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Abstract: The traffic matrix is one of the crucial inputs in many network planning and traffic engineering tasks, it
is agreed that accurate traffic matrices are crucial, but it is usually impossible to directly measure traffic matrices.
So, it is an important research topic to infer traffic matrix by reasonably modeling, and incorporating the
measurement data of limited links, as well as other prior information. This paper presents the basic concept of
traffic matrix and its estimation mechanism, categorizes and analyzes more than twenty different approaches to
traffic matrix estimation problem proposed recently, and summarizes current research achievements on traffic
matrix estimation problem. This paper also discusses the performance and estimation errors of current approaches.
Finally, future research directions and potential applications of these researches are identified.

Key words: traffic matrix; origin-destination traffic; gravity model; Bayesian inference; MLE (maximum

likelihood estimation); IC (independent connection)
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LR AL EAN A0 )5 2 R AR AT 28] i s DR B e AR 2 —, 2 i, T BB P 28 TETE [) O L R vy ol
KA 3 22 V.45 1R T 1) R . DR o i 28 1 ek 1 FH R R 45 1) EH B 45 1) % D P iy SR W R AT R ) [ I, s, 25 — 8 40
P IER T — S W AT P2P BRI F TR RSOt TR MG AR IE Tk K - 2P U
BT HIPE 48 R (1 (AR (F IR RN 2 A o TR (R I 4%y B S A PR B AR AT AR S
Do &5 1 FH 5 HE DASRAS BV A (R R 25 08 T A DR I 44 (1) IE H5 38 4T, H A R340 W9 286 FH = 15 21 A 1) i 45 o = £ e 1Y)
2835 5 LA TR TS I 4% T 4 IS ATOIR B HEAT S IR I 2 BE A B ) D A AR N T EAT T ORI
28 WA A A BT AR IRARE 9. 22 7, 5 166 0 28 AR 0 8 Sl DI KR T, B T D3 2 T 48 J i e M 4 3 2 A % A A B
JR R B AT 1, X FE AR OCFR B A A5 5 T Y A I P Do) 24 M 4 s A ol SO 38 9 A ) R

AT LA D0, T S B B 4 190 8% S 0 4 S0 DR A8, LA 4 0 ) 00 s SR W B T At 1) 4% 9 P e R O T 17 0, s
7. I £ 3t B 1) S0 HE AR K B B A M e 3K S M 2 R (1 ARG 35, DA T A7 B8 7 A O 0 8% 1 5 G AT 1 24l |,
Tl S AT A 19X 8% D RS R 2, T 5 2 P R 0 1 I 95 ot PR Bt DAy T R 7 3k ) ek P DA O K R
I T RE TN T W 5 P (traffic matrix) (19 HE A& I 12 50 B s e T — /N 4% op BT A Y0 s R0 H I e
X, BT OD %/ (the pair of origin and destination)Z [W] )AL 5t e 3K, 0 4% 15 pii R Y 1R 328 86 2 538 M Y e 6 O (100t 282 1
I S [ 8 PR O B B A RS B IR 40 . 1% B 2% AT PoP(point of presence)Z I BH4H B i1 T~ It 40 B 75 A 3
P 2% gk 5 1) 4 JRp IR A, B I AR R v, S B B LT R AR AT 1 AR SR, E TR LI 1 AT I = A MR A B O
R — AN AR H TR T AT, I Vardi 1 26 7E 1996 4EHEH T M 443% Ml (network tomography)?! vk, 5 7E G5k
R i A2 R FH e A e A A o R

Vi FELRE (AT X655 N, OD 56, Z1 56 AN (7] B 220 B B 75 3K .2 Y= (.. vp) R 7 — A I & vp I A B 1) 9 L T
ORI B E Y=(x,..xp) %M 2 BT OD W B A BT SRR 25 OD SRR iy R ORER 7 > OD
S22 1) PRI R 7 SR A=(ay) 2 IxJ B () 0-1 RE B 5 OD Xt j 2 1A () 3 B 26 i i i 4,00 =15 45 W), =0.4 1) 51145
BT HEAY OD Wi 75 SR AR W 4% v I BE 20 0o (1) 4 3k B I AR 5, B AR A4 2 — /M T S8 Bm i chi (% 5 IR R B i i
REFE. I o AE PR AN BE BRS04 = R OC R T AR R N

Y=AX (1

T F HH T M 247 OD X I Bt KT RE R AL H) T>>1A4 AR — Ml B, X e ecE XA L 24
AT e, S — PP A A 2R 3 1) B (ill-posed linear inverse problem). i & A FEA% S 5T TE AR vk 14 it & 7E ) 50 B 1
WY I A 4 GG A (D) TSRk R R X I B R Y n DU I — A v O SR AR U
(41 SNMP(simple network management protocol)55 )75 21|, #% H1 A B 4 R DL i B b4 19 0 A5 B B0 i 4R
OSPF(open shortest path first), 8¢ # I1S-IS(intermediate system to Intermediate system) %% ¢ A EE 1 11 54 8¢ 14 42
PREEIR

I Y 2 R A P MR A B8 R LS VT 22 2 8 TR 490 A St R O P 38 B0 9 8 A DR Il L HEAT T K == IR AT
AR T — 8 IR, 24K, 55 S 6 14 0 285 B 4 I Y 3 A A 224K 100 P 8 A1 38 A7 7 1 22 R it ) BV A B0 AR S &R
S 53 AT T U S R A R VA AT SUE S, T A R AR I S AR N s AT TR 1 AR
SE8 AR R SRR AN T S AR A (W AN [, 0 H HT 5 H R SRR AL T VEREAT R RN 2 T S
SCHR P BEAT B AL ST VTR BEAT R A58 3 WA 4 I A A A R R T T PRI SR RS 4 TN AR SR 9T T ) A
AT RE N AT ER T 28 5 WX A ST R4
1 REHEMEGEEAZHRR
1.1 # &

