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(54) Traffic distribution control apparatus and method

(57) When it is determined in a simplex method
whether or not the existing path realized by routers R1
to R7 configuring a network can support the requested
traffic, the optimal traffic distribution can be obtained al-
though a prepared path group has a bottleneck link and
has no sufficient band in a prepared path, etc. When
there is no optimal solution in the simplex method, a bot-
tleneck link is found, a bypass is added, and the simplex

method is further applied. Thus, it can be determined
whether or not the requested traffic can be accommo-
dated by the current path. When it cannot be accommo-
dated, only a necessary path can be added, and the op-
timal traffic distribution can be performed by setting the
objective function based on the network cost such as
the consumption of network resources, a delay, the
number of hops, etc.
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Description

[0001] The invention relates to a traffic distribution control apparatus and a traffic distribution control method, and
more specifically to a traffic distribution control apparatus and a traffic distribution control method for determining wheth-
er or not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support requested traffic, and controlling the
traffic to be distributed in the network by adding only a necessary path and assigning the optimal traffic to each path
if it is determined that the existing path cannot support the requested traffic.
[0002] A network such as the Internet, etc. constantly has the possibility of a flow of traffic exceeding the band of
the current path. In such a network, it is a very important problem to determine whether or not the current path is
sufficient for the traffic, and how the necessary path is to be increased if the current path is not sufficient.
[0003] The problem of determining whether or not the current path is sufficient for the traffic is standardized as a
problem of linear programming. This problem is described below by referring to Figures 14A to 14D. Figures 14A to
14D show a network (hereinafter referred to as an IP network) configured by a plurality of routers. In the IP network
shown in Figures 14A to 14D, routers R1, R2, R3, R4, R5, F6, and R7 are sequentially connected. The router R7 is
connected to the router R1, thereby forming a circular structure. The router R3 is directly connected to the router R6.
[0004] The numbers "10" and "20" shown in Figure 14A indicate the bands (Mbps) of links. That is, in this example,
the band of the link between the routers R2 and R3 is 10 Mbps, and the band of the link between other routers is 20
Mbps. The resource consumption in all links is assumed to be "1".
[0005] The traffic is 10 Mbps in each of the path from the router R1 to the router R4, the path from the router R2 to
the router R4, and the path from the router R7 to the router R4.
[0006] As shown in Figure 14B, there are two paths a1 and a2 between the routers R1 and R4. As shown in Figure
14C, there are two paths b1 and b2 between the routers R2 and R4. As shown in Figure 14D, there are the path c1
between the routers R7 and R4. It is assumed that the flow rate in each path is variable, and is collectively referred to
as a path group variable.
[0007] The conditional expression of the linear programming method is represented as follows. That is, the objective
function is represented by

[0008] In the linear programming method, the objective function is minimized. The restrictive expression of a traffic
amount is represented by:

[0009] The restrictive expression of a link band is represented by:

[0010] Under the above-mentioned conditions, the following expression can be obtained.

[0011] As described above, an appropriate objective function is set with a path set as a variable, and the restrictive
condition (not exceeding a link band, etc.) for a path and the restrictive condition (... Mbps for a path, etc.) for a traffic

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 3c1 (1)

a1 + a2 = 10 (2)

b1 + b2 = 10 (3)

c1 = 10 (4)

a1 + b1 ≤ 10 (5)

a2 + b2 + c1 ≤ 20 (6)

(a1, a2, b1, b2, c1) = (0, 10, 10, 0, 10) (7)



EP 1 473 894 A2

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

3

amount are set. With the restrictions, an inequality is converted into an equation (standard system) using a non-negative
slack variable. A slack variable refers to a variable indicating the room for the condition for an equation.
[0012] The method for solving a problem of the linear programming using the standard system can be a well-known
simplex method. In the simplex method, the geometric convex polyhedron enclosed by planes (hyperplanes) under
restrictive conditions or a simplex is set as a feasible region, and a point to obtain the maximum (or minimum) objective
function in the feasible region is detected.
[0013] Since an objective function is linear, it has a tilt. If the objective function is increased (or decreased) in the
direction of the tilt, the vertex of a feasible region can be reached. The vertex indicates a vector to obtain the maximum
(or minimum) objective function in a feasible region. The vector is referred to as the optimal feasible vector.
[0014] The determination of a solution of a simplex can be made using the feasible region. When no feasible region
exists, there is no optimal feasible vector, or no solution. That is, since the current path has no variable satisfying the
specified condition, the current path is not sufficient. On the other hand, the optimal feasible vector obtained when
there is a feasible. region indicates the most preferable traffic distribution in accordance with the objective function.
[0015] The simplex method is described in, for example, Non-patent Document 1: Masao Iri and Takashi Furubayashi
"Network Theory" in OR Library 12, published by Japanese Scientific Technology Association, 1976.
[0016] As described above, in the method of using the simplex method as a problem of linear programming, the
presence/absence of a solution is determined, and the optimal solution is returned depending on the objective function
when there is a solution. Thus, the method can be recognized as a very effective method.
[0017] However, in the above-mentioned conventional technology, the simplex method is used for an advancely
prepared path group. For example, the simplex method is applied to the paths a1, a2, b1, b2, and c1 shown in Figures
14A to 14D.
[0018] Therefore, although less paths can sufficiently work, calculations are performed on all paths, and the amount
of calculations can be redundant. Furthermore, the advancely prepared paths in a prepared path group share a bot-
tleneck link, and there can be the case in which the band is not sufficient. In this case, there is the demerit that the
above-mentioned conventional method cannot sufficiently work.
[0019] It is the object of the invention to solve the above-mentioned problems with the conventional technology, and
to provide a traffic distribution control apparatus and a traffic distribution control method capable of obtaining the most
preferable traffic distribution even when the amount of calculations is redundant and when there is no sufficient band
prepared for the path group sharing a bottleneck link.
[0020] The traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention controls traffic in a network to be distributed by de-
termining whether or not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support requested traffic,
and includes:

