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Abstract

The common utilization-based definition of available baittiiwand many of the existing tools to estimate iffeufrom several

important weaknesses: i) most tools report a point estilmfdgerage available bandwidth over a measurement intandatio not
¢ provide a confidence interval; i) the commonly adopted niodsed to relate the available bandwidth metric to the nreasiata
«— areinvalid in almost all practical scenarios; iii) exigfitools do not scale well and are not suited to the task of rpalth estimation
O iinlarge-scale networks; iv) almost all tools use ad-hobégues to address measurement noise; and v) tools do nadernough
(C\] flexibility in terms of accuracy, overhead, latency andaieility to adapt to the requirements of various applicagidn this paper
— We propose a new definition for available bandwidth and a hivamework that addresses these issues. We defioteabilistic

— ‘available bandwidth (PAB) as the largest input rate at which we can sendfédrfow along a path while achieving, with specified

™ probability, an output rate that is almost as large as thetirgte. PAB is expressed directly in terms of the measu@ltigut rate
L) ‘and includes adjustable parameters that allow the useraot a0l diferent application requirements. Our probabilistic frardw

to estimate network-wide probabilistic available bandtid based on packet trains, Bayesian inference, fact@hgrand active
—"sampling. We deploy our tool on the PlanetLab network andresults show that we can obtain accurate estimates with & muc
—~~ smaller measurement overhead compared to existing agEsac

8 Keywords: Bayesian inference, active sampling, belief propagatietyork monitoring.
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«— 1. Introduction estimate the available bandwidth of multi-hop paths [7].eTh
_ probe-rate model (PRM) also assumes fluid cros$itrdut is
O * Recent work has shown that the performance of applicamore robust. The PRM relies on the principle of self-induced
(Y) tions such as overlay network routing[[1, 2] and anomalydete congestion probing [8]: if probes are sent at a rate smaiten t
[*~ ftion [3] can be improved significantly when the network-wide {he available bandwidth then the output rate matches the pro
O_ available bandwidth is known. There are many more applicajg rate. However, if the probing rate is greater than thél-ava
tions (SLA compliance, network management, transport progpje handwidth, packets get queued, which results in umusua
tocols, trdfic engineering, admission control) that could alsodelays and a smaller output rate. Algorithms constructed us
(O ‘benefit from this information, but existing tools that measu ing the PRM (e.g., Pathloald [9], pathChirp [8]) consist afyva
«| available bfand_width generally do not meet the require_nlm‘nts ing the probing rate to identify the boundary that separtites
~. these applications in terms of accuracy, overhead, tir@sn o different behaviours described above: an input rate where
= and reliability [4]. probes start experiencing unusual delays. These methods ge
N The most popular estimation tools are founded on either thgate more accurate estimates than PGM-based tools, lyut the
(g Probe-gap (PGM) or probe-rate model (PRM). The PGM asyre also more intrusive because they require multipletiters
sumes a single-hop path with FIFO queuing and fluid crossz giferent probing rates.
traffid]. One measurement consists of sampling crostidtay In addition to the lack of flexibility, existing models ancbts

observing the gap between a packet pair at both the input angger from four other major weaknesses:
the output. With every measurement, a single point estimiate

the available bandwidth can be produced as long as i) theeeapa ) i 2
ity of the tight link is known, ii) there is only one tight lin&nd erage available bandwidth and the usefulness of this sin-
it is the same as the narrow link and iii) the end-nodes carstra gle valug is questionable. ! Avallable bandwidth is typi-

mit faster than the available bandwidth. PGM-based toots (e cally defined as the capacity of a path unused by cross-

Sprucel[5], IGI[[6]) are lightweight and fast, but are unatoe traffic over a specified time period. Most tools produce a
single point estimate of the available bandwidth by mak-

ing multiple measurements using probes sent throughout
*Corresponding author. Teh:1-514-398-5516. Fax+1-514-398-3127 the time period of interest. The crossffra often fluc-
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1. The vast majority report a single value representing av-
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Traffic is modelled as a continuum of infinitely small packets witraser- from_ such d_ata can be a high-variance quantlty making a
age rate that changes slowly. confidence interval very valuable. Service (or response)
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curves are more informative than single average estimate3here are similarities with network tomografihyvhich con-
they present the statistical mean (asymptotic average) dfists of estimating either i) link-level parameters base@od-
the output rate for an entire range of input rates [10]. How-to-end measurements; or ii) path-leveffi@intensity based on
ever, each point on the curve is still an average that doeknk-level traffic measurements [14]. There are two key dif-
not really provide a meaningful reflection of the burstinessferences. First, tomography involves a mapping from path-
of the trdfic and the variability of the available bandwidth level measurements to link-level metrics or vice versahi t
metric. A more robust and practically-relevant mannernetwork-wide available bandwidth problem we are interkste
to express the available bandwidth is the variation rangén estimating path-level metrics from path-level measweets.
(confidence interval) proposed by Jain and Dovrolis [9]. Second, in most network tomography problems, there is aline

2. The observation model relating measured data to thgelatlon of the formy = Ax between measurementaind net-

utilization-based definition of available bandwidth isdéna Work parameters, whereAis a routing matrix. In our problem,

curate and biased in most practical situations. As a resul his r(_elatlonshlp IS F‘O”"'”ea” one of our mod_ellmg aspem
the value provided by most tools does not genuinely reflec ions is that the available bandwidth of a path is the minimum
of the available bandwidths of all its constituent links.

th tity the tools claim to estimate. The fluid - .
© quantily the tools claim fo estimate.  1he fiuld cross The task is more closely related to the problemmetivork
traffic assumption underpins the vast majority of models . . L T X
i’mgmg [15], which involves estimating (functions of) path-

used for inference. Liu et al. [10] show that the assume evel metrics throughout a network using end-to-end path-me
relationships between the measured quantities (packet dis 9 9 b

persion, one-way delay, output rate) and the es,[imateaurements. This problem was also addressed In [16, 17]evher

value (utilization, unused capacity) are not sound,; everf algebraic approach was proposed for exactly recovaring,

