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Survey on Network Tomography for Link Performance Parameter Evaluation

PAN Sheng-Li, ZHANG Zhi-Yong, FEI Gao-Lei, QIAN Feng, HU Guang-Min

(Key Laboratory of Broadband Optical Fiber Transmission & Communication Networks (UEST of China), Chengdu 611731, China)

Abstract: Network tomography provides the ability to employ the end-to-end measurements to infer the network-internal link
performance parameters indirectly without requiring cooperation from the intermediate elements of the network. As a significant
alternative to network measurements to be able to guide the network management as well as the network optimization, network
tomography receives a plenty of attention both in academia and industry. This survey is based on an extensive collection and reference of
research works at home and abroad. First, the measurement schemes exploited by the network tomography are summarized. Next, the
corresponding tomographic approaches are divided into two classes regarding at what granularity they describe the link's performance: the
quantitative parameter estimation and the qualitative parameter estimation. Then according to inference problems of the different
parameters, a general analysis of the existing algorithms is conducted. Lastly, future research areas and potential applications are
suggested.
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Fig.1 Inference for link performance parameters
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Fig.2 Relationships between quantitative and qualitative link performance parameters
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BERKPEREE B HHEMT I EESEE RN ER 2,58 T IR EERK F A I E S A A TSRS B, I T
X (3t 1) St 45 40 ) AR 00 4 T PR A S R T T 1) AR R 3 B 4 B e S R T BT A T AT
B4 6 44 S RSB E0F S 9024 50 5 14 o 4 B — B0 49 ) 59 orientation  algorithm, K OA)JK B 7260 o %
5 0 G5 77 3, AT T R % 0 KO0 S R T o A 5 R U B A 5 4% J (belief
propagation, i/FR BP) LI i v T 5 ANk, 37 32 45 100 24 25 2 0 D8 0 5, R4 7 A L0 D D 2
190 204 250 9 24, SRR [59,60 14 SCHR[S8] 71 B A IV 1T 51 T I 28 4 1 4 0 4 (10 i 5 6 % £ v R 4 3647 1 S K
(61 45 90 24 J2 47 19 AR ISP 158 3 P 4 1 0 B 15 1 062,

Table 2 Inference algorithms for quantitative parameters of link performance

F2 HEHVEREE RS HGENT HE

Name or related paper Inference parameters Algorithm strategy
IRWLS Loss Least square
MVWwAL® Loss & delay MLE
Ref.[37] Loss Explicit estimator
Ref.[31] Loss Bayesian inference
Ref.[57] Delay Discrete model & least square
MML¥¢! Delay MLE
MMPLE Delay MLE & time-frequency method
WCFP Delay Moment method
Ref.[14] Loss & delay Discrete model & explicit estimator

4 TEMSHMEHAE

4.1 AHIMERERLN
4.1.1  FT WA 6

P BRAR L] T A ICINFEBE BRI, AT AR B AR M R 2 EL AT RS A A G 1k Kim 25 A LPVIE I 28 A G4
2 L1 P /DN 2 A R F) 7 ¥ SR EAT 8 LM ZE BRI R B AT BB 1 AR S 5B AR AR I (BT S AR I RE R Y, = ()
5Y, =\ IR AR E A R R BCA
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\/an‘,(yf —Z)zzn;(y,’,- -7
FCrpn D DR I B 0K A AR AN I A FE R B I O SIS RAT O, A XCOR,,=0. 501 R 1 45 B A1 22
P17 3N IEBE BRI A E AT AR DG 22 4 JE B % BT s K S5 N A DL 24 190 23 5 I, 56 A48 N S8 304 T ()
ALY W 7P 55 5 98 T AL, A A B /AN PR R 25 0 224 T IS (o 410 28 ), I A IR S8 P8 T2 LA AR 9 ) K o o A AT T
HI A ZE 51 N AE AR A5 5 s(0), 985,18 B 5 RS ) I S 5 RS N IR T 75 (), 465 B A2 IS S () S A e
y(O=s(0)y+n(o) O]
LI NWHE A v (=27 (2717 o B N R EOR X A

