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Abstract: The traditional TCP transport protocol has many drawbacks on Fast Long Distance Networks (FLDnet),
and its transfer performance can not satisfy the requirement of increasing bulk data transfer applications. The UDP
transport protocol has high transfer speed on FLDnet, but its reliability can not be guaranteed. This paper firstly
analyzes the drawbacks of the traditional transport protocols on FLDnet, then, classifies and summarizes the main
design principles of all kinds of enhanced transport protocols proposed in recently years and the research work on
performance evaluation of transport protocols. Finally, some open issues and further research directions are
proposed.

Key words:  fast long distance network; transport protocol; congestion control; performance evaluation; bulk data

transfer

1 E R TCPAM A Sk KIER M& T A5 % 5k AL M AL TR 43 2 B 538 Ke) s 28840
JL R 4 F K .UDP 5 iy s R A% ik AR 20RA T S RARIE M T A MR E SR KIEB M T 4)
ByTR o0 Btk 7 3055 R AR 09 B it 09 4 S b 89 229001 B AU B b U AT 7 8 4G TAE R B R
T B AR P AR R A A TR R R et — 4 B T 6.

KR SR KIEE ML AN BB A B T IR A S

PEES LS TP393 XERFRIZED: A

FPERETVE S RO WS R A A AR S BRI N R B I M AR BRI A B3 T AT
e-Science FHIFA ] HDTV 25 K Hicdfm 5 W I DR A5 LU JRE AN K [ I, X £ 1 D (1) W A e SR 14 2% A i i
A AENE REAR T B SRBR w 1 BESR kTR I FELRE T 28 Pk R ) SR, — T T A v T T I 8 Bl e

73 Tt 5 AT T 1 B P 10 A b D30 DR a8, v T o 4 s 1 A A D8 2 1 Ay ) 8% AU PR O 904

« Supported by the National High-Tech Research and Development Plan of China under Grant No.2007AA01Z214 (I8 %K s H AR W57
% J& 1% (863)); the Knowledge Innovation Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences under Grant No.CNIC_QN_08004 (' [HF}2%
B TR BT LR AR A g H )
Received 2009-06-12; Revised 2009-08-19; Accepted 2009-12-29

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



15 £ 55 KIED REEHhl 1577

K i 1) e-Science BHIF Y H 75 ZETE 1B B 8] i =8 25 25 ) 4% (fast long distance network, {& #% FLDnet) 47
Ve AR A i, T A I TSR T ) 0% A2 i 1 A AR e [ 5K AL R 1K) TCP AL 4 P U B XK L G S 388 114 19 5% 17
eI, 75 FLDnet 19 2% s A7 25 1R 22 (¥ 5 B, 2L A% i 0 B8 AN A3 A2 3 P i SR 1T UDP W URV A A% i 19 3 AR v fHL )
B A EEPEARE.

VT AR R, VF 22 WIFFE N 50T L Ta) RBUHEAT T 899, 70 X8 A A ol 30 P St ot AP0 A i P 350 1) 4 B VP A 45 7 T AR R4S T
— 58 MR AR SCERIR 73X — AU 2 B S AR DA R SR B S S SR e T A G AL i P AT FLDnet
PR JR R AR 5 A48 T B FLDnet FR% 8 B 13018 50E LA B 2L e VAR A S0 A 100, 05 S 4R T A AU 1) S Sk
i) R LA R — 25 (R 5 5 ).

1 SRR TR SR B M 4 o B H R

FE4 P 4 = ZEAH AL %)= 1) TCP #1 UDP P sl f& 4.

Internet 4 K 55 0 i B 8 SR ) TCP WhiSUA% 5. TCP Wl ZE A 38 . (RN T 1 LAN W 2% h iz 1T 13 1R 47,
{HYE FLDnet ik AE AR 22 5206 2 UL, 7 622Mbps 7 9% 300ms RTT IS} 4E (55 % 1 24N TCP il i AL Sk AV
875KB/sec™ . TCP 11X 7E FLDnet b4 g2 1 5 PR 2545 LU R JL A

(1) PHZEEE R ALH L TR TCP RAIIY AIMDOINPESE I 3Rt 9/ ) 3 28 o 1 R B vkl T4 7 7
FLDnet 1, FAIRIFE RTT fRK,— B R AEIHZE M ZEE D9k G, 75 ZEAR K A7) A fe W &2 SCHR 11468 1 £F
it 5% 622Mbps. RTT b 300ms. i 0B/ 1460B I, TCP 1) ZE 388 b B 48 17 X I Ta] Kk 41 23 b 3 ™
I T TCP WS AL Hid 2,

(2) FEEHINUHE TR TCP R B 11 B i 28 it 52, 1977 1 19X % A 2 042 050 s 110 22 b DX i b RO 1) e
KE KNI 64KBIXAE S TR I i 4E B 285 A0 5L 30 (R4 1k A ot Ll ¢ 4538, A 4T FLDnet, 47 58 i 48
H(bandwidth delay production,fiifK BDP)RZE A T 1X A, 18 453 5% it 5 18 2% 50 SR ARAR. 59— J7 T, H iy 28 iy
At O K HR &, A 5 A Bl 2GB,4GB 2525 5 ,64KB MWL ZE i X K/ ) @43 TR 7.

340 TCP K 5 ACK Hl RTO & B SRAC I A 5 0, 30 i A 5 2k S A (B B AR 28 5 1 2 1 A 25 2R) BRIA
HINZE R AL, T ET AN B B B K A ZE i N 2R TCP SR e N ACK. T IR 25 4 s kI LA, o 2%
Dy AT HE S ACK SR T 22 4 T W A6 4% S 75 2 H A% 7 KIS SE ¥ FLDnet 250 AN iy

HH LAk TCP X 7E FLDnet )4 % & BRE A 7E, 545 TCP V3l #E FLDnet b Rf& 41t AEIR 2.

