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algorithms for bandwidth measurement, packet loss measurement and delay measurement. The main discussions include temporal
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EX 1(BE == (cross traffic)). X Ei5M 4 H LR L O A AT .45 T 5c i = 1EAT 5350 21 1) 4% far i %
PrAEANAL TNFR A 5000 18 E 1 S5 U B A B 2, H A 2 B 8 S50 AR Ok SR T S Bl Al i AR AR B

TE M 2(3% 8% 75 B2 (link bandwidth)). BE 5 5% PR R BEE 2¥ & (link capacity), & TR 7E L st &4 T, 5
% JT e AL 10 dp KA A R

EX 3(BE{2% 3 (path bandwidth)). B12H7 58 XFR A B 4275 it (path capacity), /2R fE L st & T,
I 28 1% 45 T fi B A1 1) g R A% ook 6.

TE X 4(F] A7 3 (available bandwidth)). X245 £E AN FE W 15 5L s A< 115 00 T 3 2 5E O 3 Ay 1 32
Ak ) 5 DR A A 2. SR [23 10t A A 28 1 Sl i A4 A8E T ) R A 5 20 Sl AT T o S A A RS B T i i (1) T
FH 95 4 avbw=Capacity—Cross Traffica,Capacity }'5E 5 %% &, Cross Traffica, 73 At W] P8 I 2% 55 2% 7 5c it 11

i@ﬁ%;ﬁﬁﬂxﬁzﬂ%&%mmﬂﬂ%ﬁ:avbwA,:LCMT‘[CTM,LCN WPER I BAr PRSI RERE L R LA AL
CTy, 9 26 VB AG 1 e BB L 110 LB L.
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Fig.2 Shortest observed RTT vs. packet size*¥
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Fig.3 Dispersion time at link i (in/out)™*
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Fig.6 Periodic stream illustration of basic idea
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(pairwise comparison test)fll Sppr(pairwise difference test)Zs Hk J) i FRIM It 1T PR 1) I SiE B Spop RN ER MR 1
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L Ta) B SE A T RN A o T A R A 1 B A Sy 2 s BRINAL B 1) B S AT 4R B &5 R AR A B R Y
Sper>0.55,Sppr>0.4 HF, DA Ay FT I 147 B i Bt 4aE L A7 395K e 3 15 D), 3 W A0 90 14 B i) B 34 A 38 K ke A R %
ity AR 5 R A B 1) W S A e 3 4 TR A RV B T — IR IR i R Yaz B3 S £ 4 Pathload B33 (1) —
b SO of P 8% B A28 e 7 A T T FEIRAS 1 40 58 4 AT T 1R 48,5 pathload 579240 b, 0 SR 25 A [R], 00 42 £
AT T BEAR.

pathChirp 503 DL B8 1 1 U7 2U7E 0 460,91 P4 BRI B v R 106 28 (0 4 M 3 n 18] 7 9 7, 7896 T pathChirp
1A SC AR HP e B4 I S A SRR R chirp), B SR 4% G0 %) RV AT 0 e B AT 5 5 BV v ZE I TR UG B chirp 1R R 2% 3
AR T e 42 10 ] PR 5 DR1 b T P 20 S 2 A W S8 100 73 i 5 4 408 00 e 22 T 4 i) I 8 125 FF) AT e ) % 3%
TR 2 W A AR T AT P i B R R A AT X S I B chirp HRER I 43 2 P R SE R B A K A 1
{..pathChirp 18 7347 chirp 73 2H BHE DA o 40 1 T2 (4 R A W) 908 Ak A2 ) KAl 1 i 281 o 3% A2 11 ) R e 5. — > B 7Y
£ BN 28 i 2 A0, 15 — LR A T 2E 18 K (9 X 458, 3 s Fh T 3R 43 4138 ) 7 — > 87 B B ZE F) A 510 R A S fii B
PP AT A — LU HE BN IR JE BRAER 178 DX 3, 3K 2 BRI R R 43 A0 1) 1 1 AR 2 B BA A (Can P 8 3 s ). R F R I 1]
14 53 1T, pathChirp 15 A AR SC IR % i) ] Fi 415 5 , P00 ok — AN B 2R chirp W73 (%) m] FA A5 98, i
g DD"=Y BN, [ A A L, B AR R T PR 5), 48 A 3 B T R A ehirp
WA (AT FH 7 58 n LAST- 34 5 45 2100 1 5

BRI

—_

—
—
—7
—

A\ 4

A
y

T2 T/ Ty Ty T

Fig.7 PathChirp probe train!**’

7 PathChirp #6171 45 #4143

HEA I 42 o
o
o
o o (o)
o o o o
') ') >
7 % LR i)
T OIS T

Fig.8 A typical chirp queuing delay signature!*’!

8 chirp Z Hv LAY [ BA IR SE 4 PE)

TOPP SEVEWEEI M Z RN h N AN (Riax—Rumin)/Ag L Rinin A AR R IE TR R0 N I i R IE TR,
Ag AR 5Y 18] B, ARG B gy 28 3 189 00 PR I3l 2 ARSI A G B % e AN R /INAH (] EL IS [ TR g5 A 7] F 3000 .
2 R N 3 2R AT W ) D O e T e T AR A R S DA DAy IRt R N R T A B A e 2 AR g T
H47 % . SLDRT % 5 pathChirp 55 1) I £ 65084 Al 5 SLDRT 535 6 1 52 5 M R 3% d A §7 38 (loading
packet), bl j5 LAFR HOE 30 25 AR AL 51 ) 4 N 28, 22 60 270 1) i N 308 26 25 1 g ) 3000 2 00 4 4 R, LA L ) 0
F1 (A N T8 A D I 4 R A L TR SR I R L AR SRR S R TN IR R M 7S A5 /N BT LA SLDRT il
SELVEONE P e v {EL T ) 4% 3 i P N 4t 47 3 5 T pathChirp.

PRM HEMA R 2 A2 R PRM TR St I 75 B4 i I R0 5 % O [P — i o 0 — (R U AT 48, (H L
AN 3 G 2 5 TN 22 1 6 28, AN T 3 i B A% 1A R BT AT 9. 5 PGM B9 —FFE, K 2 40 PRM VA B 1 5t
TR R AR Mk A2 B A7 58 R M SO 00 RS P 1 VR PRAIE.

AT 3R, 56 A BT I T A o I U 92 A /b o B, BV e AT S R R AR 2 R T O R R AR Sk
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Uz SCHR[41142 1 T AProbing 5%, % TCP WM H i A A (ACK packet)BEAT T H i 44 , F) F P /M 4 ACK A3k
A ) 58 (19 A8 A A IR AR5 A PGML S35 JEVAEURS R FH e B HEAT 0 2, 55 Mt B PGML B3k 0T EL s B A (), I £ 7 28
TN SCHR[S 114 H T GNAPP 035, R H ICMP 1) Y2515 J8 KA i 6 470 sk 5 R0 U 8 w7 A 5 sl ot A0 271 ohy 2 A,
o 20 A, B %o 22 T 11 T B DA ek g RS AR T b 2 R PRME G092 JE ARSI U £ ] F At 5 SCR[S2]4% HH T LA
AN IR B ZE(RTT) AR H IR A AR R Al T w] Rl 58 AR B /1S RTT (9 40 B o 8 7 12 SCHR b ot = 1 B SCHR[3 148 T
SigMon &3 FRIN A0 31 by 40, 8] B 5 L3 I 300 AN 40 0 4 i, R 0, ) 985 A% A I 8 R0 3 1 AR A0 A7 00 >R 20 T I 8%
eI B8 R0 R P Ay e L SRR R R 1 2 I AR A B 1R e 0 B AR AT A 2 () PGML BT I SR A 4.
14 SR$ERREN

X B o A ) A DR A 5K () — AN WF ST AT B B 6 A 7 5 VA 32 B4 BFind”’L DRPSPY,
STABP! pathLocheP®'# Pathneck®714.