3T AR 30 3 o) 3L A R AL S IR AN TR LR TAR 2 A6 38 1 S0 T 25 J LR F2 30 05 ik &
LB AT JE PR AR (R HP g5 A5 A1) A0 8 A IR0, HEAT Al S 1) DG B DR 322 B A SR SR 32 4 O 1k 3R AR B S

S I THEAAE B AE S BT RE-TT ZRRIERAR R HAbTr ARG 505 . A7
AR S 00 TG DAL AR B £ JEL PR 3R AT 7 V5 R o SRR AT R A [, 7T LRE AL B R Al 7 3 5 A LR
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JURE BT . G HERT Tk O BOR K AR T 9 = A5 JSLE R Tk,
Table 1 Taxonomy of estimation methods

e 3 W NIC RPN FIEN

Methods Section Source of extra information
Simple gravity model™ 1.2 Gravity model
Generalized gravity model' 1.2 Gravity model
Choice model'*™® 1.2 Mlogit gravity model
Constant fanout model!”! 1.2 Constant fanout
Tomogravity™ 1.2 Gravity model
Information theoretic approach!'®! 1.2 Gravity model
Bayesian inference!'"! 1.3 Known prior distribution, Poisson distribution
Iterative Bayesian inference!'?! 1.3 Known prior distribution, Poisson distribution
Network tomography!®! 1.4 Mean-Variance relation (Poisson), Poisson distribution
Time varying network tomography!'*! 1.4 Mean-Variance relation (general), normal distribution
Scalable likelihood approach!*! 1.4 Mean-Variance relation (¢=1), normal distribution
Pseudo likelihood estimation''™ 1.4 Mean-Variance relation (general), normal distribution
Quick method'®! 1.4 Mean-Variance relation (general), normal distribution
Linear programming!'7"'®! 1.5 None (interior point method initialization as “prior”)
Worst case bounds by LPL) 1.5 None
Route change method!"”! 1.5 Ability to change link weights at specified moments
Fanout method, principal components method, Kalman ﬁlteringm] 1.6 Gravity model

Independent connection model!*"! 1.7 Independent connection model

ASCULSE AR R BRAT 7 ARy 3= 2, DA S5 AR AU PR AN [7) A 4 e R A 48 48 B A 55 ik 2 1 T e
BBy OTIEAE S 1.2 WP IEATERE M58 1.3 0K A 4 G0 v HE 7 77 325 o 16 DL S 4 B 32 R e R ABLAR
ATV DL HE W 5 92 i U R A S 0 A5 B LT AR S 0 A5 R L d L (K 3 s de K ABLAR A
AR BIE-T7 22 % A B REORAG 5 OD X it A BB LA 2SR 6 45 6L 28 1.4 10RO S AL AR AN % 1
AR TTIEIEAT 73 289 1 452 b SR I AR SRR T A T PR SR AR (B 1 AP R e PR R D i B0 A S B0 A5 S,
73 A H A B AR T2 U AR e DR T 05 1 BAT A3 S5 S0, AU T i M mh R4S 0 32 1 mT eI F A8, D
LLE AT E U045 B % AR A0 7 R B i AR B b AR A AN LI ZUAN [R) OD 6 AR EL AR ST DU T W00, L ok 4 v
DR L B A e e FRORS A 82, DAAS 3 SRS A RO A S 5 L5 1.5 3 bl 23 A A B R A S U I T ST Y
J3 1 JEIC VR AE S 5 2 24 /NI ) BRI SR 00 AT A HE AE 58 1.6 TR A GUBT I $ Y T A P R 7k S A8
PR ST 38 $ AR A5 50 56 A 6L A S DL S B K A O 5 A1 O Joe H L 17— S50 Y RO Al B3T3 DA AR A SR BT 5,
WAE 1.7 Widie.
1.2 ENRE

R (gravity model) e 5z fif H4 9 — Rl oS00 R AR B A VR, I 44 7 AU T A 0 b R R O e e, T R
WAk 2 Bh 2 AR AR AL IS RN L B4 el 2 45 SR AU Bl A 21 (T M SR g s A b IS AN 2 1) R g 5
PRI AR L St ) e R R B AT ) R 1 T B 1A BB O AR A S AR i SR AT Iont B R VR PR SR 25 TE AN
55801, ) B B PR A D0 2l o0 2t o A e R MO 026 R R ) LA

E L B B v B B R 1 7 AT AR Kowalski il Warfield 574 H () 38 75 0 5 75 Kk 10 35 7

orT B : e A =) ST : e
s=dHE R I (repulsion term)O, &K H T715 /s FRVR B, 5] Tl (attraction term) T, J& & 11T 15 d

aS
sd

Y 30 7l 14 5 5 2 1 018 66 5, 00 85 240 Rk, S AMBRME LS Bt 76 Zhang 26 AR iy
(05 12 R ST A v A 2 ORISR T S I 2 M) FR) JEE 5 2R i (friction factor)f,, %15 300
x =9l ?)
sd —

sd
Zhang Z5 N [A] 6 S A TR O BB BEAT & R 4R T T T B U o R B A TR il B O A
(generalized gravity model) A% AN AR H T 3= T W 4% B (1) SNMP £, it H I Al 1 8 N B 5% 00 45 4 i 119
B B R X AN AT RS S0 B0 A5 53 T DLE S R B 11— o0 A 5 At ISP () oxo S5 i, i L A e 2 2

XX, =k,
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F N B, DA DX 31 X S5 X 5t i e R N L

Medina 2 \O-8IZE JEATE B0 (5Ll B3R T POP 24 A B A 57 ) 26 B4R 7Y (choice model), 3% H
IR A W 5 30 5 0 2 R B & S SR B T I (Fanout term) ey, iU 5E TR H TUE T 25 s IR ME—
AR ) H S A BB X X =0, A8 FH B T AR 2 (discrete choice modeling, [ #8 DCM){li 5
it HH T g, e PP A8 P 5 K b v AR R P R A s BRI T T 2 I Logit AR R A B L HY
Tk