determination means for determining whether or not the existing path can support the traffic by applying a simplex
method to a problem of a linear programming formed by an objective function and a restrictive condition including
traffic among routers configuring a network and information about a path in the network; and
bypass search means for searching for a bypass other than the existing path when the determination means
determines that the existing path cannot support the traffic, wherein

the determination means further makes a determination by adding a bypass searched for by the bypass search
means. With the above-mentioned configuration, it can be determined whether or not the traffic can be accommodated
by the current path, and only a necessary path can be added so that the traffic can be optimally distributed when the
traffic cannot be accommodated.
[0021] Further embodiments may be gathered from the following description and the claims.
[0022] In the traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention, the determination means finds a bottleneck link
causing a factor disabling the support of the requested traffic by applying the simplex method to an auxiliary objective
function determined by the restrictive condition; and

the bypass search means searches for the bypass for bypassing the bottleneck link. With the above-mentioned
configuration, the bottleneck link can be found unlike the conventional technology, and a bypass is added and the traffic
can be optimally distributed.
[0023] In the traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention, the bypass search means searches for the bypass
using an algorithm of searching for the shortest path based on the link cost among the routers. By applying the algorithm
described later, the shortest path can be easily searched for.
[0024] In the traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention, the determination means can perform the deter-
mination at predetermined intervals. Thus, a path can be periodically set.
[0025] In the traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention, the determination means performs the determina-
tion based on the monitor result of each traffic state of the router configuring the network. Thus, when traffic exceeding
a predetermined amount enters at a burst, the setting of the path can be updated.
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[0026] The traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention further includes traffic determination means for de-
termining traffic for minimizing the cost of the network based on a determination result of the determination means.
The traffic can be optimally distributed with only a necessary path added by determining the traffic for minimizing the
consumption of the resources of the network, minimizing the delay, and setting the smallest number of hops.
[0027] In the traffic distribution control apparatus of the invention, when the traffic determination means makes a
determination, and when the traffic includes a plurality of classes indicating priorities, the traffic depends on the classes.
With the configuration, although there are a plurality of classes in requested traffic, the optimal path can be set de-
pending on the priority, thereby optimally distributing the traffic.
[0028] The traffic distribution control method of the invention controls traffic in a network to be distributed by deter-
mining whether or not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support requested traffic, and
includes:

a determining step of determining whether or not the existing path can support the traffic by applying a simplex
method to a problem of a linear programming formed by an objective function and a restrictive condition including
traffic among routers configuring a network and information about a path in the network; and
a bypass searching step of searching for a bypass other than the existing path when the determining step deter-
mines that the existing path cannot support the traffic, wherein

