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Abstract: As a challenging problem of the upcoming next-generation networks, multi-constrained quality-of-
service routing (QoSR) is to find a feasible path that satisfies the multiple constraints simultaneously. For the NP
complete problem, the heuristic SA_ MCP by applying the simulated annealing to Dijkstra’s algorithm is proposed.
SA_ MCEP first uses a non-linear energy function to convert multiple QoS weights to a single metric and then seeks
to find a feasible path by simulated annealing. This paper overviews the simulated annealing method and analyzes
the issues when it is applied to QoSR. Extensive simulations show the following conclusions: (1) SA MCP has a
high performance w.r.t. routing success ratio. (2) It has a good scalability in both network scale and weight number
k. (3) It is insensitive to the distribution of QoS constraints. Furthermore, when most QoS requests are feasible, the
running time of SA_MCP is about O(k(m+nlogn)), which is k times that of the traditional Dijkstra’s algorithm.
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Dijkstra Ji% 69 k42 (k 4 % % A~4%).
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AN () A0 QoS BRAH T 3y e B o 60 i 0 WL . vl Lo T L8 A S e A i A RS
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() JR BRE (1) 5 52 e vy, T8 ¥ P 8 2 B R v 5(2) v M R AR 2 RS B 92 B A7 1 1) FT AT 1K 42:5(3)
SR ST 0 SR R R AR 0 1T B T, AN AT 8 . AR SO T ) oy AU KB ARG I A Z 40 QoSR 4,
BEUFSEOL T SA_MCP 53 AZ 5035 B S0 AR 4k RER bR 0K 2 Fl QoS 2 BEBE AL J i — RE AL AR i RS AXAE
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e, cE i H e=v,>v, FAHE G M4l 76 QoSR 445 A BE B e B b 41 HI I 6 36 1 B A

(W, (€), W, (€),...,w, (e)) TR ABEH e 1 QoS JER, 54 wie) Jod wi(e) e R N MIBARBMW TR X 1<I<k.
AR VLT T AR p=vy > v oo v, BUE w(p) =2 wy (v, —vy) il 2 AT k.
EX 1(ZARIEE MCP). W T4 €A 1 E GVLE), L E R 5 . "

s~ HARTT A ¢ A k22 FEBUE wie)eRTELR AR 5 ¢ = (c),¢y505¢, ) M 2.3 44 6.1 5,1)
s B¢ MBRTE p B0 5 LB AR, R w(p)< e, M 1<I<k,fSY S 0 0 t
(1,5) (1,5) 9,9 [C3)]

wip)<c. (a) Original network graph
HF 455 19 QoS 1 3K, QoSR 1 1 HEAT 45 4 A2 7 4 Wi 119 4 R & R o (@ BRIV
T ZR 1 42 MCP.Dijkstra 5 H1 T 58— 5 & F USRS R R ¢

(SPT)H vk AT B I S04 5 J0 i AR MCP v R s % b ST o6

g L 50 vl B A S 2L i ) S i 4 C (b) The calculated "least energy path"
a

.~ T A S 4 RE R o — B, LA P S5 0 d

EX 2. T g(p)=maxy, (w(p)fc)) T p MALREHL T RILH 3 t
IR RAEL, LT e =(¢hcqmnc) ARFEN TN QoS 1 3K 4R 2=10 ¢ g=12
%At (c) Least energy path

(c) B/ RERERAT

0T g(p) DAL R ECABOER GO SRR Py ezl — N
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ST MER B 20 e B RRo s b s s T PR
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FERLIR K FLVEBAT 4 AR AR HEZ T BERA 1;(2) TR ERE T N A 2REn;03)M
W R 0 FEI LR KSR 2 R A AR (4) S ISR A MO T B 4 4 10 1. 5 25 R R 1 AR
Ll BEUUE K B K 0 A8 T B S b CRAIE B8 5 WS 4 R B AR At TR Ik, o T 388 S BE N Ry 58 A Ak, AT 38 v
QoSR By (1) th Ji Uy Z (P Sid 1k 8 ), B AT K B 4RLIR K 51N QoSR Hy.