:
i

D
k
Horb, vy =3 a0y (m)+y, , @) 2BV g1, 2 JE TE m IR, y, /2 JUBE T (metric term). %) 2B FEASL 15 7 ) L7 )

DL 2 6 48 SR o BT, 3ok PR A TR 5 i 88 v IR DAy 3 BB 70 A A o 2 B B B R A B L

Gunnar 25 NPHEH T 8 BB H I8 (constant fanout model)fifi 5 7 V. 52 56 & B, 4 97 B 5 e A H S ik 3
B, AR B o 44 0 i AR TR R T a5 A TR AR R R RN x = o, 2T s, % B TR AE O RBETIL

TR (1) 10 25 R SR VA R R B A A R, AR T AN B AL B S Y 5 AR (L), R T S P R
HEHEAT AN B DL e H AR Zhang 25 APHEHR 1 T Tomogravity 77 v, 48 FH it i T Jy AR 200 SR 345 56 3045 6L xo, Il 1
SRARE 1) 2 0 L Y0 20 PR — R i) 2,45 3] B L B A R 25 R

min || (x —x,)/ @
{so '[h!i: | Ax(fy H! 0 “®
HorP, o B ) £ i 4 20 A 0 AT R 23 B B ) B A A fe /> ARk AR RE R U i S M T R I A R S
TR 2 BB 40T AR BT RE BT ARG A 0 S5 IR A5 R, B/ Z e 7 A AR, T A4S R I AR L 4L A R (iterative
proportional fitting algorithm, f&] #} IPFA)REAT b B DUAf 4 A= JE S fH.

Zhang %5 NU%22g j] 75 B 18 J7 ¥ (information theoretic approach)t Tomogravity J5 4792 4k T Sy A
AT H G A O AR, TR SR PR H A AR OO BRAR O I(S,D), W REE . H R
WAL i S,D W HUAH A s, d ARGT G 1) R 336, A58 I 8 SR 1R 77 X3 s AH SAT BN B A 2880 R 1 74 482 P 3 ) ) L 2
T3 VAR A 5 R B8O R B /M )

1.3 GEitiEdT
1.3.1 DU S 4

DU HEWT (Bayesian inference) /7755 Tomogravity Ji VAN AE VB H AR Ty A BT A [H). 3L 78S [ DU 307 HE 1ir
J3VE IR TE SCUMAT R AT S0 B0 A5 JE T AT e 1 i A5 R A O B BB S 06 A5 B b DL i W vk R RS
SE R R y RSERAE RSO, U5 OD Xt x B4 Ak 40 A

LESCHR[LL] P AE ] T IARA 93 A X, ~Poisson(A;), HJfTH OD Xf i #8AH HLARSE. H bR & 3R1T Plx, Aly), BIAE O 50
B y ST x AR 2046 T T 55, H B /R AT R S % J7 7 (Markov chain Monte Carlo, fij #&
MCMC)K 3K 15 J5 3 73 A B AIEACZ AR UE Gibbs HiliAE, AP B e LW T

A =P(A|x,y)
{XM =P(x|A,y)

Wk AR, B B4R B AT AT AR g 1k AR O 2 AR AR TR LG I T 2 x () SE IR B e AR i S A S R R %
ORAF, T LA, SR 015 SR 0T I8 28 A 1R A S S M AR R, 3 A DL ST 4 7 7 925 1) 2 B A

Vaton &% NUZHEH T 354X DU W7 HE KT (iterative Bayesian inference) /5 . 1% J7 V248 FH 45 T34 5 % B Ui 1, 10
DT T P AT TR RS ARG BAT e B OD X I T s A A AL A TR I ) B R AT R AR 2
M@ EM SR RIS S R GRS 1 ASm o AR DO HERT SRR AE R % B
AW AT, B BNE AW 1.

— S
asd_Pd -

3)

®)
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Link counts y N Traffic matrix Estimated traffic matrix E[x|y] > Bank of Markovian
estimation regimes

f Parameters of the OD flows * —‘

Estimated Markovian regimes

Fig.1 The Vaton-Gravey iterative method!'*!
Kl 1 Vaton-Gravey ik 75 0

S, E IR PR UL S B VR A R T A4 20 A (. Internet UK S A MERE T IAAAMER 0 X BV
FELL 53 b A AR A AR 2 B I, S 20 ) AR B 22 1) 0 V30 2 D W o8 P e O 28 T LA 3 MCMICZ 340
SCHR[2410F 5T T 25T S TR % 1 22 5015 5010 DL $r e B 7 3.
1.3.2 ‘AR

BT 42 0 05 85 07 v I Se 30 M5 B K 2 Bk A I ) BB SR 06 5 B A ds K LA Al 7 MLE(maximum
likelihood estimation) /7 72 1,38 i $9{H- 5 26 % &, 0] LUAHE T B Ak R Al 4 OD X2 R 34048 BAFS B SR 50 15 85 1%
T7 1 5 BT R ST [R] 2% 43 A (independent identical distribution, {8 F% IID) ] FH f) 34 45 1) 4 4 77 =

MLE J5 i 2 8 2 S04 2645 BAL ST R J0 10 & OD Xt it /2 75 SR LA ACE T A IE S 5 0. B M 2% b B 38 N
AN 3R 3 B U FH SCHR[ 137+ BB, BT RO e 7 SR IE 28 931,80 X ~Normal(A",27), X JE T IF AR B HLAE
A=A, A A0 RoR iR T R INIME, 27 = gdiag(AS,..., A°) T SR 10 7 2250 B A A0 7 22 (R 2%
RA T =2 e e NG AR Y=(01,...,v0)., 2 ¢ I8 %057 15 6 i U AR 1 ) 1, I %
T S 2P T ST (1) AT 1, Y~Normal(A™ 27, A" 5 A7) 5 AL T 25U 0=(47, 9), 75 B SR 8 B0