a further determination is made in the determining step by adding a bypass searched for in the bypass searching
step. In this method, it can be determined whether or not the traffic can be accommodated in the current path, and
only a necessary path can be added when it cannot be accommodated, thereby optically distributing the traffic.
[0029] The traffic distribution control method of the invention further includes a traffic determining step of determining
traffic for minimizing consumption of resources of the network based on the determination result of the determining
step. With the configuration, the traffic can be optimally distributed after adding an only necessary path.
[0030] As described above, according to the invention, it is determined in the simplex method whether or not the
current path is sufficient for the traffic, and when it is not sufficient, a bottleneck link is found using the characteristics
of the simplex method and a path for bypassing the bottleneck link can be newly added to a path group so that only a
path for a necessary point can be dynamically added. Furthermore, an objective function can be set such that the
network cost can be minimized, thereby optimally distributing the traffic for the path obtained in the determination.
[0031] The invention is different from the conventional technology in that when there is no optimal solution, a bottle-
neck link causing requested traffic not to be supported can be detected and a bypass can be added. In the conventional
technology, when there is no optimal solution, the process immediately terminates without finding a bottleneck or adding
a bypass.
[0032] A bottleneck can be found as follows. That is, a provisional feasible vector is used when the auxiliary objective
function (described later) obtained based on the restrictive condition is not set to 0, but stops. The provisional vector
indicates the state in which the maximum traffic flows through the current path. Therefore, a bottleneck link can be
detected by comparing the value with the value of the link band.
[0033] A path which bypasses the bottleneck link can be obtained by various algorithms described below.
[0034] The invention will be explained below in detail in connection with the attached drawings.
[0035] Figure 1 shows an example of the configuration of the entire network including a traffic distribution control
apparatus according to the invention.
[0036] Figure 2 is a block diagram showing the configuration of the traffic distribution control apparatus shown in
Figure 1.
[0037] Figure 3 is a flowchart showing the operation of the traffic distribution control apparatus shown in Figure 1.
[0038] Figure 4 is a flowchart showing the operation of the traffic distribution control apparatus shown in Figure 1.
[0039] Figures 5A and 5B show the outline of an example of applying a simplex method.
[0040] Figures 6A and 6B show the outline of another example of applying a simplex method.
[0041] Figures 7A to 7F show examples of the procedure of obtaining a bypass by applying Dijkstra.
[0042] Figures 8A to 8C are explanatory views showing the case in which an objective function is set such that the
consumption of network resources can be minimized.
[0043] Figures 9A to 9G show the first embodiment of the invention.
[0044] Figures 10A to 10G show the second embodiment of the invention.
[0045] Figures 11A to 11G show the third embodiment of the invention.
[0046] Figures 12A to 12C show the third embodiment of the invention.
[0047] Figures 13A to 13D are explanatory views showing the case in which an objective function is set such that a
delay can be minimized or based on the number of hops.
[0048] Figures 14A and 14D are explanatory views showing the conventional method of determining whether or not
the current path is sufficient for the traffic.
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[0049] Figure 1 shows the entire configuration of the network including the traffic distribution control apparatus ac-
cording to the invention. An IP network forms a circular structure with the routers R1 to R7 sequentially connected.
The router R3 is directly connected to the router R6.
[0050] The state of the traffic with the routers R1 to R7 is monitored by a traffic distribution control apparatus 1. The
configuration of the traffic distribution control apparatus 1 is explained below by referring to Figure 2.
[0051] The traffic distribution control apparatus 1 shown in Figure 2 includes: a monitor capability 11 of receiving and
monitoring the state of traffic of the routers R1 to R7 forming an IP network; a determining capability 12 of determining
whether or not the existing path can support requested traffic by applying the simplex method; a bypass searching
capability 13 of searching and obtaining a bypass other than an existing path when it is determined that the existing
path cannot support the traffic; a traffic determining capability 14 of determining the traffic such that the network cost
including the network resource consumption, delay, the number of hops, etc. can be minimized based on the determi-
nation result by the determining capability 12; and a notifying capability 15 of issuing a notification of the information
about setting the traffic determined by the traffic determining capability 14 in each of the routers R1 to R7.
[0052] The operation of the traffic distribution control apparatus 1 with the above-mentioned configuration is de-
scribed below by referring to Figures 3 and 4. Figures 3 and 4 are flowcharts showing the operation of the traffic
distribution control apparatus 1.
[0053] The traffic distribution control apparatus 1. monitors the state of the traffic through the router in the network
(step S200). The traffic distribution control apparatus 1 determines whether or not the current path can support the
traffic. The determination can be periodically (that is, at predetermined intervals) performed, or can be started when
traffic exceeding a predetermined amount flows at a burst. That is, when a predetermined period passes, or when
traffic flows at a burst, it is the trigger of starting the determination (step S201). In response to the trigger, the traffic
distribution control apparatus 1 starts the determination as to whether or not the current path can support the traffic
(step S201 → S202).
[0054] In the determination, an objective function in the simplex method is first set (step S203). For example, a
function for minimizing the network resource consumption (that is, cost) is set as an objective function in the simplex
method.
[0055] Then, the restrictive condition is set (step S204). For example, the restrictions on the link band, and the
restrictions on the flowing traffic are set as the restrictive conditions in the simplex method. Furthermore, an auxiliary
objective function for obtaining an initial feasible vector of a simplex is also set (step S205).
[0056] When the above-mentioned settings are completed, the problems of the simplex method is solved relating to
the auxiliary objective function and the restrictive condition (step S206).
[0057] When the auxiliary objective function satisfies a predetermined constraint, control is passed to Figure 4, and
the obtained vector is used as an initial feasible vector in solving the simplex method on the objective function and the
restrictive condition (step S207 → S301). Although there are a plurality of classes (described later) on the quality from
the optimal feasible vector indicating the way of traffic distribution, the optimal traffic distribution can be obtained cor-
responding to each of the classes (step S302). The optimal feasible vector is announced to the network router (step
S303), and the process terminates.
[0058] Back in Figure 3, in step S207, when the auxiliary objective function does not satisfies a predetermined con-
straint, a bottleneck link is specified from the vector in the state (step S207 → S208). Then the bypass is obtained for
the path which uses the bottleneck link (step S209).
[0059] When there is no bypass, it follows that the traffic cannot be supported using the band in the entire network
as shown back in Figure 4 (step S210→ S304). From the vector in this state, the optimal traffic distribution in this state
can be obtained (step S305). In this case, the network router is notified that there is no solution (step S303), thereby
terminating the process.
[0060] Back in Figure 3, when there is a bypass in step S210, it is added as a path group variable (step S210→
S211). Then the objective function, the restrictive condition, and the auxiliary objective function are set again (steps
S203, S204, and S205), and the problem is solved in the simplex method (step S206). The above-mentioned process
is recursively repeated.

