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Abstract: Addressing the shortcomings of existing link congestion loss rate range inference algorithms in large scale IP network, a new
link congestion loss rate range inference algorithm based on greedy heuristic method is proposed. The strong dependency on the clock
synchronization of single slot E2E path measurements is avoided through using multiple slots E2E path measurements. Each congested
link can be located through adopting the link congestion Bayesian maximum a-posterior (BMAP) after learning prior probabilities of the
link congestion. The set consisting of paths with related congested links and similar performance is constructed. Through solving the
performance similarity coefficient dynamically, loss rate range of each congested link can be recurrently inferred. The accuracy and

robustness of the algorithm proposed in this paper is verified by experiments.
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B TP 4% MM (AN 3 K, IP 4% 2 4 B 31 ZE DL e i A3 & AE U, B &9 e i [ SLA(service-level
agreement) 55 A IR 55 S5 2 g (R Bb, S IS R TP DX 2% P R 9 8 A % SR BDORE N A B G DR . O o TR
M LB THAA EE RS E XL

IP o £ W J22 41 i (tomography) 6 AR PVl o /b 45t 5 £ 9 (end-to-end, Fi FR E2E) 42 M i 2R W, R I 40 -2
MR ER M FEHEWT TP P2 ) 3845 BE B P R (NI S . 7 58 RAREE), RN EH BV 10 1P W 4% N 356 4% %
B/ AN, ANUE T FH B A, BRI RS 2 AR A0 ] S AN AR L Bk . L 1 I 48 tomography B2 AR By 5 I Bt
E2E %40 Pk RER N, 0t 28 40 42 k7 R 401, v 050 % B B P R L (25 A 28 ), HE BT 1) S 5 B 1) 7 VR A PR A analog
tomography % 1 F- tomography F A A £ 11 By /b B B A2 500, 78 56 L AT 6 22 (O Rl TP 190 44 ik, 5 3t i g R4l
RBERERT 5,08 T 15 2055 B 00 A M — 2, 55 60 77 R 20 3R B0 MR Bk 4 R DR otk 25K 4% B2 A 1% Ak 32 8 4
NP AUE TP A (1 IS [ 25 AR H T TP 190 % mh RO 2 6 bl 4 1) P49 S B v T 20 3, I ol ) 20 3 DA DRI, SV 4
PERRE TS T3 A0, TR 5 FR A SR AR WS T 52 2 IR SR 30T 55, K HUE 1P 0 4% 2 BE BRI JEA% B 5| R A B I A, SE I 1 TG
TRUE, 2 P EURVE R BN T 140 BE 26 1 R HE WS T2, 1 Bh A1 7K (Boolean) £ H0H 284 #k I 411 2 55 ik 11 7 0K Ay
Boolean tomography!”. 34t CLINK 4251 B £ I8 [ B2E % 42 1 i N, 17 280 38 T T 24 Ik 50 346 A2 48 300 f 1) e
[ 255 19 A0 AR 2 1% 28 7 VA BB AL TR HE R B << de b5 << R 9 MR S 0 2 Bk e 0 R A, LR T iR /N G 2R
(smallest coverage set, fA] FX SCS)HR i 2 40 JH JE B 15, U 4H1 € % 42 P A7 7 22 B B 43 28 A B3 T 1B S 1 SR BRI
SECHEWTIR 7 T AR T S B R I B8 40 ¥ 28 Range  tomography! VLV B BRI BR E2E B AR BEA I, LA “E2E
AT L A 5 22 ISR B R e T R R AR ZE IR B X — 8 0 i R A I A R i A L R B [ AR
J& Range tomography B3R 1 1P W 255w e A8 4 € 1Y) % B B0 /0 70 52 2% (1) TP 19X 488 TR 55 v e A1) 2 7 %2 % g 9 2%
Y5 N AN DAL SR R 2 1R DR A S e % I 5 R FE TR A AR B KR 7

EFXTIRA TP 194 6% PN 30 A % 1k e 41 BT 500k TR AR A IR AN A2, AR A H — P B8 3 e s 28 4 o 2 0, 3 3 T 4
BT (congested link loss rate range inference, & FX CLLRRI) %, 1% 5 1% 454 Boolean tomography £ A H' Boolean
ARB S, 15 Bh 22 I B B2E B AR 2R, 27 >0 2% 5 B AT 2 SE IO W26 py, VB N 78 A M 26 5 i 2 00 A IR B e e %
KLU R T 25 Bl s 1 ZE UL i 30 5 K5 B6:(Bayesian maximum  A-posteriori, fi] X BMAP)7S Hi HE 87 i 21 25 4%
% Y0 28 5 K5 B ARANE C,, 58 AL AT FERE % 1, 32 o T S5 1 2 O R A 15 3 HH SR 2 e T S 1% 1, FLE e AT %
RRREBAE S QIR ST B AR S G QP 1P BE AL R B S, A A HE T ZE B B 1, 25 10 28 YO TR PR A s,
i B 22 8 e U R SEVE G FRHE T H AE AR TP ) 286 v 25 1) 2 0 B 25 F 238 Y

ARSCIOEAE T (1) $2 T — Fh 0 2L 0 i 25 %0 0 B D 2 Rk CHE W B30k 12 SRVl T 2% 30 4 itk 9 26 o
5 SR LT BMAP #E D)o@ 07 471 ZE 4 %, B2 HA 911 5 % 6 A ¢ HL Pk e A A B8 40 2R S 1000 R s 10 A T 5 411 S e i
ALRYE L (2) il 52 1 53k CLINK & Rang tomography 5323 AR 0L SI2 56 L5 17 B0 S 06 EL e, 36 AIE T A SCHE Y
CLLRRI 53 A HERf 2 S 8 R .

ASCE 1 AT EEIRAH OC U AR S 2 5 H A AE R 1Y) 1) R ) i HE T 59 3 WS4 A 44 CLLRRI B8 4 4
AT LI VRN 28 5 W HE— iR 5 6 R E A L.