Vi R Kkt ga ot sty g
I(HIY):—EloglAZA \—EZ(y,—Aﬂ)(AZA ) (= A4 (6)
t=1

T AL R O A B ) R ) A AR K 1, T LA 7 A 5 ok 4k MLE, 8 FH 1l 2 EM 7% EM
SRR 125 26 1 — o AN A B P 5 2 5 0 B 4 R AT 2 i 1 R e 4 B K GV T R AT A K
LERAG T EM SRR T —Fh Ay R A R kv ALK oR £

Vardi 5z 54 P 32 A0 0 SEAEURG T U7 B o, Bt 08 P B D S B A0 g 9k, O L o B O R
WEKHMES OD Wi &P .Cao & AU T 55 K ALK 1) S B 48 37 1IN A% 9 4% 3% f (time  varying network
tomography) /5 2 338 2, 44 FH 1R R IFT il 12 7 1R EML 032 R 3R A5 AR A I Bt 11 9 2 6 o (19 MILE AL 30925 119 = L4
SRR BV T 2T ) 59 TID K528 Gaussian OD 3. Cao 25 A DI} It 45 (9 25 3% 40 5 W HEAT T et A G R g 1 1)
76 S Fr W 4% 71 T 77 1 (scalable likelihood approach) #5431 ¥ 2 1 7 105 il J 488 el Ao f8 A ot A1 10 fL 43
SN LAAR $.2002 4,Cao 55 NARHE OD % (R ZU I $E 1 T4 A 16 7.

ThALLAR Al i (pseudo likelihood estimation) /77! MLE J5 9 ) 55— Fh I 20 5 ik A8 1 1 el ik (6 EM STk,
li) S A3 A b 5 AN — A OD X (K 1) 80, A5 A [ 0 S0, 5 v A B 3, 1 6 R B 4° e 5 A T 8 A
IR AT 20 i, L ASZS AT TNy 22 #i, BT LA R FL A [ T 1) s 1 A $ T (complete data) S B ALK ok $ N

I'(0]X") = log| ZJ—%é(m Y Y -2 ™
Horp x* R OD AU 42,2 R Y. 4 2 73 Uit o B (K 339 (0 0 7 22 R W A 56 FH 22 0 b BE TR EML STV AR U %
B R S5 B SRR o0 S), T A LA TN o(n). 055 B 76 INKLAE 10 160 25 11,24 4 L4 77 2
0 B0 D AR A T 5 VR I A% BORS FE RR 22 N 8% ETHE1] 9%.

Juva 25 NUSHE M T 5L 55 M W 5 25 B9 BR33T7 ¥: (quick method), 38 3ot 5 M 7 B 0p 5 25 PN IAAE -5 22 1 BR
B R AF AT B T P Rh I T 1 o7 25 85 R ) S e U A 0 2 W Y RN A R B N T Y T T
i 5 Tomogravity J7 72 R A AL, #1230 3 45 5 200 50 A JEL RV Bt 0 o 00 SR SR A5 B L BB % OD XA L
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ST H % b SR B TR A T i U R e T B T LA S B OD X 4t i . Soule 2 AU ) I HEATAIE A,
Al DU e/ 3L BT R OD 17 22, AR W ME - J5 22 BAT T s A0OC 21X FE ST DL 5 ZE 45 vk A 21
TR

Bermolen 25 N PIEAE G OD it AISAAE-J5 25 5% 28 0 0 B P i S 42 1,30 3 43 #7 Fisher {5 80 o 2 3 5K,
93 T R P A 57 221 Cramér-Rao T #it(Cramér-Rao low bound, i #X CRLB). 7] UL )\ CRLB H #3k73 MLE
BT 25 DA B DX R SR AR S 3645 8L AT LR 3 7 26 6 B VP A 5 07 925, 38 T LU CRLB -4k B 2600 2 ) B¢
Db BRI DA 3R 2
1.4 SRATEAREHTK

A AR ——2 MR LP(linear programming) /5 121 4% 11 2% 1k (route change) J5 ¥ 3k BUAE 3645 B J vk
AN I Ty SR AN 2 A B A SRS E B AR A LP 730 T DL E bR R B B AR e B
S ER AR A T R T A B A A5 S [ B Z0 AR [R] OD WA b ST DU U, DA b S B e R L LA 5 K Rk
Tif 2, DT 75 280 BE RS 10 £ 45 45

LP il 557 V5 (R % 0 2 T 36 6 4533 1 H A% 26 3. Goldschmidt! 7l AL F AN H b b6 Bk 46 7 1% )
mfoa)[xi 8-1)
subject to " Ax, < yl, [=1,..,J (8-2)

X AR E ®)

D viAi— D Ay {xk, W) H k- (8-3)
1=(i./) 1=(j.i) 0, /H\:ﬁﬁ

o 2 (8) H ) 43 2 (8-2) A2 i % Uik 1 240 T, 43~ 2 (8-3) A2 Uk S 1 44 o B4 38 43 2 (8- 1) I e KA R 75 3R O, 45 OD &
AL AT 8 DK (1T B8, A A5 T AN R R 5 R (R B 1) B bR B AL 4 A 4 R B 01,V
TR OD o [ 4% K B e s (BT I S AR T 21 Vaton. %5 APOE H il ok 4 U D It 2k R eIt 40
7 2 B /MUK L BB S (B AN LS Bum 2 AUV A 20 4l B0V AT A 5, 95 UE W T 1A a5 325 Tl LA A R A 11
A 5 45 Gt Gunnar 25 NPIN ] LP J77%2k 54k OD % nl REA 014 54,96 4 OD X 31 #8634 Jit (worst case bounds)
HAT T A AR oR I Ak )

