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Short characteristic of m
ethods

Patharate
+ accurate
- first version 2.1 not very reliable (reject m

ore than 60%
)

- long run tim
e

- report of results  (too m
any text info)

Pathload
+ accurate, fast, light
- lim

ited range of operation ( < 155 M
bps)

- sensitive to heavy loaded lines







Short characteristic of m
ethods

Iperf+ reliable
- m

ust be configured to use full B
W

 and post processed
- create heavy load on lines during operation

N
etest-2

+ reliable, gives recom
m

endations of W
S
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ust be configured to use full B

W
,

- different tim
ing schem

e, problem
atic accuracy
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freq= dv/dt

data_volum
e ~ pkt_length*8

dt ~ F(V
Q

) ~ F(Internet-path)

B
W

e=M
ean(freq)

O
pen Problem

W
hat is pkt_length?
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 Features and benefits

•
N

o need access to routers !
–

C
urrent m

onitoring system
s for L

oad of traffic are
based on SN

M
P or Flow

s (needs access to routers)

•
L

ow
 cost:

–
A

llow
s perm

anent m
onitoring (20 pkts/sec ~ overhead

10 K
bytes/sec)

–
C

an be used as data provider for A
B

W
 prediction
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W
=

B
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T

)

•
W

e have 2 data points of C
T

 per second !!
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