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Abstract:

balancing, route optimization, traffic detecting, network dimensioning and so on. However, the highly ill-pose nature of traffic matrix

Traffic matrix estimation is an interesting research problem at present. Network operators use it to conduct load

estimation itself makes it being a challenging research subject to estimate accurately traffic matrix. This paper studies traffic matrix
estimation in large-scale IP backbone networks. Based on RBF (radial basis function) neural network, a novel estimation method,
namely TMRI (traffic matrix recurrence inference) , is proposed. TMRI exploits the powerful modeling ability of RBF neural net-
work to model traffic matrix estimation. The ill-pose nature of this problem will be overcome in the process of training the RBF neu-
ral network. Accordingly, the complex process of mathematic modeling can be avoided. Built on this estimation model, traffic matrix
estimation is described into the optimal process under the constraints. By seeking the recurrent optimal solution, TMRI can further
get rid of the ill-pose nature of this problem. Simulation results show that TMRI can accurately estimate traffic matrix and track its

dynamics, and in contrast to previous methods, it holds the stronger robustness to noise and more evident performance improvement.

Key words: traffic matrix estimation; nonstationary traffic; radial basis function (RBF) neural network; ill-posed nature;
optimization
Bl SR, SR i e P A o o (R A DU o
=]

LR AR A 245 PRI B LR A S
B, ERAME A oD ( Origin-Destination ) W AENTZ
()L B0 ) A o A0 ) % 45 S BT A )1 22 B S R SRR K
TR I 2% e ) S A X 246 JE R BT 5 T i AR R AR AR 4
P 25 B A B O T 2 i I 2 RS I (B A4 R 15 S

Wik H #1:2009-11-05; & [ H #]:2010-03-12

T R RRUBE 1P T I 2% b i AR A
PRINfE , £ 2 R AT AR A DRIt JR A A T 2 A 2
Hi A AR L, 5 1R T BTN B )2 ek 20
SR, QAT A 2503t 9 Ik — ) RSP 28R P 2 224 il
T 1 1) 32 PR . Cao 25 MO0 OD 3 A Ay 27 7] 43
A IE SR BB SE ) EM SRR 3R AT R ™

FATH . EH R 8 AR 34 (No. 61071124, No. 61070162, No. 71071028, No. 60802023 , No. 70931001 ) ; 55 &5 24 4 8 -1 2 Bl s % W BF 0 3 4> (No.
20100042120035, No.20100042110025 , No. 20070145017 ) ; i tH 40 £ 75 A A 115 (NCET-08-0095 ) 5 Hh 4 55 4% J& A BL A Al 45 & T 9% Bl ( No. NO90404014,

N090504003 , N090504006)



2 H +

2 2011 4F

T AR FE A T 5 Gunnar 2 NI 1P T W 4 0
FEREHEAT 7RIS, 31 M U e R R A I 25 O A R ALE , OF
SYHE T OD WHIH I B E R s Zhang N IBFSE T K
FUBE TP 51 ) 45 i e 0 5, At 73 3ok 50 ) 1S AL R 3R A%
TP SR £ S, PR TR T ) BRI R AR
WSS 325 5 Tan 28 U038 aof 31 6 bt 20 B A £ 1T
verse At 1L 1A B AR, SCHR [11 ] 4347k, SCHik
C101Fr it A At 5 20 i TG T HOAR R 3R A5 I
FAEA L, 336 6 776 o0 Vi o L I 1) SE 3 1 5 IR ek,
M SCHRL3, 4 192 Y 07 R A AR 1 X Se g fs 2 i Ak
PE AEAE A AT B A BRI 1R 22 , e 11 245 6] 199 2% 3t
SRR B AN Tl ) R A AR R Al R 25 T K
I, o T R P Y R AR, SRS M A T
Tt 2 A R PRIME

ARSCHFFE TR R 1P BT P 2% Ui o 6 I ) il 1 [1)
U, BT RBF MU R 45, it —FloRn 19 43177 2 TMRIL
RBF 1 28 [ 24 12— i A i A T L o] R A7 e bk
FARL M (S AR AR R e R 8L, B 2 TS
SALI ARG LR W R 2 AF U . TMRI A& Bl
RBF #1285 [0 £ 5 K 1) AR T B , Of 47l 4 Ui 4 2E MR RPAIE
TR R A I R o A A L S X I 2R RBF
PR 2K, it i R PR A T A0 A R 08 20 S R, O
7B I R A AR TR L T T A A A T R A
b TR A TR R M A A SR T RS R,
W EATOL, T ARG T 0 AR TMRI 3 —
TR A7 LS ] Abilene ™ FI GEANT ™/ [ 4% | (1
FIRAR R B0 UE TMRI, 7 45 R W] TMRI LT RLATAY
it ik, AR B RE S .
2 [a)REEA

B 1(a) R (b) 53 5FR T Abilene il GEANT [ 2%
B A 1 AT RUE 2, Abilene Fl GEANT 945 | 1)
T A B AS AR AR, 3K S — I 0 2% 3t A, < T
AV T3 Fob gt B A R ME. B 2(a) T (D) 43 2R T
Abilene Al GEANT ¥ %% | ¥ & 19 ACF ( Autocorrelation
Function) . & 2 32 B Abilene 1 GEANT M %4& | 3 & 11
ACF #RENE b a1 T % , X U PR 45 1 1) B2 0 e
AEFRE A . P 28 Uik 13X A RS RR M R N T A A AR
AU ) X . A o 0 A R 00 2% 3 i A IS 8 S P S R
PR L AR MR A Al T Y R —