Pathneck 2 'S5 B% % 5 A f5e AR R L (K 5775 Pathneck K FH 38 4R I 19,41 RPT (recursive packets train) & /v &
Bl RPT HH 47 4uf 43 2H (load packet) R 5 ) 4 (measurement packet)#4) (W1 9 Fr7w),RPT 1 [H] ) 60 424k {2
Ao 4,523 4 500 1T, RPT BN 43 il 2 30 AN 75 20, I B 4y 2040 TTL {f w] LUK 9 552 B 2% e 9k 2500 LA
Tk A7 s 23 20 RE 8 1R 1 s B Ik B AR s, R AR — N B W 1 R 0 A HE A 7 A g 43 2H A0 T R R
o321 BA — Bk 25 A0 T RPT & R WP AN I 23 20K DKL TTL 68 1 17 9 25 20, IR ], % e 2 e 2 79 56 B )
ICMP 3 21,3 P AN I8 25 43 S 38R [ 9058 i s 140 0 P A A Ay A2 0 st 2 20 8100k 12 Bk 1% el ) B [ ) 8, )R B T RPT 2I3A
% BB I R R 1% — B RPT, i th RPT K B I8 380 5 O 1) e 7 s e 5 1 O 16 308 SR 4 % . 2 IXORCE RPT e )
FRE 5 B et 25 AL e R I v

yik=% ol
=z "
WEQ ___ [&———60tUDPHIEt ——> B
1|2 30 | 255 255 255 | 30 2 |1
“60B. " 5008 Pk 30/NUDPHAL

TTL

Fig.9 Recursive packet train (RPT)!")
9 i 1K 51(RPT)!S

JRAE Pathneck 512 0 75 138 7 146 470 50U 4% B A% 100 mT PR s S 468 VT 13 3088k E I 1% 22 407 45 31,1 55 PGM 2
— R LBV BT T I T A B i S S R O R — 4 6 1N B 1 T E .k A, Pathneck WAL EE T ICMP Bhill, 35 B 1%
AT R TT S TCMP By il 05330 T 926 5 o7 e i ).

BFind Sk i 17 9 4% h & 3% 3 BT K1 UDP R 371, BT 3% 25 80 4% 77 25 I 1) 1) 470 38, ) It
H traceroute P 5 4% 5% I 1 A1 3R I LE(RTT), 45 W45 1) % 44 1% B 1) RTT RV AR 38 O, 1 — 28 oK I 5 371,
H R HACBERR 10 RTT H LG 5 B9 0 B % i o O B84 14 . BFind S00R 7 € AT 8 b R 326 K& B aL N
15 R v, Ay T T A 0 RS 1Y 46 34 B K IR S R, BFind ¥ B B % 3R W 1) 5 K B B A 3 Ol 50MIbit/s. DRPS 55
R 1 A7 R 400 M (SLoPS) 55 B4 40 £ 42 (tailgating) J5 B OOV 45 4 45t — b 5 T X005 2660, 41) 1) 5 i ik
AV 7 AR DA, i 2 DA v I S e T O A T B A, R A A DO S R A T B — AN KT AR T
AR HR AN T R R ) 1 3 2 A I A ) B S AR AR L B TTL AR K s o B
DRPS 535 (1) & 17 35 1 55 75 . STAB S35 Fl pathChirp S35t 17 48 42 0] JH 45 58 % pathChirp 446016, 2% i 2
I8 PR %o, BT s — AN R 43 28 5 TG SR — AT 5 IR /I 43 2 b A % o i 5 BN A B R K AR )
AEAE JACIN(TTL 22 m), T 55—/ A Jeet B0, A R 0 /M A5 K 1D T A A7 S 300, IR 58 e B AR Ak
KAL Bl T 20, T /N UK A7 S5 0 2 o R IR 1) R B 6, STAB 5032 T AU £ 1) 4% B8 428 v AT 0 2 1)
AT A 98, 5 IR S B (147 B PathLoche SLVEMS % T STAB A3k JAR, T 7 6 4% vl 4 58 (1 S0k 1
SLDRT.STAB F PathLoche 532 ) I 2k FE ph G SR FH 00w Al o D00 4 802 P e s, |l e (T 138 B Rk 2 A 47
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ORI 58 AN [~ B A 1A AT P ot 5, AT v 00 B 47 28008 5 K
1.5 RAEME RTINS T

T S VA PR P AR O0T A 5 A A A T DR TR S 6 O 2 R o U SR T R T I SR A AR
A 20 16 (BB T B2 (E SCHIR[60T AORIE T 2 W1 - 0 52 W 4% it i AT 1 AR ABAR R 28, 0 AR AL PR ) 206 37 5 A BRI 1) R
XY BAT TR IR R XA R PEAE T AR 10 25 R FT O 2 IR W T, 76 % A 0 e 0 e B mT ) s 5 D0
Sk Jitterpath STVEM SLDRT 3200 58K MET 550 SR A0 wl SR REAT 1 BLg B i ig.

AR ALK ) 2% 3L B A A AR N ) RURE B 889 LA SRR KR )P O 58 R W S5 0L A I T AN 2 1 7 3
PRI, 0 246 1) 7 A i S B AT — B8 1 iy 7 0 A8 SO S5 UL A7 A (T S5 UL PV e R 8 AN 2 B A2 1
23 ) A EE U 0 SR, B B B R R T R A T R R S T R R A AR A AR SR R O 2
6 194 % 2 T AN iR 2 P R R M T S5 R IR TR AN P 22 0 O % 22 i) AN A s e ) A A, A ks 5 00 Bl o 17 K Y
Pl BAR B W F .

15,1 ) AN S A 0T 00 ) 5

FERNETS ST, 00 255 % A W] A 5 F AT IS TRD AN 5 P (e o, B T 3 AR BEAE 8 A I R0 4E B2 Py, T o 8
F0 L DR AR 1 5 AN AR AT AR ] P o 5 0 R — HLJG YA S A SR P9 A5 RT Al 58 PR, AT nT A 7K AN B IE 1
WS IU LS — 43 48 2R S 1) pathload, JitterPath A1 Yaz 530255 1 1] 10 7= (PN 4k v] FH 5 5 B il oA B D).
BE N TR) PR RS , R i 6 A — 5 S TRl A el M e — 2 R B 30 ol B A I i) o 8 Ak T R AL (1) 14 22 ),
PREH A A 0 Ch A 0 €)1 7l P i 5, U000 it v e 22 A bR ac D vl i ls 98 1 . AR i 2 i F ml A 9 4 4
I TR F4, AT A o8 A3 AR AR T B 5, 9 3 pathload %5 /8 RFLEAT TR BR IO WT FH A 98 T F Bl e 2%
DN AR v T BL S Km0 R 2 S R B BB 2 T AT B AR AR I O R) 25 28 2), RS C0 47 PR 4 iy T vl 1]
758 T P 08RG % AR D b S AR 5 T T 5 AR 2% v T A AR, TP 0 1A B Rt o e R B A T
AE-F 2L pathload 45 — /)8 ZR SLIRATHY 1 B 12 AT e 68 b 70 AT S50 0 BRI T S SR

53— 75 T I 1) ANl 72 P 3 300 P i 6 006 TR mT R IR A A SR AR 18 22, B, 22 R B U B B4 L, AT
FECEBIE T 5 R 2 S BE, IXFE BO AT 11 TR X R ZE AR R FE UL 2 I DL T T LA R
W R, J LR H ML TR0 pathChirp, IGI/PTR S5 R ] T 2 UCRAEIUSE (19 773 AR TTX JIAOCHIE 1T 0 5
FT IR i), AT 2 T AN BEHEAT A I« HAEAA £ 00 .