UDP {80 38 1) 4 14 TE T B A% 4 b i . UDP Lt TCP faj i, e HO& B80T i 11 A SR bm iR 7 i 00 R A 56 A S
FH KA I 5 358 H e A 17 %0 TR DA UDP Bc 1% TCP AIBEE A P45 . ACK FHEAL45 n] SE AL b . ot
41 UDP #45 {% TCP AT 91 ZE 35 B A B 42 . I8 It ,UDP #£ FLDnet A& 47548 Pt H /&, UDP X 545 Al
E (AL A E AN BE T A AR 22 3 P m] S Ba AL Sy 1 sk . 5 — 7 1, i T UDP - 33 I ZE 3 LA, 24 48 2 41 3t =
(49 1P 2% pi o) 5% m A BT, B SR AT K RE () 5 A% B, WU v e 800 % 7 A 7 I A 2.

2 Rt
H T4 4 TCP B3l UDP Bl 7E FLDnet A 1 g A7 (EAR 19 =) BR, PR b W 983G B FLDnet H4& bl

HH BT B R TSR T T PR AR A P S0 AN SR TR ) 1 DK, 446 KR 4 A B SRR S 7E TCP $pil 3 UDP L
S A AR T ek DR b 3K S iSOR BT LAy B SS— 208 TCP ek b is; 59 — 28 5T UDP gk ppisd.
P 1 S 4% ol SO (R AR S D BGHEAT T 40 SR

5 A A A St 1 BT A S i, fr SCTPR RTPE RTSPI DCCPBI&: &A1 2 £ %) Internet b sizinf £
YA LA T 5 I Y T 2 SR 110, 5 R PR A2 7 TEL TG D) v 2500 A i %) S I L o AN 2 1Sk v S P 2 Y 4%, TR
WA ST EATAT AN .
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| Transport protocols for FLDnet |

¥ \ 4
| TCP enhanced protocols | | UDP-Based protocols |
\ 4
| Congestion control | l
A 4 i v
1291 £130]
| Congestion avoidance | Congestion detection RBUDP _[,S;Esunam[lm ;
‘ & notification RTsunami'**!, UDTEY,
UDP Lite®3, SABULE,
HTCP!, FASTI, PERT, GTPE, FOBSE, FRTPES,
HSTCPL, sTCP XCPM, vePl® jetMax*, ETENPY, NAKPY, .
’ ' 18 19 [22] [23] LambdaStream
BIC®, cuBIc EVLF-TCPI®, cLTCpl SACKP?, SNACK

Fig.1 FLDnet transport protocols: A taxonomy
Bl 1 I B ) 2 AR T b 1 2K

2.1 TCPmy B

o A i B U P TSt 3 A 5 B s B ML A A e R 2 A B ML A 1) e 1 A Dl T K 22 B W et 1 o
A AN TCP 4 ZE 45 LI R 50t T % TCP 22 4 48 1 B ek () Wi 5 AR 48020 A0 6 TCP 41 S 42 Rl AL ) )
T KRBT S AEXT TCP ) AIMD % 8 43k 00 S50 T 0T =410 0 00 R 4 28 5 45 25 7 THI 0T A1
D
2.1.1  TCP HHZEFEHIMLEI I it

{2 TCP Gk W 37 0 2 42 ML A6 g T ) ek = TR0 4G P 26— 28 %3 AIMD(additive increase and
multiplicative decrease, il {438 N {3 3Rk /IN) B 11 I 4 5092 i ocadt, © 4 10 eeadt pp il = EAE TP AE XS 2 & 11 cwnd
) VR A8 S0 T T 2 — 8 A R 4P 8 A 0 R0 308 5 AL P o

(1) *F AIMD 7 21 2 53k 1 ek

HT1%4 TCP 1) AIMD #4575 AE FLDnet wHaRI0 H 1R 22 Sl b, J0 TR 9 28 Wk 52 I 1) K BR] e ot
AIMD FE RS T — MR I 2 F 0N R T &R ol R RO 5L T A 48 LRI PR 35 44 1
BV

Floyd % A\ 4% Hi ) HSTCP(high speed TCP)IAI Kelly 4% A 3} (5 STCP(scalable TCP)IR ] T v o /1% i 4
Y He . 90 28 5 /N T BIAE % 1 (legacy window size, i 7% lwnd)is (Rl cwnd<lwnd),HSTCP FI STCP K 144k
TCP il 1) AIMD & 1 S A0k 2 1 26 7 K T B A % (B cwnd>lwnd) B, SR FH 58 A BB 11 7 11 SR A0 B Oy
2 R B 1 YD B35 X RE HSTCP Fll STCP BE L 245 TCP 36 2%, X fig 3 4 2% Hu A i 5 %5 HSTCP (9 BRIA B {8 &
FR/N R 38 /M43 4, STCP I BRINBIE & 1K/ 16 A4 4.

0B KT RS % 1 I HSTCP M1 STCP % kRifk TCP B3 I Sy 8E4T T 16 B, AR Ny

TE ) 22 38 4. B Bt (congestion avoidance), 457 TCP K AIMD 3

ACK: w=w+1/w (3 ACK Hiil)
Drop: w=0.5w (BB RAF )

AIMD H72: 138 Ao /> 2 85043 ) [ 3 4 1 F1 0.5,

HSTCP XJ it AIMD $ikib AT T 604

ACK: w=w+a(w)/w (3] ACK #fiih)

Drop: w=(1—b(w))xw BB ERFES)

U8 1 AIMD B33 1 358 oA 9se /b 2 3508 T 2 Wi i 2 7 VBT A8 4k
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STCP X} #r#E TCP 1 AIMD EiEMME M N

ACK: w=w+0.01 (e F] ACK #fiiA)
Drop: w=w—0.125w (BB RAE )

HSTCP 1 STCP #7EAR KFEE b ysk /b T 91 26 Pk & 6 [A]. b6 W1 76 5% 4% 415 55 10Gbps,RTT &y 100ms, 5341 K/
2 15008 H. & ZE4 S8 15 bRk TCP (9K 52 I Tl K ik 1.6 /NI, T HSTCP M 75 38 12 FAI1 bRk TCP i isUnt 4l 9
IV IR K 1 2 B 1R/ —2F, 1 STCP ANI/b 0.125 % AR B &, STCP IX AL, A 1R 5 Al ws 46 v B8 7, S Xl
FFRAE TCP B ST S B 26 S EL A S w47 75 38— 2D i e 10 Sk 8]+ 3 45 S 1, HSTCP Al STCP
HAE RTT A1y,

Rhee %5 A 4% H () BIC TCP(binary increase congestion TCP) i3 Ly 4 22 2 b4 by — AN 98 K ) |0 i i,
SR I R K (T 1) A A5 KT 4 2 (K ST 24 e 13 0 — A 9 4L B R A, BIC 5 STCP — £ (UKL 1 28
T 2> 0.125 A5 980N T & 1 R /NBEh maximum, WIE/S 5 (96 R/ minimum. 48 )5, BIC SR X P A4
ZHPAT _AHIE R (binary search)”, 34k H A5 T 113X Fh 5 vk 1) i B DR O 19X 4% 25 6 A6 70 39T 11 B K o V(LB
1 AN AT (R g5 /N T B BRI, E AR T 11 K/ 00 4R 2 703X PR ANEL 1 7).