TR PR RN 7E R 26 v T A OD 5 % [ 3t 2l 1
T, BRI R AR R R K. 7R R R 1P T 2%
o B B B I T R AR R B e R A e R
M, EATTZ [ HA B e 2 R 0 2 AR BRI TP
H TG p AN, Q K55 WA P=p® 55 OD .
BRI 2] ¢, 00 465 U Sk I B B T 20 ) D s e () =

(1 () ya () sy xp ) T H y (1) = (o (2) 5 ya(2) ey
Yo (1) (i =1,2,+, P)FRH i % OD i,
yi(0)(=1,2,, Q)RR j AREERR L 1P B8 B
EE%E%%%/?\‘%’ A= (Ai].)()xp’/ﬂ\:liiil,ﬂﬂ%% ].% oD /JIKLJE
REAS @ ARHERE U A, = 17 A, = 0. i AR B
ZEOFT (8 P R P 2 B A e M 29 R OC ZR AT AT A Y 45 =X
TR
y(1) = Ax (1) (1)
i# 1) SNMP(Simple Network Management Protocol ) Jll &
P ARATHE PR 0 ARy () , AT ) 45 IE A 2 W) B4
32 % B AR I A W) IAE 1 R A TR0 7 45 0 S B 17 20
y (o) TP 28 B B AR B A PS5 PF T, Qn ] hG i 3145 I i
FEFEAAG T . AR B AR B A J&— Rk Oy B, 0
22 (1) R 2 ME— W o 1Y . AR T, ZE R RUEE 1P 5 T 1M
2e b Gk H it /N T OD WIBH LB Q< P, X
I (1) &A1 B O I 2t Il 8, 0 2 S5 (D Y
i ANBEE — , T AT N TC 55 22 A fifk vh AR A I 7 S 1) A 2 I
MERY . PRI, A 2 0 A T — A v 2 o A 1Y m) R, 4
fal A 280 e R X — [) A0 %) i 2 A P 2 T X Y
AR

1000 2000 3000 40‘00 5000 6000 7000 8000 900010000
time slots
(a) Abilene
104
SK

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
time slots

(b) GEANT
E1 AbileneRIGEANT M5 ff i it

7000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000710000
Time slots

(a) Abilene

OUWJWWWWVWWWWVWWMAMW

500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Tlmg slots
(b) GENAT

B2 AbilenefIGEANTM % I BACF
i AR BEAL TR A B A SR AL AT B T




%4 W S R T RRUBE TP B 1 o0 28 e AR P T DT I 5 3

FEIREL, AT N B0 R B 7 12 2F e A 3k — [ A8 1Y) i
AERE, LA AT RS 0 A9 A T . Soule 28 AT
EP T S A O 8% % E L 9K i A K TR 9 1) 4% B 1l T
A7 0 7 B 0 80 0 i A o IR ) A A 718 g it ok [ R,
DA IR 45 0 B A 3 10 6 75 5 4 5 Bermolen 25 A1 7E
Z B EEGETE T Al ek B T 6 AR T S Fisher £ B FE
O A 22 38 =X, SR 5 R A U R B AL T AR 7 2
Cramer-Rao FH, JFi# i Cramer-Rao F 5, 4] 58 3545
0 WA T (1 5 Tang 258 A7 (0 FH 40 P B0 SR A 37
A Juva 25 NS T4 8 60 3 P O 22 0 DA
i A I 5 Erramill 25 U938 R 57 3 B2 AR Of 4R A5
ViR M 56 36 15 15, 5 Shioda 28 AP0 07 T VPN o
T PG5 Cao 28 N2V 3R H—FR D BLSR J7 kA 1
e T O 2% v Y Y B L R L AR T, ST A 3k Sy s R A
ST OD B BUE AL R AT S S, BUE A S
BB OD It 1) L 426 D0 o5 > B vl I det A B PR b, TR 2 2
AIECFTE

y(t-1)
v(1-2)

R Sx1 S Px1 p
\ AN

A\
Input Layer Hidden Layer Output Layer

B3 ATHREEREMTHRRBFHZ P %1

AN T B 535 A SCHE 1 TMRI J7 325 B4 A
KT OD I BT, & BT RBF #2245 ok
PR RUE TP Y7 et JE P il TR T, AT sl 5 52 2% ) 07
THE. T RBF 22 R 28 AT 27 2 MU 20 B9 BE T, TMRIL
X OD 3 4 R BT AS B, B %) W A A T 0 0 A2 A i
A EL, BT RBF M2 R 25 1) 9474584, TMRI J&—Fh
RGN TT i, BE PR I U K R TP 3t & .
FL AT A 3 2 25 5 (D) O 9 30A . IR AR
PG AT ARAT A R R A5 (D) I — Vg T
JIARAT (3 A A, R FH AR SO i R e it — 28 s AR At
SRR A R AL 9 A R, DA RS O I A A
it

3 mEEMEHITEER

T U B R A LA N ] ) 25 18] £ e ] 2 1] fr A
KA, AL AR AP AR, PR, AR 39 3 — Bl i 2k
(9 RBF M2 [ 45 45 1) , LA S 56 o ) 4 009 2 R e
XBEAFAE JFEE M RBF #2826 LA |, 32 1 QR
JE TP BT R 288 3t e I A A AT