BT At AT
2 2 |
= :
o R
¥ &
i ==
= =
o T T
K TE](s) I I1) (s)
Fig.10 Wrong upper and lower bound caused by Fig.11 Sampling bias induced by
temporal uncertainty! temporal uncertainty!*’
Bl 10 IR AN s M3 p i iR LR ) Bl11 A TR ANS o P R 158 2 1)

1.5.2 2 [a) AN A 0T 00 2 ) 5 i
T 22 B 194 265 v e A0 T P At B B T S B B 1) T P HY 0, A AT RE A AR I TR U K B i A e DL
BT ] Al 5 )N R B B O AN R B8 A i dn N IO BE R W 1] 12 TR, CLLCo AR IR BE RS 1(Link D)FIEERE 2
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(Link 2) 1) 75 5 ,41,41,A2, A0, As I Az 53 5028755 [F) — B TR 8E 26 1 FIBE R 2 (4 ) FH 7 96 (8, 15 an B 12 i Ros I 3 HE,
o 2% v £ HE B2 B R Link 1(Ci<GCs), 1T S BE 1 Link 2 LS (40<4,). W28 30 1 (1) 58 & A 45 Sk ik ]
REE S A I [) B Py LA L S B /I 10 ] FH A 58, DT 3 350 PG B9 J0 7 (9 T B2 4% PR ANt A2 1 T S A K1)
W E R 22,

e
| Lo A_si RN Ay |
A LA Ay
Lo

|y L
| |

Gl [ G| '

| | |

[ | |

! I

! I

| I

I I

4 v

(a) FE(Link 1) (b) HERHS(Link 2)

Fig.12  Available bandwidth variation
12 W] FH A 55 B3 AL,

SCHR[38] 1 SEHR T T B 5 iy RN 5 B 5 N, H AR S B 1 Sk M A R A ) 2 A
FLA 535 5 . SCHR[60] 4 30l B S L5 S 8k 04 A FE I 5T 17 0 4% % 4% 22 W Y Fi Hh 35 A 40 B ml P A s A T
LU P 52 B0 A B B 1) R e —— R DA 51 R 0 £ 45 T e i S ) e B AR Ak i X R T A AT
2 1GL S55E TG0 BRI B AR TE 7 7 22 k3 5 i = et P AR 22 B001 0 1 R B i PN 78 S ik A ) — (1
— AN YREAAA R P00 TR A Y i T I R A XK A A5 U BN B X Internet FUEAT 58 R 15 5 i M 4%
(1 W B . SCHR[61,62] N FR IR LR T S datoxet ml FH s i 00 k10 S 0, i 9 R 1 SR 00 o 8 2 N T R S
A I, 15 A5 K PR R A 2] T 2 R 5 2 R R Y, R B T R T R T L M A R D I )
VT AT R A T VR R R L
1.6 EHEx 4R

SCIR[23,50] FfIAF 5028 BH <38 5 1 400 T, 76 A 22 415 58 Wl 4 55005 v pathChirp I & 57 88 /)N pathload I &5 F¥ f
71, SLDRT | &I} 8] 5% 45 A, BL pathload,pathChirp F1 SLDRT %354 Ky 20 ¥ %t 4. 1 T pathload & 75 ) () 2
AT FH 5 5 28 A DX 1) [ Ronas Renin]> 0 8 T 28 753 BT, B (Rna+Rimin)/2 A pathload 01 &5 L.

BEE NS-2 17 B30 $h A8 Ji 18 LL One-hop persistent J7 20 & 2% (W 13 Frow), sL o0 &5 Ban i 14 FZR 1 Fiow.

Fig.13 One-Hop persistent model

K 13 One-Hop persistent 75 5t i
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Table 1 Experimental results
R1 RIFLHL R
Jiik M FGs) MR (MB) TR 2 (%)

SLDRT 0.088 0.080 7.87
pathChirp 3.69 0.328 12.27
pathload 25.44 2.47 7.26
10 T T T T T T T T T
FLSH
9 —++— SLDRT
—O— pathChirp
8 —4— pathload
— 74
8
s
< 64
L]
H
& 54
ﬂ
ol
3]
24
T T . T d T T T T T T
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
I FFEE ] (sec.)

Fig.14 Experimental results

K 14 Szae g5 B th

SIS I A [R) B S T AT o AR A RS A DL (RN RS R L DN R AR B R
¢.Pathload Fl SLDRT 535 1A% B85 iy, 3 AT 20 A 2L JRU R 2 : SLDRT 55032 DA —ANAE K 1) 60 27103000 £ ) FH A 9, 4%
FRSCHR[61,62] /i3 22 23 B B8, A A0, 41) 1) 0 1% 22 10 5 4R /1N T pathload YU A2 — N3 5 Uk 3 X TRJ 0 L W
T4 22 Pl a e f I £ 45 A% Horp T pathChirp A J5t A5 I AF 4086, 6T 14 Ik o] 3k 25 4] W 1 5 L, B LA 00 £
JEE A 7 A W I ] R B 7 288 5 TR, SLDRT 30 8 B {3 A 325 AN 0 6 0, 470, e LA 00 8 s ) R0 3000 = 67 38 3 6 /0N 5 1
pathChirp F1 pathload ¥ 75 i i £ 4~ 1051 A4 w] 3k 45 1] FH 47 56 (pathChirp ¥ Chirp 28K A % & & 7,pathload 5247
A fleet ' stream FIECE N 12). 040, pathChirp FT pathload P& J& 4 K 78 8 B K /s A A8 58 A8 I 8 45 SRl &
H ISR M 22 (LS8 1508 F 2508 40),1X 528 1.5 5 AT AH —BC TN Egn . 58 80 mT F At 58 VR E 2
Mr &5 5 v] 2 2% CHik[23,36,45,50].