for si . o : . der the assumption of no noise, the path level metrics ohell t
or simple, slightly more realistic scenarios, the adaptio . o
of a fluid model leads to significant underestimates of theSnd-to-end paths in a network by monitoring only a small sub-
available bandwidth (unused capacity). set of the paths. The method in [15].reduced. this monitoring
cost even further, at the expense of introducing a smallrerro
3. The mechanisms used by most tools to handle measurg the estimated metrics. For real-time applications nestis
ment noise are ad-hoc and, in many cases, inadequateust not only be produced with minimal overhead, but also in
Measurement errors and noise generated by the end-hostgimely manner. To meet these requirements, measurements,
and routers along the end-to-end path are unavoidable isven for a reduced subset of paths, must be scheduled at the
practice. Common issues include route changes, out-okame time. To avoid simultaneous probes interfering witthea
order packet delivery, packet replications, errors in theother and overloading nodes, Song and Yalagandula [18] pro-
probing packets due to link quality issues, incorrect packepose a resource-aware technique that achieves bettermagcur
time stamps, and poor Network Interface Card utilizationsthan resource-oblivious methods at the cost of using moee me
Although measures can be adopted to prevent some &furement data. All of these approaches, as well as the wavele
these errors, it is impossible to eradicate them all. It ishased methodology described in/[19], are only appropriate f
important that the model and inference technique are rotapproximately) additive metrics, such as loss or delaygneh
bust, and that they can tolerate and handle noisy measure-linear relationship can be constructed between the éaktl
ments. One example of a technique that does handle noigmd path-level metrics. However, Song and Yalagandula [18]
more robustly is Traceband [11], which employs a hiddersuggest that their approach could be extended to availabig-b
Markov model that allows the technique to statistically ad-width estimation by selecting paths such that the load df the
just to noise in the measurements. probes only represents a small fraction of the capacity ofiea
4. Current tools cannot be applied to larger networks to sil"K-
multaneously estimate thepgvailable bgndwidths of multi- -arge-scale (multi-path) estimation of available bandiwid
as not received as much attention as other metrics. To limit

ple paths. Using existing tools, probing all paths concur- head. BR 20 cali h
rently not only introduces an unacceptable overhead anaweasurement overhead, outel [20] capitalizes on the spa-

overloads hosts, but also leads to significant underestimei'—al corre_latlon between links shared by many paths an_d t_he
?bservatlon that 86% of Internet bottleneck links are withi

tion due to interference between the probes on links share \ :
by multiple paths[[12]. The alternative to simultaneous our hops (end-segments) from end nodes [21]. The tool first

measurements is to sequentially probe each path indepeH§es traceroute landmarks to |dent|fy AS-level end segsrfent
each node, and then measures available bandwidth on these se

dently. This is unacceptably time-consuming and very in-

efﬁcignt, however, becguseyit ignores the sig?]ificant c)(;rremenf[s by using landmarks with high downstream bapdwidth.

lations that arise in available bandwidth metrics when the" 2n!ymaran and Maheswaran_[22_] propose a mdfizient

network paths share links. andmark-based approach that is S|m|I_ar to BRoute but has re
duced storage and inference complexity. Another appraach t
large scale available bandwidth estimation is to explatdar-

In this paper, we tackle the problem of network-wide (multi- relation between various metrics (route, number of hogsca
path) available bandwidth estimation. In developing owr apity and available bandwidth); since the measurement cast fo
proach, we strive to address the issues we have identifiagtabo
This problem can be related to large-scale network infexenc  2Seel[1B] and references therein for a review of network tawatyy.
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each metric is dferent, monitoring those that have a cheaperate, with specified probabilliyat leasty. More formally, for
cost can reduce the load on the network [23]. To further reducgivene > 0 andy > 0, we seek the largest input rate such that
the amount of probing overhead, Man et al. [24] propose to rePr(r, > rp — €) > y. We denote the largest such ingress rate
shape existing TCP tfc to look like packet pairs, trains or byy, and refer to it as the probabilistic available bandwidth for
chirps so that no extra tfizc is injected in the network. Despite pathp:

these €orts to minimize the overhead of the estimation pro- Yp = MaxPr(, >rp—¢€) > y.

cedure, most of these network-wide tools do not address any e

of the concerns mentioned earlier; they are neither flexible ~ The probabilistic available bandwidth is located at therimary
robust to noisy measurements, they produce a single averagé two regions with diferent behaviours (i.e., where we can
value for each path and they are based on an invalid mappirgkpect diferent outputs). For smaller rates, < yp, there is
between measurements and the inferred metrics. a probability greater or equal tpthat the output rate will be
within a margin ofe of the input rate. For input rates greater
than the PABr,, > y;, this probability is not guaranteed.

We believe that this new definition for available bandwidth i
We present a novel system that addresses the five weaknesseare robust and practical for several important reasonst, Fi
discussed above. Our solution includes i) a probabiligtte- it provides a more valid mapping between the measured and in-

base definition for the available bandwidth and ii) a network ferred quantities. By expressing available bandwidthatliyen

wide estimation tool. terms of the input and output rates, there is no longer a need
Our implementation uses the Bayesian inference frameworkp bridge the gap between packet dispersion and unused-capac

factor graphs and the belief propagation algorithm to firge t ity through generally invalid modelling assumptions. S0

information obtained from all measurements. We adopt a inoddéhe probabilistic framework gives flexibility to the usercdais

that relates the PAB of each path to the PAB of its constituenmore resistant to variability (cross-ffi@ burstiness) and noise

links; the factor graph provides a mechanism for captutiigy t (errors) in the measurements. The values of the two parasnete

model and enables computationalljieient inference. These ¢ andy are defined by the user based on application require-

technigues have been successfully used in large-scal®netw ments and the network environment. For example, increasing

problems, such as link loss inference applications|[25a86] the value ofy results in a more conservative (smaller) estimate

the computation of conditional entropies for both faultgia-  of the probabilistic available bandwidth. In a network wer

sis and most informative test selection![27—-29], but notiget frequent measurement errors occur, the value ohn be in-

the context of available bandwidth estimation. creased, if the application can tolerate a certain redudtio
Another novel contribution is our algorithm to determine output rate. Last, it represents a more practical and ctacre

which path and rate to probe at each iteration; a process thgtiantity: the probability that transmitting data at a givate

can be related to sequential Bayesian sampling [30] and aavill yield the desired (same) output rate.

tive/adaptive sampling [31]. This sampling strategy consists of

selecting the next measurement(s) based on the inforneation 2.1. Problem Satement

quired previously, such that the expected information gain  We focus on the problem of network-wide available band-

maximized. In networking, it has been used in the context ofyidth estimation, but in terms of our newly introduced metri

network tomography to determine the measurements that pr@robabilistic available bandwidth. More formally, for aesp-

vide the best information gain about the network path prigper fied (e, y) and network that consists of a setfinks £ andM

given their probing overhead [32], but has yet to be applied t paths?, we wish to form estimates of the probabilistic avail-

available bandwidth estimation. able bandwidths of all paths in the network. Let the PAB of
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Jdct. 2, weach pattp be modelled as a discrBteandom variablgy,; e.g.,

introduce a new metrigrobabilistic available bandwidth, and  Pr(y, = r) being the probability that the PAB on patisr.

formally state the estimation problem. In Sédt. 3, we detail We use an iterative probing strategy where, for each mea-

novel probabilistic framework, which is the first to combfae- ~ surement, we wish to determine if the probing rate is greater

tor graphs and active sampling to estimate available batttiwi  or smaller than the probabilistic available bandwidth. Atle

In Sect[#, we present results from our simulations and enliniteration k, we evaluate a binary outcofhe, that specifies

experiments on the PlanetLab network. In Sekt. 5, we summavhether the egress rate was witkinf the ingress rate. Then

rize our contributions and discuss future work.