3 ETHRUMBAHBARNEZ

3.1 BEiAREE

H TR B e VSRR A e B ) 2 e AR AR A N DR ORE AR ULIR S LN B v S d e AL —
AR IEACE L AR A (K 55— AR s A 2 SR A e, AT T v T 2 DB AT S T ik, NN R (R T B A 35
AR 53— AR A8 ] Dijkstra S92, M GRAESEA il #64E — 4% 3 21 57 (14 56 48 6 42 AE A8 1] Dijkstra 595 1H4L SPT
IS, DAME A P(T)RE £ 24 BT AR S 0 A5 A0 210870 2 ) SPT o, AT PRAIE 12 530325 RE 98 5 Ik i 47 i3 A s SR 4R
T W 10 3 8 400 A )

B4 E K QoS R LA s Jy¥it,e Ay H Y i % 5035 1 5 A ] Dijkstra SIETF 5L s AR 5/ Bk SPT, I
XTI 2 0 (R BT AT Y bR 5, R 5 SR AEAR I 5 A AN A A 502 (¥ Dijkstra 532000 I A7 19 s FEP bR 5 BRI
B N A L b5 I L€ IOBER. P(DIEFE AR e B A2, e limy o P(T) = 03 A2 30(3) R EAT — K

b B TR B, AT RAIEBE A b S5 KB NG T — 0.

3.2 {ARLiid

BT R BERUE K AN Dijkstra H0E, FRATEN X 2 AR LA QoSR ) B v T e AU ik

SA MCP, L& 1.
H3% 1. SA MCP H L ik,
SA_Dijkstra(G,root,T)

1. FOR each node ¢ in G

2. g[f]FINFINITY

3. SPT={root}

4. r[root]=0

5. NB={root’s neighbors}

6. WHILE NB is not empty

7. u=SA_Cheapest(NB,T)

8. addNode(SPT,u,NB)

9.  FOR each node v in u’s neighbor
10. IF v is not in SPT THEN
11. SA_Relax(u,v)
12.FOR each node ¢ in G
13, d[f]=r[1]

SA_Cheapest(NB,T)

1. g*¥=min,cyp maxle (rvIHdv])/c
2. FOR each v in NB

3. E(v)= maxle (rvl+d[v])/c—g*
4.2=3 exp(~E(v)/T)

SA_MCP(G=(V,E), s, t, c, T0, grad, I)

1. =70

2. Dijkstra(G,s); //get an initial solution
3. IF (d[t]<c) RETURN relevent path
4. FOR(i=0; i<[; i++)

5. SA Dijkstra(G,t,T); //from node ¢
6 IF (d[s]<c) RETURN relevent path
7. T=T/grad

8 SA Dijkstra(G,s,T); /from node s
9. IF (d[t]J<c) RETURN relevent path
10. T=T/grad
11.RETURN failure

5. x~uniform(0,1)

6. sum=0

7. FOR each u in NB

8. sum=sum-+texp(—E(u)/T)/Z
9.  IF sum>x THEN RETURN u
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addNode(SPT,u,NB) SA Relax(u,v)

1. NB=NB—{u} 1. tmp= maxf:l (rv]+wlu,vl+d[v])/c;
2. SPT=SPT+{u} 2. IF g[v]>tmp THEN

3. FOR each node v in u’s neighbor 3. glul=tmp

4. IF visnotin SPT THEN 4. rvI=rlultw(u,y)

5. NB=NB+{v} 5. Ir[vl=u

FENE G4 QoS T RIUE & s, BART ml ¢t MIAHR M o, K e =(cp,0y5000) A K LR UIEN
s B e IE /NG R R AR R K 4ERE & dli R AW o IR B A2, 75 MR 8 K VAP &AM S R
IR SRR 1.
Table 1 Meanings of the notations in Sa_Mcp
Fz 1 Sa Mcp HENFSHIE N
Symbol Meanings Symbol Meanings