3.1 HATREMREMEITH RBF #4& W E&RE
RBF i1 45 ) 2 HL A P2 > FA an i Re g, & —F
SRR R A T L REAR S 3t ) 30 4 B A 3 ) .
TR B b O e I AR R — bl TR R
TP B T 00 265 7 s A 1 1) R4 8 409 B 401 22 1) 2%
R A& 3 . 8 3, RBF M2 0 48 40 45 5 A2
B2 2w () = (u (), upy (), ()T 2H
BRI RBF i 22 25 14 A5 IW R LW 23 5 R R
J2F 2 WS AE AR 5 || dist || 2R TT5 R 41
g () SEABUERFE W AT 10 B A A BE S 5 S il p
Sy R B 2 A 2 W 208 H 5 0! R R S
R BB 2 R 2 A DX 245 v 5 B — RN AR A
BRI g <. o A0 4 o RN A A A SR
FIa] R IEAE A b AN b2 430 3 B 12 A 2 Y
ML ; a (1) = Ca (1), ay (1),  as(1))" R Z
M2 A 0 (0) = (o (2), 0, (), on(0) " I
() RBF MM 25 kit Z, = 2~ 1(d =1,2, -, r, Hop
27V F R LI ) ZE R, - Ol R4 51 A B I ) ZE R
BOso(t-1),0(t=2),,v(t=r+1), M o(t-r)iy
MFR v(ODRIER Z,, 2y, Z,_,, H Z, G . A
3 A DLE B, A T4 BB A RBF i 25 R 2% &
— N EZWAZEI ARG, R T WA w () Eh
o (o) BOWLS , Bnl #5210 R 1 A9 452
0(1) = 4,207 W (1) + ).
a(t) = gl W= qll =5}, j=1,2,,8
q(t) = (u()" 0t = D)oo = )T

i =1,2,>,P

(2)
HHr, o R E 215 j A ) 5 ek 5, — o =
BREL B @ (s) = s o, FR Mt R 05 | I o
B, LR R A (2) RN PRI B C &
vi(0)=filule),v(e=1),,0(t=1r))
'U.z'(t) =folu(e), (e =1),,0(t-1)) 3)
vp(t) = fp(u(e),v(t=1),,v(t-r))
Heb L Fmu(e),v(e=-1),0(t=2),,0(t-r)%
o (ORI (i =1,2,-+, P) . S F 40 F &L
v(1) =f(u()" o(e-1)" 0t -1)") (4)
H, f=(fisforo fo) R (4) KW B 3 Fr& s
RBI 141 25 00 265 38 1o 445 1) 4% %) i 11 2B 3R 2 457 381) 19 286 1% i
A EAE BE 1 28 B o (o) AN AT I 45 1 s A
w(e)AEIE, T ELATR 28 LURT I 20 A o (0 — 2) (e
z2=1,2, -, r) DG IX R OC 2 A F T4l 4R i 1 4 1
FORH I AR DG . 3 4h, 2o (4) 6 01, [/ 3 BT /R 1) 2 5
AZ 451, DL & RBF i 2 M 28 A B ) IR AT 4510



4 S &

EE ' 2011 4F

AT AR AL o A 11 25 ) A S A B R B2 S, RBE A
22 W25 55 K Y 27 > RA 9 R BE 7, A M) T o 1 e s ST
B U R PR ) A AR
3.2 mEIEREAITER

FT LIRE A RBF M 2 28 4654, 18 4 R T
TR 1P 1 9 28 30 f 0 1 A A A, e
“Data Pretreating” I Data Posttreating” 73 1) ¢ 7 £ T 4b
FRAN G AP AR “Training”%‘ﬂ“ Predicting"ﬁj':-}'] IR
AT 5 Y Co) R x (o) 20590 o Al 35 784 1 i A A0
HH O T B G Al O R A PR AL, B B 9 A8 I 1]
AARAERET I ARG TR b A TR A AR -

Predicting
Training v(#-1)

(@] o

=1 8

& o

3 3
Y@ | @ a (1x(f)
— - =

I3 @

g g

g 3

= I

B4 PURMEFEAETHNZMA SRR
Y(0) = ()" y(e =Dy (e =)DT(5)
Horr, b 51 S K I ] SE 3R . A 4, 45 31 4 4
K

w(e)=&(Y(1)) (6)
x(2) =y(v(1))
- y(1) = Ax (1) (7)
k(1) =0, i=1,2,,P

b, & My 200 3R B0 AL B R A B A L 455X
(7) W], Bl i Ak P R 7 W e R e Ol A2 119 2 R
ZEPETR HEAT A Bt A B SR AT T DR GIE AR Y A9 A
(E R FOAE RS 2 5 (4) ~ (7)), A 20 4 F il 2k

i e .

v(t)=H(y(1)) (8)
DL S 0 3 A «
x(t)=6G(y(t))
L y(1) = Ax(1) (9)
ox (1) =0, 1=1,2,--,P

Horr, HAG 735 Fm My () B v () FIE] () B BRI
KA (8) R, MRAE & 4 Fr s 9 I ZRAE 18], 285
RBF 11 22 00 26 1) 22 > FIYA 2, BE G N7 VA7 47 O B R
AR AORERY , [R]85 30 B AR I 3 2 ) 29 AR A,
A NZ A (9) BT 27 Y U B A AR R, 58 K] 4
TR P2 i U ad A . S5 (8) AT (9) T LA 2,
AN T 4 FOR AR R —Fh 2 A 2