©

A 0,1 ESE OD X B A 1 fe /b B e U i AHAR 245 00 T XS 348 OD X3t nl i 2 4k 3 BE K8 1) 1,
28 OD S 0 FHE W H2 1L AR T, B T X BEAS OD W #75 ZESR AR P AN LP il By LAiZ 5 VA B vH S B 2 A0 20K
). 53 A0 BT B SRR FE A M s IR T R AT SR 50 45 R 43 A1 B2 58 4 1T RE 1K, Gunnar 55 Al 2 8 i ax Fi
T A B HE 4 1A 5

Soule 25 NV H 7 I8 Jof 25072 % by AR A5 R5 1 45 AL 10 7 VA% 07 TR IR B AR BB 2 AR [ 1 0 b R R ) B
LE SRS P, OD AT AR A B AN A R i AN AR ST ,OD S el B A B % . B bl A8 Ak T DU o e 4E
OSPFP'AI BGP(border gateway protocol)™>* 1 i1y 5Bk i AR 75 5) 13 £ SCRR[341HE T W B v+ A T AR 4k LA
AT A N [ 1) % 1 SR 3R AT A B R S A 4R 174 1) . 2007 48, Soule 28 A AE SCHR[35]H 48 % th 2R Ak sk 4G B 5h 7&
5 EH AR R T AR A B A TR A, SR T 3 B T0 3R N A DS R AT SR SR A S B AR R IR SRk (T A
{E R IR R Gk B AR)  HE N RS 7 S A I RN o ]t o T AR M 0 P AR AR L B OD X i =
J7 V5 [RS8 K 3 b oG 28 45 G bl SR T B 22 T PR 98 i R R A e R M O b o A7 B R 0 B
1.5 F=RFA*

1A ok, Ui B A B AL S U TR T — S8 1 7 1, A Bt (fanout) 7 . 34y 48 BT PCA(principal
components analysis) /5% /K 2 id J¥(Kalman filtering) /7 7% SoulePOVFK Iy «of =48 Iy k7 H L Rl AE 2 7 3

max(min) x;
subject to y = Ax, x>0
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24 /)N B e AT R U
J 8 7 VR DO T 1 ) ke SR I AR U A, ) S ¢ IR SN G T A R R
B0 £, j,0) :% iE AL BTN G 0={G,0V) )5 I R HE R X, AR RUE
H AR HBSURAE . G AR AN 5k
&1, j,) = £ (0, j1)x(i, %) (10)
o, R A A R T e(a, %, 0) A E TR RN IR R B T R S B R (R AR T LA AN T R 4
PR b AT B e, DS IE bt 0P A 25 SR R B s PR A B T TR T 1 1) BRAE A R 2 I R,
D) 05 200 B R AT R A
SCHR[201MEH T PCA J5 i3 Al B3 B 4 M5 Lakhina 25 A\ B7WIF 57 A B, 76 K IR 1a) RS 00 T 05 I 370 41K 4
e n AT LU 3k OD ¥, X Al 5L T o] LA F PCA J7 2. 52 e 7 2 1A A AP 1) 5 A1~ % ) 80, TR b, 4 Y i O
i T 2 7 A ) RIS, T A S ek B 0 S A 3 G A R R R R B AR 1 X R IR BT AT OD X I ) i 4 B 4
Bk oxn Al PCA TT LUB 20l X=USVT Bkt ke AN 5 32 B2 10 B 23 INF o7 B 6 e vl AL
x, =VSu,t=1,..,71 (11)
LAV A B AT ) nxk B BRSO R R, UG EE S (2,0 A W i 2 B 7 A SR e e H w) kAN R
R AR I 0] A AR SRR, B S (D ATy, = AVS) TR A [ (well-posed), FLAT LUEIE 41778108 3% {5k
KA AN AT B 0 B B B U i Ao, 55 0 1 B ) U Ay, 1 ZE BB I T T 2 ) 1) PR AEL I, T B T T
HATIHUE.
PR IR 28 7 RV R R 2R 1k &R GOt i AR AL AT A xp =Cx oo, Fo TP, C AR SRR R R 1 e
JE I BPRZSFE RS R, T cop & — > W8 75 0GR B e 5 R T AR N yi=dAoctmy Jori  my R DR FS BUE &, 2
¢ N2 o, B SEINAEL FE T =1 I 20 Z 5 A R ST %, i ¢ IF 280 o, OO0 AR, A0 PO P 28 n T Sl PO . 1 A
FEPIE &,y HMEL TIND BN

{‘£I+l|t = Cf‘zu (12)

P, =CPC"+Q

141t 1t

Horh P iR 22 (7 ZEHNE, O 2 M 75 IV B 7 2 R A S50 SR A ) F0HU(F R0 S v,y BEFTIRGS FIARAT,
)Act+1|t+1 = ‘)%tﬂ\t + Gt+l[yt+l - Aiﬁl\t]

BH\H] = (]_G A)R+l|t(I_G A)T +G,,RG

t+1 t+1 t+1 t+1

(13)
SErPLR IR 75 M 1 D17 2RI, B G B TR (12) 7R (13)5 X T 34
SR ) L PSR 7 2 B/ 9 B0 B L BB 30 CLO.R FVHIAEL 34 Pojo 7 BL, 24 45 0
U 0 B U 2 KT 0 5 10 23 R A7 47 Kt
L6 MR
Ervamilli % A2 1 T 437 %4 1C B (independent connection model), JiL{ T 18 Jy Mk 316 56 15 .
R0 Y0 A B 45 25 030 RO e Rahman 8 A P5H Ol 3 HA 0 740 40 0 80 S B S5 0 7
S BN U e, FE G 4 55 A 10 6L 02 S 1 LA S5 4 e, 37 B S B S S, R U
Erramilli 25 A58 0 B0 2 A — I — 1 0 5 036, 3 0 1 J2 /1 00 B
AR =) P B0 380 B fy 2 AN B L 0 7 3800 B0 EL 1,031, i Py 4 e B
FROR 52 A A 0 O MER SR, Y P = 0 X B A RS £ 2 ) 6t U P A 3 0
x, = LiAR | A= JDAR
S XLE L ELE
Brramilli %5 A% 18 7 I 10025 (b 5000 2 Bty R e e B (0 30 L, SRS 7 I A S 00
AR D1 A U R 00 58 D B0 AE 7 Y TR 00O 26 £ 2SI AR R