(Traffic Distribution Control Method)

[0061] In the traffic distribution control apparatus performing the above-mentioned operations, the following traffic
distribution control method is realized. That is, the traffic distribution control method controls traffic in a network to be
distributed by determining whether or not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support
requested traffic, and includes: a determining step of determining whether or not the existing path can support the
traffic by applying a simplex method to a problem of a linear programming formed by an objective function and a
restrictive condition including traffic among routers configuring a network and information about a path in the network
(corresponding to steps S203 to S206); and a bypass searching step of searching for a bypass other than the existing
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path when the determining step determines that the existing path cannot support the traffic (corresponding to steps
S207 to S209), wherein a further determination is made in the determining step by adding a bypass searched for in
the bypass searching step (corresponding to steps S210, S211, ...). Thus, the traffic distribution control method is
realized. Additionally, further included is a traffic determining step (corresponding to steps S301 and S302, and steps
S304 and S305) of determining traffic for minimizing consumption of resources of the network based on the determi-
nation result of the determining step. With the above-mentioned method, it can be determined whether of not the traffic
can be accommodated through the current path, and when it cannot be accommodated, only a necessary path can be
added, thereby optimally distributing the traffic.

(Process in each router)

[0062] According to the information notified by the traffic determining capability 14, each of the routers R1 to R7
updates the path information. That is, the path information about the path in the network is stored in each of the routers
R1 to R7 shown in Figure 1, and each of the routers R1 to R7 adds path information based on the information transmitted
by the traffic determining capability 14 when a path is added in the above-mentioned process. When the class described
later exists on the traffic, each of the routers R1 to R7 associates each class with path information according to the
information transmitted by the traffic determining capability 14.

(Simplex Method)

[0063] Described below are the simplex method and the principle of finding a bottleneck link from the characteristics
of the simplex method.
[0064] A simplex method refers to a method for obtaining the optimal feasible vector which maximizes (or minimizes)
the objective function in a feasible region. First, a practical process of obtaining a solution is described below.
[0065] In the simplex method, it is known that a solution exists at the vertex of the feasible region. In the vertexes
of a feasible region, the vertex maximizing (or minimizing) the objective function is referred to as an optimal feasible
vector, and the other vertexes are referred to as feasible vectors.
[0066] The simplex method starts with obtaining any feasible vector. If a feasible vector is obtained, the optimal
feasible vector is reached by repeating the movement from the obtained feasible vector to other feasible vectors based
on the tilt of the objective function. On the other hand, if no feasible vector exists, that is, there is no feasible region,
then no solution exists.
[0067] In Figure 5A, the maximization of the objective function f = x + y is intended. The restrictive condition is

The area completely satisfying the restrictive condition is the simplex (feasible region). It is the area S enclosed by the
x axis and the y axis, and the straight line S1 and the straight line S2 shown in Figure 5A. In Figure 5A, the straight
line S1 is a straight line by the expression (9), and the straight line S2 is a straight line by the expression (10).
[0068] The meaning of the arithmetic in the simplex method is reaching the optimal feasible vector by processing
along the boundary from vertex to vertex in the increase direction of an objective function. The arithmetic is explained
below by referring to Figure 5B. As shown in Figure 5B, the arithmetic starts with the initial feasible vector (x, y) = (0,
0). The arrows Y11 and Y12 in Figure 5B indicate the increase direction of the objective function. Figure 5B shows the
straight line L1 (f = 0) passing the origin P, the straight line L2 (f = 8) passing the next vertex of the area S, and the
straight line L3 (f = 12) passing the intersection between the straight line S1 and the straight line S2.
[0069] In Figure 5B, move along the boundary of the area S in the increase direction of the objective function. At the
boundary, after moving in the direction of the arrow Y21, control is passed in the direction of the arrow Y22. As a result,
the optimal feasible vector (x, y) = (4, 10) is obtained.
[0070] To obtain the initial feasible vector, an another objective function other than the target objective function is
defined (hereinafter referred to as an auxiliary objective function), and a problem is solved in the simplex method
relating to the auxiliary objective function. When the auxiliary objective function reaches a value (for example, 0), the
value of each variable becomes an initial feasible vector.