1 HxIE

[ 1996 4F Vardi 1 U2 HAE TP /2% 1 A4 K v 48 FH 2R AU EE 24 2 M 330 1) tomography $ ARPILIL Sk, £ B
%% tomography A MEWT TP M 2% A £ 5 % M it T B35 3 2875 vE. HL I analog tomography 75 1PN K 2k 5
52 SR 5 06 4% B2E #4546 75 2 A R 5 o 0 B ) 25, Adams, Bu 25 N R H 2 4% 07 AR M 45 E2E
A% P fi, 0 DT e 5 5 SR AE R pR T I % o i e ot B 1) SRR B R 7 T £ % Duffield 5 AT H R A K
ABLZ 6 (1) B0 T 5 0 B N0 2 SR IR B S % () A DGk DA A B A 4L 22 6 (1 G0 T R0 7 ¥ AR IR B i) A 26 42k vl 78
Dy G BUR D HEWT I BB AR 72 53 A6, TR Sk £ P J FR 20 W5 B 2 2% 110 K 396 il R0 70 X RIASE TP D0 2% 22 i MR I 96 37 56 N 5 5
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P HEBCI HME, S P S DUSAIE, B 28 5 8050 2 3 Duffield 25 AN UL BT 30 745 0 LA 58 3%, 25 T Boolean {5
F ST T2 W 0 28 B B 10 9 4% 2 AT A% BT HE 4R  Boolean tomography SLiEAR4E 5% E2E M 42 1k g, 4k Wr 911 26 B 1%
IR HER ML REIR S, 0 UK IE W, 1 R 1 %€ Boolean tomography tL#R1F Binary tomography( — 3t il I 4% JZ #7 i
%) Nguyen 5 NBHR T CLINK $73:, 45 WE 2 4578 5| O\ S99 S 4 15 4 07 by 303 22 TN B BR A2 P e R 00, 7 2830 e 3
TE 7 B R A28 0 ko e 70 2 U3V (Ry SR A0 A 40 20 e 4P BT 12 i 2 AN P SR B R (¥ SCFS Al KA A
— B 2 Y MCMC 5320 104 4 A KRS 2 4% 5 B /& Boolean tomography 13 i HE W7 H B4 641 26 5 145, 602
HEBT HH B A ZE R 43 W AIC.CLINK. AL BT 1P 4% 2 BE Rk 1 9L ) 5% 1 2 E2E IR A e 2
S ZEBE I, L SCS VR A by 41 28 6 A 2 HE T HE JU), 5 S50HE W7 1k B T B 1 12 Netscope! ™ j LIAM VLI
SCS #E 4 LA E2E B 4% 22 0 Z A 28 0 Sk 1 94 T 471 2k i 5 €0 238 (L R I A2 A B 000 IV D Mk e o LRI, 5
U P55 %2 Zarifzadeh 25 N4 H 90 FE 5 B 25 40 530 [ HE BT 5770 Range tomography! A 1P W4 4% i &
A ZE ) B AR /D, L DU S B S A 2 AR S I SR B B HE T I 2 50 AN L TE B AR 1) 1P I 4% 22 B I T R B
BRSO HE W P e W R R

AR SCHEH ) CLLRRI 5135E T BMAP YHEWIHEWTH 28 E2E #84% Hh d5c A7 n] B8 K A 41 2 10 B itk AR A% 2 LUK
STV R AR A 28 BRI 2 O I 206 7 RS P R AR A BRI 1, i S BRI A P R AR P e ATLBL R B
PR BN SR A T3 v, DA JE R X T 5 10 2 i 250, 23 i R AL SR e 7 BC SR B 3 B0 AIF T CLLRRI HVEANAE
PHEERERG 2 A PEfE LT CLINK %77% ) Range tomography 5722, 17 HL7E 4 2 5% ¢ 25 00 6 YU [l HE Tk e L il
F Range tomography 5¥yZ.

2 [EERH RIEEME

2.1 EEEH

T 2 B 0 7 92 T TN 8% P 8 4% 4 1% R B 1) tomography U7 V25, B 20, A5 BREL B I A% T s 1) LA A
& i% ICP/UDP fi(ping J traceroute),/S T GE L7 55 444~ 1P M 4%, Ping RINE -8 E2E B4 ) PEe( R =,
AT 5 58 I HEAE) traceroute SRIN B ¥R B2E B 423 28 1) B OC 388 ), A B 3R I 2 1045 8 W A 0 1P )
25 PR B B SR E2E BRAR I BE 2 ()1 O¢ R 5 R BE B AT 6 TP o 45 P 503 ik % 1 e 3R AT VI SR EHE
B~ (D as.

E=F({e]|VIeP;}) (1)

Horb B, TR AT P, TR RE e, 9 AR ENRERR [ IR e F ACSR AR Ik Al 5 B B M e 2 TR T R BOC &R

5 B2E 845 P BB SRR 0 Ly, ) oh B8 AR AR i 20 55 T 14 22 8-k IR AR T 28 Sl R0 e« B = 14K
e, mlR A (D8 B At 20 3 SRR B B0 3 TN () K R R TE (2).

L=1-T[0-£).v, <P @

Hoh, & At PG 22 A j A 2 o N R AR P 38 28 IR B B0 PR 28 2 (2) P L O ik e T R
SRR A5 i e T A AR AR I T IR TE T ARAIE 4 B2 AR 440 i 7™ i 0 B A (7 2 5 D IR) SR AR T 2 2. 59
A1, 1T E2E BARHU A, S it 5 TR R O B R, VR A9 45 I 5 B R I — i by T AN [ E2E B A2 JL 52 11
7] 4% e 4 7 I T A, 3G 5 B R ARG A 25 R ORS00, 3 40 0 e I T A AT I b AELIZ 0 1 1 A 90 2 4
58 NI L A %8 Boolean tomography Ho% PEREIEAT (155 HI Mk 3 E2E 4% Sk 28 B B 1R R A A e SCATR

EX 1. 1P WM&t E2E B AR HPIRASZ BB Y = (0,50, ) -7 E2E BHARR AR PR RAR &
X = ()50 X5 X, ) SUREERAR P NERT RS R & y =1 Ry =0. R S ERE R [ R, HORS R & x=1;
RZx=0.3L n g Rl IP 45 E2E BR 120 8n A E2E W47k 45 ¥ 5 i 0 40

FEXHAFI TP M 26 3647 tomography I 38 # LS AT e/ (¥ E2E B4R Mk AR PRI, 7 o 199 2% b T e 22 (1 B %
DM, E2E B ARIR A BB 0T AN IE 1 45, 9N /D T | 4008 G e i A0 JH JE I B AR 40 2 24 0 20 e It 35 10 0 I i 42
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TEHMAEXTSEBR TP P45 % E2E BRARBEAT TR N, 7] — 2% AR AL AN [R] I 20 BRPIR S 2 R 2B 0%, BUAR E2E BRARR
AN ping BRI AH T 9 2000 5 I Sh AR IR T, B RRODR A R 70 S I A A AR, AL b, o WO 2% (A6 ) B B 4 2 o
ST B8 A2 AP0 S A Ty S B B 1) 4P 2 e B Al LA AR