70 Initial temperature root The root node for calculating the current SPT
Backward weights: the k-dimensional weights of

EM) The energy of node v in formula (7) dlu] the path along the old SPT from its root to u
grad Gradient for decreasing temperature v A child node of node u
1 Maximum number of iterations TIr[v] The precedent node of node v
Dijkstra(G,s)  Original Dijkstra’s algorithm for SPT rooted by s glu] The energy of node u
u An intermediate node NB The set of the neighbors of the current SPT
SA Dijkstra A heuristic for SPT rooted by s based on Forward weights: the k-dimensional weights of the
(G,s,7) simulated annealing, where T is the temperature rul path along the current SPT from its root to u
Z The normal factor in formula (i) g* A locally minimal energy
c k-dimensional constraints of a QoS request SPT A partially created SPT

(1) SA MCP ¥ 0. Z R 30w Yo H A Dijkstra 5095, LL s AR /N3 (Hop)SPTCEE 2 17), Hoh i
% SPT M s 3 ¢ BIHAR A W LA A% 5 0 1 LR R W ok M1 H 5L 37 0 SPT(SE 4~%8 10 4T): 56 LA ¢ R4
SPT(EE 5 47),F LL s AT Hr oI5 SPT(EE 8 47). 454k { ] Dijkstra #1 SA_Dijkstra BR #1556 %1 SPT J5,
H A 9 2% B (KT 55w T ], i HARAE U 1% SPT M u BIMR I AE B (1E L SA_Dijkstra p6 %R 55 12,13 47).
B SA_Dijkstra B8 ZIH, I 75 BAR R b — K BB d[L 1R T B v 57 SPT(HE WL SA_Relax BEEE 1 17). 0041,
REESL AN SPT I, B 56 KB AT % SPT M s B ¢ 1B A8 2 15305 2, 200 ¢, T SR i A2, U R B3R RT3k 4
BAR(ER 3,6,9 1T). B AE FRRLIE K SA_Dijkstra s30T E SPT I, I 75 2215 58 AT (GBF 7,10 47).

(2) SA_Dijkstra G H. 1% BB SE ARG CGE 1~%5 5 47).4R8 5 24 NB B2 I (5 6 47), LUSELLR K (1) 5 2
NB #5155 w5 747), IR AT S A B EZHB 0 15 19 SPT W (55 8 47), 58 Jm FFAR it e (¥ AN RAE
SPT AR & 15 mi (B8 9~2F 11 A7) IE ST IE M SPT J5, K H5 4 i% SPT M root iR EEA 1T &1 ¢ BB AUE (2]
PRAFAE A JR AR 5 [P, DL N R B v 5 SPT S A (B8 12,13 47).

(3) SA_Cheapest i %1% b £ A I T RS0 K A% O JEARL A/ — 8 MR N S B AR B 49 o5, I b A 1
T (MIBEAGX M2 T 0.4 B EE 1 AT,

max ., (r[v]+d,[v])/e,

FontE X 1 st s I, n[v] AR T 7 L BIACUET SPT ¥ root H9 3L v I 1 AL
1B d, VIR T JE W B RN v Bk b ot 500 B AR sl — )T 5 SPT 1 root ™15 s IS 1 ANBUE, % AX
fH E— X5 SPT I RAE(PE WL SA_Dijkstra iR %028 12,13 47).SA_Cheapest B4 1 5615 2477 SPT [ A 41
JE AR BN RE R g*CGE 1 AT TR BERUR KRR E()CGE 2,3 1T), AT fRIE /MK E(v)=0.
MR TRV L) T AR ME LR 7 ZGE 2 4T), 58 1 IR K (D IR 40 A 3R I8 8 53R [l —/MLAE TS 8T e

(4) addNode R £ 1% % £ 5 1% 45 Dijkstra S7352800, 32 B K o I0NGB 5> G SPT N, 75 258 ol 48 J= 17 A
£E NBEF u W NB R 147),% u IANZE SPT H AR & S A2 NB F1 (58 3~% 5 17).