BIC TCP 7 s P 2% s Bl 7 88 I vl 7 ik (scalability) 23 ~FEE RO s e v B2, BIC TCP [ 4 8 % 1 184
K B HO T HoAlh, TCP BT SR BT & K 3k (aggressive)”, JU HR AEAGIE . G SE IR X 2% PR35 vp g L, 5 10 28 761
[R5 JL /A [ R B BE (binary search increase,max probing,Smax I Smin)3 i 7 #r i50 SE 3R % 43 47 11 55 2 kL),

CUBICPLE BIC TCP {1 — A ik dk IR A, ik B 7E (4 B BIC TCP HIA i (O He e R s ME AN AT 4 JE k) f I,
TR Ak T 145 1 3 50 e 11 TCP 415 1E 41 CUBIC 1% /> 44 Bk AT AR 1132 JE (cubic, = X % £5),CUBIC 4 TCP [f)
2R P T K bR BB SO — AN = R BR B, AR 5 TCP 78 FLDnet Hh KR4 Ji& 5. CUBIC (141 28 % 11189 K o8 2l
AR TR

W(t)=C(t—K)*+Wnax 1)

HAd,CR—AMP R Tt 2 A ERE D8NP Bk E AR AR ) LK T HE 1 B 8], Wnax A2 IR 08020 2 B/
BRI/ K2 BL L BRI WSS 0 1 Winax FRTHST ] ) 3. 0 S8 S B R AN B 540, 00) K A 3R (2) THEC:

/Wmaxﬁ
K=3 e (2)
o g Za S KR G TR0 B 7.

CUBIC N —A& DR 2L, ik T BIC M8 DK pR 2. % D S5 MR 5 Wone 1 25 FE AR KB,
CUBIC s 3K 7 TR 24 T FE 5 AR 55 W 1B 25 BEAR /NI ,CUBIC 2218 B8 7 . IX — 5 £ 15 CUBIC
A T B I SRR 1 4% TP B AR I 1 R, IR I LA AR I (AR s o X Atk TCP it LL R AT

U AN et X411 2 i 11 R 1 S0 R AT AR 22 . Ll Floyd 25 A\ Sl #2417 87 19 Quick Start LA, %
BUHIE 75 8% A0 B AR KR s 58 B, T DL AR R 226 i A R B oy 1990 R 26 TR i L o 75 2 v ) 8 4 b el 4% 11
¥ ¥ Hacker 26 A 4% H1 () Stochastic TCPMY SZ FH Sii Jy ek s By 28 %7 1.

(2) 049 2 A 00 0 T 455 AL 1 3t

45 TCP Ppil = BUK S T A% 2 i 4% RTO MBI AT ST ACK SRah AT 4 S A5 I 11 5 3 b 41 ZE 4G I 70 0 5
J5 TE FLDnet AN HER, A LefF SN 3R 1 T — L8 7 28 i b AT 0 S A W 79 e adt oy 2 DA Bl ik o ) % el 4 adk
ATHHFE 5 (19 730, T TN I L8 AR P W ST A 4.

HTCPIM 3 SR FH 1 1) 2 T LA SR 308 3 P4y B ) ARG 00 190 8% 1) 2 140 2 T . A, 100 T DX 4 4710 2 L %
SR AT Ut B P 2% A T PR ™ B HTCP 32 AR AR e wb Jy 2 A 00 81 110 4 208 5 S A S 7 48 3% T o3 I
AIMD (3K BT oy AR B A, H ol RTT AR 46T 25 4k ATMD 3k /N R B AR A RTT (28 A0SR ¥ .

FASTUBURE 15 A 51 1k G A0 4 20 T 2k SR 00 0 4 371 i L 38 4 971 8 TP J38 050 0 OF, A 97 IF 2 S22 B2 (0 1) 245 5
PIFEFR IR AT, o0 4 T 2 2 R BN 2L AR 5 A0 15 I 4% 4 28 T FAST ARSI T T 1 23 2X(3) Jal 93 1k b 1~
) RTT R H%EdE 1
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. RTT
W< min{ 2w, (L— 7)W+ y| ——22€ w4+ 3
- { 1-7) y( s a)} ®)

o w R ZE R RPN, ye(0,1),RT Thase A2 22 A ML F (1) 5 /N 1) RTT,RTT A2 ML B0 1K) RTT {8, ot — A IE )
PN S B, 3 T T U AR P I oD A AE TR A IR I BA I 4 4180 FE FAST IR B R G, o 1 BT A 3
20ms.

A ()T LLE H RTT AH s et BB B 4E 19 748 A4, DT RS D00 380 Y 28 AT 2R B K A8 0. 2 RTT AR KT, 1 I
0 R B ™ B, T AR Y s N ZE T 1 w22, RTT ARSI, 0 BH A JE 72 B vl 4, N T AR . e 3 4 2
T w,

FAST [IHE H A 8 T I SiE 16 40 S8 A 00 7 72 DU 366 5 A0 8 PR Gn I 7 23 S ME A (L )E 7F FLDnet 91 ,RTT
PRI S Ay T A2 — A

PERTMIZE 283t 1ML M RTT (K11 3845 12 srttg g0 (K125 4k, SR FH 28 BL T RED [ 550925 T 54471 S 400 Mg %14
PRS2 KT AN L SE I 48 R W PERT WU AR AT (g e M, (H L TO0IRS A 5 3 5 1t — 20 n LA ¢