H1 3 194 28 U e AT AR S ) ) AR M, 7 S 9 4 v 3 8 i A 1) 2 R 1 0 R Al SR TG 18 ik AR T
Fl 55 25 [0 6 20057 B, 2 2 At R 200430 B, B A R SO0 30 P B X 1122 B A2 4P 28 AN RIS 220, ) — 4 B A2 i A 4
TE R G WA FERE AL B AR T REAS R TR i, DA b = R E0URE I F Oy B 45 o R AR A ZE I RE B I — B KA R R E
AT 71 S B 3 T A R AR T R IR ) 2 B A 5 1 9 e B 2 ) A 5 T DRI LA ™. TR0 b A S AR 1
IR AT N K E2E PR AT AR I 25 L SR HT A0 S B 41 2 U] 20 7 5 1 4 2 S B R 2 e ik ) ON DL P S 4 2
FEAY 58 B HE R IN 21 % 28 E2E B84 P a5 AT nl g R AE 4 28 1R ik 40 B % 467, O 4 th— b A % e TR I B0 HE Ty
125, AR 1 2 B 5 1) 25 B A Y Tl el 7 LS AR R B AE X A TP P 2% & E2E B4R REAT N=30 IR I REW
TR 2 WAt b o 4 i ) 1) M e DG R A

CLINK 53 HR A B T DU 307 B0 2% >) % B % 1) 28 S0 90 W%, (9L 76 0 A7 I ZE B I 1N i T SCS B, 24 411 8
R U 22 I 0 — SRR AR TR A A 22 A5 I ZE BRI I, 0B A8 (3L mh e A mT e R ZE I ZE 1K) — 4 BRI, T R i 41
FE AR 30 20 1) FUAD A 28 R i MU Ay T I, 5 B 20 AP 2 N AP R 1) S A M R I, ELBE R P e 20 AR,
H T%%%Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ?‘ﬁ%ﬂange tomography B UNEYE E2E 145 7540 0 0062 4% SR W 3k 20 W7 B A A 91 2 1
e B H T ARG AR R R TR B2 % E2E BR AR R AR ZE IR M O 2, BN DA 28 i A b s e
2 IR 20U % 11 2 40 S 1 1 T A2 6 1 250 R L T 244 DRSS TP 9 4% 22 5 i 4P 8 I, 49 2 8 I8 o o7 S L4
FERR B A M BRI AN BEAT BRI
2.2 DM ET MR B E

ASCOR T e v (A 1 T3 BB G=(v, ), Je P, v 5 i e 0 A T34 56 R DU TP 199 206 30 AT DL S8 o A6
TGRS I TP 9 2% i B2E BRARIR AR B ¥ A 1995 70 32 J0 DL J4 o AR v (1 000 2 8 (UE 48 19 #0),E2E 42
TR A B AR AL XA (10 9% 0 5 A AR ek A i (BERR 1Y o), E2E B AR 5 2 R AR I e B R 11 5% A O AT 1)
I UK B TP 4 29 DL S R B ] 1 T

Fig.1 Bayesian network model of IP network

K1 TP &% DI f i 455 754

A 58 (L 1 ZE B I8 by 1 411 2 B i 0 A7 7 T 91 JE R A0 v L A0 20 ) 5 B 89 L, A M I B A0
O PR 2 DL R 2% A4 3 2 25 R B 0T L ) i i AT 1 BT ) DL -S4 o S 20 m RS o DAL b 7 A i AP 2 0
6 S PR 2 ) 1t e DR T I 220 1) B B AV RV R BTt o, 2 S A U TP 90 5% g 2 £ DL -S4 ) A Y
G HHAT Kk k.
1) TERERR I ZE SE 0 AR ST FE T R N YK E2E ARk BRI, K 40 FE 0N T 1 AR I B AR Rk
TR (B, B B B R A 0,2 B0 B4 L A SR i, 22 DB AR R REAR I A BL 1 TR 28, i B A BT
PHZE B AR ), X 1 B A B L d 0 B 6T I 1A RY 0 LS AT 1) 3 BEAT RS B, A B e P 3 S DL i S8 o A8 7Y
G
2)  AE I 200 TE B AL T ARV HE W R R K B2E B AR R RER I R IE R AR M g 20 B B o
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IS S5 DA A T I G R B, TR VR A B S OB 4% DL 57 R R Sy G
3 CLLRRI &%

ARSCHR P oA e A 2 B i 25 A0 A< Y R HE T S0 CLLRRI AL Js AR [ 1 B 2 i,

LA E2E MR | ] St |
P AN B 0 PR K

v ][ et i)

& ) st | ETBMAP || wEE |
T | s [ s ESE T

! I 9 Bt e I % 0 A S R 4 M

F:3)) E2E B4 PERESR D

Fig.2 Principle diagram of CLLRRI algorithm
Kl 2 CLLRRI 5 5 3 A 5]

S TP .
1) EENIE LR AR ST L R TP 4% A T 500 tomography HA M & E2E %
P N WKHEREHIN® S BOE B PP S 4 E2E B G228 86, U2 Boolean 24 P T4L KAt
I S DAL B DS 1 1
2) A B s O I T L LRI 4 98 BB 2 SUPE RS LRI 22 AR 1 WK E2E B PR IR
455 T BMAP e R B 6 64 8, 2008 o RS (5 B2 I B 26 0 5
8 1 HET 5413 BB 10 0 9
3.1 HERAEXRLAIAFES
1 TP 21 5 B 45 4 P 47 B (8 AT A ) DT
v =1 )
S, IR G K g, i PR 8 A B L S, TR D B 1 17 FUC R,
(0,1} im0 B2E B PRI 103 B P25 S0 10 BEB AL TP IO B D 0 F28 7758 D SCHRTS) A8 50
BRI T K B R e

Yi :j\ilxj'dij 4)

TR TP 94 4 R AT 2 S B M S AT HE S 0 A 20 (4) I I SR B A T AR B A A 2 A B T 2
KARFIE:

Ly

~.

"

EUJ:P(vxfd&:Q:I—P(yﬁfd&:0]=1—I10—p)% (5)

= j1

Forf, d) 9 ARAE N K E2E BRARPE RELRIN, 26 Bk 13 B A2 R 20 B I I 15 21 (10971 2 0 % R e e A2 1) 28 0 B2 )
AIERE N R AR PRI B 1R R AR ZE AR B = {0, 13 SRATBOP IR 15 0 3, o 1 7 (KA 3t 22 50
(5) P9I [R) I B0 K, T 4580 4% DU 307 R G 1S 1 2 4 % S5 50 R SR A% Boolean AU FEAL, W1 22 S (6) TR,

lg(1-7) =1g(-B) =3 d! -[lg1 - p))] ©)

J=1
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H6 % E2E BRARHNFEMER P SA FE 1 B AR R o) 417 N 23 5X(6), IV AT SR A 28 s 42 3k 20 4% B s (1 911 2 S T ML %
PR 2R 22 5X(6) P T RE AL AR BB @), ANl Bk, D T i 5 HH e g e 201 I — A AR SCnT S L SRR (18] Hh St 1K
5 BT SSOR kAR K AR B VL AT KU 1P W 4 1 45 5% B 3 ZE S B0 M 2R p; (10 0T A — fogt oKk i
3.2 HESREEZORTTEERN
3.2.1 H:T BMAP & A7 JE Bk 4

FE 24 IR 200 48 Wi 11 2 B 1 2500 S BRI AR U 24 1T 1 YR E2E BR AR I e RN &5 B B 3 IF % E2E 4% & ik
ZHEM IR INIHIE B2E M X NES PAERIRHERGES P PHREIARA RN ECQRNEMENEKT Py
TEE% A% Py 3T BMAP HE NI 8 5 25 5y I AR A 26 R B % 1, RIS T 2 AU 80 4% DU 37 IR 2 G ARG -4 € E2E
PERPEBEAR S ¥ [y =1 HERE DU 357 1o 458 200 ol (¥ B AR 58 X 5 1) B 19— 2 EC(EL (A 28 5 B 4 45 [x=1). e DI 385
JRE L K BMAP #E I 0] 75 23 38(7).

