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2. MEASUREMENT METHODS

2.2 Data Collection — Individual Packets

2.3 Data Collection— Aggregates
2.1 Multicast Probing Over GRE
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2.4 Correlating AggregateMeasurements.




2.5 MeasurementCon gurations

3.2 Individual Packet MINC Estimator

3.3 Re ected Packet MINC Estimator

3.4 Packet AggregateMINC Estimator

3. INFERENCE METHODOLGY

3.1 TreeModel and ProbeProcess



Configuration A: observation at Configuration B: observation at Configuration C: observation at
measurement hosts M1 and M2 measurement host M1 and router R2 @ measurement host M1; @
probe reflection from M2
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3.6 Estimation Variance

3.5 EM Algorithm for AggregateMLE
3.6.1 Varianceof MINC Estimator

3.6.2 Varianceof Re ectedPacket Estimator
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4. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION

3.6.3 \Varianceof the Padket Aggregate MLE



4.1 Network andtraf ¢ layout

4.2 Performance Measures

4.2.1 Measuesof EstimationError

4.2.2 Measuesof Correlation.



Scenario 3: correlation of two downstream branches Scenario 4: shared link downstream of branch point

4.3 Experimental Results
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5. IMPLEMENT ATION
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6. CONCLUSIONS
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