3.3 BEZo
TRV SR AR & 2R AU SA. MCP VA I (B 2 428 7E HA £k FUE RN GV,E)T ,m=|E| 3 M
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28 (3L K, n=|V1 271 S5 B T Dijkstra 5035 NI A 14 ) &2 2% 5 A O(m+nlogn),SA_Dijkstra b8 51 I i) &2 4%
[N O(km+knlogn), [T LA SA_MCP 53 B W I [8) & 2% 5 K O(Tk(mAnlogn)), He b T A EHLIE K 1) B R AR K EL.
25 RS> QoS MK 45 2 R 45 AT REAE 1 AL IR, B T RVE R OEARRT AR R 2 2 5 L4 B A AT %A%, R itk g
% 0 G 2 YR IE AR AR PR 4R B — AN AT AT B AR 5 LA B SO0 S R T 08 R 0] 53 2% 82 1T 0 R T 1 SIS AT I
i) 5 e R aEAR IR B O R AR /N TSR0 S 56 45 45 HR B AT B ) S50 AR BRI O R ).

AR K BERTERT LIRS T HEAT 5T LR AS B PG R R B AL 02 B, 9IRS T=T0 2%
KMAE SA_MCP Hikp figfe EOMERES | BAHE N E0E %, FIRATE R T0=1, )ik &2 30(2). 14k,
UL K SR I S (R RE T — 0, LU AT 1R 43 1 A7 - 8 B S5 IR (RPTR 2 R ik, oA 77 L B i 408 S0 1 o, AT
T PRI S T R Al grad=10, B0 3548 2005 T(2D=10"2, \TTT TQRD<<E)Wi /£ 20(3). 5 4 IR L S2 3 3 0,
A I 26 55 R A IR 4 IO RUCR.

4 BIRMREEM

PEREVEM T ZEALFE A 9 26:(1) AEP LY HUE B R T QoS 17 3K 21 R 4 A4 1) 43 A1 5 BV 1 8 2 1R) 1) 5%
F3(2) BT 2 EA W I EETERE AEREA G B0 B FRATHKE SA_MCP 5 H 1 i & 2 10 1t B doe i (1 532
Z— H_MCOP!" LT T R4 ) L.

TEVPAY L3R S R I FRATHE T NV AN 15 00 58 42 BE LI A0 VO A3 AN 7 A T [1,1000] X 17 7 50 43
A K BB w, (e) , HAR B IG G FRAT 23 AR T 1 4% 715 s N 24 50,100,200 Fl 500 PRI 50, H- 15 453 Ffr 3 L
FEAET 10 AN B A B FBENLIER 100 7R QoS 3R (Y- H (75 s (— AN s Al BB I IR),
RFAVENT s AT SA_MCP Hik v 5/ BE I BR AR FVE VP P, 1 58X IX 100 YR % -5 L A T % SR(success
ratio), RV R % 4% 2 v 4T AR IR 1 SR 2 H 5 B aRL 16 S0 SR 380 E 1) LU, AR 5 P38 a6 10 A [ 288 1 3 P i
REIR 10 AN IR G0 15 2 H Y ME SR,

4.1 BEARTHE LR

i1 T QoSR A ik ¥k i 52 24 3R 40 A1 19 56 Wi AR K, IR B FRAVT 7 UH — Ak A B8 3 S P 6 s b %k & s - H (o
(s,0) 19 QoS i 3K, R F B LL A9l 477 FL35: h BEAS (s,0) K742 QoS LT B e B REAN NV 55 % AN ] BE 5wy, AT a
FR e R AR 8 ) Diijkstra 5030k 2 8 /MG 26 Al B 2R 5