P(X.Y)

argmax P(X | Y) = argmax PY) ()
Horh P(YYIN5 B AR 1 BEARIN 45 B OC, 1 55 1 B 28 BTG O i o =X (7) 6 S Ad i v A U (8) s
argmaxP(X|Y)=argmaxP(X ,Y y=argmax {P(x,)-P[yip.(v:)]} (8)

o pa () Ay IS BT ARG B 45 E2E AR 5 5 S 20 1 FOIRAS IR 28 (0 T A B I R A 380 1 5 S P R 1, B A2 0k
CHE I AT 1 AR AEIHIE T B AR TR BRI Y A A i e M R R S AR R AR A SR TR
MRIME 2 O A
P(y=0lp,(v)=10,...,0})=1,P(y=13x=1nx;ep,(y))=1 Q)
N T E AR H bR R R B2 S9) AT APl ()t T TP 199 286 rh 35 DR 25 A2 AL SR ST F) B AL A e, 2
B IP 4G HEAT 1 K E2E B A0k REAR WU, HHE 07 45 B 2% 490 S MO 2 4 A1 A 1 Jo o, A DA, DL 585 R AE 3 A58 28 o ) — I RBE ¢
AR P (k)= CEp (1= p)"™ =1, 50 TP 19 2% 5% A1 2 4o 4 R A R (10) .

P(X,)=ﬁp7’ (A=p)" (10)

Sertn g D 2 i IS %0 B2E J11 96 #5424 £ P rb IR 20 1) B i K DA e, 3 BT B T e e 2 AT 2 PR B A 1 B SR Ai  1K
(10)7 P(xy) B A 35 R AELIN XS I oe=1 PR ZE B 1, )

argmax P(X |Y) = argmax P(X) = argmaxﬁpfj “(1- pj)(lij) (11)

j=1

X QD) P BOS AT A K (12).

ngr ner p
argmaxZ[xj-lgpj+(1—xj)-lg(1—pj)]—argmaxZ{xj~1g1 ’p +1g(1—pj)i| (12)
j=1 Jj=1 i

For 1g(1—p)) IR I 5 B B IR S oy DA TG DK, MUK A% argmax P(X Y ) RISK AR xj-1g o,/ (1—p)) 1114 doe R AR 1 A e K AF
IS L P B B £ 5, B 8- A 8 B2 R AR R B 7 2 A A A 2 I R i 2 AP 2 A DALk, 2 s (12) mT Ak 22 K (13).

argmaxP(X|Y)—argmaxZ£:[xj ~lg1 i J (13)
T - Dy

i+ BMAP fRUANME C, I FE B S A7 e, 51N C, RIE 3 W A X (14) .

& =[lg1_pj J/vcore(li) (14)
p;

SR, Ay BT 2 3 i R R S B BB 1 140 3 5 B WL score(1) Y T I 20 BE RS [ 75 B2E 0 2L R
G B S S AR BMAP YEIU,C 15/ O B B B 198 i 4 J 2 5 R 2 T8 O BB 1,
322 HEWT R BE B 40 o

(1) BEELER
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TEHERT Y B2E 4% b 4 5 R AR JE (W BE IR 1, )7 ,CLLRRI B3k 3 Y Ploffi S 4 1% 25 4, 4 90 Rl 0 W 7
LS S RS P P RS R L, WA TR (A BRI SRR R AR R BB AL S QA
iff 5 Tk BT 16 450 B S92 Ak R s S

EX 2. FFAEGF &R L, ARG P Py WilgRE AR ZHNLIHE| D(P))-D(P,)<0.05, 11 %
% Py 5 Py AHC B REAH L.

MR A (Q2), 45 H 2 B AR RA SR L AR IR RRIEX(15)AMEF HL,E2E #1543 in
AP TR B R, LA AR =005 1 HE M S 52 D I JEE i 1Y) i 4% B R /b N £y 0.05.

@(P) =1—1j[1—¢(1j>] (15)

o, (P Ky 5 1% AR, 1)l B AR IR 20 8 B B 10 AL 2 n, Ol HE B2E B A% PO 204 B4 0 1 1 ORATE T LR 411 9
HEEG 1, J5 A EER 1, SR LAt 2 G K B ol Ak S I T AN DA SR /N I 7 o SR F R USRS B T A
1, SR TR 22 A SO Y CLLRRI S35 KR B 1, 4% B2 B R Hi% P B R B 2 KT
B 0.05 Bk AT A Ty — AN MRS Q.

TN R AR QI AN I E 4 HAT MR /S C, (8 AR K U AR 418 1) 4 5 000 TP ) 8¢ w45 % 1 11
S PR AR HL muam (1) (L 08E— 25 W7 K L AT 82 K a1 0 B 4 A o A9 B 2% ) 0 9 11D 8 1,

(2) TEREMILZR Howf e

oA T 3 4 Range tomography 9 i 5 B8 i K B SL U0 42 a-similar R EM Z B Y CLLRRI 5k 42
BRI R KM A5 QP & B2E 48 B R, 78 4k B AT SR AR Pk BE ARSI 2R B 5110 7 k. SR SRy 32
NRA16)FTR.

arg max @(P)— argmin D(P,
5= g peo @) —arg pea P(F) (16)

argmin,, _, (F)
M, argmax , _, @(R) M argmin,_, @(R) 73 5 Jy I B AR 4R 15 2rh F A0 5 (1 S KA A S /ML
(3) I 2% A0 A 4 B
RRBARE L QP BER 1, ) TORMEMEE range(@,)ili 2 2 N7 IR AL
argmin,, ., @(P) < range(p,,) < argmax,,_, ®(P) (17)
BRI L 27, % E2E BACTERE VI @, = avg{®, |1, € PP € 2}  Hil L AR (18).
argminP'EHQ(E)g@Pi <argmax,_, (D) (18)
BAXA7. ARAHMRALRA6), THARANFT AR AZELLR.
Irfnge((p,m)—@,[ <5 19
argmin(range(e,,, ). D,
F A 2R (19), M ZERE RS 1, 1260, 238 30 [ T 3R 7R 22 70(20).