RS IRY  SX T ASE R 45 A ) T A A AU R AL
4 REXEEFERE

P T T R R A T o AR L DA S I 4% i 1Y
FF AR = PR R B (1] 253 () A DG PR AR AIE , ZOKS A A6 1 I
piil R S S D S T s R T R U B T S
FE BRI RS N LA 2 kAR,
SRRE W AR AT DAL o R R A T, 1 — 20 o R O o 6 B A
THAS B 1 ARk
4.1 REREFEHHERNGEERE

DMEMIR R, B H B 5 H E2E4ERN 1P
28 T 4 R LA AR 5 AT AE AL i B A o A B L
A W B TR OCTE , B AT — & R R I AT 1
AT LA E], Abilene £l GEANT I A% 9] £ 37 1 e 7 M B
F4) JE S RIS R AE DG . T DL 97 R A ) DT Sk i e
B %) S SRR AE B B 2 T U i R 0 L
LSRN S, AT Ry AR A5 A 19 3 o 0 B A o1 4 ik b
BRI ZIARAE . R, AT 2 BT U e R PR R T O 25
il

s T B 2R x (1), 2(2) -, 2(T)E
U DN AR PR RE AR B O 5 C, TR A

T

1 5 . 1 A\ .
Cx=ﬁ( %], (x(z)—? 12:11 x(i)))

(X ()= D) (10)

W (10) AT L8, FEAR By 286 1 C, 1944 f
47T 348 T A B T, B 1 2476
SR TV RAEIRRGIRE 12 DAV R REAR B 7 2
FEWE C, B CU A P O ]2 A
4.2 BIARE

SRS TP F I 4, R A2 2 (1)
S PEL R T T A 1 4176 2% 6 A2 5 B 90
el W45 4 OD 3 36 A2 3 7010 200 A6 . 4 TR
I TP T 46 BRI TS0 0 1L FRBR AL

min - (x(1) = xo(£))"C; ' (x(1) = xo(1))
y(1) = Ax(t) ()
x(1)=0, i=1,2,,P

FEST, €1 AR 0 R AR T 2 R 0 3 1
xo (1) H5— ELH G RIS (1) 2 S R
Py 22 A A € A ) FLERBREC min(x (1) -
xo( )7 (1) = xg () LB 2, (1) =000 = 1,
2000 PYR y (1) = Ax (O BOZT R FLREAR E A 1y
SRR 2367 0 B ) 2 A
1 15 EL RIS xo (o) B F /1 IR

SRR B F TR L A P AR A ) T B

s.t.



%4 W S R T RRUBE TP B 1 o0 28 e AR P T DT I 5 5

A4 R
min (y(¢) = Ax(£))"(y(¢) - Ax(2)) +
Ax(t) = wo(e))TC (x (1) = xo(2)) (12)
Horp, 2 w8, —HUE R 0.01 ~ 1.
L Ax(t) = x(1) = x(1) (13)
BaEX (13) A (12) 153
min (y(¢) - Axg(£) + AAx (1)) "(y (1) = Axo(2)
+ AAx (1)) + A(Ax () TC ' Ax(0) (14)
R I B A A AN B O AL FEE 15 210 45 20 (14) i B
fift -
Ax(1) = (A"A+2C;") T TAT(y (1) = Axg (1)) (15)
RIEEER(15) , 5 F &R 45
) = (1) + Ax" ()
A () = (ATA + 2C7Y) AT (y () = A (1))
20(t) = £,(¢)
(16)
Horr )k oAk AR, £, (¢) SR 38 0 30 0 MR A T AR AL 4K
RIWIIATE . 2 (11) ~ (16) 2B, 38 4 44 07 2 4 A
TR NARZM T et 72, 20 Akt 3
G T A P o 3 4 9 8 30 LS, AT e R 3
TR BEAG T 1] AL A 9 A5 M, O B AT AS IR 0 B Y
K fhiit.
4.3 REEZX
A T A TMRI J5 5 i B AR, R T 45
X — I SRR
HB1 WAL 4 B Al
B2y (o) o Co) VBN B A B0 6 AR 5
P 4 YIZRAE P ZRA5 R, 15 21 RBF ft 28 9 2 3 S B
A A5 2 (9) e 1) it ot R B A A AR

SB 3 MIEEFE(9) KRG IR 25 AL 1190 46 18
2,(t)s

WA RHEEL10) THE I AR R REA U
EZHE C

TS HHIRENR 6 e I RERLH K, H4
k=0;

$B e M (16), T U & A B AL I E
xk”(t);

H],T MR k> K ly(e) - A5 (ol ,

<O HE | ") = () 15 < e, UJAT U Ak I 1)
REAHE ¢ () IR, BN, 2 b=k + 1, &[T F]:5
%e.

5 RS

15 EL S8 ISR [ Abilene! ) Fil GEANT ™ [ %% |-
B S B SR BAE TMRI J5 ik 8 5 #om TH T ERY

Rz S 1, Ferb [ Bl A 50 3R %l A 2 5, i
Sk 5 BT AR 45 N TR BE B )Y 5. Abilene 2545 12
AN, 144 45 OD 3t ; T GEANT 4545 23 4717 84,529
2% OD ¥ . 3Ciik [3, 4 ] A TomoGravity 5 32 Fl SCHik [51H)
{1} -Inverse J7 585418 Dy F BT IAL &8 0 B A T 900k 18 7
25 ARSCR TMRI X WG 7 ¥ 64T LU 3, 40 i = A7
25 B e R B B S [A)AE X iR 2% (Spatial relative errors:
SREs) FIH [B] #H Xt 15 22 (Temporal relative errors: TREs) ., DA
OO 75 1 fEHE P . Abilene 4% 1 252 5 T A B0 Bk
PR B =R J7 v, e rbin g Jo] i £t R IR 4
AR AR 3 B T TR AR 43 BT s GEANT M 4% I 3%
SE 6 JE MR T SR A5 B = R Ok He i = JE B E
T UIZRIE 4 Fron iy, oA = 80 T HERe 0