XCOR... =

ijin

(6)

Y0=3 ¥ Xy, 0 ®)
SN O T 1 B I 5 2 2 B B 0 1 5
§0=3"3 d, (X w0 ©)

SRE A Z 0T A (9) 2 M5 HIAE 5 R EEAT 2 2 (6) H 1 B A I B A DG P v B 40 SCHR[63 15T 48 HH - 2 B gt
IR B 1s B, T /N 2 M (1 5 VA AR AR Rt 5 AT bR R A A 0 28 e A0 38 A At — S8 35 -F W 350 5 A (0 A5
VL R T PCA(principal component analysis) B ) 77 12 45, € AR A A2 S8R 0 B 1 BL A A 6
P, B U T ) e AT v i e b DAL A R R R AR B i 2 M ik
4.1.2 ETF 4N

FIH Ge v HE W T Bt AT A L0 ZE 5 R AT I - 2T R T I I 5 2 T R SR U WK R A 2 A e A 4t
TG % I, b IR P9 4% 6 A 2R L L 2 TRDAH DG P, 2 TSR I A B A8 [ ) I S 15 85 7% 25 0, 20 LA O IR PR I S A
AR AN [R) 5 A% ELAH R AR 1) 4% 0, 28 sk ) 1 470 2 e %, 6 A D0 0 D A ABL ) B i 3ok 5 T A AT T2 1 AR £
W TR JE TS 2 AN AL T 3 L343 18 19 55 75 Rubenstein 25 A OOI7E 7 4% 42 B 43 00l R 3 8 3, e v,
B BEAT BRI S0, 1 2% TR R JIR AR 2 A A0 BR AR 1 B2 7 AR py;, R T O Ly =0; [ 3, L, =0 R R B A%
2 B i NRIARSE poy B R T NRARIC py; SR py, A H AT R B )2 BB LIS AT a(p, jypa)=1. 3T
LA AR [RIE TS 55 0 P 46 R AR (18] Y 5440 10 55, SCHIR (66153 T 6 B 4% B A0 5 19 4% R A0 PO U JR 3 S v F S AR A8 5 A
RCHEH | MR ERSGE 2 MRS T R &2 (A X (10)):

Ma=Pr(L,,=0|L,, , =0)
{Mx = Pr(Lz,i =0 Ll,j = 0’a(p1,jap2,i) =1)
T2 P 4% B A2 HLAA SR R H 0975 sk, A FR iR R AR (A (11)):
Ma =Pr(L,, =0)
{Mx = Pr(Lz,H =0] Ll,j—l = O’a(pl,j’pZ,i) =1)
BRI EL py; BT INAS (0 B AR AEAE A Dy j, I8 55 T I S8 9 U7 25 07 DAA i oA 92 f R
Ma = C({(DZ,PDZ,H-I)})
{Mx =CH{(D,;, Dy ):a(py;py ;) =13)
Horr ,C({(D2,1,Da,i1) )R W2 30(6) T o S BR AR IN SE B 77 22 24 1h 358 LR FE BB IN il it Mx>Ma (R R K
ST P 4 B A AT AT 8 AT S 0 it 5 U AT . — T 5, 3 T I AE 10 9 L 3 T A R 1 B L L),

Harfoush 25 A WTA Ky 3 Floks 46 47 1 48 5 2540 43 T ke b B (3 T BE S ¥ A A1 i 1 A0 P 00 2 500 o 104
5L IR TG I IE 5 ARG R AR BRI TR, R RN R SCATS v AR A 42 05 T K IR ) GRS, I
A Y I 2 R AT SR AR TR S 56 g 81 it 3% A2 W) S AT S AR, 3 T S L B 4% B A2 R A 2 B I 3R AT UM (AR R
& SCHR[66,67]H BEAT i 380 iy 0 H B, 380 T 2R B[R] 20 AR SUHR[66 195 K BN [R] (1) 1% 43 ) 42 AH 2 7E 1 55 B