D, Y
range(y,,) = m,(l +0)D, (20)

iE R

— range —é —
(@) 4 range(p,,) = @, I, 242K (19), % <6, B4 range(p,,) < (1+ 6)D, ;
B
— 5 —range @
(b) ™ range(p, ) < B, I, A5 (19), 22 ENPm) 5 w149 range(p, ) = .
' range(qolm) 1+5

2,
1+

i bk (a),(b), 1T 15 ‘5 < range(,,) < (1+ 6)@, , 2+ K (20)FFHEE. O

4) R AL BRI
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BT KA TP W48 78 2 BB FE BN N T REAS HE T 7€ B2E BX AR 2 15 A7 A8 LA 2 B i W 42 5 v
[ B AR AT I, 7 v R ) AR QR (R ER AR % B A R AR HE IR R 0 B 7, 26 3R B I RO B R AR R
TR F oA J B B B UL B 48 AR5 QR S B, AN TERE N T — SE HE T, I B B L B A2 08 2 10 T A B i 52) a4k
GrQ T P AR T A A8 T R 1, 110 25 2 R PR B AR, AT A S TR, TR SR M i A R (19) TR
@, =®, -, I, €R,PeP (21)
Horr, @, o Ui AR & QP & E2E BEARYERE T3 (8. 0 i B AR A8 Ik LU B i A 25 0 3 ST, 7 G T R %
RES P PRI RS K F 0 20 L I R 3, R RS P NSO HEWT I 7R 45
B T- CLLRRI SA7EHEATIHIERERS 1, 28338 FIHEWTN 51N T 1E BEAH AL 47 2R S8 S gt TR L £ T 4 2
B % 25 A e Y TR HE W I K0 okt 2 B BRI ZE E2E BS AR N E R R IR UE T 1% B2E R AR PR IE— 4 BE R I 2
I, 40 2 % B B AP e 30 L A 408 A0 T O AT T, A 28l B T T /N B R AR R I P ) 2 4 T R 22 4
i T AR W R
33 BESERESH
ASCHEH ¥ CLLRRI 51745 CLINK J% Range tomography 5772324 NP-hard!"**?!) CLLRRI 5712 1= 447
B AT 2 5 6 WO 22 SR i d S RN S A 7 B L 2 0, 2 3 [ HE BT B 5 20 0 R TP R 8 S e M 2 3] il R
T SE B AR BN ng JTFE B AR IR 22 (B 5 S EOR o, BT BRI 4 B 1 2E SR B0 M 26 ) B e BT E
FIMIE B2E MR BRINEIN T BT I8 42 3 SU351) 56 146 470 10 3 250, 21 560 R 23R SR e 2k 1k R 4 2 500 I Ak o, i 3
TERRAR PP CIEAMBE IR, W1 3] ng(ng+1)2 NS T IP M4 BT R HR P ng(ng+1)/2>>n,,
U SR A2 45 K AT FE SR B0 ME R p, IRV INE IR S 24 5 Oh O(nglogng). 53 Ah, i T CLLRRI 5721 40 S i o 7 S L E AL
R0 PR HE DT P R P A 0 R S R R —F Tog(np+ DIT UL, MO N M E A O(ngng). ot ng
N B IS 22 1) 2 B 45 K0 o R I B B AR R 0 (A B B B8 A 300 1Y A(527 A BE ) I I 4 5N CLLRRI 53
IS B 7 A S 50, 28 Y0 [ HE T, SRR 38R T2 AT I T AN R I 2s.
34 BARRERMANKE
CLLRRI SyRfEan .
1) {%B) N ¥k E2E P 7Rk BRI &5 S, 2% S AR TP ) 4% -4 5 41 28 56 50 W% p.
2) MRIEMEIIZI5 E2E MR E AR AR/ EAEER py 13T BMAP #ENLHERT p, h A 0T BER A4
PHLE IR 1,
3) WAEAE L, AERMHIEN®REES Q.
4) R H QI AR PR BEAH AL, R B SHEWT Q F AU 2830 .
5)  FIWrQh & AR EARIETIETT 1, HEWT0 Z 00 20 P9 - S 7R, RS Bk G i 428 T SR B 42 B AU BN TE
L, WAL ZRIE TR P, T 12 5 47 0 440 1 L Al o e A 9230047 — SR M ZEHR T, AT R ML 42, 1E NEE 6) 28
P A% T AL 2 T T
6) FHEE L, Wik ELR,
7) RIBIEE 2)25 1R PR WA 2 ik A I 25 A B Y T B B AR AR S O S SR A R
CLLRRI H: P AARE1F.
CLLRRI &%,
FUN 25 ) I R A B ) & B R 2R S 2R pjs
HT I ZI R DU IP P45 vh % E2B SR AT IR A REER [ TR I AR E num (1)),
MHT I %0540 %8 B2E B2 A PR E2E BARSEA P INZE B2 R A B L & T,
TN 20 %41 2E E2E 40 20 WMME m, .
i v AT O SE B S FLMERESE AR B
1: Initialize y=0; {HIGRLIZERERE M REEE A}
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Initialize @, =m, , P;eP; {FY12EH AT QRMPIECH AT 2145 E2E #2005 1))
Update P=P-P,I'=I—{,|],eP}; {(FBRIEWTILRL A IEH A0 Ik 2 0 6 )
while P=J and 7= do
B =argmin,, ,{@p}; {Py N P HA RN ZAUREEIT)
for each link /;eP, do {HIWTER12 P, h BT 55 B )
score(l;) = number(P) |, .p pop ; (YT I 2060 B L 1 AR A
end for

9 q@pm%kﬁq%mmm;{ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁ¢%%%hﬁ%%%%%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%%

k
I 1) BMAP AU Co(4)}
10:  Q2={P|P;eP,P||Pyl=argminC,(l).;,e Py,P—Py<s}; {HF|5 e P, MK HIEREMIT (1R BB FE
NF B 6=0.05) ) B A2 e A
11:  Q={P|P—Py>e}; {FEREMEERNTHMHS0.05 MERMANELGQ}
12: L, =argmin, ,C,(,); (S Cp(lo)Ie/ MERIBER 1 B 015 HEWT Z A5 0 1 BE % )
130 [, =argmin, _, num(ly); (W2 5KEER Cy(h)Fe MEA R AR num(1)#iE }
argmax , o, @(F) —argmin, o @(F)

4 0 : LR 1, 0 R A QR R AR 4 B R P R
argmin,, _, @(P)

e
150 @, =avg{®, |l, € B, e Q}; [RIEEAHER I, RIS QAT HHE)
I6: imgww{@qi?@ﬂﬂﬂ;{%%%%f@%ﬁ@ﬁ%i}

17: g=gx+range(p, ) U OHIE L AR EHIEERIIANES 2T}
18:  if Q'@  {EAFTE AN S BVE BE AR AR A2y