ZE LA AT FRATTO A, R FH R A P i A 270 e s 5 e R SR I 9 T Tl 2 —

2 EGN=

2.1 BEAREE

E X 7(E B (packet loss)). 5 ) B 1135 A& 02 1 40 20,45 7R F6 58 W 18] P9 %53 41 3% A 2005 B 0o, AR 8 7 41
T T TR B O . D TE L A OB T PRI A 0 4 4 2 A R R,

X 8(E B E (packet loss rate)). £ 5441155 K 1% 4 LM BIN LU 35 @ Fe05 K% UL BLD Fom Bl 51
(13 43 2135 5, ) 25 A 3Ry (a—b)/a*),

TE X 9(E BB E (packet loss model)). [ 451 7341 ¢ 2 (AR A A7 78 B0 (90 AR M X Fhobl Gk mT FH £
LI SR A, B 5 AR A, HT B AL AR & X AR R B 3 X =0 RnE0dl A0 F5 2%, X=1 Ron Bl ok & 2k B4
551 NI T RN p=[X|Xe 1. X, Xi ] XX s X, BT T BE I AL 150020,
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22 ZENEEZE

T 4 v T A e A YRR 6 25 2> LR 88 1 I ) AR J, DR, 0 5 L R T A A — AR AT PRk
[ TAE. H T BN TP 19 2% 1 2540, 90 B 590 £ 35 PING!®, ZINGI®! Sting!*) BADABING!*"'#Il PLBUI*)4% PING
RikEZA ICMP HH L, A8 4E ICMP A0 (1 B 2805 ok I 2 45 A . S AR, 0 25 40, 1) 25 AR Al 4 L s i D &
K R A, SR A PR v 9k 5% B 8% R T ICMP iR Th g, ) PING U5 0k TEvEAL . ZING Sk 31 T
AT PASTA(Poisson arrivals see time averages) 126 I & 77 v, oAl FH M 2R 7 vE Al ST HL Rl ATL 1 & 326 R0 2
A, 568 194 45 () N A2 BE 5 /> Sting VAR TCP S Rl A% Job A5 el & 25 4, 28, ] ) 2 i [7) % 4% (forward path)
R 17 4% (reverse path) [ [1-ZAL G B0, H I 5 AT G IE T TCP BRI N L 4E RFC 233005 B3 LI FA R FE
VA o3 4 2 DU B 1R JE R T X B SCRR[6 7T T F HH - WFTRA SRAFE BRAR 2 — B R i R T ERE T
ZINAGE 2 A S Y ) R R T VR T 8 o U A I ) R v DN A 1) A S R LA A I R I, K A
A R G b 28 K T 2% TR AT h 5 3 SCER[67 1R A HEBL 8 JR B2 HH T BADABING E A& 7 (s & i 15
ST ), 26 0 ARG R 4 1 22 S A A R A St L, 0 A T AL I B AT R R,
1) 326 [W) o 1] 5 , 1 e A A 5% 7 W0 v 5 A 36 T — A (] S W 246 e 5 7 A R 0, 7 2 S A ol 2 W 81, I e
A LA WLIEA 0.2 B4 Py LI L AN AL O ILERIE A L) B, DA A 0 28 3 44 T 4R 25 A, B 31 A 1 A
0K 10 3% 00 e, U Sk Zo 4 45 3R, 9 DA 4 25 0 A 4R 48 ) 3R 000 6 271 vl 0 D4 s MR 1 o R 2%, A T
L bS48 7 000 R A R A AR IO O i SCR[67] R [ 5 56 % B - AE A [R] & 1% 7 % T, BADABING b brHfE
TEURA U S A S S v ) DU M e, EL v I A R S T

AT T AL B AR v, Ok T T e A B % SR A FLAS SR — R BRI (probe  traffic) I F £
2T 5o (cross traffic) 1953, I B W 4 i B FH U 10 25 A oo, FLABE 3 N I U i U R & B 1R 15 e
AN Z AL R BADABING B0 jb 152 B 6 91 o R0 6 B0 (0 U7 R 5 b S L 7 56 5 L Rl 4 ) g U0
S T BV A R e AR R T S O R, L R A RO A — S S S A SO — B Ak,
XA A N AR 78 11 I 2 7 VR AN P G b o o) 6% 3 P K AT A 47 38 ) b3 1) B, SCHR (68132 H T PLBU
5% PLBU HiLF H MPEG 4 5 H.264 ¥R+ H 7 £ dik (user_data field)3EAT A0 &, 2L 5572 AR - ZE WL AT
SCA AL 32 22 B, A A AT A 1) R /S T Y 4% B K A% i . G MTU(maximum transmission unit) A 12 #0404 1) 43
BHCER BN AR SRS AT IPB WA B 1 B (B 16 Fior), e B S A 7 5
P B P R A5 S G0 v O 0 1 2 A 380 W AT AR A 1) 17 0 A0 W 25 B IR R R4 & PLBU. B98I MPEG 4 &,
H.264 AT A SEBLT 43 41 F 2% (10300 5, AN 5% M0 R8T ) 1 5 78 50,00 5 5 TN (R 2049 97 386t B (L 4300k H R
Al il E MPEG 4 F1 H.264 YL Z AL 500

| % |

N 3 2 1 wsi | mimia ;
PRAD IH] THT 2 ) :
H_’H .......... H_Hr H_Hr H_Hr FHlk | GOk Il b Pt B i
| NI . 7R

i l S 7 N\ *
FRTH Rt JH P # i id(user date field)

Fig.15 BADABING packet train®” Fig.16 User data position in video[®®

15 BADABING #5145 #7167 16 FH = Bl i ir 0

23 EGER

Hh - TP 0o 2% o 5,22 [V 5 77 E — o TR AR DG, BRI I AN P 25 A 3R AN (8 70 40 1 08 ) 46 5 BLRR AIE. T, DAk Y
2853 21 R IR 32 AT DUSS R (Bernoulli) B8 L % K LR (Gilbert) AL . T /K 1] e (Markov )5 784 7O X ]
I (double regression) s FI7 A% Sk [ 72138 1ok K I 8] (10 S 06 o B AN [ 1) SRA: TaD B« AN ) £ 9 4% 3R 55 0 AR [) 1) 15
S U0 A B0 1 4 21 T AR AN 1. el LT R AE B 38 41 SE R S M R I A T AT DS R AR A
IATREIE, 10 A& 75 R LRgE 40 40,21 A5 Markov BERERLARY) &
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IR AR e USSR ASE R SR T ST [R] 43 A 0, B I AN B A AR R A N A S M AN AR O
(1).Gilbert Fil Markov FALHIR T 3% 42 FALK A k(>0)[KIRE 2 JLAT o3 A1, e B F I R — > 0 502, BT G 4540 0,
TR IBA nt1 N3 E R AL LU 7. Gilbert #5802 — R R 1) Markov 18 (XUIRFS Markov 157Y). Gilbert
IR e A 7 IR 25 9% 2 (burst) IR 543 1) 2 20 41 58 R K T2 K IR 19 00 <) B (gap ) IR A ik T R & 2E 4y
YT R BB AL FLANHE 5% 10 2B 20 21 25 2K (1 1 B0IR 25 . Gillbert BEEDIR S FE AL U0 18] 17 B, B vh,S, 2w Bodi £
TRRE,S, Fom o AL IE W BCIRES pripiopan T poy 73 AHRER AR Z B B MR 0 AL T S, FPIRZS HE
BN FALZE S =1 /(pr1otpa), P I 5 K FAU K (burst length distributions) A 1/p,,">7L3 JL4E, Gilbert-Elliott
FERIUTART 4 Fy Markov 25 (A58 817> 705 3l F R B4 ) 4% 512 s 5 A0 1% 0.4 [y Markov 0B RUIR A S et P 18
71,8, s 73 ALIE H AR OR Sy Fm Bl 0 2 R parp12apaspaanpas A pay RRANFRPIRZE 2 18] O e A2 A<

S _/[1+ P X P X Py X plzxpmxpuj
! 5
Pr PuXPyn PuXPnXPsy

Sz_/{1+p21+[723+[’23xp34]’