(14
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Rt 5 ) R P RE A B I SE A RSB AR L
1.7 HMEXHR

TRAT 2 2 R R A DG AL T K I E . Zhang! 0 i ST <SG R UL R S P i) L A T A
WA 24 B A 3 A r 0% B IR R R I R RN 5 SR D T R AT 1R AR R i s FEREAT R 2R R 3 B A A
Sy NP i B 42 T JUANFE T RS M AV K SR i 1% ) 1. Shioda %5 A\t BEF TP 119 VPN 1. H I ¥ B
TS SEEAT 150K A S50 900 A0 DA 1 A i R B ATL DA i 80, 5 DA m 3 b A AN T (90 A0 0 O
LB EAT A 55 1% 05 S TR T A S o B A T A 5152 2% 38 Zhao %5 NV B0 T #04i Jit (data streaming) 575, %)
TR AT TR A 0 0 S SCHR (43148 T 2R G 0 22 A ot YR AT R R AN S 10 TR R Bk TR
Netflow Al SNMP $4Js (¥ 595 SCHR[44 15 Hy 1748 P 070 U 00 e 200 10 A e 4 ik, B /00 ) I P R0
I T 1 2 VR R B AL R 6 5 2 Bl PR N U O ELAE T T 2l 2 UL B AR AT B Ak B T s o 4 B
A,

2 ERFRIK

Wb BT IRV 22 [ A A 2 A T R AT A T K A SR A, AN W R 0 A A vk TR P A R R R A
KB G AT V2 I 5 AT 0 AR T R e 5k.2003 4, SCHR[45)42 7 —FP i 7] IP/MPLS ‘& T ™ 4% 1t 2 F LSP 4
1) By A% T 2 R KR ) S A 20 AR A5F — 4% LSP 1 [0 52 485 S, v A HH 4 0 ) S B L. 2005 41, SCHR[46] 88 H T —Fif
% EEHE BT 505 7 0 60 PP 8% T s 45 ) R B I 0t P 0, S i S B e KA SRR — AN T 2 K e AT
FiE AP T 90 B B EA T T SR S5 AR AR %o B2 (18 W] R 75 SR TR ik T 19 22 S A HE I 512 B 8% FH.2006 4, SCHR (47145 H 43
T 280 52 T 7 9 B R A B P PR ARV S A R ZE AT T 7 LSRG

3 HEFZEEM

2002 ¥, Medina %5 A0 DU HEWT . MLE LP J5 i30T T VA, 1502 ¥ YO AR 7 il 5507 35 10 RS o P AT
AL AR B A AN OD x4 G T4 T AN Al O A B B 8 iy VR s S8 H AU 7 A1 A5
LS 5 R LA 20 A 1 e B A LI, DU JOT R W vk P R 22 8 27%, T AE TS T EM STV T
MLE J5 &I, S0 22 300 14% A6 A IR I SE 3045 BN, = 1P R 22 500 0 - 45% A1 26%. H Al LU
H BIVE 5 s B VA A AT S8 - U5 22 90 A MLE . Jy ikt WY 58 SEAE s DU S0 4 By 5 92 3 24 A P 5 38 1) S B A R I
A RESE Lt AR

Table 2 Comparison results from Medina, et al.[%)
% 2 Medina 55 A\ LL R 45 1)
Bayes (good prior)  EM (good prior)  Bayes (bad prior) EM (bad prior)

Constant 0.20 0.12 0.41 0.22
Uniform 0.26 0.13 0.43 0.24
Poisson 0.23 0.11 0.37 0.23
Gaussian 0.23 0.14 0.41 0.24
Bimodal 0.41 0.22 0.63 0.39

2003 4, Medina 45 \"xbilid EM 573052 3LF) MLE J57%. Tomogravity J7VAREAT T LLATA AEAE I )
B S 30 A5 BHEAT A I MLE 5 6 50K fff 7R A AN 60 3& 1) 1E f S 30 7 S B EE ) M 8 e 30 4% B P ,MLE 5
AR B I B S0 B 4 T AT B 4 A SR 25 R AR R T MLE J7 3k ORS B BE LR 3 i 2 25%.4% 3UIh i T 4E
AR SE B0 BRI BT 16) L AE. H o Tomogravity 7 v 8 Bk A A I /N Z e il v (wlse). 36 A 44 5o A
AL G5 1) B AR S 0645 S 15 21 1) 45 R B 4 /H MLE J7 ¥ Lt Tomogravity J7 v 58 2% ) $2 s R i 1.

2004 4F,Gunnar %5 APV IR AN G S D 45 45 21 (1 S5 I 005 500 e L e . A5 R T i 4R IE
KT EERAT T VAN VP S2 36 3 F T 2 R 45 B 3 1 90% 1K) OD o (41 ¥4 AH Yo i3 2 ok d 4k U v 1 P L ATF Y
R I, R 44838 R 7 5 Ak B 4 AN R A, D51 A FEATE U0 9 28 v AR B BEAS ST, 0 T 50 AN 4l 74 T 0
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b5 I 4 0k U3, 199 5% 3 R 7 2 (T B AR 45 22 43 50 A 0.47 RIT 0.98 A7 JEL 1 7 V2 R DL PS4 i 532k ) L A v A
TR e 4 TR, DL S B R S I A T 199 4 T A RS T 1 S A T AL 56 M 2 A O
SR F 5G5S I, DU ST BT 53 T LA 31— f et

Table 3 Correlation coefficients for estimates with different priors!”’