DL Pl A & o) TCP B4 4G MWL B AT et 70 A& e e . B8 1 RSP 1 46 7 T A
T 5 R AR LA FE A DR 18 B 08 T 3 — D WE AL 3 A0 A S W SR P 2% e 28 C A AT S U 2 R B, % e
2% [0 00175 ¢ i 200 2 D) 4% A DR 100, 2% i i Lt U A R 3% TR L B M T 1) = A

XCPUSTJ Hoy 40 58 hn 7 1 ZE 40 3k, by 2 306 35 65 N 2 T AR 0 V(LR RTT b8, O % ey 8 5 7T 20 P g 9 42
P L o A 7 R R A RS N S S i B, 306 i A O I A SR SR A S i 1 VCPYSSRE T 1P Sk o
1) ECN 7 BL I Wi 1 A 38 R 7, R AE S BR300, 7 (% 71 3R X (IK T+ 80%) SR JTH 3fe 14 38 Jon 55 s, 76 vy £ 28 X
(80%~100%) R JH i1k 15 o 55 s, 7 o 47 2 X (>100%) 5% FH] 3Fe 1 vk /> 5% s JetMax 71 i 3= T FELAEUE o % rh1 2% 73
S TE T A3 B 45 % AN, LA SR E 4 R SE I Max-Min 2 P25 EVLF-TCPMIHI CLTCPM iy 3 4 s 1 45 A ik th
AT HE AR AT BN K AT B 4 — AT FL e R r B B AR S 0 v, i B D
% B 1 R 5 4 2, Zeum s v (AR B A L PR, S R R i T R

DA T e D50 % 8 TR AT A S AT WU R 3, 5 S B o 4 1 S e, DA S I % E AT A

H 71, K #8 4> TCP eadk ¥ R BR T TCP 4 2E & 11 1) AIMD i #5725 HH e4eadt R 38 43 et o a8 i) 2 78
SO s JUR ST TCP 26 % 1 252 R B0 — AN 1E, IR B AT ZE 45 1 0 S0 ZE A0 00 . 90 2000 15 R4 2
SRR G AN T RE R 18 5y A 3 8 O B DU B A SR 1P Lz e 4%, B LLAR 5 1 A 1 1 (fairness), H AN & % 1)
Sh T v A B T T A T et
2.1.2 TCP ZEHEFHINLEI ) et

B 70 AR ZE s AL A 1 et CAAS, dpc A Nt o ZE i 4 R ML 4 ok b Rajesh & 2 AR Hin gt 12
i 7% (explicit transport error notification, fii #k ETENYHL LA 1F Wi S04 & Fr 5 (1, ETEN 754836 VR £ i)
AT AR5 8 AT, 3B A BEEL I 5 S b Ad

% ACK T LI A NAK(negative acknowledgement)®! SACK (selective acknowledgement)?2
SNACK (selective negative acknowledgement)Z 241254,

NAK 277 i W2 L, BH i 5 1 R 326 i BR AN € 8 A WL IXRE, TCP ki s m LA §1) Jan o 7 4% W > 60, T A~
TR E A ACK B H AL E I 25 RTO #IN (timeout). NAK &7t H AETE 75— AN T AL 100, 76 KIEIR ¥ FLDnet
B2 1 ACK A& i 1R K, IX A — Rl — A EAL R A &

SACK & & V2, 75 31 10 B i 321 7 Bl Bk 16w AR HR BRI B SACK $5 75 1T LA JAT1 0 3 e e i i) e 21>
HIEL B4 SACK T LAFR 7R 3 ANl (hole, B 2 Be). 3 B, 2 326 i A1 fi ff D7) 6 i o 222 T A IR e B T B 20 S5 AR AR G
i 1) AFL g SACK AT AR AR it P 38 A% 532 ke s I B, 25 2 Tl % J A% 4T FLDnet Sk 356, 1 T RTT B RE1R K, 782
g 4 ANEE ACK Z i, RTO Rl BEME I, il A2 Peidt 7 44 535,35 B SACK 15 .

SNACK i3 T NAK 1 SACK AL x5 . SNACK 12 1 H 2K HI A7 17 5 (bt victor)br R4 e 2 i SCBE T 138
TN IE R AR B0 7R 75 B T AL () 4R S0 B I A SRS ) S R SO BEZ 1A R i O R AU — AN e AR R —
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AN LR AT T AR K R iR SNACK S5 9] S 36F K S 3 f) 9 2 ) 5% 1 422 HH oA 9 12324 J okt A T 9 N B0
SNACK J¥ I T o 25 9 2% LU 5 TCP £ TG 2k 194 45 v (1) 1 e 2270 SCRR[28142 5 SNACK M JH T FLDnet i
H ek 32 1 T SNACK-ATCP Wi, 3R FI BRI 52 5 W T SNACK-A fgfi 42 i TCP £ FLDnet H 1) fg.
2.2 ETFUDPHIL Y

-+ UDP {7 UG AT S5 A% S Ok, — M AN SR, AT S0 5000 A i v s 2B SR AN vy 1T S 7 AT AR v % S T 2R 11
5 AR A TSR UDP A& 3 S AR D PR 70N SA E UDP Bl 64l 3 0 v] S vk RUEH L) 38 T —
SEILF UDP [ e b W 130 3 48 e 3 W 180 5 2 4 B0 A B R 45 M5 B JF A% i >R T UDP &S 5, il TCP 4%
s hE S

ET UDP 1S i 3224 RBUDP(reliable blast UDP)?®! Tsunamil®*% UDT(UDP-based data transfer
protocol)X UDP Lite(lightweight UDP)!24

He 25 A\ 42 H (1 RBUDP Hri¥ &+ UDP, {7 513 i T ACK FIE A& ML LRI v] 545 .RBUDP 1 5K F UDP
R S A5 4 BT A s, 220 IS A B s B AT iR S B EAR R % ACK. L B BT $d k3% 56 T B 0 W 3
DONE 155, B4 K% —4 ACK, % ACK 15 T EL 4 8 i 21 i K e ity e 3% 8 3% 77 9 0 30397 4 326 B 3
P HX AN TR AW S B A B B B ) k.