x, y ≥ 0 (8)

-2x + 4y ≤ 32 (9)

7x - 2y ≤ 8 (10)
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[0071] In Figures 6A and 6B, when the objective function f = x + y is maximized, the restrictive conditions are

Figure 6A shows, in addition to the same area S as in the case shown in Figures 5A and 5B, the area S'. When the
expressions (9) to (11) are transformed into equations using non-negative slack parameters α, β and γ, the following
equations hold.

Furthermore, using artificial variables z1, z2, and z3 and transposition, the expressions (12) to (14) are transformed
as follows.

where

The expression (18) is an auxiliary objective function.
[0072] The auxiliary, objective function is obtained by transforming the restrictive condition other than the non-neg-
ative condition such as the expression (8) into equations using a slack variable, setting an artificial variable for each
restrictive condition, multiplying the artificial variable by - (minus), and a sum is obtained.
[0073] Relating to the auxiliary objective function, a solution is obtained as shown in Figure 6B. The arrows Y11' and
Y12', shown in Figure 6B, indicate the increase direction of the objective function. Figure 6B shows the straight line
L1' (f' = -47) passing the origin P, the straight line L2' (f' = -31) passing the next vertex of the area S', and the straight
line L3' (f' = -7) passing the intersection between the straight line S1 and the straight line S2.
[0074] The expressions (15) to (17) do not indicate the same problem as the expression (12) to (14) and expressions
(9) to (11). Their problems are the same when z1, z2, and z3 are 0. Unless z1, z2, and z3 are all zero, the restrictive
conditions are not satisfied. Therefore, a feasible region is provided so that all of z1, z2, and z3 are necessarily 0 when
there is a feasible vector. Therefore, an auxiliary objective function is to be 0. That is, when there are values set for
z1, z2, and z3 (not 0), the restrictive condition is changed.
[0075] To solve a problem in the simplex method relating to an auxiliary objective function means to perform the

x, y ≥ 0 (8)

-2x + 4y ≤ 32 (9)

7x - 2y ≤ 8 (10)

x ≥ 7 (11)

-2x + 4y + α = 32 (12)

7x - 2y + β = 8 (13)

x - γ = 7 (14)

z1 = 32 + 2x - 4y - α (15)

z2 = 8 - 7x + 2y - β (16)

z3 = 7- x + γ (17)

f' = - z1 - z2 - z3 = -47 + 5x + 2y - α - β + γ (18)
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following process. That is, when an auxiliary objective function encounters a hyperplane, the auxiliary objective function
is projected on the hyperplane, and the process is performed along the tilt on the hyperplane. If it encounters the
hyperplane under a new restrictive condition, projection is performed again, and the process is performed along the
tilt. The above-mentioned processes are repeated.
[0076] In Figure 6B, when control is passed in the increase direction of the objective function along the boundary of
the area S, it is passed in the direction of the arrow Y21' at the boundary, and then in the direction of the arrow Y22'.
[0077] If control reaches a vertex, and the auxiliary objective function is not 0 although no area exists ahead, then
there is no solution. In this case, there is no feasible vector.
[0078] In short, if the auxiliary objective function is a predetermined value of 0, then there is an initial feasible vector.
If the auxiliary objective function is not a predetermined 0, then there is no initial feasible vector. In the example ac-
cording to the present embodiment, the auxiliary objective function is not the predetermined value of 0, and there is
no area in the increase direction of the objective function. Therefore, there is no solution.
[0079] That is, if a character is reached, and if the auxiliary objective function is not 0 although there is no area
ahead, then it is determined that there is no solution. The vertex reached immediately before no solution is determined
satisfies the restrictive condition (hyperplane) before the reached point. The value of each variable obtained at this
time is defined as a provisional feasible vector.
[0080] The status indicates that the traffic in the band of the link flows as much as possible through each path, but
there is still the traffic to flow. That is, since the restrictive condition for the band of a link and the restrictive condition
relating to the traffic amount to flow are loose to each other, there is no feasible region. Therefore, it is possible to
specify how much traffic flows from the provisional feasible vector to each path, and which link becomes a bottleneck
as a result.
[0081] As shown in Figure 6A, since the area S and the area S' are loose to each other, there is no feasible region.
The presence/absence of a feasible region is clear when a restrictive condition is shown in a two-dimensional array
as shown in Figure 6A. However, when a restrictive condition is displayed in a higher dimensional array, the determi-
nation of the presence/absence of it is difficult.
[0082] The status shown in Figure 6B shows the process performed along some restrictive conditions until it reaches
a provisional feasible vector, but there is no more area ahead. Such a status in a network means that traffic flows as
much as possible in the link band through each path, but there is still traffic to flow. Therefore, if the value of a provisional
feasible vector is set to a value of a path group variable, then a bottleneck link can be determined.
[0083] Therefore, when recalculation of a path is performed by a predetermined algorithm such that the bottleneck
can be avoided, the optimal bypass is obtained only for the path which used the bottleneck link, and the other paths
are not affected. The recalculation of the path can be performed using, for example, a Dijkstra algorithm, an expression
with powers, a Warshall-Floyd algorithm. That is, a bypass is searched for by an algorithm for a shortest path based
on the link cost between routers.