3 MR FER A B A X R )

Prior Wise MLE
Skewed 0.1 0.8
Choice 0.2 0.8
Gravity 0.3 0.8

Table 4 Comparison results from Gunnar, et al.l’’
% 4 Gunnar % A} Hgh 1)

Vardi Entropy Bayes
Europe 0.47 0.11 0.08
America 0.98 0.22 0.25

2005 4§, Soule %5 APVt Tomogravity J7 4 Fl i th A2 4k 5 14T T VP S5 4t ok [T Sprint (9 RKH £+
8] 1167 %o S5 % R e N B Ak 1000 29 . Tomogravity 77 V5 1915 28 HARIE 25 52 (1) I BN [F),7E 20%~33% 2 [8] &
A AR 8% AR T VE IR R 25 AR 30%~50% 2 [0) 2 AR AR A AR 5 i HE i 07 90 1 e 22 11 D DAL 2 A TR oA 48 T v
A H =T R L TR RS OD 4 A2 Jal U1~ AR B 17 0 T, B B AN Al 0 1) 4o v 25 o 390 £ A 1 R 40E. o
B 2 s 200 P 2(b) A 11 A2 5 1H 28 0 B At B, I b 2 JE 0T - R 1), IR AN fig 5 T 2(a) 348 ) Tomogravity fifi 51—
FEBR BRI A

x107 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000

(a) Tomogravity
(a) Tomogravity J7 V%

2000

B proorrrrrrrt Y el it

| I
x107 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980

(b) Route change method*”!
(b) ¥ AAE AL 7 LR
Fig.2 A short sample of actual traffic (black) against estimated traffic (grey)
Bl 2 SRR i 1 A SRR (R ER) 55 Al S IK il = (K B ) R L

2006 4,Rahman 25 APt Tomogravity 751k 15 BARTTVER LP J7 kBT T R AEVPAN AL 4 5 R0 14 45
o PR I 5 R 1) B0 X T v AT VR S 56 A AT Wise SEEE Tomogravity J5¥2:, ] maxent Fl pdsco T H 523
fE RBP4 WAz g B E 5P Y Tomogravity FiEMIAE N o= 1] Wb 25 R A5 R VR
pdsco S &5 SR AR 47, {5 FH maxent SEIL IS &5 S I 2210 F 14 705 05 236G 1 At AT TR AN [R] 19 OD 43 A7 ) s
T TR R R R A R G WS IR AR IR S 45 R LR 61, Tomogravity 5 A4
SBT3 A SR 1R~ 8 0% 22 AT W S 22 00 AR AR Ay AT IS UL R LP ik A iR Z I (B 22.68%, 45 R 5
Wise Al pdsco JLT-% DX 3 AR TE S At i & 40 A1 00 T LP Jr vk i) 45 ALt b 72

T O A T Aty B T 0% ) B 3 T S 23 A S DT R B VAN EUBR AT 400 (1) BEE SR IR AE BORME T AR R,
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B oy T g AR S 6 A S R B Ik T M -7 25 R AR ARAT S AR R R AR A R A e A T R R A Y
SR AF BN T B R S B4 B, HO il BTV A R B T SN AE AN SR VR L T 2 R AL IR R R Al
SET7VE SR ) 5y BTG S5 05 1%, I R BN 0 v 2 AU 1) DU 307 050 e RABMAR 07 125, 8K I S e 38138 2 2 A
BRI PRI 5 Ge vk 2 A ) PCA 52 A SR LI R /R 80 vk v 555 (2) HE T2 fs Bk
PR AN T CSCE A3 B 5 9 IRDRG W0 BE A T B S8 I B sl I ) LA 22 R s 5 5 SR I 43 A 10 A 7 K 2 U O R K
ABRER AL 1 5 vEBEL T DLt Sir 4 By 7 vk T B BB 5 vk (R A AN HEBR AN ) 5 RS Al R 48 1o 1. (3) 4 At
AN 7 A ERAT SE U0 A5 SIS TR (153 550 5 ¥ 7 TR 1 0 5% A 35 o 0l S50R5 10 15 A 22 a1 o DA R E AT AN ) 2R 2
PRS2 36, Ay At B 7 0 R B B 5 0 (R S 3045 IR (4) RN B35 AN IR g Al SRR S AN BT £ 5 1) () N, 38 7 2% . %
AN Aty B0 5 VR K A ) 1P 8% A 458 T 0 7 e 3o i 8 9 A S8 4 4 26, DL Pt 30 4 BT 75 25 B 3 5 T D )4
45 AR BB J7 VL B IG5 T A6 26 W 46 T DA G 5 A () — o o ¢ PR 358 v B R AT 22 0 55 07 1k 1R 2 3, DA 4R 3
A G AGE T
Table 5 Result for 4-node network!*”!
e I G a7

Estimated OD traffic
o Wise

Original OD traffic — . t:'S o, P l; o t;f Maxent pdsco linprog
5 3.805 3.958 4.089  4.089 4.493 2.108 3.959 5
4 4.000 4.000 4.000  4.000 4.000 4.000 4.000 4
6 3.677 3.730 3.770  3.812 3.781 1.615 3.732 6
10 7.677 7.730 7.770  7.812 7.781 5.615 7.732  12.433
8 5.677 5.730 5.770  5.812 5.781 3.615 5.732 8.684
2 6.646 6.540 6.460 6376 6.438 10.771  6.537 1
6 6.000 6.000 6.000  6.000 6.000 6.000 6.000 6
7/ 5.805 5.958 6.089 6.283 6.493 4.108 5.959 7
9 6.677 6.730 6.770 6.812 6.781 4.615 6.732 9
6 4.805 4.958 5.089 5.283 5.493 3.108 4.959 7.194
2 4.389 4.083 3.823 3.434 3.014 7.785 4.081 1
5 3.805 3.958 4.089 4.283 4.493 2.108 3.959 10.024

Table 6 Estimation of OD traffic for 14-node network!*")
R 6 14 TSN OD Wi Bl 57 45 07