RBUDP Ppill = ZAETE 3 A1) #: 5 — RBUDP FFEH T3 e Kk 2, i 7 7246 A RBUDP & % 4i
T DA 20N B T FH A DR AR, b I R A AR A B B AT P Y 988 2 3SR G .RBUDP SR A [ i 1)
R IEHE R B A G N n] A 8 1 AR AN, JGVE Fe 4 R R RE K M EL e T P SR E R R B K K T
RBUDP 1) n] 44 55 — ,RBUDP 564> ¥ A 4 ZE4 HilAL i), a0 R R AR 2844 2 BOR & 28, JU I 24 e (H R I
SRR 58 = X A8 i SO DK /N BRI TR R A 8 R 3 56 BT A SR 2 5 A R B0 B2 07 IO A A, R 36 iy 4 200
TRB T O 2 3% BB L 2% TR 2 5 3R, T SR SO KT P4 77 SUAS 2 LAAFfle, il GV A5 ¥

Meiss 25 A\ H2H () Tsunami B, 2L A5 #1 5 RBUDP 2546l Tsunami =2 %} RBUDP 1 T 7 s ok iy
5, Tsunami FZ 07 AN 2 S5 5 T B0HE R 326 56 7, T A o) 390 ek b S At A 326 7 — AN T A% 3K, 9 V1 1 AT (R 5
RIEGE RIETT S Tsunami 3450 T 5 A0 2 (9 28 F R R 16 U AR BRI O R 1 e i T I 1 A
Vi) 40 33 SR 478 1) 42 TR 24, S AR JE AR ). 3 A i TR R AR I PR 22, % U g AN TR RS Ak R R

Tsunami %% 7 RBUDP [ 304 & 4K /1N BRI, 35 00 77 187 5 R4 ZE 42 R AL AHLZ, Tsunami 25 26 3R (14
FEPS BN T 147 20, 2500 2R REME B S e ) ZE IR o0 L, B A0 v 4 ) 5 A0 SR S O 4 326 it R AT 9T 2 I 1
B IXAN S FRTE FLDnet b 75 BRI 0], 214 326 i SR RCHH 2 47 5 It BT 31 ZE 418 1T B 0 20 ik ok R 4t 2 )5 P-4
SRR S ZE TOT, A R0hE 22 &1 0 Tsunami P 3 2845 S0k a1 1) S B vk 22 1) 1) B, SOk [33] 4%
T ik 32 H T RTsunami(robust Tsunami) fe it #8556 45 3 38 B, RTsunami 45 Lt Tsunami 58 w5y 1) 4% S 6 Al
CySinE -y ed

Gu 25 A4 H 1) UDT #pi tt RBUDP 1 Tsunami %5 %%, 't 5 TCP LW AL 3L T UDP, Bk T 38 0 ] 45 1k LA
AbUDT SB38 I T 0 28 43 ) A0 3t s R WL A mT 5 0k D7 17, UDT B2 7 DA 2 (¥ ] 1) Bt R 3% SACK, I HL L 22
W B 2 2t e AR A 8 A (NAK), il 2 S It 45 ik J7 eI 28 #2360 7 1, UDT SR T i 1) DAIMD(AIMD
with decreasing increase) 812 >k i 4 & A= WAL (H I A 24 TCP AR AE B4 ZE 45 31 B 1) o4 T X 0 1) 2 F0
i%,UDT 28 1 ANEAAE RN, G — NS 2 AR R A 0b & AR A UDT 3T
BT [R5t (packet pair) K Aiti 8k B 40 0L T TCP,UDT A FH 978 5 42 1 7 11 9% R 432 T % 36 R A 1
£.UDT SR T TCP M 2 HLHI BN, Lb 4 28 42 iAo s 45, 97 AR TCP —FERE T fRIE“ A Pk
[ i X L L AT UDT WhilR B 2843 50 0 52 2%, i FLAR KAR B IR T LA 2.

th Larzon 55 A4t 5 UDP Lite WriSU& % UDP Bipist i) efeidk k2 i i, L an 383, ] LA &b 3 8l A VR AR 2D 2 11
P74 15 B bR UE UDP 3L UDP 14 56 0 il 4 7 26 3 300 40, 0 AN VEAS 36, SRAG ) 81 B0 4 AT 4
5%, B 17 S R B, 5 3 T AN AT 45 % A2 35 UDP. Lite X IHEEAT T8 552, 3R 4t — AN AT 26 (0 38 40 78 o6 (R A
565 1. 214 A5 Y 3 A 3 T b, 50 A A 40 A R o (o A 6 R0 T 7 i ) R SRR (A WA 56 R 55 ). A AR UK
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T BV 5K AN 2 T SRR A 3 A 0 RN 7 26 AN S0 £ UDP-Lite #iAH 4T UDP.5 UDP AL,
UDP-Lite 1340 50 Dh e $& i 7 2R 35 P, A7 4 U8 X 00 60 470 4% ] LA 3 <2 & B FH AR AL 3 P T /e a4 45143 31
B PR 2 00 SRR, B B2 S R X R S RO 4t R B A 2 T IR [ B K R AR D — S s Z R CRC
HAhIE T UDP st ¥h il B4 SABUL(simple available bandwidth utilization lirbrary)®* GTP(group
transport protocol)®® FOBSE® LambdaStream” FRTP(fixed rate transport protocol)82% SABUL /& UDT HJHij &
JRA.GTP 25T Lambda Grids |2 w1 — s i (5 BE0F 191 8. FOBS SR UDP & ¥ dhs 3 ik v HY 2 1)
BRI T AL AL R LRI 1T 5 LambdaStream 3= B H HAT diA% 4 /7 15 FRTP &%t SABUL [f1—Fh SOl i AR,

3 R IERE TN

AR PN PR RE AT« A WIRLE AL R0 B, 1 8 75 ZERH L i b OREAT 1 R VAN R i b UREAT 1 B VR AN
[0 H I8, — 2 VA 3 Pl AL S Bk BB 25, — 2 R IS5 ol A B 80 P 2 B B g, Ao Bl i ot B s FE A

TEO AR AL 5 W 1k B VT AN 45 SR 10— AN OB [N 35 3 H HT o 1k 6 T4 Rt B P B PR bR HEAS AR S 4
FEAER Z H U MR — bt — I PP A Rk e . BB . RS AR R, b R E BN
Wk R bR B AT M REVPAN B ELAE A PR AU B SRR