(Dijkstra)

[0084] Dijkstra is a method for generating a shortest path tree through which the cost can be lowest between nodes
in a network. The path through which the total link cost between nodes can be lowest is recorded in the shortest path
tree. If the bottleneck link cost is increased, and recalculation is performed using the Dijkstra algorithm, then a costly
link is not selected as the shortest path, thereby successfully obtaining a bypass.
[0085] An example of the procedure of obtaining a bypass using Dijkstra is explained below by referring to Figures
7A to 7F. In Figure 7A, the number between the routers indicates a link cost. That is, the link cost is 2 only between
the routers R3 and R6, and 1 between other routers.
[0086] The shortest path between the routers R1 and R4 is searched for by Dijkstra. The shortest path is established
through the routers 2 and 3 as shown in Figure 7B. The link cost of the path is 3.
[0087] If no traffic flows only using the shortest path, then a bottleneck link is found and the link cost is raised. That
is, as shown in Figure 7C, the link cost between the routers R2 and R3 is raised. In this example, the link cost between
the routers R2 and R3 is raised up to 100. Thus, with the link cost raised, a bypass is obtained by Dijkstra. The bypass
is a path through the routers R7, R6, and R5 sequentially as shown in Figure 7D. The link cost of the path is 4.
[0088] When no traffic flows in these two paths, a bottleneck link is found again, and its link cost is raised. That is,
as shown in Figure 7E, the link costs between the routers R6 and R5 and between the routers R5 and R4 are raised.
In this example, link costs between the routers R6 and R5 and between the routers R5 and R4 are raised to 100. Thus,
with the link cost raised, a further bypass is obtained by Dijkstra. The bypass is a path established through the routers
R7, R6, and R3 sequentially as shown in Figure 7F. The link cost of the path is 5.
[0089] As described above, when a bottleneck link is found, a bypass is obtained by Dijkstra. With the obtained
bypass added, the simplex method is further applied.
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(Warshall-Floyd)

[0090] Warshall-Floyd refers to a solution for determining the shortest path in the following procedure where "n"
indicates the number of location, "L1" indicates the name of the i-th location, and "d1j" indicates the distance between
the location i and the location j. The "distance d1j" is not limited to a physical distance, but can be any distance in the
concept of cost, time, etc. Furthermore, when the location i and the location j are not connected, the distance dij = ∞.

procedure 1: dij (0) = dij, pij = i (i, j = 1, 2, 3, ... n), and m=1
procedure 2: (a) dij (m) = min (dij (m -1), dim (m -1) + dmj (m -1)
For (i, j) in (b) dij (m) < dij (m - 1), pij = pmj.
procedure 3: The process terminates when m = n. When m < n, the value of m is incremented by 1, and control