1.1. Contributions

3The probability is defined over all possible multi-packetvioof average

2. Probabilistic Available Bandwidth rate equal to the input rate that can complete transmissidngithe specified
measurement period.

. L . . “4We chose to defing, as a discrete, rather than continuous, random variable
We specify therobabilistic available bandwidth (PAB) met-  because it not meaningful to have an infinite precision onrtiresmission rates.
ric directly in terms of input rates and output rates offtcaon ®Despite the loss of information, we choose to produce a pioatcome
a path. We are interested in determining the Iargest inpetgsa rather .than use the output rate dlrggtly for tvyo reasonsst,Fr binary out-
. . L come is more robust and less sensitive to noisy measuremgatond, there
at which we can send a i flow along a path while achieving s ng available likelihood model for the output rate and ieésier to construct

an output rate, that is almost (withire) as large as the input empirically an accurate one for the binary outcome.
3



at any given instark, we are interested in the marginal poste- establish confidence intervals for the PAB, and iii) idgntifea-
rior Pr(y,|z) for every pathp, wherez = [z, ...,z]. Our goal surements (choose the path and probing rate) at eachdterati
is to identify a probing method and the most informative meathat will minimize the overhead on the network. A general
surement at each iteration in order to form the PAB estimatesverview of our approach is presented in Fiy. 2. We will ex-
such that the credible intervals of the estimates (basedhen t plain each line (except for the termination criteria of Ihand
marginal posteriors) are acceptably tight and the measemem 7 presented in Se¢f. 2.1) in the rest of this section.

overhead is minimal.

create factor graph using known topology;

while dp s.t. 5, > 5 do

choose path to probe next;

1
Pr(y,lz) 2
3
. Pr ‘ 4 choose rate to probe;
5
6

take new measurement;
run belief propagation (update marginal posteriors

Priy,|z});
7 if maximum number of probes is reached then
8 break;
Pr{ﬁmin < Yp < Bmax} =1 ‘
y 9 end
P
ﬁmin ,Bmax 10 end

Figure 1: Graphic representation of the probabilistic laé bandwidth. The Figure 2: Multipath probabilistic available bandwidthiesition algorithm.

probability thatyy, lies in the confidence rangBin, Smax] Of size 8y is equal . .
to i (confidence level). Our method is based on four assumptions.

o ) ) 1. Atthe start of each link is a store-and-forward first-come
Rather than estimating the PAB by a single value, we identify  first-served routeswitch that dictates the behaviour of the

a confidence interval likely to include it. For a given distri link (in terms of delay, loss, utilization). If the network
tion, such as the one depicted in iy. 1, the confidence iaterv  yses priority queueing or some other form of router-level
of sizep, with confidence limits Bmin, Bmax] is the smallest in- Quality-of-Service provisioning, then our method will in-
terval that has a confidence level (fraction of probabiliyss) fer the probabilistic available bandwidth as seen by the

greater tham. The estimation procedure terminates when the  ¢|ass of packets transmitted as probes.

size of the confidence interval of each path is smaller han 5 The routing topology of this network is known, as embod-
(Yp : Bp < B). For the cases when the variability of the mea- jeq in the set of path®, and that it remains fixed for the

surements is too high to meet the desired tightness for confi-  ration of our experiments. More precisely, we construct

dence intervals, the procedure also stops when the maximum 5 pxN binary path matri®, whereP(i, j) is equal to one

number of iterations is reached. _ _ if link j is on pathi. To populate the matrix, we infer
The value ofp and the desired size of the confidence inter- links and the mapping from IP addresses to routers using

val B (how tight the interval is) are both defined by the user traceroutdd.

depending on application requirements and determine hew ac 3 Thereis a unique path between each of the hosts involved

curate, fast and intrusive the estimation tool is. For eXama in probing. If there is per-packet load balancing in the net-

larger or Sma”emh‘_"”r']' Iger:jerally ;equwe a smaller ngLn;)er Ofl work, ourtraceroute-based procedure will identify only
measurements, which leads to a faster estimation with dama one of these paths traversed by packets. This error takes

overhere]\d, but als.o a less accurate or;}e. It |sf!mporta}nt tel)rfund the form of missing correlations in the factor graph and
stand the distinction betwegnands. The confidence level for could result in inaccurate estimates grdslower conver-

a pathy is the probability thay, lies in the confidence inter- gence. Our method is uffacted by destination-based load
val of sizeB, bounded betweebyin andBmax. The probability balancing.

?rf S“fcsss/”i“;pre\sleirl‘tiltheb pr:g\'j’v? db"'t{’hfotrt;ates tsmf‘:'etr tiha” 4. Like the majority of utilization-based available bandthi
€ probabilistic avariable ba 13, that the output rate is estimation tools, we assume that there is a single linkf(tigh

within a margin ofe of the input rate. link) on each path that essentially determines the proba-
bilistic available bandwidth of that path. More formally,
3. Methodology each path consists of the set of links = {£1, (>, ..., {n)

_ _ _ _ and a single tight link* < L,E. This allows us to i)
Our main challenge is to develop a technique to estimate

probabilistic available bandwidth that idfieient and scales

well with the number of paths. We can divide this problem Straceroute-like methods have been known to inflate the number of ob-