PO 7 it A 5 1 B VRO &5 S 0 DR 25— MK U, AR R b SR REVEA B R R 3 A —F R
FHERVR A 53 BT v, 64T 1 B8 AR 2 AT — Pl A SR FHASEABL R 47 B SIE 00 1) U V38 A — P 3t A2 70 S B 9 4 vh g A7
SRR AL R IR N O A SCHRACE NS2 2 A& Rt WU 5 vh A S5 o )32 (R RS R0 B0 &5 3R0F R NS2 AT
REVEA 00 7 A FH A 7 ki N S2 (1) A4 ST &% SR 52 3] 5 I A3 1Y) 317 2l 1A 7T
3.1 TCPHU#H L EREITFM

X TCP Suk W s ik 1tk R BT, K22 B0 9 380 85 2 1 0k B ek i B3 5 A e TCP W il H At B 3R AT HL R
SRUEAT R REVEAT, Ee fun B XF FAST TCP PRl M B PO LAEEH 2, 5k FAST TCP WS W As s 1 I 1, sk A7 1
2 R BB B NS2 BALL S 1) 5 VAT IR BE VORI SR A 5k 4 THI b LG 2 22 /N B iSC I S 1k e )
YEIC AR T T RARA 43X T7 T — LE LA ) 2 BF 9T LA,

Lopez-Pacheco %5 AR ] NS2 B4l 5256 5 % TCP NewReno ) HSTCP A1 XCP % 3 ff TCP &{tisk bl
TEAS TR 58 58 T W PR BEREAT T LB VRAN ARAT T 7 T W R i 58 AR AL ABE 2R A 58 AR A Y5 L AL 30Mbps~200Mbps.
iU 3 1F 3% (sine-based) 22k, 5 — i R Ty B (step-based) 28 . J B2 LU I P 4 41 2 75 0 2 A AT TR
) B AR A A 2R TR A AU O P 3 A 5 IO % K T i A A, 9 R v TR ) 4 R U 2 SN T L AAT] e S
R P e el 5 A A ABE RS0 T ST s 19 24 5 U AN K
Dumbbell topology Chuvpilo 25 AR NS2 K0S 36 )5 4
nFlows=variable . . S g
RTT=100ms High-Speed TCP Al XCP ™ i3 ) s 35 Il il ik
BW=100Mbps (variable) AT THEREVPAN, 18 T Wl 72 410 1K) Internet |22
qType=RED/DropTail
qSize=BWxDelay AR E X AL B TR 2 DL R G b X

—_— RN R 38 58 0 0 25 4 RS R L T )

A5 FH 1) S0 2 B B W BB Y Q] 2 PR B
% % 100Mbps,RTT 4 100ms.

s A NVAERER ] NS2 B 9236 )y 7
% TCP Reno*®! High-Speed TCP #1 XCP iX 3 ffi )
UK 5 B IR ) 4% PR b K M R AT T R

Fig.2 Simple dumbbell topology for simulation"! WR S0 Th M ) RE S T I T R B 1 T

2 S A S I 2 4 T R SR 55 4 100Mbps, RTT b 50ms. L4 T 3
FMSCFE SR 2 R 26 A TCP-Friendly 83845 T RE.
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IREFST EESEX) HSTCP A1 XCP Wil 5 ks ik TCP Bl AT ELB R AT PE REVEA T b 10 53t P LR
/b 145 High-Speed TCP 1 XCP ¥ AN B3, 52 56w T 38 37 () 0 48 A5 0t AN S FLDnet, JL i %5 1 RTT B 48 46 Lh 4%
/N ANRE R WX L P AE FLDnet Hh P RE.

Bullot 25 A\ F4I75 52 5 fr) v ol 104 2% ohonf JLAP TCP gk stk ik 94T 7 I 4, £ 4% HSTCP,FAST,STCP,
HSTCP-LPMSLHTCP H1 BIC TCPAEH X F5 k& . RTT M. AF1E. Fesg M VERESR bRt AT T S0 VP S8
25 IR K 230 TCP Bt B s o v o 0 2% o L AR HE TCP sl 1) Mk RS A 97 1% o A0 2 S 485 07 T i A — 4
] S ESTE 3 4 HE R EREAT LAY 55 24 4 622Mbps(OC12),RTT I 4E45 %1 4 10ms,70ms HI 170ms. {H J& X 46 51z
B0 VAT 25 R A P TS SRR T A RS b T SO R A AR, DRI et A VA B T 7 A I R et AR — R LA
AT LA S TR LI AT A

Li % AMSER I Dummynet 19 45 47 B0 %% 45 1 4 1t 7 T 199 48 52360 R R FH 47 BLSC 36 J7 9506 STCP,HS-TCP,
BIC-TCP,FAST TCP Fl H-TCP Wpil( kAT T P fig LB P S8 Bt F 1 199 286 S8 R ¥ b 4 18] 3 i 7, 55 3 7 24 i
FR T Web100M7(x} Linux PRZAE T 378 ) SeBILIR 48l TCP gt WSt 1% 30 32 B X 24 -1k Jy T g AT 1k g
VA 5340 VPP TG AR AR L Ak L WSSOI ) A T I 1R R L % S0 S 5 BT v IR 9 0 O
10Mbps~250Mbps,3X /#5115 [ A /N, B¢ 156 47 250Mbps, 328 326 /8T H i A9 552 s o 3 190 2% 415 5 Ha 25 N 481 R
Dummynet P 4547 S5 55 4 N T W 48 SEIG IR, SR i LS 3 7 VA% BIC-TCP,CUBIC,STCP,HSTCP, FAST
TCP FI HTCP WrSUGHAT T 1 it LA VA A ATT I T AE 32 2 2 PP AT 099 26 15 St o) 25 Fl TCP el Bl stk i 7=
AR

a )
TCP1 o TCP1
sender ﬁi’_"'iil—_‘g—df receiver

','_g,_'_, GigE Dunﬁriynet GigE _'_!_‘:l,,
Ta 2 switch router  switch Ta 2
sender receiver

Fig.3 Testbed for performance evaluation of transport protocolst“®
B3 ek U REVEA Sz i )

W S NI T NS2 BE48 525 )77 BIC-TCP,STCP,HS-TCP,FAST TCP Fil H-TCP Wit lb 4T T T A LL 4 bF
M AlAT] 32 B 52 T A B K /N F AR B I E T 1 G 1) 52 M. SCRR[50]IRIRE R FH 7 NS2 B4 5186 J7v2:, %o H i 35 221
TCP it W BURAT 7 LR, M F LU AN R 58 I 28 S 5 3R 45 1F T & R iiadt TCP Bl it b fig.