(b) CEANT network
Bs5 RATHEKMER

5.1 REWHEFEER

Kl 6 F/R T = Jr¥57E Abilene il GEANT [ 2% |-
A 2 AE B 38 B, o, USSR TMRIL, TomoGravity 1
{1]-Tnverse 7795 43 50l FH €5 L 6 | G B €0 1 2B 0 o 51
2 FR . K 6 W, 1E Abilene F1 GEANT R %% |, OD i
HB A S AR, 1 ELELAG 278 AR P AR LR AE . A
K 6(a)P] LAE ], 7E Abilene W I, =FpJ7 &R REVEHA
PR R I B ) s AR AL R e {HU2: | TomoGravity FT {11
Inverse 77 A5 Adi 11 (4 OD %t 35 i1 80) A XAk 1 (4 OD
i 119) , 1 TMRI fE BAS A Mo Ak 31 OD 3, Ak 3-(E A EL 5K
{ECRE B30 Rl RE L, B 6(b) 328, 7 GEANT M %% I+, =



6 G A 4 2011 4F
x107 N
3 5 ====+=== TMRI
a2 510 TomoG
‘8 1 ‘E —— {1}-Inverse|
0 % 5
x —
3 = 0 AL DAY | WY DRSSOV
a9t 20 20 40 60 80 100, 120 140
a w2 Flow 1D, from smallest to largestin mean
c 1§, 5 (a) SREs
0t Eosf ==TMRI
x g 0.6 TomoG
= ¥ =i ——— {1}-Inverse
25 2r B 0.4}
o o028
sy =] Tl | A ey
0 2 4 . L H i L 1
£ E 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
104 (a) Abilene = Time slots
I (b) TREs
o . ' El7 fEAbilenef 4% -, TMRI. TomoGravityHl{1}-Inverseff]
210k ; ! h SREsHITREs
5] gi&:h’u ',Pl,, MAA Mﬂ!ﬂw&ﬁ &‘J u E'zz&
¢ 2500 3000 3500 2000 1of

2500 30,00 3500 4000
(b) GEANT

El6 AbileneRIGEANTR&% |k IODRif i, JU L A KT,
TMRI. TomoGravity F1{1}=Inversey %4 Al F K & .
EEANRALERT

T 75 2t R VA At R 5 O A 1 B S AR A kR R e B
AW SR RAE Y OD it , = Fh 7 ik i A 145 R LT
RERRE OD it i J&l 9 1k A2 Ak 1 22 4k . 4K T, TomoGravity
F{ 1 Inverse 77 £ £ Al 11 (4 OD it 238) Fl Ak 1 (i
OD Vi 37 1 247) , T TMRI fE K5 i 1 W0 OD ¥t 19 228 4k
B AT T S LS O, B 6 R TE
Abilene FI GEANT [# 2% ., 73 31 I P 4 Ji 0 = J& £ %5 ol
HRANGRIE 4 Bl s Al TS, K0S i 000 34 22 = Al i) U
SRR X AR W] TMRI AN AL RERS B Al 11 0 4 R, Tl EL
FIE X It 2t R R A R R 8 T . PRt AR 2, TM-
R AEXE ) Al T4 0 R, A o 4t 2R o e 0 0 S, i
TomoGravity F1 {1} Inverse BYA% 1145 A b 3z 901 , {0 7= A
BORAGTEDR 22 5100 H, Al T8 A— B A7, TMRI A g
T U R R A S T
5.2 fHitiRE

T FE AL TH0) SREs 2Rl 112 22 B OD Wi 281k
S TR) DG 2, S 1 Al i 7 ¥ A 25 ) B R Al TR B2 5
TREs 27 fiti 1115 22 Bifi ] (8] 22 A i 22 A6 i 1 00, Seke 1
FbE 5 B A I 8] b B A TS B U RS I Y SREs Al
TREs ey i At Iy i i R i — A w845, B A5 5
FE SR
H 934/1(71) - xM(n) H 2

H xM( n) H 2
| ﬁp(l) - xp(t) l 2

| xp(t) | 2

,l:1,2,"',M

errsp( n) =

n=1,2,,P

err,, (t) =

Spatial relative error
o

AT / ’
o[J 100 200 300 400 500
Flow 1D, from smallest to largestin mean
5 (a) SREs
Eost
o9
Z 06} T'omoG|
2 0 4k urthin W
4 <k 3
A . L N A Lt Ak
W v st W
‘g. 0.2 ;! % 5 7 r“ﬁw ’Ilﬁ'\‘ L] w “{k
§ % 500 7000 7500 2000
= Time slots
(h) TREs