; ; . erved routers, record incorrect links and bias routeregedistributions [33].
into the foIIowmg three tasks: I) measure a path and prOdl'Icéowever, it provides diiciently accurate topology estimates for us to assess

a binary outcome, i) compute the marginal of the path’s prob e performance of our algorithms.
abilistic available bandwidth from measurement outconmes a  “We derive this relationship more formally in SEc.312.2.
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perform dficient inference using path-level data and ii) In this framework, the posterior distribution Bglz) is pro-
use logical topologies (combine all links that are in a se-portional to the product of the conditional probability ®}y,),
ries) rather than routing topologies to reduce the numbealso called likelihood function, and the prior probabilg(y):

of links and the complexity of the factor graph. Jain andPr(yylz.) « Pr(zlyp) Prlyp). We are interested in the marginal,
Dovrolis [9] show that multiple tight links can lead to an for every path, of the joint posterior distribution of alltha
underestimation of the available bandwidth. In our casePr(yi,...,ym|Z). The joint probability distribution is complex
we interpret the presence of more than one tight link as &ut it is factorizable and can therefore be captured withca fa
modelling inaccuracy that creates noise propagated in thtor graph (line 1 in Figll2): a graphical model “that indicate
factor graph during the execution of the belief propagatiorhow a joint function of many variables factors into a product
algorithm. of functions of smaller sets of variables” [34]. Factor drap

We revisit these assumptions in 9ecl] 4.2 and study how errofa’ composed of two types of nodes (variable and factor podes

. ! and edges that show dependencies between the variables and
or changes in routing topologyfact the performance of our . . X
algorithm. the factors. In our case, the variables are discrete randoim v

ables of the probabilistic available bandwidth of each lixnk
. and pathy,. There are three functions that are represented by
3.1. Probing Sirategy factor nodgs in the graph: i) the prior knowledge about thieslj

Our probing strategy (line 5in Figl 2) is a based onthe princi 1, jj) the relation between the PAB of links and paths,; and
ple of self-induced congestion [8]. A single measurement co iii) the likelihood of an observation on a given pafh;.
sists of sending; trains ofLs UDP packets 0P, bytes at a The marginal posteriors are computed (line 6 in Eig. 2) by
constant rate, and obs_erving the _ranq, at the receiver side. running belief propagation on the factor grabhl [35]. Thevalg
We then take the median of obtained from each of thBk  yithm starts with each one of the leaf nodes (prior and likeli
trains and determine the binary outcomef the measurement hood) sending a message to its adjacent node. Messages are
using the following relationz = 1{rj, > rp—e} wherel(x)isthe  then computed using the sum-product algorithm and continue
indicator function (equal to one ¥is true and zero otherwise). g propagate until the algorithm stabilizes, i.e. there iisimal

To achieve a given input ratg, we fix the packet size and o ng variation between a newly computed message and the one
calculate the time intervat, between the departure of consec- previously sent of the same efigéJpon completion it is pos-
utive packets according the the following relatiop:= Psz/7.  sjple to compute the marginal at the variable node (links and
The receiving rate is calculated similarly by dividing ttoga paths) by taking the product of all messages incoming on its
number of bytes received by the amount of time that elapsed b%dges.
tween the reception of the first and last packet. Howevertalue Example: In Figure3, we show an example of a simple logi-
task interruption on the sender side there can be unusuaisiel g topology of a network. In this example, there are fouremd
between the departure of two consecutive packets (-1 + 7 jnterconnected usiny = 3 different links labeleds, ¢, £ and
wheret; is the departure time of packgt We consider these e consideM = 2 paths (dashed lingy, solid line: p,) where
packets invalid and exclude them before calculating thewtut nodes 1 and 2 are the sources and node 4 is the destination.

rate. Upon reception of the last packet of a train, we constru From the logical topology, we can populate the path marix
a setV of all the indices > 1 of valid packets and calculatg  anq use it to construct the factor graph.

as follows:rj, = (V|- Psz)/ (Ziev ti — ti-1).
The probing rate is selected at every iteration, but therothe pP= 110 }

parameters are pre-determined before the beginning ofthe e 011

mation procedure. The choice of these values is made to minjn Figure[d, we show the factor graph representation of tim jo

mize the overhead while making sure that results are aguratdistribution used to compute marginal posteriors of the PAB

In active sampling techniques, the outcome of each measureach of the three links and two paths. The edges show the vari-

ment plays a role in determining what rate to probe next. Al-ables that the factors depend on. In this case, the priotiimc

though using multiple traind\; > 1) and taking the median of s jdentical for all links. So each variable nogeis connected

the output rates increases the overhead on the networkl#ds o a factor nodd, in the graph. However, we could easily use

a way to mitigate the impact of a noisy measurement sequengfftrerent functions for each link. Each path and its underlying

(e.g. packet train with many invalid packets). A similaritog set of linksL, are connected together to a factor ndgg(there

applies when choosing the size of each proBge, and the s an edge for everf(i, j) = 1 in the path matrix). Finally, we

number of probes in a trailhs. Larger probes and longer trains see that this specific factor graph includes informatiomfia

provide more samples over which to averagebut also leads  single observation that was performed on pathFor each ad-

to a more significant load on the network and a longer samplingitional measurement, a new factor nofjg, is added to the

period. In the Sed.]4, we specify and justify our choices forfactor graph.

each of these parameters.

8Belief propagation will converge in cyclic factor graphsien certain con-

3.2. Bayesian Inference and Factor Graphs ditions, but is not guaranteed to do 50/[36]. Through ourresite simulations,
. . . . we did not encounter any convergence issues. To ensure etionplwe set the
Bayesian inference is a classical way to update the knowlsaximum number of messages between two nodes to five dureaguorof the

edge about unknown parameters based on new observatiomslief propagation algorithm.
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relationship for the probabilistic available bandwidth.

1 2 For a pathp consisting of the set of linkkp, = {1,2,...,n},
it is possible to identify small constantsQe; < Y & < €
51\ /& and 0< 6, < e, 0¢ < 1 -y such that:
3 ’ Pri, <r.—¢) <, forall r,<yp(ey). (1)
| fz but
4 Pri; <re—e) >0, forall ry>yp(e ). (2)

We can apply the union bound on the links to establish:

U{r} <frp— Eg}] < Z O¢. (3)

tely 45

Figure 3: Logical topology of a 4 nodes network with= 3 links (¢1, £2, £3)
andM = 2 paths;p; (dashed) ang, (solid). Pr{

fx fx fx The complement of this union bound is that the condition
r, > r, — & holds for each link. Then we have the following
‘ ‘ relationship between the path and link input and outputrate
Xe, X, X,

r = 1Ip
r, = r>rp—ea

\/\/ fs = ré>rp_€l_€2

n
fx,y fx,y e = rﬁ>rp—Z€i-

i=1
This relationship and the union bound [3 (3) imply the fol-
lowing:
ypl ypz g
Pr{r;) >rp— Z q»] >1- Z S¢. 4)
45 telp
fy . Moreover, we assume that there ight link ¢* € L, which

essentially determines the probabilistic available badtiwon

the pathp. This means that it is possible, for &l L, £ # %,
Figure 4: Factor graph representation used to estimateXBePthe two paths ~ t0 identify e, < € andd, < 1 — y that satisfy[(L). In the case
in the topology depicted in Fifl 3. of ¢*, however, the smallegf- < € andd,» < 1 — y pair that
satisfy [1) have the property. ~ € andé,- ~ 1 —y. The tight
link assumption implies that,.. e ~ e ~ € and Y 0¢ ~
¢ =~ 1 —y. This property, together witH{1)[J(2), and (4),
imply thaty, ~ x, wherex, is the PAB of link{. Another
way of interpreting this assumption, is that the PAB of ankli
t e Lp, ¢ # ¢ is significantly greater thayy,. This relationship
fy ~ U[Brin, Bl is expressed mathematically as

3.2.1. Prior function

The first function to define is the pridi. We use a non-
informative prior model for the PAB of a path; a uniform distr
bution in the rangeBin, Brax]:

whereBn,in, andBax are conservative estimates of the minimum Fey(p, IXel€ € Lp}) = Lyp = EQ[':(X‘)}’
and maximum probabilistic available bandwidths of linksirO
choice is due to the lack of any prior information about th&PA wherel{x} is the indicator function.
of links or paths.
3.2.3. Likelihood Model

3.2.2. Relation between links and paths Each measuremektis a (p, r, z,) triple that consists of the

Our inference procedure relies on a relationship between thoutcomez, the probed patip and probed rate',‘). We specify
PAB of a path and the PABs of its constituent links. For thea likelihood function,f,,, learned from empirical training data,
classical utilization-based definition of available baidiw, it  that relates this outcome to the probe rate and the undgrlyin
is often assumed that there is a single link on each path &at dPAB of the probed path. This function depends on the probing
termines that path’s available bandwidth. We develop alaimi strategy and how the outcome of a measurement is determined.
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Intuitively, when the probing rate, is well belowy,, we expect
the probability of observing = 1 to be very high and, similarly,
whenr, is well overy,, this probability should be very close to
zero. Although a simple step function looks like a good match

it is too aggressive as we have observed higher levels oénoisy
when we probe aroung. Based on these intuitive expectations &
and experimental data (Fi{g. 5), we adopt the likelihood rhode

O data
—best fit: logsig(-a x)

0.8

0.6f

L(z = 1lyp, rp) = logsiga(rp — Yp))

for the measurements, wheaeis a small positive constant foo s s0 a0 20 0 SR 600100
learned empiricall§. However, to determine the value @fiwe
first need to estimatg,. We decide to co-jointly estimate the Figure 5: Empirical data and regression fit for the likelilanodel.Pr(z = 1)
values ofy, along with the constant through a single regres- is a function of the dference between the probing rate and estimated available
sion procedure where we determine the best fit by minimizinq)aUdWi‘,“h- Each data point is obtained by averaging theltre$10 packet
the MSE. rains Wlths = 5 over five diferent paths. The best fit is obtained by performing
. . . . aregression for parametersandyp.

We note that our estimation procedure is not sensitive to the
exact choice ofr, which specifies the rate of decay of the sig-
moid function. Moreover, in experiments conducted offiedi ~ The product of all thef, factor nodes for a path represents
ent topologies, days, and times-of-day, we have obsenatd ththe cumulative knowledge obtained from measurements en thi
the estimatedr values occupy a small range. The values arepath. In Fig[¥, we show the product of two likelihood func-
related to the variability of the path PABs over the measuretions resulting from two measurements made at athne at
ment interval. These observations suggest that it is plesib  r; = 40 and one atj = 60.
execute the training procedure rarely.

Example: We construct a likelihood model for the network
we used for our experiments usiag= 5 Mbps and a range 1
of values whereéBnj, = 1 Mbps andBpax = 100 Mbps. We
first gather data from five ferent paths: 500 measurements
from non-consecutive packet trains at each rate betvigagn 05
andBnax. We then repeat this experiment five times dledient
periods of the day resulting in 25 sets of 500 measuremergs. W
normalize each of the 25 experiments and combine all the data ¢
in a single plot as a function af, - J,. The result is shown 0 v (MboR)
in Fig.[§ where each data point is the result of averaging all P
Va'!JeS Whlc_h had the same Valuer@_f_ _)77); al_l experiments _for Figure 6: Two possible values fdy, representing the knowledge about the
which the distance betweep andy,, is identical. The function  paB of pathp obtained from a measurematt= 60Mbps.
depicted is fory = 0.5, but it can be easily modified for any
other value ofy: it consists of aligning the desired value of
on the curve with the point on the x-axis whege-y, = 0. L(z,=1,2,=0 1y, )

As depicted in Fig4, after each measurementwe add a func- PrP
tion nodefzg to the factor graph and connect it with an edge
to the variable nodg, of the path that was probed. There are
two possible likelihood forms, depending on the outcoméeft 5|
measurement; they are displayed in Eig. 6.

If z. = 0 then the probing rate is smaller than the PAB:

100 100

60
Yo (Mbps)

fy, = logsige-a(rs - p)). 0 Y, Mops)™” e

On the other hand, i = 1 thenr, >y, and
Figure 7: Knowledge about a pafis PAB from two measurements: 1% =

fyp,zk -1— Iogsig(—a(r'; ~Yp))- 40,21=1,2)r3=60,2=0.

9The sigmoid function rapidly decays to zero when the probiaig is 3.3. Active Sampllng
greater than the available bandwidth, even for the bestilgegsarameter fit. The estimation of available bandwidth based on self-induce