(10)

(11)

(12)
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T3 ZE ARy IR RS e W B SN S S W B 5 ZE T A R
4.2 MBI E I E L

4.2.1 BT R RN

THZERE M — R e TR R B (= 1%) I HEHE, T 24 B AR 1) 2B 38 1 5% N5 A2 40 i Ry i e
g% Padmanabhan % A1V 254 52 41 S fl it I 2 5 W0 2 () ek B AR b 4R 11 T 3 RS T I A SR Uk %
PERAAL . BEHLRALFEL T Gibbs SRAT IR UL 07 08 v 221 B 0 A J77 325 LA s A28 A1 Bl 2 R B A1 il 23 (1 0 482 T
R AR SR 2R A 20 oA A i 23 1 o ORI e /A B g 7. — AN 2 SR LA 100 8T SR BT RASE 7 32 AR 4
A 5 % B e i 5, 3 T ) DK R i B 25 0 R 1) DR B0 Y0 L, 7 7 1238 L P BETLSRE, 3R A 25 4% B
A REA AR A B AR O i % 25 A i Al B 5 T Gibbs RAE F0 DL J07 ik v J7 325 T R0 T B 801 3 1)
Gibbs SR A¥ J7 VRV AR jl AN Ty IR AT SR A A 1915 1 2R AT R A I R A A A I A B T SR 5 4 AR,
Gibbs SRAF L FEAE i T 2L RS A AR i AN e 25 6 2 18 i 6 2 A 3K S A A 10 139 0 T R D i e 25 B 0 1) B A
TH.BAE 3 Ry BEALRAE T ik B TSR A R U AOREURE Al v R PR A =38 2 v i 22 B Mk e A I R 22 L
ﬁﬁ&@;m,m'

Duffield K fib i 971 T A2V DL o 3, G T AN 112 Wi 2 4 % () 199 20 2 A A 40T RE 28 1Y, by 1124
g N A A R AR, R R S A R 0 8 S AT A B S P 4 SR T IR AR A SR R A Y
PERE 2 M0 S Al W O TE B 8 PIASIRAS (43 0 T 0 A1 1 320R), AR 5 R4 B i Mk e 2 OB A 1) ] 4y B 1

41 Duffield 155 BRI/ 2538 H 17— ol b3 17 1) A9 B9 SCFS(smallest consistent failure set algorithm). [ 7 J2&
SCF'S 45 1 1% i el 3 o 15 s 42 2 3ok (1) i it P R 46 %% 78 . Dhamdhere %5 A\"2DKE SCFS 1 idudf ) 21 T — i g 4%
15 7% Nguyen 25 AU 8 1) 46 K00 9 25 37 51 BE Pk BE 2 506 ™ b il 2 1T 23 120 0, A AT 38 1 S K 56 4 )
2 —Fh R e 205 0 BR AR IR A HEAT 8 1E S T8 T SCES 32 1t b Matsuda 25 A 72VR) T J 45 18 0 5 ik 64T
7% v 5 0 2R 5 PR 1Y) 58 1 Zarifzadeh 25 N 4 & 4 G2 )2 T A8 J7 HE AT JR JE BT U8 7 R IR0 s 48— PR AR R
Range Tomography IHEZET L ZE%HE LR AT AS AL BEAE U590 1 B 5 IR 24, 1T L6 73 00V 5% 1) 28 1) 6 A6 o L
I 500, 35 L 0 T B A 3 1) L AR R