I8 ZEGEANTM % I, TMRIFI TomoGravity ) SREs I TREs
Hor, PO M 33 5 R R TP & 1 R 2% OD i 19 6 4K
LG I 2 6 20 5 erry, () 7 AR T BT A 0 2 1 220, 56
n 4% OD it iY SREs; xy (n) F £ (n) 53551 278 AHXS T Fir
A2, 55 n 4% OD i i B SEAE A THEL; erry,, (2)
FRIZ ¢ I, BT OD WY TREs; xp () F £ () 23531
PRI Z ¢ I, TR OD Y BLSAE A . B 7
/R T =R EAE Abilene %% | (9 SREs F1 TREs; €] 8.9
10 FR T = Jr i £ GEANT M 2% | 1) SREs FI
TREs. 7 FE, {E Abilene B %% |, TomoGravity Fi1t-
Inverse ) SREs JL-P-—34, 1fii TMRI L E 12 /MM £,
T2 OD FE /N, TMRI A9 SREs B /)N . TomoGravity
{1} -Tnverse 1) TREs B £k Fl L 522 EZ, BIE1H
TREs JUF-AH% , 1 TMRI (1 TREs 2/ 2 . [FFE 3,
8.9 1 10 I, 7E GEANT 45 It A5 214518, Bl To-
moGravity Fl { 1}-Inverse [) SREs 1 TREs JLF- A1 &, 1
TMRI ) SREs il TREs X1 2% 2 . 1fi H., 7E OD JiH K
F#E /N B, TomoGravity F1 {1 }-Inverse #E A B R
SREs, Il TMRI 22/N3 2 . JF H TMRI 1) TREs B A% T
TomoGravity {11 -Tnverse 1) TREs.iXZF W, 5 TomoGravi-
ty Ml {1 | -Inverse #H Lt , 7F Abilene Fi1 GEANT ® 4% |, TMRI
RIS TR 108 2 A B A TR 25 BB /NS 22, T HL TM-
REANXRERG A T/ N OD it , W REAS Bl A 11 K 1)



o4 M

T B P8 RN 1P B T R 28 U B A P T D7 I 5 7

OD ¥t . R, TMRI fE 5EAF i b 047 00 s A B4

E
o
2
=
g
= f e i A Lot
5‘ UD 1(IJO 200 300 400 500
Flow ID,from smallestto largestin mean

E (a) SREs
03 == TMRI
'206 — {1}-Inverse
ARSI VA S NVA
B WY o
§0 2 ‘J'm M 4\'
g 500 1000 1500 2[}£IU
= Time slots

(b) TREs

El9 FEGEANTRM % |, TMRIAI{1}-InverseffJSREsFITRESs
10p —— TomoG
| | | — {1} [nverse

[
T

-1' |I- | I ‘
Nw,]ﬂ ﬁ ! W.MHMMMM LYW

5

=

S

o

o

=

-4

=

2% 100 200 _ 300 400

Flow ID,from smallestto largestin mcan

'g- a) SREs

%08 TomoG
g 06} —{1}-Inverse
204 LGSR AP A
'E 0.2F

=]

& 0 L .
E 0 500 i 1000 1500 2000
& Time slots

(b) TREs

E10 ZEGEANTRM % I, TomoGravity®l
{1}-Inversefl]SREsHITREs

RS A VE A =R A TR R, R T 4 B
SREs #1 TREs /9 CDFs( Cumulative Distribution Functions),
Bl CSRE( Cumulative distribution functions of Spatial Relative
Errors) #1 CTRE ( Cumulative distribution functions of Tempo-
ral Relative Errors) . 11 1 12 43 %] & 75 Abilene FlI
GEANT 2% | =Fp 771 CSRE Fil CTRE. [&] 11 /R 7E
Abilene ¥ #& H1, TomoGravity {1}-Inverse H CSRE Fl
CTRE £ 282 {1 T TMRI f) AH B il £8 . 7E SREs 7 0.9
B, TMRI REXG #At 11 91.5% B9 OD ¥, 17 TomoGravity I
{1} -Inverse {XAESF B 11 82.0% 1 79.4% (¥ OD ¥i ; 1fii
H.,7E TREs iy 0.25 B, TMRI REAG #4411 95% L4 11
15 Zl|, TomoGravity F1 {11 -Inverse 1 BE 43 7 #& 1 4 11
66 %1 65% LA T B4 1 i 2] . ] B, 181 12 R, 7R
GEANT W %% v, TomoGravity 1 {1}-Inverse B CSRE Fl
CTRE M £k 785 (1K T TMRI f 4 B il £8 . 7€ SREs 47 0.9
i, TMRI BEAE #1531 63.0% 1) OD ¥, i TomoGravity Fll
{1}-Tnverse {3 BE 73 1 5 5 A 71 34.4% 1 42.3% 1) OD
U5 T L4 95% I LS 20, TMRI BELL 0.332 AR
Y TREs *% 5 17 11, TomoGravity 1 {1} -Inverse 1¥ B8 43 5]
4 0.531 #10.536 AR B TREs A Bl 1. 5k, A =l
THEAETA ELM 46 [ CSRE I TSRE i — & 3L 1],

5 TomoGravity F1 {1 {-Inverse A b, TMRI [ B[] £ 11352
ZERIS [ TR 22 4R 2L /MG 2, B RE FORT 0 M 4G TR
.

w o |
Zosf s TMRI
© TomoG

j —— {1}-Inverse
% 7 3 6 8 0 12
x=L2norm,Spatial relative errors

(a) CSRE

=
I~
b 0.5 == TMRI
TomoG
# —— {1}-Inverse
0 s
0 0.1 0 2 0 3 0.4
x=L2norm,Temporal relative errors
(b) CTRE
E11 Abilene%5 I, TMRI. TomoGravity$i{1}-Inverseff]
CSREFICTRE
1
)
£05 --- ENNTML
5] TomoG
P —— {1}-Invelse
% 2 4 6 8
x=L2norm,Spatial relative errors
(a) CSRE
1 = —=~
= /
505¢ w=eeeee ENNTML
TomoG
{1}-Invelse
% o1 02 03 04 05 06
x=L2norm,Temporal relative errors
(b)) CTRE
E12 GEANTM# E TMRI. TomoGravity#1{1}-Inverseff]
CSREHICTRE

& 13 F27~ TMRI #H X TomoGravity {11! -Inverse 1)
SEEPERE B . HoH, ¥E Abilene H', TMRI #H % Tomo-
Gravity I {1} -Inverse )32 Pk BE e 340 B35 F] 32.9%
134.8% , M7E GEANT 1, 53 55 51| 54.9% H1 53.4% .
TMRI (V5 BE G S JF 4 B2 A . LG, TMRI B9 A 31
AEE B AL T TomoGravity F11{1{-Inverse.