We wish to be careful and prefer a slightly less aggressiygogzh where : ; ; : : ; |[1]|11]EE—
we assign some likelihood to unexpected measurement oatcatrall ingress congestion is an iterative process. At every iteration

rates. For that reason, we introduce a small constant bound our likelihood NG rate IS Chose_n a(_:cordlng to some rules. _m the_ case of
function to lie in the rangeq 1 — «]; in our experiments = 0.02. network-wide estimation, we must also determine which path



to probe. The possible sampling rules used to make these se- _

lections can be divided in two groups: adaptive (active)ar-n ?50 el —
adaptive (passive). Non-adaptive sampling means thatethe s = & 40 ggwe 8
quence of measurements is pre-determined; the probingtrate  § 5,/ [RR ,
stepk is not d@fected by previous measurements. These strate- £ |[_ISEQ -
gies are simple and easy to implement, but can biaent. S 201 |
Adaptive (active) selection algorithms, which use infotiora 2 10r ﬂ .IHH ll H 1
extracted from previous measurements to make decisiong abo 2 o mil. . [1 - — -
the future, can provide important reductions in the numifer o 10(75%) Conf (iz];r’e/f\zw B (Cgr?f(_%g\@ ) 5(95%)
probes.
__100 —
I
3.3.1. Path Selection = % ]
We now describe two greedy active learning procedures to £ 90y 7
select the path to probe at each iteration (line 3 in[Hig. ®thB § 85 1
algorithms are probabilistic in nature: they determineptteb- S SOJIH II i
ore . . . >
ability that each path is chosen, and then the choice is accom< H ﬂ
plished by making a random selection according to the spelcifi 75 10(}5%) 5(75%) 10(55%) 5(95%)
probabilities. Conf. interval B (Conf. level n)

The first algorithm is called weighted entropy (WE). For each
path, we can calculate the entropy of the marginal pOStdhiBr Figure 8: Simulation results: measurements required aondracy achieved.
tribution of its PAB. The entropy is an indication of the un- Results are averaged over 500 topologies of various sizesifferent confi-

. . . . . dence levelg and interval$s.

certainty associated with the current estimate; so WE assig
probability that a path is selected is proportional to thizapy
of the distribution. The second algorithm, called weighted- We use the HOT topology generated using @hisvhich
fidence interval (WCI), assigns a selection probabilitydste includes 939 nodes (896 end nodes) and 988 links. From this
path that is proportional to the size of the current configene  set of links and nodes, we construct a distance matrix betwee
tervalg, of the path’s PAB; it then chooses a path at random acall the nodes using shortest path routing and identify 2288
cording to the assigned probabilities. In both algorithpaghs  (source-destination pairs) that consist of at least sewvis.|
are more likely to be probed if there is more uncertainty abouFor our simulations, we wish to test our algorithm on topasg
their PABs and the probability of probing a path that alreadyof different sizes and vary the number of paths over the range

satisfies our stopping criterig{ < ) is zero. M = 50,100, 150 20Q 250. For each value dfl, we randomly
select ten dierent subsets o paths from the entire set of
3.3.2. Rate Selection 2232 paths. For each of these 50 topologies, we assign link

To decide on the probing rate (line 4 in Fig. 2), previous es-PABs using a uniform distribution between [D0] and repeat
timation tools either use deterministic binary search oy this process ten times to generate a total of 500 topologies.
increase the probing rate (linearly or exponentially) luihtis At each iteration, probe outcomes are generated accomling t
greater than the available bandwidth. Our Bayesian frarmewo the likelihood model we constructed empirically in Sect.3.2
allows us to adopt a morefeeient and informative approach. (¢ = 0.28) fore = 5. For all simulationsy = 0.5, which
We choose the rate that bisects the marginal posterioii-distrmeans that the value of the likelihood functionygt= ry is
bution of the path. By probing at the median, there is equa.5. We compare three path selection algorithms (Round Robin
probability (according to our current knowledge) thattiray ~ (RR), WE and WCI) and also show the average number of mea-
outcome will bez, = 1 orz, = 0. We therefore maximize the surements and accuracy required when our active learrjog al
expected information gain from our measurement; it is emuiv rithm is run independently and sequentially on each patiQ)SE
lent to conducting a probabilistic binary search for thellabde ~ We use diferent values o andn as stopping criteria; the al-
bandwidth on patip [31]. By using a probabilistic rather than gorithm stops when the size of the confidence intepgls
deterministic approach in rate selection, hard decisiagoh ~ smaller tharg for all pathsp. If these conditions are not met,
could be incorrect) are not enforced. the algorithm stops after 10000 iterations.

Fig.[8 shows the number of measurements per path required
for the algorithm to terminate, as well as the accuracy (&n es
mate is considered accurate if the real PAB lies within the co
4.1 Path Selection Simulations fid_ence limits: Bmin < Yp < Bmax). IN most cases, SEQ re-

) ) ) o _ quires fewer measurements than the round-robin stratethy wi

The purpose of the simulations described in this subsectioge graphical model. This is due to the fact that not all paths

is to assess theffecacy of our proposed active sampling strate-yequire the same number of measurements. In the RR case, the
gies. These are not network simulations, so they do not test

modelling assumptions at all (that is the purpose of the kimu
tions in Sed_4]2 and the online experiments in Sed. 4.3). 1Chttp://www.sysnet.ucsd.edu/~ pmahadevan/topo_research/topo.html

4. Resultsand Discussion
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algorithm iterates through all paths, including those thate is a probabilityqy;p that each link in the sel is mistakenly
already met the required confidence criteria, which is net th identified as either present or missing from pﬂ More con-
case in SEQ. Both data-driven approaches, WCI and WE, sig:retely, for each row oP, there is a probability TE that every
nificantly reduce the number of measurements required whileolumn entry is flipped with probabilitgs;p. The result is a
achieving satisfactory accuracy (i.e., the accuracy eic#ge  noisy factor graph (path matrix) that propagates inaceurat
requested confidence levgl formation because of invalid edges between path and link var

able nodes.

SEQ RR
=30 5 12
= o5 - Data ' : : 8- M=50
—©— MSE fit : | 1-A&-M=100
L 1|-Mm=150
c ~[ |2 m=200
1 |-6-M=250

WE WCI

Average number of meas./path

0 15 30 45 60 75 90
Traceroute error TE (%)

—_
(=]

[or]

Figure 10: Average number of measurements per path as aduoraft the
traceroute error for topologies withfterent number of pathis!.

(o]

o

Avg. Num Meas. / M

I

For each of the 500 topologies we used in Secl 4.1, we
generate seven topologies by varyifige over the range
0%, 5%, 15% 25% 50% 75% 90%. For the simulations, we
use WCI for path selection, the same likelihood model with
a =0.28 and sey = 0.5,¢ = 5 Mbps,5 = 0.95,8 = 10 Mbps,

Bmin = 1 Mbps, Brax = 100 Mbps. In Fig[Il0, we show the
average number of measurements per path as a function of TE.

We investigate the number of iterations for the case WhereAS expected, the number of iterations required to achiege th

n = 0.95,8 = 10 n Figl®: we show the average number of mea- requested confidence level and tightness increases folotopo

: . : ies with a greater probability afraceroute error. However,
surements per path as a function of the number of tight link L T i
his augmentation is not significant; even witk = 90%, the
per path in the network. Due to the nature of our model, we stimation requires only 1.5 more measurements per path on
can identify the PAB of each path if we know the PAB of all the average q y Perp
tight links in the network. Therefore, we expect to make tgea ge.
savings in terms of number of probes when the total number of.