P Py PnXPsy

S3_/(1+p34+}732+p21xp32]’
Pyz Py PaXPx

s, :/[1_'_]%3_'_}732)(}743 y P21XP32XP43].
DP3g Py XDy DX P XDy

S, +8;

Si+S3 AR LR,
Sy (Do + P3) + S4(Ps3)

TR TR TR,

TR SR

P21
KCORNOY
1-py
Fig.17 Gilbert model Fig.18 Four-State Markov chain!’”
/17  Gilbert Z {72! 118 4 B thR ) KDY

2 B0 5 S50 A2 A P T 0 % i s ) AT o 380 o 42 3 2 0000 00, S R S e IR 4% P S0 i s RS H W,
AT -4 35 2R 495 T 10 00 5 8 R A D00 10 8% 1 S B Y s R S Bk — ANIE SR ST O S I 4% 1
S ARAE 199 208 15 45 o B A 4 T S A . I, 3K T P AF 5 b R 3 A rp 5 A 0 B AT O, o i S AR
0L I B2 A T 29 TV R (L T 8 120 5 VR 4 )W 02 i 281 i 0 % i) A R P 00 42 50 4, R FH AR ALk AR A AR 2 17 8 2
T34, FH GE v 4 T 1) FEARUAT T D0 285 P 1S B 1 ek RO
24 MAREASHEIRES

A %A 510 22 oA 2 I, RT3 0 R ) 0 5 AR SRR T Do 8% 1) 5 AR e, 3 1T A A
BRI B AR BRI R P B N R R S0 0 (R G R A SCHRIEAT 23 A0 UE . SCRR[67]
o ) A XA 1] R 5 DU A 5 T SR E A — 20K % BADABING LM TERE. H T, K2 500988 7 0 4
Hb 23 BT B0 L A B, A R RN (probe traffic) B 25 £ 3 it 2 1 e i (cross  traffic) (¥ % A0 28, H AR i A 1l
AR AA TR Y RSN E A N SCHR[67,68] 1) SE I 45 kB, N i £ A5 R &6 R E AR R
AH A AR 2 AT I 5k ) DX (Can B 19(¢a) T 7).

B BRI AL HCA myy, T BB s 85 SRR AL AR ey, TALEUEE N g, WIAE 200 256 T 1P 3 Z A0,
R (Mprtne)/(nprtne), BAEGRIR A W& LA NARE R SR —SU 2 ln R a8 5. %

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



B E F0P MMM AR IR R 119

LB A A0 T SR A AR S T R A AR S 2 1 A Sk AR LU AL SR [67,68] ) S 56
WAEUE T BT I SCHRI68TA BRI 0. W2 ZA . N ) Z RS OLEEAT 7 2047, & 19(b) T 4
%fﬁ ST RMA SR MG E . NI E o B 10— 4L RSG5 A I A A 0 R SOt e

e X A % B A2 RS0 oA S e J2 P 98 5 S 1) 2% AR B0 R PR R B b L PLBU A SEEL T IR 5
IR 25 A A — SO, (5 PLBU 30 DU 5 S AU, R FH Vi FBIAI 24 A B 2 e A 73 00 5 38 11 25 A 5 00 55 2
T %@‘%M*ﬂ*ﬁ@i*ﬁi&,&%@{wguiuﬁifEI’JE)T nﬁﬁ

M lﬂf%%@ SIS HMRA T Z )
HH Y sREC
vz B &4

+ + o+ +
e o o e © o0 o e0 o o0 o

Q..Q‘b.....’. .Q'.OQ 08 &e 8’9“0\9% o

HEBACRE

13
e
RIS o
B % R ——— T
0 1 2 3 4 5

1) T (%)
(a) (b)

+00 e

Fig.19 Difference between measurement flow and application stream packet loss!®”

B 19 NGRS N TR 2 TR 22 el

2.5 BN a

SCHR[67]11 52 56 45 B2 B < [R) 2 00 B 47 3% 1 % 50 R , BADABING S35 4 T ZING Hik.1 PLBU ikl
AT B B 56 B0 25 A0 0000 5, 1 4200 0 . T O 5 1 03X 5 4 4 J R S8 A R AL R, LU BADABING 5032
F PLBU S3EAE R M v 4.

SRR M 20 R, 3R MR 45 2806 ] Helix Server, [ 4% Bi4Ul 1 f1 Nistnet FH 3R 4= W 4% 4% 1% F 44,
PR 2 LR T HL Wireshark FH SRPIUI W 4% 4= 350, 10 10 48 1T 1o A 9 S B 5 B 1 L.

Badabing SND
NIST net — g \

&

, ETH 1 ETH 2 Client &
Helix server 192.168.1.1 192.168.2.1 User date RCV

/

i,

Fig.20 Tested configuration
K20 scHh4h

SH 45 R R (P 21 B 2 JT7R):BADABING S92 & 45 0 5 1 S50 A 2 A G DO A7 26 W) Sl (¥ 22 5, 38 W
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BRI AL IEA 54 515 580 2 A7 —F0 T PLBU 0 45 540 5 35 597 0 92 b B A4 — 5 PLBU 51
AG AT G AL g 5 21, S S AE AR S 1 User Data 35 AP i N 5 5 1000 815 5L 58 RO 25 60 (00 000 8, 3 v )
T3 VAN AT AT 387 (0 000 A, D00 4 SR g R B A I R L RV H R PLBU SR AR R N T T
MPEG 4 1 H.264 050 (H B ATTIA A, I R 72 S8 B oA 4 7 (¥ 0 S 0t 7 A S S In e . s 3 i) &l
TR H 43 AT 45 AL RS 2 2% SR [67,68].

14] [zaPLBU
13] |RXXY Wireshark
{1 |BXXI BADABING

Packet loss ratio (%)
~
1

B frame SUM

Fig.21 Experimental results
Bl 21 i

Table 2 Experimental results
x2 MEER
Wi IMEOE%) PBEAE®%) BMELE%) HEQE%)

Wireshark 0.803 8 7.8778 4.180 0 12.8617
PLBU 0.803 8 7.87738 4.180 0 12.861 7
BADABING — — — 13.823

3 EPEHEXNE

S 2E 308 5 4 Ay A AR R S A0 R i) I S, 5y LA A I S AR A (3 50 ) S5 R 2% B i 2 R I B A ORI RE I i T
DU 1R FF Uy 5 45 oI ) 08 ey 0] 2 A o B S, 17 B B A7, T JC 75 IR ) 25 B9 19 5 LN ABLAE 52 B il P o o
i) B SAE i A 1 43 B i MM S e 1Y) 8¢ o) 7 P I o B A3 il 55 140 5 o 5 0, T A AL R R 55 R A U o 2 T R
55 28 iy 3 5 7 3t (4 ) AR AR RFC 2679 (19473, 09 2% B0 S8 3R () 00 ek 5 2 A 7 B 4% 7 ity 6 LI o [l 25
(LA 1OV b A s 5 0 B 40 SF S 1) 75 155 100 ok ) B 9% 2 75 WAL 84, B pathload 479 . SLDRT %55
A S0 o 0, A A A T S T, A SRR [8 1] I T 7T 38 I (AR Ak 5 B L AP e R AR
3.1 EAR#E

TE X 10(E2 5 BT 1 (one way delay, BIFR OWD)). 4341 A 32 5 2t 51 42 B0 o ig 20 I6F 0 28 177 1 B i 28500,