19: Update @, =@, -®,.l, PR, ReP; {EHikitE0E}
20: Update P=P—1,, l,,cP;, P;cP; {FR 1% CHERT H BER 1,1}
21:  endif
22: P=P-{P|FeP,®, crange(p,)}; (B RIES P P RBRES RS 1, AR ERRE
HEWTEE 2 BT A
23: I'=I-{l},le{domain(l,|l, € PP, € P,®, €range(p,,))} ; (T A B B A O R BRI 1, SR
L AR % )

24: @, =max{0,®, —-@,},VP e P,l, ¢ B; {SHUEHE L, MKEE0E
25: end while
4 KWITEM

W PPN FVE R SER ik 3 Pl B ST R L 7 ST IR RN ST S A L b B S 5 U R AR E
(benchmark) £ %1, 52 5 40 715 W] D58 4> HE 48 H im0 AN 08 250 SIT 0 0 SI2 36 J7 V2 S oot S 3 Py ] 2 1k 5 L S P B A
RV S S5 560 A4 B S AR A A RN benchmark. B, oA T 2080 b B (0 530325 19 1 A 36 B, A S0 0 1) SR B 0L 5 56
J% Emulab {j B85 %} CLLRRI 57% Y5 CLINK L X Range tomography &7753E 17 P B LLAR VPR

4.1 RPALEITFM
*F Internet 37 41 45 M BRI 9T, 70 AN © &40 T R 2 LAE, WA 1) Waxman BEALE BRI Albert 25 A\ 12142
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I TE R FE 0 2% R0 T BA, T 5] Bu 25 A H HY (056 11 25 B O 0 58 0 A R A RGP A AT 83K 18] 2 o B At
BT Internet 37 415 A4 1R R, Db 1 56030k 4 B 55025 (00 A7 280 B e A 0, A S A8 B Brrite 3 A2 Bl 2 120 23 ) 26 il
3PORAIZEAEL. MIRLE TP 924+ 5 28 i Waxman A5 28 o {00 okt 5 5008 B 25 10 e 50 0y 184 o v 344 o, (6 G
TRAE R A AR AR T BEAE /I X 45 TR TP 9 28 BAE R AN IR 37 K, 397 8¢ ey 2 3 s i A ) T 5 o
i BB ) R0 R0 HE BA J GLP IF 2 28 T IX W AMRFAE A4 38 1) B AT 43 A1 52 7 S ke AIE 1 JE v B35 Y 2 A6 230 3
i 0 4 2 5 RS AA T T Internet 5 1.k T 5 U LG F A SR H RV AR AN T ) 486 T 05E v R T E e e 9 FELE
7E Eclipse MARS.1 “F5& 5,8 3 Fh7RS [R] 8 45 B0 30 0 S04 G A W R0 A5 000 TP R 2%

4.1.1 BiEFEAG R E

P A H A LM OV B IP R 2% rp &4 M I S S0k i T TP 48 v &% W S 6 11 25 40 5 Sl AR i 0.20Y,
DR 7 R0, B S TP W) 248 BRI (10 S 56 v 188 6 45 1) 28 B 14 1) 25 F 56 R 0.05,0. 2] S Tl 2 T e 3, e s 5 o6
0 24 [0,0.017].— LA M 70 0 2540 2 RS AL SIZ B TP 190 4% % % 25 40 IR AN Bernoulli BB LI F = 4: E L k.

tF5Ebr TP 4% BN B A M BRI P 4% B2B B 42 0 B0 2 JC V2 O Ul i) o )25 TR o ) — i 5 4 A I
E2E H4% v 10 2540 50 th S RUM i) AL 1R T4 B0IRA —8 IR 8 ERO R ) E2E Bt 42 b (1 1) — 4 i i, I & 0
ZR A A I 1) PR PR A0 AN K BTt A SR FH AL B A 2 AR AR A ZE B i LU 4B £ TP D 468 4 P ASE L e B L =2 —
TE S H TS %, R 45 T 2 B I R 25 A0 2, A0 2R BB N [0.05,0. 2] 2 [T 35— AN BEATLEE. th 2 2R(Q) T 13 1 4%
E2E B4 50 28 50, DL B E2E Bt A0 gl 2 45 2R

FE AT I ZEBE B AR WT I 1H 56 45 B2E 8% A% BN F 17 58 BT 1) 265 i, an % B o 4 R RS A AL 5 L i
[ A% I R AL A ZE AN K R, T B R — 4B R AE AN E2E BR AR P 1 B A 0, 78 TR — IR 2E 4k,
E2E #4281 HL 22 55 i 5 0 A1 [-0.02,0.021:2 [RI B ALK A DU 2.

H T B UEA SO K CLLRRI S0 A8 91 28 B e o 7 S L 75 00 56 305 I kT b 10 2050 A s e ) 24 3
(22) T 7~ K 2R (detection rate, i A7 DR). 3R % (false positive rate, & FX FPR) L Az T 40 3 3 [ 41 W v o =
(accuracy)%F AN [Fl B B HEWT V4 R UEAT VRO, 45 TR A S0 3 57 KRk B S EBORZ 5T, 10 IRSE T 3E 5
2.

DR = FﬂX,FPR = X\F,Accuracy: Q
F X FNX
o F AR 3R SE BRI ZE 55 % (benchmark), X AR FREIVAHEWT H I ZE 85 %, 0 RFEILAEMHEW I 8k R
S R R B
4.1.2 )RS NAEREI

HE PR A ZE ST IO M 2R 2 ) I R PO T BE AR CRUFHEWT PE R (0 R RS D A TSN E R IR R S
h T BE AN 19 E2B M A I R BN A S04 Y CLLRRI 5232k it (1 5% 000, 45 W2 AH B0 22 45 % LU 45 £ AN IR
25 B (node number) LA S AH R 48 RURE . AN £ 40 T BEAT S0, 6 SE T [R] IV R 306 BT ) 47 2 S 8 o 7 1k
REFEAT VA, T8 5 CLLRI 83k 250 N (REUE K.

(1) ARTFFIZE HUBET (1) N EIEEL(=0.2)

FIFH Brite 3 M 2E B8 BEAUAN [H] 90 48 JUAE, 35 25 $(node number) 235124 50,150,300 ff) Waxman,BA A GLP
I 26 40 AR L SR I N=5~100, LU ZE8E 2 LA £=0.2 BEALF=2E 30 2248 2 R FH A SCH H ) CLLRRI B33 i 2
AR NAE, A3 N X E2E BRAT RN 45 B A5 1 2 X (6) 35 R 5 e I 4771 28 S 30 M 4, I 0 24 T I 22004770 28 4 B 1 AT 5
f7 A5 3 PR FIZR B 30 A8 N CLLRRI 52923 2845 ¥ %€ 7. DR K FPR W& 3 oK.

W 3 P FEAR R AMERF 24 N>30 J5,CLLRRI S35 0 HEW 1 58 tLcRe e, B i it 22 K E2E B 4% /1)
P BE IR, A5 0 D59 2% 24 1 (1 A0 S AR e 08 e 2 b 27 =) 0 g Lo 0 4 B %0 % 560 R R, SE L) 4 S 4 B 1 A A
TEA .