1 v/ good

v x bad
7 undetermined

Fig.7 Anillustration for SCFS!'!
K7 SCFS Rz lEt

422 LTI R

Nguyen 55 N TEAT /R 0 48 5 AT A PRI HE B8 1 S0E B T 4% 6 119 24 396 40 28 M 26 T L Tk 22 A 0 b Bt %) 250 4 e
— B, R Bk L T AR R SR 10 Y J7 7 CLINK (congested LINK identification) X F s fi#; R Ji K ik 14 1) 56 5631
TR 23 A0 I 42 00 B0 iy ) s B 00 45 4, T DASRASHE R A 1 B KR S A UM R T SCRS B30, 3k Fh i ik
P18 A 55 T v e At 224 T % P A B B R 22 I R LA T v R M e i SR T 2B BRI Ghita S5 KDL B
HE) BT — I b R IR BH T 0 286 e B ek i (10 DR AN AE LM I B I S 50 T FE 2R T A TR e
S AU B o S bt 20> 5 i 39 iy 4 420 B A 00 D SR 45 4% 4 S 50 9 SE M 26 1 O PV AR RO M A
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T e 4 T O R O 3E Ve L
CLINK,SCFS L) & MCMC #3: [FR WL 3% 3.
Table 3 Accuracy of the CLINK, SCFS and MCMC algorithms!””
%3 CLINK,SCFS L& MCMC § 85 g7

Topology CLINK SCFS MCMC!
DR (%) FPR (%) | DR(%) FPR (%) | DR (%) FPR (%)
Babarasi-Albert™™ 92.0 0.8 60.0 0.9 70.0 5.0
Waxman!®"! 91.2 0.7 62.0 0.6 73.4 1.3
Hierarchicall®” 87.3 0.9 57.0 1.1 76.7 1.9
PlanetLab'®"! 90.3 1.1 61.0 0.7 69.4 2.4

Nguyen Al Ghita 55 A AE SCHR[82,83] 7 M B i A i 2 e 472 1 i 2 1) 2 M ASE 1R B R e A1 B 30 10 0
AL 33K o 5725 0 SR A8 I A AR T SR B 1 B I8 A 5 O3 TO TR AN [R) 22 Ak 7 A AT OA Ay e 3 25 A 3 1 g 2 A0
FH N PR 2560 38 BT BE, 25 B A 7 22 /0 FR) R s A L P 25 0 23t gl /. ey 22 1 00 52 ) e A 25 B 3 05 2 i o
e AL ATT 22 J5 AL S5 SN B b K T 25 /N T T IR B R 5 AR A AL R O, T SRR A B B 1 25 0 FR AT UL

P ITE AR T A DR R i 80 i % A2 BN AR G 00 138 3 9/ 5 A0 1 R A R i S 5 B R A T I K
P ) .

W 2% 4] B 2 A Lk WA 4.

Table 4 Algorithms for congested link identification
R4 MLEINIERERS E AL

2T SR T R T e S S B AR I DMEL ARG AW BORS BB A RS HE W IR S
BN S B 0 CHR[70,71,76] Hk[12,72-74]
Z AN B i SCiR[82,83] SCHR[77-79]

4.3 HERE AL

PR D 208 BT ISR AR I — A SR A B AN () B A A [ 2 D3 W0 P il 2 U M AR [ 5 A 7). 224
236 v BT B S e e e D D) U SR A T A R e A Y e S 2 BT e AR T A BB P B R %
FHRR) o, I 246 v ST AP Jir D AN 8 2 281 o g5t T EE W) S 2M 7 586 6 1T D S 1OME At 6 6 PR ) R R A B AR
E 25 TR WA B I AR50 e A1 B 9 4% OTT(over the top)Mk 45 WM {7 (WeChat)® V45 1) 3 #1712 78 7 A AL 48
FZ0Nb 55 (Ui 5 REAR) IR S 58 e, NS G 3RS OTT . 2 i, 5% T 88 2 5 W i GR35 P S L 4 18
IEAEAREE SR, — B2 AS BAT A SR, BUAT KB 50 0 26 S W J A8 B A T Wi 5 4 1T 2k 2 ) i ds.