9

tight links is small relative to the total number of paths, (ar 5 100

0.4 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.6 0.8
Num. tight links / M Num. tight links / M

Figure 9: Simulated average number of measurements astaofuntthe num-
ber of tight links in the topology. Both values are normalizs/ the number of
pathsM. We show all the simulated values and a first degree polyriditiar
each technique.

other words, when the number of paths that share a single tlgh‘.’ ; ; ;

link is high). The average number of measurements per pat@ 98 R ,‘;‘6&3,. JY’ "* 4
required by WCl is between 46 73% lower than the number § [ ;..:,..,}-. O 1§< I oo

required by RR and 39 55% lower than SEQ. WE and WCI g :ﬁ';,‘ Yy : '

provide important savings in terms of time and measurementg gsf... CNPOPUOOYE SRRRRSOOS HOSSORRRIIY

without afecting the accuracy, but since WCl is slightly better i i i :

in terms of average number of measurements, we use WCI fog 837 05 06 07 08 09 1

our online experiments. As expected, when tight links are lo Jaccard Similarity Coefficient

cated on non-shared links, more measurements are reqaired t
achieve the same level of accuracy Figure 11: Average estimation accuracy (Jaccard Simjl&uddficient= |A N
’ B|/|A U BJ) as a function of the topology accuracy for all topologies.

4.2. Topology Accuracy Smulations To quantify the similarity between topologies and provide a

Our methodology assumes that the logical topology is knowrinore meaningful metric than TE, we use the Jaccard simyilarit
and stable during the estimation procedure. We are intet@st ~ COdficient. It is equal to the size of the intersection (number
assessing the robustness Of our approach relative to rﬁen:o of Correctly identified |InkS) divided by the size of the unio
troduced in the physical topology extraction usingiceroute  (all links from both topologies) [37]. We display the aveeag
and ii) changes in the real topology in the middle of the eatim

tion. prm— — .
- . This probability is chosen such that the average path leregttains con-
Let TE be the probability that pathis incorrectly extracted  siant. Based on the topologies we used for our simulatidis, probability

usingtraceroute. For each erroneously extracted path, theralepends on the number of links in the network and varies leste3%.
9




accuracy of our estimates over all topologies in Eig. 11. OunprobabilityFTr(r;) > rp—e) for each one of the four tests. For the
simulation results show that, for topologies of any sizdpag  probes, we usdl; = 3 trains per measurement, a packet size of
as thetraceroute methodology produces a matrixwith a  Pg, = 1000 bytes and vary the number of packets in each train
similarity codficient greater than.B, 85% of the paths are es- in the rangd ¢ = [25, 50, 100,150 20Q 250].

timated accurately on average. Therefore, even when itarses
inaccurate path matrix, our methodology can generate neaso 1:

+rp = Bmin

ably precise estimates without any significant inflationtie t

number of probes required. o8l \’w o5 =Brinte
As far as topology stability is concerned, we have not per- ‘lu a0 = Brmax

formed any simulations, but we have studied empirically the 06l W 0= Brax €

validity of our assumption. Before each of our online experi =

ments, we generated the matfand studied its similarity with Al A\A\-\e‘/é‘/‘ﬁ
previous matrices for the same set of nodes. We conclude tha:ti;go'd"

the PlanetLab network is stable enough to assume that topol()i
gies remain constant during the estimation procedure (8ndg 0.2/

Yalagandulal[18] made similar observations). Althougtsit i w

probably safe to assume that the topologies are constant for 0 25 50 100 150 200 250

even a longer period of time (at least 24 hours from our obser- Train size (num. packets)

vations), we continue to generate a new maftizefore every

experiment since it is neither time nor resource consumiing. Figure 12: Empirical probability that the output rate ishiite Mbps of the

is important to note that the logical topology is not alwafs a input rate. Each point represents the average of 80 tedts€20 runs).

fected by variations in the physical topology. Therefoheyt . - o
do not necessarily imply modifications in the path matrix and80In F'g'EE]Z WiShOW the emplrlcglrg)rot;a'sllltljty (a\f/err]ag_ed over
the associated factor graph. tests) that the output rate is within= ps of the input

rate for four diferent probing rates relative to the confidence
4.3. Online experiments interval bounds. The first observation is that the number of
o q%ackets used in trains induces very little variation in aiopl

For ouf; online egp;r_mgnts, we have dzployed ﬁ”r;‘?easﬁ‘_r srobability for all the probing rates. This suggests thait this
ment software coded in C on various nodes on the Planetlalyy, ok at least, 25 packets per train wouldfiee. For all the

networid. We use a topology with six nodEsM = 30 paths train sizes we tested, the desired probabitity 0.5 is included

andN = 65 I_ogical links. For all our experiments,_ the likeli- 5 4 o probability interval ofmin and Brax. This result con-
hood model is the one presented in $eC. .2.3 (with5 and firms that our method is able to produce intervals that inelud
a = 0.28) and WCl is used to select the path to probe at each ity \ a1e of the PAB accurately. The fact that 0.5 is very

eration. AISO’_ we Ch.OOSBmi” = 1 Mbps ancBrmax - 100 Mbps close to the upper bound suggests that we might underestimat
as conservative estimates of the PAB of each link (we assUM@ . pAB. We discuss possible reasons for this below,
that the links with the highest capacity are 100 Mbps links). ' '

Each run includes an estimation of all the paths followed by a

testing procedure. The estimation terminates when th@stgp  — __.L=10

criteria, = 10 Mbps and; = 0.95, are met for all paths. We (= - LS_25

validate our results by sending trains of 2400 packets 00100 ! 0.75 o

bytes (the equivalent of 60 seconds of video encoded at 320_5 —L =250
8]

kbps) and observing the output rate. For each run, we perform|
a total of 16 tests; four tests on four disjoint paths. In eaich 0.5
the tests, the sending rate of the train ifatient — the lower &
bound of the confidence interv@n, the lower bound plus = /\LO-25'
5 Mbps, the upper bound of the confidence integk, and }/
€ = 5 Mbps above the upper bound. For each test, we computeé>
the empirical probability that the output rate is within= 5 —(%O 5 0 OO
Mbps qf the input rgtez(: 1). _ o rp — Jp (Mbps)
In this first experiment, we set = 0.5 and wish to verify if
the confidence intervals produced include the value of th#. PA Figure 13: Empirical probability of observing= 1 averaged over 17966 mea-

To do so, we compute the average over 20 runs of the empiricalirements as a function of thefférence between the probing rate and the esti-
mated PAB (MAP of the marginal posterior).

