¢ i
/ »

" _._C

0.7+ - - BIC-TCPin RED| ]|

¢° AIMD in RED

0.6¢ --#- HSTCPIinRED | ]

Sending index

05{ 1 1 1 | 1 1 | 1
150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 550 600

Time (s)
Fig.4 Fairness Index over various time scales
Kl 4 AN B B ¥ Fairness Index

3.6 MEBIEMM

0, BT A2 BRI 3 1 2 4 S B SO 190 4 AR X 1) 3 I 1 SR % 82 622Mbps, B4 I 44 () RTT 4E
Ik 84ms. 75 S8 #E4T 3] 160s B, 5] A —> 300Mbps (] UDP CBR i 21| M 45 th,320s J5 12 11 1% 7.

M 5(a)~FE 5(c)7HImT LA H,3 Rl e 2 1 Hp 3038 26 I HH A 4 1) 9 8% 19 365 .24 160s UDP i 5| A,
F O SCHRTIVIH AR T 1A O R A T3, S D (9 T R 4 1 300M 7 B 17 24 UDP IR i, Bin S S g 1 I
ot N ) bRt 1 KA X F B oy T S R A TR A B DR R A CPP U R TR AR T 28 BLF Vegas B
()91 2 7 1 BRMLA, BT LA A T A S5k B I3 5, C3P % 7 B ARSI i v R e B4 B e

© HIHEREBEIIZIT http/ www. jos. org. cn



134 Journal of Software #4F3#% Vol.19, No.1, January 2008

x10*  BIC-TCP bandwidth changes «x10* HSTCP bandwidth changes
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