HCOEDIRATICD:
(IBR AR p(s,0). 0 HERF UL R, BATT AT LA A6k 545 52 10 @, €[0,1], @y = 1—ay T 199 48 o AN [ 17 P Ml 45 X6 AN [ J3E
TSR B AR AL ATV T 3 Bl A AR A5 (1) IEAAi(NORMAL): @, ~normal(0.5,0.16);(2) #1724y
4i (UNIFORM): @, ~uniform (0,1);(3) [ IE4 %> £ii(AB_NORMAL): a, ~normal(0,0.16) H. a, €[0,0.5] L+, 4 T f#
UEAE 99.7% I N a, 5 IE A 2 ASHB L 0.5, 300 148 () 1E 240413 wh BUhR HE %4 0.16.

Bl 2 25 T L0 R BE0E KO KBS FIEPERE I SC R LA S H_MCOP 5% 1) LA, 3L R A A Ay
QoS ZyBR I 7= A2 J5 3 T AR AR 4y % £ i)y % SR, 7 % 1h B2 1 P i A PR 7 5040 v 0L 3 AR B /(i 1=1),
TS B B AR A (28 X BB T0=1 K Tfgid E(v), {375 550 0] O3 i mb B AL AR 58, JC v 13 B0 1 i
A6 T Bt A AR ) 386 0, SA_ MCP B3P RE U4 s, - He il 100 %6 .3 U6 W A - $R 4% 1 1 A% b ASE400E K 11
CIUNG A2 T (ki SR

H_MCOP S5 A [A] ) QoS LA F AL H AN [7] ff) Mk i 32 B2 IR ILES 1 W5 SPT IR, Ak W /B
H A R I . S S I AR oy 5 a, B AR 335 (0 B 7R ) NORMAL 43
#i),H_MCOP 5L BE 5 ;% 2,78 B7R 71 () NORMAL 4343 N, H_MCOP 575 2: 68 1H 5 N %.SA MCP 5% A
AR SR IR 38 N 36 7, 76 85 Fh o A 4 80 LA AR e IR P . Ak BB 190 4 B 1R 9 K, SA_MCP LA AR SR g %
TREFIR = (1 1 .
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Fig.2 Performance evaluation with two constraints

K 2
42 ZSEARTHE LR

PIEE AR R AR e

N T AEZ LR (k>2) 1 DL N AT TS ZRURE 5 SRR RE 22 18] F0 9% 2R, FRAT T 6 RN U5 H DX (s,0) 77 7E QoS
LYRGATIN, 15 SEWBEALEL a, ~ uniform(0,1) JR)G % a, = b,/Zf:l b NTTFEEL gl(p) = D) (ayw,(p)) o KT Kt
/N RER AR p ARJE LU w(p) A QoS Ui K IV LI AU A, B c(s,0) = w(p,) I8 3 45 tH T 2 L0 AU AF X Sk g
(IR TR AR AR D QoS ZYTR AN kT AR AR SR O i H J D 3%,

O/=1 0O/=2 WH MCOP O/=1 0O/=2 WH MCOP

O/=1 0O/=2 WH MCOP
02

02|:|I=1 O0/=2 EH MCOP

102 102
199 1% 100 100
96 96 98 98
=4 =4 ©n
Z s %3 & 96 96
90 90 94 94
58 58 92 92
73 s 10k Mo 3 s o 2 3 s ok 2 3 5 10k
(a) N=50 (b) N=100 (¢) N=200 (d) N=500

Fig.3 Performance evaluation with multiple constraints

K3 ZELARTHHIEMLRE

B3 W] R AR/ IR AR BN, SA. MCP 5330300 RE 98 AR A3 AR v O VE e BE A0 B 2R A4 & 8
N H_MCOP HEVERE T FEARTR, T SA MCP SEMKIRREDS OR KR & (ML RE, O HAT QoS 2 AN H ity AU AR
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Table 2 Running time of Sa_Mcp
2 Sa Mcp Hykiz T
Times of iterations =1 =2 =3
Running time (ms) | 19.54 20.36  21.07

H_MCOP
21.90
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