Max. Err. Avg. Err. Std. Dev.
Wise  pdsco linprog | Wlse pdsco linprog | Wlse pdsco linprog
Constant 4.67 4.66  209.01 1.92 1.92 41.12 1.37 1.37 3291
Uniform 95.77 98.95 715.73 | 21.76  21.87 122.59 16.32  16.53 99.63
Poisson 82.41 83.58 65.32 21.21 21.1 22.68 15.09 15.2 17.21
Normal 84.05 84.76  608.66 | 22.73  22.59 51.8 17.39  17.55 58.44
Bimodal 133.47 136.5 342.47 | 33.95 32.53 40.77 28158 28.26 44.29

4 AREE

B A 1,38 BEAT A IS B X 8 k75 925 I PR AN ) AT DA LA, 80 P A [ ) 350 S5 B0 A A [ £ 3%
22 RUBER A 45 5 ) ML AE P9 1K) S 2 A B VR S B B AT PP A A 0 A Al A R IR R OR I ST A 22
— U1 8R S A (G VA RN % 6L T SCHR T MRS 14 T A 5 vk, A S 22 A R 4 T e VAT PR A A T
S b PR 7 3 0 K AR X A ST (BB A% PR AT UK EE 3 T RIS AR R Al AT R T A T VA AT
DA LA KONk S 10 31 e o B A P 70 30 A AR 20 S0 R RO AT 2 A0 1 P AU AR R -

(1) AGEETTEA S FWEFT I H TG 57V R R 35T LATIALURS H 595 L R R 2075 PCA J5 30K R,
R AT P DI PR A A i 28 PR 0T L S 36 R B, <5 = AR ik W R A0 T B L DU ST HE I s KR Al 725
TR0 LA <58 AR 7 TR K P B DRAR L JRUER AR BT LA R SO AR LA IS R LI

(2) BEHENETENBIE AT IREDIIU R, 0 TR ISR B SRR R Tk Al
S RT3 T 9L R AR ) A M R A AT A Y SCHIR[3 7] 7P i SR AT R I K 5 SIS

Distribution
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ANTH AR, Bty 17 231 2G5 926 AH T AR A D0 AR o L D B D7 k1R e vk R R AT PR AT iy Tl 20
W5

(3) AT VR W P RIS A B 4R VA 5 S DI R 2 RV AL AP A s ) 5 ) 3R (A R R ) 1) . 7
B, 7 SEAE AN )L R 7 SR T U TR RS A % 2 P AR, O K £ SR 5 5 A0 S SR B R A B T PR
JE R R ) A ST AT

(4) T HIBEFTQ A8 TR e b B G0 Aok 5 3 1 175 0 A DTt e R R R B ) — S
FH AL T 220 ey AT B R Y0 R B R AT A0 B, R AT B e b DT R ok R SO 2@ R
A R GUAE SRR R I g 0 W R R S5 A P AU A5 ) 1 S (E S S R I ) A e A A A5 B R R
H T AR 22 0 VR AT S R I O AR b S R I AT R B R A AR AL A
W B AR ST K.

5 B %

T e R ) R KR 3 TR PV 45 () D S A N A BN A R B R AR LR AN AT AR R L T
VFZ DN & T HL 0 Netflow 55 (L1920 it 5 00 8 1A A 11 v, T EL I 7 190 20 RIUASE R4y DK 3 A 0 2 PO AR A 22 4
5 FIGA AEAR SCORTE 1) 0 0 1) 0 1 A A SEME S b mT T 1R L0 2 B i A5 B A i 2 AR S B M 45 1
OD X £ 58528 2 1 B e Uit 52, I DA% B2 0 At DR 40 SRt 20 T Jale DA 9 28 ) 23, 1 XA 5 2005 6 A 22 45 800G 0 1 ot
i L AE P 5N S B A5 R S 5045 RO R ANIR], 20 22 Fb AN [ RO 2 e At B8 R 0 A0 R T B v P LR
PUR 4 K2R 58 1 FAG S VA A AR AR B R R A S B A7 B T A AR B U1 el s A H K1Y 5l d TRV
T N s R B SRR R 2 R UL B P R B B B T2 AR W DA B S 50 45 B AR R R (S B A S
AL ORAT 2k S 58 2 2805 B B i e il P 5 22 P ERAS S B0 A5 B BOE OD X B E AT Z2 47 A8 B BOG R
I Il B 5 22 R AR SR A L5 3 ST VA A A H At Uy AR S B A5 R B A T LRI B 5 4 R ik
AT 1C BRI T T AR R AT S 50 B 7R I, 8 0 6 [0 48 oy A7 6 ik B0 007 9k 0 i B 5 SR Al RS
AT S AN SR T 2 010 SCHR R D A SR (R 25 VA BT AL 1% 0 R B T O S AR AR DR, P L 245 OF
A AR AT T 17 B R 5

T, A0 85 R A 5 A 1 2 22 0T A 0 A0 PR B i 05 7= A 3 R o DA e Ty 8 i 4 SRk
R, JL T AT W FTAILAL) AT G T 20 S U0 e B 1A 0. B3 2006 48, Uhlig %58 APV T AR 5¢ 5 20 M
GEANT _b 345 357 19 0 A6 28 JF B0 4 i 80 SR (U 66 ) GEANT (942 IGP B il L. ilikE Netflow $idfs
AN BGP ## Hh 5 S S 37 AR U F R 23 T ) P P 900 e T o S R e B L Bl (0 B AR, BT B 3RATT 114
JE S TAR ) — A EEAR 2 A /2 CERNET2 LA A 25 45 ml i 28 G i B0 S O Bcdie AR e AR
iU B2 B b A S8 SRR 55077 0 v SR R, A R A R A S U R F 9T A L CERNET2 I 46 114 5
A THI 47 R FH 295 Al

BUGH NS R OE S B MG TRRE IO W e AT S BEORBIE T S AL R RO  MA BOR 5 2 A
S (AL T[] A% [ D0 R SR, 5 T A IR 8 A AT 52 2 HE k.
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