is returned to the procedure 2. At this time dij (m) indicates the path from Li to Lj, and it is the shortest distance in the
path allowing only L1, L2, ... Lm as an intermediate passing point. When control is passed to m = n, dij (n) indicates the
shortest path from Li to Lj, and pij indicates the number of the location immediately before Lj in the shortest path from
Li to Lj.
[0091] A path obtained as a bypass by the algorithms of the above-mentioned Dijkstra and Warshall-Floyd and newly
added is a necessary minimal link. Therefore, the increase of the simplex variables can be avoided. By adding the new
path, the band of the entire path is expanded. Therefore, if a path is repeatedly added until the restrictive condition
relating to the band and the restrictive condition on the traffic amount can afford a feasible region, then the optimal
paths can be added with the smallest possible number of variables.
[0092] If the auxiliary objective function is 0, the vector obtained at the time is defined as the initial feasible vector,
and the linear programming problem comprising an objective function and restrictive conditions is solved by the simplex
method, thereby obtaining the optimal feasible vector.
[0093] Described below is the method of distributing traffic such that the network cost can be minimized with the
above-mentioned path group variable.
[0094] As described above, the simplex method uses maximization and minimization on an objective function. That
is, if the consumption of the network resources is defined as the cost of a network, and the objective function is set
such that the consumption of network resources can be minimized, then it is determined whether or not there is a
solution, and when there is a solution, the way of the optimal flow of traffic can be obtained as the optimal feasible vector.
[0095] If it is assumed that network resources of each link consumed per traffic is determined, the network resources
consumed by each path is a total of the network resources consumed by the links contained in the path because each
path is a set of links.
[0096] Assume that an objective function is set such that the consumption of the network resources can be minimized
in the network shown in Figures 8A to 8C. In Figures 8A to 8C, the consumption of the resources in all links is assumed
to be 1.
[0097] First, the consumption of the resources in the link L is CL. Then, the cost CPi of the path Pi is a total of the
link costs used, and the following expression holds.

where xi indicates the traffic flowing through the path, and the objective function f is expressed as follows.

That is, the xi minimizing the objective function f indicates the way of the flow of the traffic minimizing the consumption
of the network resources.
[0098] By referring to Figure 8A, there are the path a1 and the path a2 between the router R1 and the router R4. By
referring to Figure 8B, there are the path b1 and the path b2 between the router R2 and the router R4. When Figure
8C is referred to, there is the path c1 between the router R7 and the router R4.
[0099] In Figure 8A, the cost of the path a1 is a total of the costs of the link between the router R1 and the router R2
(hereinafter referred to as "Link (R1-R2)" or the like) and the Link (R2-R3). Therefore, 1 + 1 + 1 = 3 indicates the cost.
Furthermore, the cost of the path a2 is a total of the costs of the Link (R1-R7), Link (R7-R6), Link (R6-R5), and Link
(R5-R4). Therefore, 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 = 4 is the cost. Similarly, the costs of the path b1 and path b2 shown in Figure 8B,
and the path c1 shown in Figure 8C can be obtained. That is, the cost of the path b1 is 2, the cost of the path b2 is 5,
and the cost of the path c1 is 3.



EP 1 473 894 A2

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

10

[0100] Thus, the objective function obtained as a product of the consumption of the resources and the flow rate of
the path of each path is calculated by the following expression.

The objective function is the value of the traffic amount of each path as a variable, and when the consumption of the
network resources of a path is set as a constant (1 in this example), the consumption of the network resources can be
minimized.

{Embodiments}

[0101] The first to third embodiments of the present invention are described below by referring to Figures 9A to 9G,
10A to 10G, 11A to 11G, and 12A to 12C.

(First Embodiment)

[0102] The topology of the network according to the present embodiment is shown in Figure 9A. In Figure 9A, the
band of the link is 10 Mbps only between the router R2 and the router R3, and 20 Mbps between other routers. Assume
that the network resources consumed by each link for unit traffic is 1.
[0103] The traffic between the router R1 and the router R4, between the router R2 and the router R4, and between
the router R7 and the router R4 is 5 Mbps, respectively. As shown in Figures 9B, 9C, and 9D, the currently used paths
are a1, b1, and c1. The objective function is set such that the consumption of the network resources can be minimized,
and the restrictive condition on the link, the restrictive condition on the traffic amount, and the auxiliary objective function
are set, and it is determined whether or not the current link can support the traffic.
[0104] As shown in Figures 9B, 9C, and 9D, when the problem is solved by the simplex method relating to the
objective function f = 3a1 + 2b1 + 3c1, the feasible vector is obtained as follows.

In this state, since the traffic can be supported by the current path only, the traffic can be transferred.
[0105] Then, assume that the traffic has increased up to 10 Mbps respectively between the router R1 and the router
R4, between the router R2 and the router R4, and between the router R7 and the router R4. The currently used paths
are still the paths a1, b1, and c1.
[0106] The objective function f = 3a1 + 2b1 + 3c1 is set such that the consumption of the network resources can be
minimized, and the restrictive condition on the link, the restrictive condition on the traffic amount, and the auxiliary
objective function are set. Then, it is determined in the simplex method whether or not the current link can support the
traffic.
[0107] In this state, the provisional feasible vector is represented as follows,

and stops without the auxiliary objective function set to 0. That is, it is indicated that the limit of 10 Mbps flows at the
Link (R2-R3), and the provisional feasible vector indicates that the Link (R2-R3) is a bottleneck link.
[0108] The next pass is calculated by Dijkstra to avoid the Link (R2-R3) which is the above-mentioned bottleneck
link. Thus, as shown in Figures 9E, 9F, and 9G, new bypaths a2 and b2 are added. With the paths added, the deter-
mination is performed again in the simplex method.
[0109] That is, the objective function

is solved in the simplex method. Thus, it is determined that the traffic can be supported, and the feasible vector is
obtained.