EX 1(fEIRFTEE (round trip time, &R RTT)). M A3k J5 At 8 (T 46, 21 0% 5 e 21Kk B 5807 R
WA (BRI T 00 J 0 7 B0 R S DA L) T 8 7 e e ) 20820,

TE X 12(RE#fi(jitter)). £2) SCRR A I E AR 4, & 17 73 2 I S A9 AZ A FE R, 32 S 1 2 Ak LUAH [7] I 3] [ Bg) A 38
(¥ 5040 240 LA 0 0 4 B i) o 81K 2 i i F) B0 5 21,

E X 13(BF 4R 2= (clock offset)). I I 5 70— I 200 IR i i i) &5 2 2% ) [r) 22 i) £ 5 2 54,
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B Cs(£),Cr(t) 53 T A AE ¢ W20 (¢ Jg AR UERTTR] UTC(coordinated universal time)) % 3% ¥iii (sender) Hsf 2 142 1A i
(receiver) S i1, W] Cy IR ISHEP i 22 4 C(t)—,Cr RIS B 22 0 Cr(t)—t AR B Il Cs 2 IS 0], I54 - Cr(t) AN T
Cs(OI [ 22 8 Cr()—Cs(2).

TE X 14(FT 835 ZE (clock frequency)). 447 26 s e T I b ] R0 AR A4 PR RAR R B2 I8 € (AR C'() AT
X C'()=dC(2)/dt.

EX 15(BT 407 ZE (clock skew)). — NSl 1) 45125 55 25 2% I B 4 23 2 ) 1) 225 L RR DAy B 3 2 A 8¢ kol
Cs 7 525 I B I b Cr AHXE T Cg IRy Cly(1) — Cy ()™,

T 153 U 2 50 V1) 100 B A (v 22 A2 S L D 265 [) 215 00 52 300 B4 1) B 2 3000 2 4D 7 4% P T v B A 00 2 1) 2 BRAT
8, AT A5 I e i 22 6 AN W7 b R 2 A8 A DR bk, 5 S R A D I R 1 43 A B A (i 22 00 AR I A A0 2
K.

3.2 BI$SREN =

SR [84—8 61Ky IS B A 2 3 Bk 1n) AU 45 g T3k — AN 2Pk R B SRR B X T R AR A 2= {vi=(t,.d)),
i=1,.. . NYGEZR ¢; BF T AT 0 i) G 38 3504 ), sk — > 2k iR 2, 12 o 20 2 DA T 4%

(1) FTAT (L, d) (TR 10 53 B bR 450 E D7 (B o I B 956 A7 674D

(2) LBmZIEMEES Q.

2 R EN VLA = A I T o D00 A 90 A 45 3 8 0 85 b A s, T S B A AT 5 Ay s L U e R
BB ZE B 2R 02 L= {0 y=cxc+ B}, (DB T LR Ry d,= o+ 5.

XTI T A DL A I 8, 3 B 0 M TR 4% (B 4% 11 2)).

AN ) B 45 T — A e pb il J80, e A 3 AR bR R AT B R 3 AN H AR L

1) I R S S R I E P B2 R /M

N N N
obj, ::z(di_ati_ﬂ) :zdi_zati_Nﬂ ©)
i=1 i=1 i=1
2)  CRAFER S e A1 X A T AR A
2 2
0bj2 = ﬁ:(di —at, —b+dl.+l —at,,, —b) (tmz_ ti) _ ﬁ:(di +di+12)(ti+l _ti) _ Iy ;tl a _(tN —tl)b (10)
i=1

X SR I ) i 55 A S5 PR 5 81, B g0y —ti=e AT
N-1_ . 1 . d+d, d+.+d,
N Objl—zobj2= 1; - 1+N+ 11
Xt i T I — AL HE, BT o N RN d, #0802 5 B0 R I objy Rl objy IX P AN H AR BRI HUE S5 1 (AT LA FL AR 460).
3) fEvEAEHZL MR

N
obj; = Zl{d[:at[+ﬁ} (12)
i=1

B A0 22 1 9 63 o ) 9 A Sy R B — 4% A2 BRI 4% (R (0 B 2 A DA b 3 A H b i B s KA 119 1)

h T SRAFIX — ) R, SR [8 51 M 43 B e /ML 1) 7 125, 1 e e 45 A 43 BE TP B /M s, P EIR 2 U R — R
1) L8 B FH X 8 28 B SR T IR Bl 22 AR I R 5 VA TE P A 2R 100 ™ B L HEBA IR S 5 52 A s P 1 0L T M
PERI RS e MR 25 Uk (8413 Y T LPA Sk (linear programming algorithm), F) A [B] V5 43 #1 7 v 32 el ket — 4% {8
R 2 A5 1) o S (1 0 R ) 2% T O B B /N, WA T S 800 b AR 2 1) B L R R T A A AR

SCHR[86]HE H T CHA $9%(convex hull algorithm), 3824 3R 4% 11 5441 2 3 ik S8 540 4= 5.0 ™ A 1) 7L

co(02) = {x

x=Y Av,A =0 A =1y e .Q} ,

K SRAR H b R B0 AR VA 45 0 ] SR T A0 4 TR S S 1) L. CHAL B335 v 8 2 W I 18] DA At o ) R, B — i A5y A
T PR T
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SCRR[STIH H — P 32 T A5 R) 26 203 BT B0 02 SR ARG 0 Bl b 0 22, SR ) o /I i il v 2 I B0 g s e P 4
IR B YL T VA T A SR e 0 1) P A 22 1. SC iR [ 88,8914 HE AR CHA S530:30 3i B i 4 4 22 IR B A Intel CPU
N FR IS ] B vH 2 8% TSC(time stamp counter)HX AR 28 Z¢ I it 1 I R v 0 A4 I 4o 20 3 2R LAY B 0 o P 8 PO 1 B
RZE BARX — L AR s TR/ BLE TSC 274788 2 Intel 755 &% CPU M) 64 fr il 58S,
B HOAT VAN A 2Ll CPU B 5 ) R e SCHR[90TAI A B AR AR B 1) Hough 22 #4355 1L #% (Hough
transform voting process)f INf 4T A8 43 A7 BR & 75— AN AT VU 22 B DX 3, 54T DU 221 1) e B 2k v S Sl g 2 i 7
i 78 I HL 6. 55 2 T MR LPA S AH b, 1% 7 2 LA L (A 1k e A0, SCHR[9 1142 1, 85 [/ 8k GPS 15
S S b I ok R 5 TR PR IS

R T VAN TR T I B 7 A B i L T VA A L A e 2 A 4 RV I S R AT S SR A B 7 T
TE A T ] N A S e U P 20k Ok IR A IS e O 22 L, B i P EAT B (] IS S ) 00 i ALK e 7 v A B AN O AT A
ISR B A B 22 W g v 3 AN B 5 4 A R I e R B AN [ 2 i
3.3 BRENE