B0%,

I TMRI:TomoG 54.9%53 4%

50%1- EEB TMRI:{1}-Inverse

&
o
32

34.8%

32.9%
20%[
10%|-

llene

E13 TMRI*EXTTomonawtyiﬁl{l} Invemeﬁ“]ilzﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
5.3 fEHMESR
T A [ e

M), B 53 A = O v Ak M L AR S A

Improvement ratio
Ca
Q
33

PO =R 5 B AR R
A gIARE



8 H +

EE ' 2011 4F

HEAA AR HT e AT R AR 2] 0 B AR 2215
o (1) BN (D), 753055

Yus (1) = Ax(1) + 0 (1) (18)
Heip,o(1) =y, (1) * N(0,%), N, O FBRBHENE,
PRUETT 220§ ARSI A, v, (1) F7R 35 W (14 i 1% 170
AR SO PR i 23 (8] 24 )7 #L 1% 2% SRMSE ( Spatial
Root Mean Squared Error) 0B [8] 2 07 AR 1% 2% TRMSRE
( Temporal Root Mean Squared Relative Frror) 3¢ ffi & I 75 i}
=P AL TR RE R -

_ 1>
SRMSRE_PE —

H fjw(n) - xM(n) H 2
H xM(n) H 2

’

mean(xM(n))BE

(19)

1 Nl #p(e) = xp(e) |5
TRMSRE =37 25— 25—

M

mean(xp(z)) =F
Hor, Py FR RTAGTITIIRAE E /Y OD W% H s P FI M
43R BV OD Y 8 B AN 5 B 21 5 mean (xy(n)) =
E M mean(xp(t)) = E o BB K TP TTRE E
ff) OD i, E B 53 BIR UELE A7 L 24 F 80%
1 OD ¥t H T2 A = Al ik i etk
%1 7 Abilene W% £, IREI =F7F R0

Noise Level 0.02 0.03 0.05
SRMSRE 1.99% 3.02% 5.07%
Link Loads
TRMSRE 1.96% 2.97% 4.96%
TMRI SRMSRE 39.28% 40.89% 43.72%
TRMSRE 17.56% 17.89% 18.76%
SRMSRE 54.92% 56.60% 60.20%
TomoG
TRMSRE 23.45% 24.00% 25.31%
SRMSRE 53.40% 55.13% 58.29%
{1} -Inverse
TRMSRE 24.00% 24.39% 25.56 %

R 2 7E GEANT s b, IR = M7 KB 200

Noise Level 0.02 0.03 0.05
SRMSRE 2.00% 3.03% 5.08%
Link Loads
TRMSRE 1.96 % 2.94% 4.95%
TMRI SRMSRE 138.52% | 138.84% | 139.89%
TRMSRE 50.17% 50.25% 50.51%
SRMSRE 143.80% | 144.39% | 146.84%
TomoG
TRMSRE 47.15% 47.29% 47.63%
SRMSRE 142.93% | 143.53% | 145.08%
{1}-Inverse
TRMSRE 96.42% 96.64% 96.97%

F I ME 23 BFRARTIE £=0.02.£=0.03 fl ¢
=0.05 =FPE LR, € Abilene A1 GEANT M 4% |-, I
XA T IR R RR R L R 1 RNk 2 KL HE ¢ =
0.02.£=0.03 fil £=0.05 =F1HHL T, LIELE Abilene
W 2% I 38 2 FE GEANT I 2% I, TMRI /) SRMSRE #l
TRMSRE %R b, TomoGravity F1 {1} -Inverse /N5 21, 17 H.
PR VR A R T S (1) () AR AL LT A A {H& TMRI AH

HZ R, BN —28 X5 H] TMRI B A BT 58 1 Bt e s 1k

.
6 HRIE

TR R AT 1078 1 S A R A 2 I o
PR, Al v B e 05 75 0 1k R A2 2 R 75 3RS R B
RERPRS B Al T AR SCRF 9T 7 RRBE TP B T R 2% Hh (1
TR A T 0] B, 3 T RBF #4442 1 7 —Fh
AT 5 72 TMRI A 1 38 B F KRB TP B 9 2% i 2
FEFER AT, TMRI A& BUf% 52 1% RBF #1289 4% | 58 10 4%
RBF 1 22 ] 265 () 4t AE 3R 51 A S5 A Tl 5 A B % B
BRIAEIR A P T —Fh 24 A L85 B AG T X
Fofo i 1A TR B B oy e A0 % A R %) I () 3 [ 4 S
PERIR AR SR AL | b 60 2 2 A B T s
(A AR 30 3 3 A P R AR B Dy 2 4 B O o
RS TR R R 0 2 T I B A AL i R, i o a6 4R
L, TMRI G 5 JR 0 18 0 MR A 1 A A R, IR A A
FOAG THE  AE PGS BSR4 A4 45 SR 2B TMRT Fe
PARTA T 6 B 0 35 i PE BE A% , B BE T T O 1 B
AR T, 1M EL AN ARE RS B Al T4/ oD i,
RERT AN 1K1 OD ¥ .