(22)
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r 100
—+— Node number=>50
r 90
-=-é-- Node number=150
80 =+=%=-= Node number=300
70
60
&
& 50
3
L 1of
= —#— Node number=>50
L -=¢-- Node number=150 ok
----- Node number=300
I I I I I I I I I | ol I I I I I I I I )
5 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 5 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
N N
i
(a) Waxman i 74
r 100
£ — ﬂ —+— Node number=50
¢ R g LIEEEED e 90
--¢-- Node number=150
80 =-=%=-= Node number=300
or
60
o
r & 501
=
r 40
= —— Node number=>50
L --¢-- Node number=150
=-=#=-= Node number=300
I I I I I I I I I ) P - I | I I | I I L )
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 5 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

(b) BA f57Y

1000
90
80
00
60
-
& 501
=
40
—+— Node number=50
==¢-~ Node number=150
=-=#=-= Node number=300
. . . . . . . . . )

—+— Node number=50
--é-- Node number=150

—-=#=-= Node number=300

60 70 80 90 100

(c) GLP i

Fig.3 Congested link inference performance comparisons of CLLRRI algorithm

under different values of N (different network scale)

K 3

2) AF £ N LI (node number=100)
FI H Brite #1442 A B4 Node number=100 P £ BT () Waxman,BA J GLP # M EZY ik HL N=5~100,1
3 MEL 0.1,0.3,0.5 1 Eo A8 B AL A= i i 4 2 = A R B A SCHR HA ) CLLRRI 503250808 U AN [/ NV B3 3 N ik
E2E BEARTRIN 45 S TR R 15 B 2 2X(6) SR BN A4 1 11 2 58 50 ML 25, 0] 24 Wi B 21470 2 S ik 00 AT o 7 A 3 AR A TR 2 2
B4 B8R ,CLLRRI S5 ZE 85 1 ¢ 47 DR A& FPR 43 Sl an [ 4 fios.

ANIA) N AEZEECT CLLRRI S92 10 471 2 B i 4 D7 1 B EL L (A ) 94 22 I A5
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1001
—— {=0.1

--6-- {=0.3
80 —dk- 0.5

907

01

60

FPR
o
=)

30RZQ ~

20 ——{=0.1 201
--9-- £=0.3
=K== =0.5
. .

Il I I I I I I I I I ]
0
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

(a) Waxman 1574

10F
301
201 —— =0.1
-=é-- =03
10
= Kes 0.5
0 L L L L L L L L L I
5 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 5 10 20 30 10 50 60 70 80 90 100
N N

(b) BA #71

£ sor
a0
301

20F ——=0.1

1oF -=o-- (=0.3

—gh- £=0.5

ol . . . . . . . . )
5 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 9 100

(c) GLP fy

Fig.4 Congested link inference performance comparisons of CLLRRI algorithm under different values of N
(different congested link ratio f)
K4 ANIE N AEIZEECR ,CLLRRI 535 4 28 4 4 W 1 8 LE A (AN )41 28 Bk s EL A9 )

WE 4 Pros AEAFER MR N>30 S REA Rt >) %5 B AT R R, ST HE PN 1 %1 ZE HE % 1)
. DRI 5 2 (0 SR P R B AR SR ) CLLRRI LD N=30 1E 2% 2] i B % E2E BA2 1 AR R
Ve e
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(1) A [F) 40 2 5 % LA T S HE T M e LU IR
J T B UF A SCHE H ) CLLRRI SLVETE A R SE 5 26 Lu9) £ B9 HEWTPE B8, R M Brite 46 40 A2 iR 43 70 B4
100 /M7 1) Waxman,BA J GLP 2% 41 b, ¥ & =[0.1~0.5]BAHL™ £ 1] 76 4 %
T 58 R ESE 30 IR E2E B AT PRI 1R B 4 2 2 A 45 B BRI E2E B AR RO ZE 15 00, 3K ARl TP o9 2 v
BB I () AT 2 S0 50 WE 2 AR S R S A B s 0 ZE AR AR E2E B AR ZE M A, 2 A CLINK,Range
tomography S A SCHE H 1) CLLRRI Hik b AT 91 26 4 1 K 30 7560 S Y L HE O, 73 5 ke w6l 5 s i
CLINK S AN 8 8 A7 HH A 8 4% I T TG V2 b AT 40 2 e B 2500, 2 YU 1A 4 A7, DK b, 7 ) 9 B 25 00, 28 0 L AR M
2 Accuracy Vg M2k 1€ rh k> CLINK 503 1) PE R T 6.

—8— CLLRRI
i
=0-- CLINK
sxé 3N --6-- Range tomography

100

90

—&— CLLRRI
=+@-+= CLINK

==€-= Range tomography

100
[

—8— CLLRRI
-=6-- Range

70 ":;3\ 7 e VT
GoF TSI 0., 60 60
= ~.°\ """"
Z 50 s0f T —— <
40 40
30 30
20 20
10 10
. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘ ‘
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
f f f
5 7]
(a) Waxman #5i 74
I(NV: 100
—8&— CLLRRI
L' S 90
80 80
70 70
60 60
I3
£ 50 & 50
40 40 40
30 30 30
20 —8— CLLRRI Ll — Omrmmrmmimmaen 20
=@ CLINK e R —8— CLLRRI
0 wp o g 0
-=-- Range tomography =T e === Range tomography
) ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ , ‘ ‘ ‘
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 ‘[’l 1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
f f f
-
(b) BA f57Y
100 100 100
9 —8— CLLRRI
90 90 90,
=+~ CLINK ...
80 80 -=9-- Range tomography 80 el
70 70 70 ‘0\\
60 60 60 \’0 ~~~~~~~~~~~~
- o= &
= 50 & 50 50
8 &
40 40 40 ..
%
30 30 30
20 —8— CLLRRI 20 20
=+Q-= CLINK —8— CLLRRI
10 10 10
==€-= Range tomography ==6-= Range tomography
, ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ! 2 ‘ ‘ . ‘ ‘ ‘
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
f f f
e ]
(c) GLP fify
Fig.5 Inference performance comparisons among algorithms of CLLRRI, CLINK, and Range tomography

under different congested link ratio f (node number=100)

K s

(node number=100)