LA () TCP BUk B 8 1k BE VPN FT, VPAR B B SCAS 8 78 A2, 1 0 7 70 20 2% 18 45 FAS [7) £ D) 488 4% 1 1Rkt
VEAR AN A 1017 HCH B o 43 20 L (0 i vh D 28 R A Pk s R T S R A (B AT S U A S AR A
3.2 ETUDPHI# sl M BEIEM

H 1K 2 Bt SR 2 6 TCP Wb i3 ) sk A 1 55, 25 T UDP [ S0k P BUG AR 2>, 3 HH B . B
AT 35T UDP (0 e 3301 Mk REVPAN BF 5 21 H A7 A 1k AH X D

Kumazoe % A U175 52 [ ff) FLDnet 1,%F HSTCP,STCP Fil % T~ UDP 1 it Hp i SABUL HEAT T PEAE LL VT
B SR H A — AN TFIBCE KR IGN M 4% FEAT A% S50 R — A ATM 4%, 5256 R T T % 4% UBR PVC # i%.
SIS BROH AU R A 55 Ol 305Mbps, B 4% PVC % RTT 43R 7374 100ms 1 460ms. S2 3 45 3 foR,3 ik
eSO i 2R R L AR E TCP iS22 i, JL 1 RE S =i T 25 SABUL>STCP>HSTCP, {H F A1 Z 1 2 [FAF 1K ).
AT 0 52 56 5 SR Al S5 HY TCP P SCR FH 19 ACK S 28448 1R 26 15 4 SR AL AT REANIE & FLDnet, X 2 ACK
A3 4 (R I D) A T 1 8 (RTT) AZ WL T (9 TCP SEB.Kumazoe 25 A 130 2= At 42 Bl L ) 5 13 R 4 WL okl 20 3,
DA 3 S ol 5 -0 R AR

PL S8R E ATM 19 45 HEAT 09, AN Al A S0 ) FLDnet, JL45 SR 5 1P 43 41 5 ke ) 6%l P it 22 96 0 Y
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245 R 2 SR — R,

Huang 25 A\ B275 TeraGrid 25 5286 I 2% 548 7 %) PSockets(parallel socket)®® RBUDP,UDT F1 TCP #Hi iy
AT T LA VPPN SEEG7E 3 B BE M b AT T A& 5m Ik, 75 % 4 1Gbps,RTT 435124 0.2ms,0.38ms F 61ms. 7,
5 RTT 4y 61ms (5% I, Iperf Wl 75 i1y d5 K ] F 5 5 4 578Mbps.Huang 45 A = S0 77 - R 3 bs HEAT P RE PEAY,
S5 45 A 8 R, PSockets, RBUDP 1 UDT 030 (1) 75 I 2252 1 T~ TCP WSl 70 HE IS 4R/ s, H 7 v 48 40630 T A FH Ay
%511 TCP KA 4.57Mbps 75 2%,

Anglano % A BU7E PlanetLab™ 525 pk 1 %f bbFTPI® RBUDP,FOBS il UDT #pis ff P fEEAT T L VM.
S B 41 5 100Mbps, RTT 2/ k 23ms, 55 ik 300ms. 32 B2 SR (1 b S 75 I 2. S 06 &5 SR WG o 7 ARl o
HF SEFR ) 286 1 TCP Gk W iR 55 1 UDP 1 3k By 301 BEARALL; 170 76 51 BDP W 4% R, 25T UDP (1 et b UM g
BT TCP Bt philt.

Wu %5 N\ BT H] Dummynet 19 2% 475 B0 38 25 5E 4% 7 1 00 4% St R EA 747 LS8, LA AE TeraGrid S22
IRES b HEAT 5258, % RBUDP,SABUL/UDT 1 GTP iX 3 /M UDP etk WSt AT T HERE LL . Wu 55 ATE 2
Pl AR (EFERANR. 20T DRSS FAFR, R AU SOT 8 S Re e br it
AT T SEBR VP SEE0 X 3 PP UDP Bt b BT TCP WS i s M b AT T MK, 45 2 L3k 1 fiisk 2.

Table 1  Influence of UDP-based protocols on TCP flow (LAN)E7
R 1 T UDP ISt phstiin TCP At it 5% (LAN)B

Rate-Based and TCP (Mbps) . 0
Rate-Based TP Single TCP throughput (Mbps) Influence ratio (%)
RBUDP 467 450 912 49.3
uDT 552 380 912 41.6
GTP 612 328 912 35.9

Table 2 Influence of UDP-based protocols on TCP flow (WAN)P®"!
R 2 JT UDP ISt Bt TCP ) 5 M (WAN) B

Rate-Based and TCP (Mbps)

. o
Rate-Based TP Single TCP throughput (Mbps) Influence ratio (%)
RBUDP 771 21 24.3 8.6
uDT 751 23.6 243 97.2
GTP 760 9.7 24.3 40.0

£ 1 BRI RAEET UDP (W HMGR A A TCP A LAN W) fxd 55 1Gbps HEik 1k R Ak P
A LUE BT UDP [T 55 TCP PSR I b 5235 58 WE Y. R 2 B R IK 2 JaAN 25T UDP 1R #8303 A/
TCP %i#FH Dummynet 17 EL[4E R b 5%F s 800Mbps 8% 8% (RTT=30ms) b KIAF L3 AL T AT LLE L, 24 5 A
RBUDP 1 GTP i, TCP & R R AEIA E] TCP i S Iz 47 I B A 2K T 24 UDT Wb SURA77E I, TCP
YA I R 1T TCP U AU AT I (10 7 ik % b S 6 45 L 45 W ,RBUDP F11 GTP Hpi8 Fb 45 “ k3t (aggressive)”, i
UDT Lk i Ai(gentle)”.