5By GPSP?'. NTP(network time protocol)” A1k # It 4[] b PTP i (IEEE 1588 precision clock
synchronization protocol)* i i e R34 B I i 2 2 F A A0 3230007 5. 0 SCRR[951 LA GPS I A DAy e v IR s g, SR
FH AR Ay IR e I A e 206 282 5 o 48 4 28 i 0E AT 42 I (ELAE By GP'S S5 A0 IR e, B2 W vt il 3 4 B I
72 AR X R 5 2T TR AR AN A% B Dt B S RSO S AT OC, M LA R HE T 3 FLONTP (1 AP R 126 — A 2R
PING I HRWIN 0, 12 A0 485 415 SR 326 i 326 50400 P T 4y W T K 42 WA ot 7 WA 380 R /0, i R (] — A 7 8, 7 25 485 7l
PR E, 1 2% I AT« BRI, 110 422 WS I 1) 0 R 12 28 00, 1) K 126 I i) 850 AR 4t 3% JL AN I () 86, NTP 15 H P 5 LA
R IR b it 22 , AT 56 18 ) 2. 2 T NTP [f) 22 77 ik (I D 22 i R /N T RTTV2,NTP 1) ] 25 (10 v 1 J0) 44 8 3 ) 20
L IE] P B A I S, 70 A B AT 3R B A2 I A AR A5 (B TIT 2 T 47 RE R 1S B AR 1) I 52 45 . IEEE 1588 PTP 03 fify By Al 4
T 2% A 090 28 1 4% 1) I 5 SR 4o LI 3 I e S 0L [0 20, [0 20 S R vl 3 b o 38 1 b 8% A1 I 1) [0 25 B 380 % s T A5
BLRGR I TT 5 32 R % b 9iE S = AR 1) 22 5] FH 2 i ) 22 1) 48 A b e 1) 458 32 A8 % B T DR 3 — SOk T
Bk I A Al 22 AF A% 7 R S SRR AR BR B AR T I A [ 20 b 5 TR A A R £ 10 SRR SCIR 961 R FH R R 2
(Kalman) i % IEEE 1588 £k HEAT T Seadk, of 5] 25 50325 o [ e 75 R R R 3 4 T 10— 25 51 H . SCHR 9717
FH A ot i 22 (0 008 3k 25 I o O 22 1L 19 48 B8P 3 0 Ak o 24 Wi s 4 22 1) 284 1 00, JF 55 NTP Fil IEEE 1588
SR AR I I B 22 15 DL HEAT TR B A3 AT A% U R R R AT AR AR B B AR R RE N 3G T AR BR 2 AR
(asymmetric paths) T ¥4 ik I 4 g 22 119 40 2.

WE A B A 75 28T B 0 28 5 ) TR AN BT R T B 19 A () S A R, D 286 8 A v TR B A2 6 oy 5 AH 22 LL 481,
MKFE NTP 1 PTP B 1335 3 LATE A X0 K (18 000 2% 16 420 v SR A0 A 140 0 22, 308 17 3000 8 45 S0 ff 174 B i) i 3. S iR
(9814 H — 7 A Xof B e 420 178 00 110 I A 22 0 it 9, JL R AR ZE AR BR /N T RTT/AAHZ SRV b 24 1 A8 5t (H) AT 48
TR AT IR A% BB A [, S8R X AME R 4 AR TR P 28 v R AT RS 49 B A2 i TR JEXT R B A vh R 42
V)8R 5 0 1 I BB AT R R R A i 22 1) IR AN RAT (S0 Tk 7 B A i D I A R, e LA A A
2 I O 22, DAL 0, — SO 50 N A T R S5 A 7 A 1 B3R ST e s 222 PRT T 4 TF J2EAT 1 o T S R HC AUl A 56 2 001 U
R SR NG AR K B0 JR SR s SR [99TIF 9 T B [n] I S B 20y eyl £ 75 92 AR 1% 7 v L 20 A - Windows NDIS
(network driver interface specification)f ¥ [ Il 5 IS4 (19 1B 338 22 ; SCRR 10074t T Seadk 1) f K H A e 20k
U P ) N S (12 7 V2 46T O 9 i ARIVATE B I A0 %) S0t A TP s 2 SR, I L ZH e T IR A5 22 AN RO TR] (1IN ZE A,
FASRE XS B A% R AR TEAT B PR 2 SCRIR 1O 1T FH A B S 5 i EL A5 35 (Gamma) 23 A7 (1) 4 14, R FH 1056 &
SE WSS 3E 53 A7 BR 40, I 45 6 37 £ Bl (quantile-quantile )R 7820k SR ICHEBA IS SE 24 0 185 58 T 14 5z /0N B 5 1 S i (P
I B 25 o ALHRIN AT AT 3R N S8 2 )% VAR A T — Pt 1) 5 /AN I S 0 8 g %, T e 7 Y 4% 8 S5 4 AT
TR AN B A P15 0T W D I S SR AE T A P AR B I AL 5 A R I AE AN B RT B R, SCRR[ 101145 HA K U7 v mT
THEAS SR 60 75 A T ) B Al 222 AL S s 190 4% v, ) 8% A 0 T S8 5 9 o) S0 300 5 ¥ DA SR AR, S 4R 1 T v P Y
WA B R SCHR[10 1] £ 2012 7 v BT R X BRI A% (EL 7 B0 AN S0 B 380 2R 2 tH AT Y2 1D 13 W BE B,
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3.4 EHMRESE#INE

I B i 22 5 R o8 22 2 S I I 28 [0 20 1) 2 S DR 25, P 3 2 TR 0 AH L DG TG 1) 0% 28 I A 2 32 B2 ol o L
PO AR 95 i A T R T T e TR R L AR R EL IR 8 4 3 st ol B e A 2 e A AR A 0%
FAF VLA P 7= A T 0 A 5 T AN O] 5 A R), B2 U R SR 25 AR 2 R BRI R AN IR T B
HLARY IRt 2 LAAS [ 0 B o A5 25 2 Ao 5L O3 B v S 550 55 o 0 P 86 o, 3 2R 48 22 i) )BT T i 2 2 8 4/ R
Rk e m LA, I Ao (i 22 52 IR B 83T 22 1) B2 ), AN R RE AR 0 o .

TE 20 IS BT 22 (W 4 AT, R 26 iy INF B AT 6 Cy (o) B2 B0 I TR Cy (1) 20 8 . LA R 3 i I A by 2 5%
4, 152 0 SR BT i 22 BRI R AR B 200 20, M IE B R S8 0 S Ky Cs(t), B0 B B4 Crl(to). HH BN 351 28 s ST
Zo 3k Ae B ]IV, 26 i B Aty T 4 T A B T B DA B Cy (£) x AL, Clp () x At BI85 A B [ 1) B, % 326 ity B
AR Ny Cy(ty) + Cy (1) x At JEWG I B AE S Co(ty) + Cr(2) x At WU I 4 i 22745 0Ky

(Crty) + Cr(t) x At) = (C (1) + Cs (1) x At) = (Cr () — Cs(ty)) + (Cr (1) — C5 (1)) x At.

t B AT At +Ar OIS A 22 0 2o 15200 PR IR A0 R 22 (Cr(0) — Cis(t0) ) RH T IS A 9 22 551 2 18 I o A 25 A5 4k Bt
(Cr () — Cy(2)) W 53 K6 BB AN Ry Cy(0) N Chp(e) 249 5 4. 8 5 B T 1 18 4, T i 2 2 J Rl Kt AR )
PR 2 LB A B 1) R ), 2 K I O 2 R R 4 AR AR R IR PR T R G () KT Cu(), IR HT A5 1R 1
BB R 7R Wl 22 iR,