12Although the PlanetLathftp://www.planet-1ab.org/) network was We investigate the impact of the train size by using the raw

once believed to be too heavily loaded, Spring el al. [38]arpd that Planet- data collected at each node during the 20 runs (18000 measure
Lab has evolved and this is no longer true.

B3planetlab3.csail.mit.edu, planetlab-1.cs.unibas.tmlabl.cs.caltech.edu, menFS_ for each V_alue dfs). In _Fig-[B: we ShOW the average
planetlab2.acis.ufl.edu, planetlabl.cs.stevens-t@ehmanetlab2.csg.uzh.ch. ~ empirical probability of observing= 1 as a function of the dif-
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ference between the probing rate and our estimate of the PAB 1ol ~ * * " " T Tgx 7T X7 0 T Do T T
(here we use the marginal maximum a posteriori (MAP) es- g} vV VVVV§V Y v 8V Z Zv %AVVV-
timate). Since we sef = 0.5, we expect the probability of of OB ABAL A A8 g 26 A AnE
observingz = 1 to be near & when the probing rate is equal 20k A lowerBound | |
to the PAB ¢, — §, = 0). However, what we observe is that z _ | M Eﬁ’ff;féi?f .
the probability is closer t0.@5 at that point, which is approxi- £ O Probe Response

mately the average empirical probability@n + € in Fig.[12. 2 | |
This confirms a slight underestimation of the PAB, which is ' 1
probably due to an inaccurate likelihood model. The figuse al sor x |
shows that as the train size is reduced, the measurements be- [ ¥ v v VvV Yv Vv 7
come more noisy and the bias (underestimation) becomes more [ & A A LA T8 8 i
significant. 025 4567 89101112131415161718192021222324 252627282930

Path

-c% 13 Figure 15: Bounds of the confidence intervals for a 30 patpsltgy in a
g— sample run performed fdrs = 25 andy = 0.5.
S 12+ .
E
E 1f 8 ular run demonstrate the clear heterogeneity of the PlafetL
o network; over 25% of the paths have small (less than 20 Mbps)
<10 PAB whereas the other 75% have PAB greater than 80 Mbps.
The tight links on the paths with lower PAB could either be
%4000 heavily utilized 100 Mbps links or, more likely, 10 Mbps limk
‘2 3000] | with small amounts of cross-titec. These findings about the
}%20007 | PlanetLab network correspond to those of Lee et al. [39].
g
€ 1000- 1
E’ o . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Table 1: Average time and bytes used by Pathload and our agpforM = 30
25 50 100 150 200 250 paths topology over 5 runs.
Train size (num. packets) | secondg path  kbyteg path
Pathload 270+ 0.8 10806+ 1058
Figure 14: Number of measurements (TOP) and bytes (BOTTCOY per Our Approach 7.1+03 612+ 18
path (averaged over 20 runs for each train sizgsduring the estimation pro-

cedure.
It is interesting to compare our estimation methodology to

Figs[12 an@ 13 indicate that the accuracy obtained when usinother tool based on the classical definition of availahheds
ing Ls = 25 andLs = 250 packets is similar. In Fig. 114, we width to examine the extent of correlation between the two me
show the average number of measurements and bytes per paits. We choose to compare our results with those obtained us
required to complete the estimation procedure as a funofion ing Pathload (version 1.3.2)/[9] because it is known to bg ver
the train size. Since the number of measurements is constaaccurate. Using the same topology described abble-(30,
for all values ofLs, we observe a linear growth in the number N = 65), we run both Pathload sequentially on every single path
of bytes required to achieve the desired accuracy. Fronethesind our algorithm (WCI antls = 25,y = 0.5). Since the met-
results, it is now clear that using 25 packets per train isngdt ~ rics are diferent, a complete correspondence between the esti-
as it provides similar accuracy to larger train sizes wignii-  mates is not expected. Nonetheless, both estimation poési
cant savings in terms of number of probes. strive to examine the same path property (at what rate cdrepro

In the previous experiment, wheye= 0.5, the probability of  trains be sent without inducing congestion). The confidémce
observingz = 1 when the input rate is equal to the lower boundtervals obtained from both tools overlap for 53% of the paths
of our confidence interval is.875. That probability drops to — 76% if we tolerate a 2Mbps error. This highlights the fact
0.7 for the rate at the middle of our confidence interngi{+  that there is a certain level of correspondence betweemwibe t
€). We perform another experiment of 20 runs with= 25  metrics. Tabl€Il compares the number of bytes transmittéd an
andy = 0.9. By increasingy, we obtain higher guarantees for time elapsed. We can see that our approach provides signifi-
rates at the lower bound @) and in the middle (86) of the  cant gains in terms of measurement latency (75% savings) and
confidence interval. However, increasing the value ofsults  overhead (95% savings).
in a larger number of measurements. kot 0.9, the average Comparing the overhead of our technique with Pathload’s
number of measurements per path wasB&omparedto 121  confirms that previous tools are not well suited to multifpat
for v = 0.5) an augmentation of 175%). estimation. The only other approaches that can prodtfce e

In Fig.[15, we display the confidence intervals as well as thesient network-wide AB estimates are BRoute|[20] and band-
test results (probe rate and output rate) for one of the rans p width landmarkingl[22]. In both cases, there is very littkee d
formed withLs = 25 andy = 0.5. The outcome of this partic- tails on the actual overhead incurred by their techniques. H

11



and Steenkiste [20] claim that 80% of the available bandwidt [15]
estimates obtained from BRoute are accurate within 50% when
using a subset that includes only 7% of all paths. However[,m]
there is no mention of how many measurements are required
for each path. [17]

5. Conclusion [18]

In this paper, we presented a novel technique based on a
probabilistic framework to estimate network-wide protiatic (19
available bandwidth. We introduced PAB, a new metric with[ZO]
adjustable parameters that addresses issues related dy-the
namics and variability of available bandwidth. Our method-
ology based on factor graphs and active sampling is the firdg!
to combine both techniques in the context of available band-
width estimation. To further reduce the overhead of our4ech22]
nique, we are currently working on a new measurement sirateg
and likelihood model based on chirps rather than trains ckpa 23]
ets, which, from our preliminary results, can achieve digant
savings in terms of probing overhead.

[24]
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