SCHR[86-8914 Hi #E ] — 2k B 42 L ARA AN R R AL A ER DGR, JFx eI PERES B (W SE 500 355 JEAT I
i, AN TS 0 2% B A58 28 2o ) B o 7 4 R AL P 001 DX 20 R 25 RVAE T B 7 U5 RE B AL DN 19X 2% e 4% E O R AFAE AR T
SEILG AR TE A B 28 A H AR o W6 A% sRMIR L BE I S DR AN P 8(a) s WU REE R ey yp S AR LA A
BAEP1s TP I BEB RN B2 1) T AR b SL AL BB K AR AL BB o SN BR P S IR IUBE R e, S e, (R
8(b) T 7R), M 2 5 v 1) 396 Bk e by 6 B A PRl i S P o A A M R AT e v Sz B s 7 1 AE AN TR R T
PIZE IS L R Zhang 585 AUV U7 Gt ol 2 v S P DI04 ST B AR AT T AR 43 BT, R I R H AR
26 3F rh 3L HL AL SR S8 A A I RE W S a4 W7 2 X (3) B A AR 1 A T BOKE (o A R S BE R

Table 5 Routing matrix of equivalent network in Fig.8

x5 8 TP T AR AR 0 45 1) e R AR R

ellﬁz elzaz €253 €254
P13 1 0 1 0
Piosa 0 1 0 1
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Fig.8 Non-neutrality network
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(3)  HEERI AV BIA G BLTCP 38 A5 U 10 B 25 1 I S A B AT AR5 (10 I TR) AR SC Ak 53 4k, b T 14
2% A T SRS PR ATVACL DA B o W B 8 3K A D 3R B B T3 2 L AT TRV G

(4 PR BE R SE VT Pk BE T Ak S5 B A7 A i B T SR U0 A2 8 /D A AT R LA i 1 A I S
ST VA S PRI 0 T AN A%, 214 0 4 RS DA R A A A, B I ) B A R R A Y
Rt AR Sk B i o 1 2349)

190 208 22 AT PR B3 A TR S PP 2 190 0% 22 A PR SR B R K — A I AR 5R . 45 3 77 (1) W S8 L s
L5 A7 R (R I AL (2) 2 R AN BRAB U, 1 JEE S o 2 75 0K TS J2 A i A B2 R B Ul L v S0 2
LR B RHEWT 53255(3) 40 98 0 48 ST BRSO B0 N2 IV TR AR A0 A 3 N7 i, AR R BIE 5277 1) 20 A

@ 1 I 190 24 717 S 20 b ) A 0 0 5000 £ P P S

0 2 T IS AN 1 A B A LB I ol ) 2 i LG 5 2 AT, B TSIt B 45 A1 A B A SR A )
B v 1 B AR (T B 5 (0) BT ) TN TR T A AT 5 BREEAE 4 AT R B, 1o 4 5 T K mT UEAT: 24 1 LT
FITAT (0 4 248 J2 A RS A 00 8 A 55 3 3B W K A 58l X 286 SR AT R A 30K 110 552 T A

@ 2T 3 226 00 e Kol 1) A S AT 2

1T 4 2 7 A P e SRR A A B B E 2 B A AT AT AP AR T 2 AL 22 47 DI 1 R R 0 AL
il AR AE DN YT A B E S MO AR AH 2 0 8 RUBEAR DRI T RN A5 BT K )
39, i TR AR M DRAIE - R S5 B P B AT i, o R s R B 1P o~ AR Al S e £ D00 A O DL R 255 25 RS A



2368 Journal of Sofiware ¥ %3k Vol.26, No.9, September 2015

206 N B2 i B AR A ) R, U SN R I AT 2R ) ) 4 R T S R ROR - KB HA AL
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@ BEHANERES BN MO L

UIAE TCP AV H B K 1K) 2540 5 I S8 S50 2 AT I TRDAH SC At 10 224 0 446 1) 7 B SR s A ALl 2 28 R e i 2
[A) 52 7 BRGS0 R B Y 4 N BB R S AT 7 T A G T 7 AR AR I 16 I 4 0 6 5 3 OnT e 1 i
ZHOHAT 5 PRI 2 SR A, LU T I 26 S AT B AR 0T 1 s 1 5% 4 3R ) ME Ak JEZ.

ORI P d &% NIVATREL: R
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