AN [E) 0 ZE 4% 4 LE 9 £ R, CLLRRI 2755 CLINK & Range tomography 532 FOHE BT P A LL &
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1) HZEREE A Pk 7e b

tE 5 4 i) DR A FPR A LUE 40 3 BRI 46 4 P 4% A 2 Waxman,BA J GLP,3 ML # 2 7E GLP
LR P 4 0T P BB A AP, IO BA B  Waxman A5 B fg 72 31X 15 19 4% 3 M BEBY 1) 45 M A AR RO &R, I T GLP &
BA ¥ R MRS, H GLP b otk AR MEAR R B2 B 424 B 4 i, L 2 B Pl 28 10790 AU 22 G o0 B R 9
B4R, M Waxman 5280 #% 12 B 354, DR ik 28 4 i B0 &2 3 SSUBVEHE T P e T B B 8 AR SCAR 1) CLLRRI
CLINK 53 406 51 1P 19 46 #4-6  3EAT T #1198 56 5 4111 21, 11T Range tomography $7{X LA“E2E 7 rh Jt 52
B H 2 (R S0URE 2% Ok Jee 3 1T R R A 4 2 1 B 10X — 28 6 A URLBE AT 4T ZE B I 8 A, R 8 43 25 RS AR TP ) 4%
S B 1) B B 0 4% 0 IR b, %2 % I T ZE W Range tomography S92 (O HEWT 2 B8 T % 0 2 .7F Waxman Y A
CLLRRI 5.7% DR Lt Range tomography &% & 10%LL &, JF HEE #9386 K, CLLRRI S k&R 08,2 £k 3
0.3 I, kb Range tomography & H! 20% LA L ;M 24 £iE 51 0.5 I, = U 40%.CLLRRI 5.3 4F BA & GLP B R 1y
HEWT Ik B b, B M PRI, AR I I B R B R R R GLP B R, fIA %) 0.5 Bf,DR RAARFFTE 92%LL [, 5
F=0.1 I (¥ DR=98%) I Lk, F FEANE L 10%, 7~ Y CLLRRI 5732 A7 % v i 2 B v [/ R, 3 Bk 5792 FPR 2
75 GLP BRI UR AR FFAE 10% LR 78 BA BORUR AV 20%, 71 Waxman B3R AL 30%.

CLLRRI 595 & CLINK 4973438 1k 2 i Bt i A2 Pk BEERIN, SR I T 45 B 6 40 2 500 560 S0 U % 4 S B i b AT
f7 AR BT CLINK S0k 5E T fe /Mt i 78 75 AR BLIR (TEHE T E2E B AR K — SR PR 2L 0 1 ) RV BE L B AR RE B,
AN HE W7 12 45 15 I A E S AR ZE 65 %), T CLLRRI 7445 B B2E #42 £ K ik o048 )3 & e A7 BE2E i
T2 HPRT e R AR A 2 ) B HE BT 1 e 55 CLINK BB A A 2 3548 .

2) INFEEE M X AR HE W B o A

Jo T e UE CLLRRI 75 f H1) 2 i B 2% 00 36 315 [ 4k 197 1 M 1) 1 (accuracy), 76 AN 7] 26 72 11 1o ¢ 8L 7Y
T,CLLRRI & Range tomography 5751 Accuracy 1 88 LLiR 45 S an &l 5 H1¥ Accuracy fiT/~.CLLRRI 5L 7EAR
[F] £ ,Accuracy 4R % 5T Range tomography 5095, Renll 2 75 GLP #%! T ,CLLRRI 55 1) Accuracy 4f Z{RFE7E
95% 47 B f I3 n,Range tomography S HEWT M B8 T B W B, 24 Y1 2 B % L9 ak B 0.5 K ,Range
tomography 5751 Accuracy A2 50%. 10 A SCHEH ) CLLRRI Sk UG 2R FF T BEom N S M R R 5 & 7E GLP
BB B £ ISR, Accuracy FRARAS A S, 24 £iX %) 0.5 B, Accuracy 1515118 90% 75 45

CLINK F1 Range tomography 53555 T e /N I 4 55 S #118  CLINK HVETE 8 T ¢ E2E B% AR (41 %€
e % I, AN - R 2 % 4% P A B 5 Range tomography 575N PL“E2E #42 H IL 28 H i 2 HOIR A4S % 0 Iy
AT BB R A I R B I IX — 8 SRS 06 A URAE DA A S i B AR BT 1 E— A4 DO B A e N B SR BUE A 2 R AR,
S p L P 4R A 2 P, 22 T T e MR 2 T B R FF I 2. CLLRRI 5535 T BMAP HEN, 2 47
E2E #1128 B 47 vh d 45 oy AR AT 286 1) B A DT 25 60, 2R YL 1 38E £ T B2 B A% P A4 78 22 S5 M 2 4 B, CLINK 5006
VEHEWT LL & Range tomography 5545 A R 5 5 80 I HEWT % 2.

(2) TR P48 BB SR T P e Ll A
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Fig.6 Inference performance comparisons among algorithms of CLLRRI, CLINK, and Range tomography
(different network scale)
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7 T E S R

W 56K b SCFEEN Emulab 4 BUSZIG - 6 28 1 TP R 2% 3 b 45 #, B8 BA% BE I HE 55 100Mbps, IF ZE 15ms;AS
P54 OSPF BhSE2E 4% A AN J5e i i 120 D1 200 32 36 R ) 246 25 A0 R FH LML 5 A A0 90 4 e ek ) S8 i, 25 F R
O MR A [0.05,0.21350 57 43 75 24 5% 6 1E 45 I, 25 B0 28 B0{E IRk A[0,0.0113% 59 73 A0 b 453 4 B i T ) 4y 500 28 05
% F IR Bernoulli ML 2,457 2min LA LG £ BEAL = A 55 % A i
422 SR

AT I AE AR FE B B HE T 7R Emulab 05 BUSEEGF 6 T IHERT M AE, U £2[0.1,0.5] R 3 FhEE S i HE
W7 214 7 I %03 2 e i % L B R VG L 3F 5 BN benchmark (B 8588 Z AR KT 0.05 M4 4E ST LR,
IO UEEVAE R A AL S 00 25 R A AR R S EOR B 0L T, 3050 10 I8 515 1, 50560 L 45 a8 .

1008 100

=+0-+= CLINK
—8—l
80 ==€-- Range tomo

90 90

DR
FPR

30 30 30
20F =@ CLINK 20 £ 20

—8— CLLRI =T —8— CLLRI
10 wre@ee——— 10

—=@-=Range tomo e T = -=6-= Range tomo

o L L L , o L L , L L ,
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
f f 3

Fig.8 Inference performance comparisons among algorithms of CLLRRI, CLINK, and Range tomography
on the Emulab platform under different congested link ratio f (node number=20)
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Table 1 Results comparison of congested link position among different algorithms

R ARSI A i A 4 R L AR

Hk SE LA ZEBE B IR (8RR P R(HHEERY DR (%)  FPR (%)  Accuracy (%)
CLINK 6/1,0/4,3/19,6/2 -2/8 80 0 /
Range tomography  3/19,6/2,2/8,6/1,4/11 —0/4,+4/11 80 20 75
CLLRRI 3/19,6/1,6/2,2/8,0/4 - 100 0 100

& 1,CLINK Hykimis 7R ZERERs 2/8, L iRfast i ;Range tomography HVAIRAKL T BERS 0/4, 2K T 4t i
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