Pl 22 ek 2 3R 7R B e i 2 B BT ) P 7381 A7 000 A S o 19 48 R BT R JRATTN IR A AT R AT T SR I8 23 S
G RGN 8] [F) 25 (K S0 2 T80 06 PR I S AR A S L. 92 08 b — B v SR N R i AR 0D i — ANT B %
iy 32 B[R] BRI R A 5 55— 5 T SRR DAy 2 0 i, 22 A s 7 2 AU R 0 /0, B i ™ 22 A e ] 388, 22 5o 1 40
0, 32 BT R K 5 B WS e A BT ) K P 28 B (R AU BT ) Tog ik 23 RIS V) T, i Tp—Tos, AR Aoffset=Tx—T5). % F%
JF R AL FUATL 2 A 25 DA 2% 0 5 ), 2 R 00 B 38 ) O S S B0 — 5 R P P 3t 5l (EU I i 22 28 Ak 34 5 1 21
AN R 23 B A — 2L

=
=
E
= £ I
?;;5 I Aol g 22
N [
I ] T
0 2000 400 6000 8000 10000
IRT(s)
Fig.22 Change of clock skew (theoretical value) Fig.23 Change of clock skew (actual value)
22 I 2= AR AL (R ) 23 IR i 22 A8 A (52 B 0 )

2T, CAT I FE R D 23 B I B 2 L I ol i 22 ) 40 P 195 00 2 e 5 B I ok [ 20 ) i e, 00 3 R 2
P R 2R FEEAE TIPS T A I Pk B A 2 I ol 2 0 A%
3.5 BiEXLEAHR

L ST SEE F 00 B A S S QISP A B R L i I S 00 R, A R S AR 2R ) A I 2 )
it FORIEAT.

ALy I SRR B AR R 1 NTP 5 R T ARl AR B A2 1 KIME G308k 138 AR [ B i 22 ) S0
(1 B AEAS TN AR Bt 1 A5 50 A SCH NTP 8 KIM 53245t I i 22, 56 B 3R G ) 20 I, 1000 B i B
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SESEBGF AU 24 TR AEXTRREE AR NS DL R A IR B AR AT B8 3 BEA 0.1Mpbs; 7 JEXT FR R AR 15 UL AR IR B A2
A 9843 B BEA 0.1Mpbs H1 1Mbps. 75 95 56 5 PR, DR A% i 2 2 650 R, A 9 I A8 T 220w AR S LB A 10 A2 B I S
B Ay 5 lia) B S0 MRS A8 5K 43 B 0 0 5% 22 A S B SE U1 B R T R R B K/ R 1 042 AT R AN A
1 000 775,603k K/ A 42 79), 76 0.1Mpbs 77 58 R8N A% % I 2211 24 (1042x8)/100000=83.36ms; 7F: 1Mpbs 7
B PREE R AL 5 I SE A R (1042%8)/1000000=8.336ms.

R 1 SRR

R @4_*@:' Baliih
|
|
|
.. &
GE Vit ie T SRR L2

Fig.24 Tested configuration
K24  sEg 4

FERS FR A2 D0 T K NTP 503K 52 B AR 8 I Bl 7] 20 48 3R % 45 o o g I B 000 1 23 990 4 84.028ms,
83.915ms;KIM SHE I EAE 7379 A 83.983ms,84.059ms. M S5 45 SR < H AR 52 LML BE B 50 0 52 o, il 12 45 1
AT AR 22 A (H B A 5 R (AR

FEARXI ARG G0 R K NTP S35 SR GE I b ) 20 83 B A% o 5 i) I SE P (B 20 790 4 46.770ms,46.636ms;
KIM S92 58 Jfr 45 AN /) J7 foa) B0 i 1 S4B 23531 4 90.878ms,2.395ms. 5246 £ J 4 W) - AE AR X R % 42 R NTP 595 1)
DN 4 R L 0 B S S 4 R ] 25 s,

50 T T T T T T T T T T T T
NTP 901 NTP
B KIM B3 a0 | | EIKIM ik
404 EEEER LA i B S i
704
. 60
’%\307 i éso EEm i
g g %07
= =
= 20 = 401 |
2+ E ]
10 | 20 |
10
0 B 55555555 0 . .
(a) A\ SND | RCV 5[ I 4E (b) AEXIFR P12 T RCV-SND . fi I 4E

Fig.25 Experimental result on asymmetric paths

K25 FEARX BR AR LIy G 0 B 45 2R

FRAS 0 AT AT IE W NTP Sk AE B AR 42 ik 25 B8 RTT2, M KIM Hyk iR Z7a Bl B AN
RTT/AUB SR 1 45 2 9 T AR 35 AN I LA 2550t 104 64 I it 222, M T Sz B0 v 5 1 I 2% I b ) 20 DRV b, 7 (68 VA
P AR R B A5 ) P A 2 SRV G AR F 9
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4 BHEMRE

41 B 4
DO 0 I &) NN R TR == e R T - St S el SR (B e = AP i 1 N (.8 P 7 'R S
QoS & L UL H £ 7 I MTF A & AL M.\ 1988 4 55 —ANBE B oy v I 1 579 pathchar $& H 2
A 0H 20 ZHEMBTINAE THERZ N EREE T2 MREENEZEBCOHER T ZNH ARG %
PR 27
4.1.1 A 5 U AR I ) A0 Bk
(1) 5 BLUR IR M0 DU F 1Y) 5 Wi
20K 2 B0y v P SRR T DU N AT 3O 75 5ot i 2 A4S Y (15 75 Sse it A JUR A x 70 AT 75 1 ) i)
B& ¢ LB T —HE 1R 15 SRR YN xx0); @ 8 SR AN T b R R . AR IX A BB SR 5 TR 45 S
Bt 12k 1) S R PERHAE AR P JG A SCHESE 1.5 1540 B 7 98 R T st i o ) 422 W] A s >k 1) 58 i ZE I 9 3 st ot
W SRV PR 5 T, 1 50 5 B B0 B BN A St AR A R AT SR AR, (H S T, I B B (- F2H Poisson 2R AL AY
Deterministic 7} fi %24 . Pareto 43 /i #i 2% . Long range dependent 5% 7)) 55 512 fr W4 48 3 8 14 40 AT R PR B AE AR BE K
Ze B DR, A Y 98 U B R Sk 1 S R I A M R AT AT MR I 2 DL SIS B IE O 3, R T 5 B0y o I
STV AL M AR 2T N FRAE b 58 A SR AR W AR B SCRIR[6 1,621 I 5T 4 H - B 58 R T S0 I T, 58 A A ¥ )
A e DA, E R AR A ) 2 9 N R 2 3K g v e R A s e R T R A T — AN T .
(2) 6 Fh 5% BA 1) A S0 0 2 V) 5 T
7 58 W 2 AR ) X (B A1) 8 a s B I (AR ) 2 S, KT ) B B 1) 2R 1) 7 A 1 2 R )
AR SR, 2 () B Ak 1) % i 4 BA B0 A 3 7 2 ol 00, 4D ) I R e AR A = A g A 2 BB R
g 0 i 450 B £ 8 SR FH 6 13 5 HH (FIFO) ) % b 28 HEBA (B 7E S Br 246 w1 0 R 3R an k. H R, 28 T 388 fa 19 25 47 %€,
P8 /INHE B IS ZE B 1 58 v 1) A i, R 6 22 1 B el 28 SR T 2 80 BA 51 % i (active queue management, fij /i AQM
577 X 5 FIFO AH b, AQM 3 Ik Yot 41 28 (1% ) Bhfr 1 3= 3y 25 A, ST BT o 28 411 2 1) 42 1L AQML 3256 i o )
i ST JEPIPE
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