IR s B AR R VEAN AR B T4 2 0 (10 45 18, 5 3 S S G i SR FH 1) 4 B Bk s B ) 4% O AN 2
MU ) FLDnet, 1 35 6 FIL7E 45 95 AN I8 5 (7 1 47 100Mbps). RTT IR A K (R 2 5 R A JL T2 0). X L s i
RS RS BB i T RO A b OPE B A S R T L, SR S I 8 I 0 R 2 B TS BHA R AR AR K,
LS 4 SR A 1 DAL

AT — S ST N B T T2 P AR A TR P R VP A L 1, Gupta 25 N 8IZE Sz B 4 4 v ) 45 Fh TCP
ECHEPR S UDTV2 (2 P YEREAT T S50 PP, Wu 25 AR INS2 AR 00552 56 T Jf 19 AN 35 1 28 0 4 iV Rk
A7 T A P GTP I endpointX CPB% 5 A~ TCP i 131 New Reno TCP F1 HSTCP P8, 75 i g 2%
PSR, R PE. A PHESETERETEAR LT T BT

SCHR[60]% 1> UDP [ et Wp i i) vk e 1k AT LA V4.7 FLDnet Testbed Hv, >R F 07 BLSIL 50 1) i LA T
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H BT E2E ) 3 P31 UDP RIS b, Bl RBUDP,UDT #1 Tsunami Wi, & T % FLDnet #A55 WSl i £ 1t
UL e AR S e Tt RS 4 R &R LT UDP I TcE Wi S TCP WS k) P B E4T HL A VA

4 REE5RIE

AL LA I N A AR SCTIE I, DA% S 130 1% 03k R0k BE VPR PN 7 THE R Gih A& T 2417 FLDnet A& it X
A AIF 9% 330 30 o e AT WF 9% A 1 20T, BT 1AM FLDnet A& &b iSUC7E LA JLAN J5 THHE A 5 HE— 25 hn LARE 9 :

(1) AEHTE LA S5 REVE A

tH T H 17 e-Science RBFF N FH XS W 45 1 fit B 55 30 1R 7 SR AR i 26, T AVE 22 ek P il UL 25T UDP 1Y
CHE VRS A B O T 4R o A i T T T IR AR D TR A S AE 5 TN BA% BB TR ILE I VE 2 M ReVEAN T 32 B
JE ) 2 A SR A 6 28 P« A 5 e bk T 0 VA7 S L A AR e AR T, B AN B R 5 T S gt A2 1T LA 22
& £

(2) &M T Lightpath f4&5 MR

B H AT 1k, K8 43 TECE PO A S BSR4 2 A i P it 1R L 2 0 488 BT A R 5t T4 Lightpath b A&
PSR IF SO AR D Rl A WF T R T — M & H] T Lightpath ) TCP e ) il——C-TCP(circuit
TCP) WM EHN.C-TCP 5 MW T TCP R4 2 45151, LAIF 5 19 199 4% %5 & (network capacity, fij #% ncap) i ft#: TCP
HIFAZE % E cwnd. 5256 45 SR W, C-TCP 7] LL4ERF LLB AR E 1) 7 Ik 28 R e 1) ol i R K {HUJE C-TCP 477E

AN P T () 8, 5t DA 20 . neap {H. BT HUE T TCP (42 8 sl A Ze = L AR s I T TCP 1T F i o

F G N D RE, C-TCP AZiAE Al F v K A 1perf S5 & T 5L Wil & v Ay 9. S B2 038  neap {H S0 20 3 i LA
WHE.C-TCP HIX A i) Al Hosfe UL vz N LB AE e iE A T Lightpath [14% % W 307 1HL I8 B 1R K I T
2% [,

(3) Zeuiti kg 3G N AL S PN

SCHR[33]H $2 HH 1) CDRA 5 23 1l 5325 136 W 1 0 £ ity 110 4110 DR 250 330 A7, D00 - A8 1 91T 286 S I, o — L e ¢
Uitk e A FE P S0 VE SR CDRA B03E1f) RTsunami B 805k J& — /> 2 i P RS 1138 I 10 45 W B 8L 3 4
RAPIDEZH1 PA-UDPOIR A bip i3 th i A Hhs 28 3t 1 fl VR 2 326 00 5 PR T L AL 0 S Rl 28 A S o SR AR v i 1k
) 8% A i 3 A I 2 A 118 Y A TR, ) 8% e R R vy, 2% ity R 9 1 A I T A A T ot R ) R L R L 3 )
LA i P RS 1 Y. (0 A% i B SOy THEAT B 22 (A

(4) N H E RPN

H 17, e-Science RHIF R FH A A8 P (6 — 6 5 2 A S b, EL e v REA) BE W0 A& A% 5 b 4 GridFTP A% 4 b
WAE R 45 N R SSH & — AN 2 A 0 A i bl I3, AR T AR AT I 5 R 40k, L 4, Rapier 25 A X SSH f&
FEMSGEEAT T B0 4% H T HPN-SSH(high performance networking SSH) i 4. 5% 1] FLDnet £ % 1 B 19 A HU&
0 2 AR ST 0 N P 2 A i B S TR A 75 L30T 1 9 0 5t

(5) AR I WAL H 2 i

T2 B A0 A 1k, W B A S 8 IS AR /b i HOESR H T8 Lightpath 3X & B 1 B8 %k A% . 18 L,
St S A i A 40 % ol I LA FSCHE 3K Aol I RO A 5 B 7 PR, 8 A L SRR it Rk W BRI S
R A S5 2 RN A R TCP B I3 5 P e ad T 8 o i o 24T AR ¥ L ik 380 o 5 s A i 1 5 3 v 2
UDP HJ& Pl &4t fE TCP F1 UDP S5 A% 4 EEh sz b 76 M A 75 B0 W FH R P 3R AT 18 50 X e oK b R Al T
X A A i SO N P L IR 19X L S A g T i A £ S T 1 DK B A i T (L HDT V) H
SRS %, DR 1, W AL 3 e 00 K i A S I 335 4 T 4% bl J2 I 4% B85 oy (S 1L J2: FLDnet, i 5 e i G 28
PO A T 1o 2% 25 1) — AR IR I A B 2 B D — Al S (R 5T 1)

(6) HHZEF BB

0 FE I AL B b 3T B FE I — AN T 7 TG e B AR a0 ] e, ELIE I (1) 45 P gt YR (GG i o L 1 A A
FRRE ) G A7 ot () A6 45 S A2 A PR, T A FH YA o (10 398 002 I BT, IR0 0kt 3 SR 42 o 1 ) A0 — N AT e 8 ) T
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