S 3k

[1] Gunnar A, Johansson M, Telkamp T. Traffic matrix estimation
on a large TP backbone: A comparison on real data[ A] . Proc. of
the ACM SIGCOMM Internet Measurement Conference[ C].
2004.149 - 160.

SRANT, B, V. 8RR ARL I 2% 3 e B 4D 1 20 A1 X R 4
MBI 5 SEILT] . T4, 2009,37(4A) :31 - 35.

Zhang H, Tian J, Xu J. The design and implementation of dis-

(2

[

tributed system for self-similar network traffic simulation[ J].
Acta Electronica Sinica,2009,37(4A) :31 - 35. (in Chinese)

[3] Zhang Y, Roughan M, Duffield N, Greenberg A. Fast accurate
computation of large-scale IP traffic matrices from link loads
[J]. ACM SIGMETRICS Performance Evaluation Review,
2003,31(3) :206 - 217.

[4] Zhang Y,Roughan M, Lund C, Donoho D. Estimating point-to-
point and point-to-multipoint traffic matrices: An information-
theoretic approach [ J]. IEEE/ACM Trans. on Networking,
2005,13(5) : 947 - 960.

[5] Tan L,Wand X. A novel method to estimate IP traffic matrix
[J].IEEE Communications Letters,2007,11(11):907 — 909.

[6] Jiang D,Hu G.GARCH model-based large-scale IP traffic ma-
trix estimation[ J] . IEEE Communications Letters.2009,13(1) :
52 -54.

[7] Jiang D,Chen J,He L. An accurate approach of large-scale IP
traffic matrix estimation[ J] . IEICE Transactions on Communi-



%4 W S R T RRUBE TP B 1 o0 28 e AR P T DT I 5 9

cations. 2007, E90-B(12) : 3673 — 3676.

[8] Rahman MM, Saha S, Chengan U, Alfa AS.IP traffic matrix
estimation methods: Comparisons and improvements A ] . Proc.
the TIEEE International Conference on Communications | C ] .
2006.90 - 96.

[9] Jiang D, Hu G. Large-scale IP traffic matrix estimation based
on the recurrent multilayer perceptron network[ A ] . Proceedings
of the IEEE International Conference on Communications| C] .
Beijing, China, 19-23 May 2008 .366 — 370.

[10] Cao J, Davis D, Weil SV, Yu B. Time-varying network to-
mography: router link data[J]. Journal of American Statistics
Association, 2000,95(452) : 1063 - 1075.

[11] Juva 1. Sensitivity of traffic matrix estimation techniques to
their underlying assumptions [ A ]. Proceedings of ICC' 07
[C].2007.562 - 568.

[12] Park, J, Sandberg JW. Universal approximation using radial
basis functions network[ J] . Neural Computation, 1991,3(2):
246 - 257.

[13] [OL]http://www. cs. utexas. edu/ ~ yzhang/research/Abi-
lene-TM/ .

[14] Uhlig S, Quoitin B, Lepropre J, Balon S. Providing public in-
tradomain traffic matrices to the research community[J]. ACM
SIGCOMM Computer Communication Review 2006,36(1):
83 -86.

[15] Soule A, Nucci A, Cruz RL, Leonardi E, Taft N. Estimating

dynamic traffic matrices by using viable routing changes[J].

IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking,2007,15(3) :485 —

498.

Bermolen P, Vaton S, Juva I. Search for optimality in traffic

—
—_
(@)

[

matrix estimation: A rational approach by Cramér-Rao lower
bounds[ A] . Proc. of the 2nd Euro NGI Conf. on Next Gener-
ation Internet Design and Engineering[ C].2006.224 — 231.

[17] Hong T, Tong LF, Guo GZ. An assignment model on traffic
matrix estimation[ A] . Proc. of the International Conference on
Natural Computation[ C].2006.295 - 304.

[18] Juva I, Vaton S, Virtamo J. Quick traffic matrix estimation
based on link count covariances| A ] . Proc of the IEEE Inter-
national Conference on Communications[ C] . Istanbul,, 2006.
603 - 608 .

[19] Erramill V, Crovella M, Taft N. An independent-connection
model for traffic matrices| A] . Proc. of the ACM SIGCOMM
Internet Measurement Conference[ C].2006.251 — 256.

[20] Shioda S, Ohtani K. Estimating the source-destination traffic
matrix of a VPN from access-link loads[ J]. Computer Com-
munications, 2006,29(18) : 3663 — 3678.

[21] Cao J,Chen A,Bu T. A quasi-likelihood approach for accurate
traffic matrix estimation in a high speed network[ A] . Proc. of
the TEEE INFOCOM[ C].2008.13 - 18.

EE® I

BEE 53,1974 4E 2 AATIJINEER, 15
o, BB, ST 1 2 I | ) 2% 22 4
RN 2% 5
E-mail : jiangddqq @ sina. com

i:h

FEXAFGHIMEE) (WA 756 11)

B} Z (WA 756 1)

WsS 20,1980 4F 1 A4 Fldb i, ks e, EZEF R
J7 ) BRI A

FRIRE 59,1987 4F 10 A A TR e VLML, fRas a o 4=, &
BT 1) A 0 245 0 ek AT R 45




10

g

2011 4