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 3c1

(a1, b1, c1) = (5, 5, 5)

(a1, b1, c1)= (10, 0, 10)

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 3c1
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(Second Embodiment)

[0110] The topology of the network according to the present embodiment is shown in Figure 10A. In Figure 10A, the
band of the link is 10 Mbps only between the router R2 and the router R3, and 20 Mbps between other routers. Assume
that the network resources consumed by each link for unit traffic is 1.
[0111] In the present embodiment, there are two classes indicating the priorities. That is, there are classes A and B.
The priorities of the classes are class A > class B.
[0112] The traffic between the router R1 and the router R4, between the router R2 and the router R4, and between
the router R7 and the router R4 is 5 Mbps for the classes A and B respectively. As shown in Figures 10B, 10C, and
10D, the currently used paths are a1, b1, and c1. The objective function is set such that the consumption of the network
resources can be minimized, and the restrictive condition on the link, and the restrictive condition on the traffic amount
are set.
[0113] If there is a quality request to transmit the traffic of class A through the shortest path, the conditions a1 ≥ 5,
b1 ≥ 5, and c1 ≥ 5 are added as indicating the request above. The expression indicates that the traffic over the class
A flows through the shortest path. From the restrictive condition, the auxiliary objective function is set, and it is deter-
mined whether or not the current link can support the traffic.
[0114] As shown in Figures 10B, 10C, and 10D, if the problem is solved in the simplex method relating to the objective
function

then the provisional feasible vector is represented as follows, and there is no solution.

[0115] In the state, the provisional feasible vector is

and stops without the auxiliary objective function set to 0. From the provisional feasible vector, it is indicated that the
Link (R2-R3) is a bottleneck link.
[0116] To avoid the bottleneck link, the next path is calculated by Dijkstra to obtain a bypass. As a result, new paths
a2 and b2 are obtained as shown in Figures 10E, 10F, and 10G. They are added as variables of the objective function.
[0117] Relating to the variable added objective function

the expressions a1 ≥ 5, b1 ≥ 5, c1≥ 5 with the quality request taken into account are added, and it is determined again
in the simplex method. It is determined that the traffic can be supported, and the feasible vector

is obtained as the optimal solution satisfying the quality request.

(Third Embodiment)

[0118] The topology of the network according to the present embodiment is shown in Figure 11A. In Figure 11A, the
band of the link is 10 Mbps only between the router R2 and the router R3, and 20 Mbps between other routers. Assume
that the network resources consumed by each link for unit traffic is 1.
[0119] In the present embodiment, there are three classes. That is, there are classes A, B, and C. The priorities of

(a1, a2, b1, b2, c1)= (0, 10, 10, 0, 10)

f = 3a1 + 2b1 + 3c1,

(a1, b1, c1)= (5, 5, 10)

(a1, b1, c1) = (5, 5, 10)

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 3c1,

(a1, a2, b1, b2, c1)= (5, 5, 5, 5, 10)
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the classes are class A > class B > class C.
[0120] The traffic between the router R1 and the router R4, between the router R2 and the router R4, and between
the router R7 and the router R4 is 5 Mbps for the classes A, B, and C respectively. As shown in Figures 11B, 11C, and
11D, the currently used paths are a1, b1, and c1. The objective function is set such that the consumption of the network
resources can be minimized, and the restrictive condition on the link, and the restrictive condition on the traffic amount
are set.
[0121] If there is a quality request to transmit the traffic of class A through the shortest path, the conditions a1≥ 5,
b1≥ 5, and c1 ≥ 5 are added as indicating the request above. The expression indicates that the traffic over the class A
flows through the shortest path. From the restrictive condition, the auxiliary objective function is set, and it is determined
whether or not the current link can support the traffic.
[0122] As shown in Figures 11B, 11C, and 11D, if the problem is solved in the simplex method relating to the objective
function

then the provisional feasible vector is represented as follows, and there is no solution.

[0123] In the state, the provisional feasible vector is

and stops without the auxiliary objective function set to 0. From the provisional feasible vector, it is indicated that the
Link (R2-R3) is a bottleneck link.
[0124] To avoid the bottleneck link, the next path is calculated by Dijkstra to obtain a bypass. As a result, new paths
a2 and b2 are obtained as shown in Figures 11E, 11F, and 11G. They are added as variables of the objective function.
[0125] Relating to the variable added objective function

the expressions a1 ≥ 5, b1 ≥ 5, c1 ≥ 5 with the quality request taken into account are added, and it is determined again
in the simplex method. It is determined that the feasible vector

has no solution.
[0126] In the state, the provisional feasible vector is

and stops without the auxiliary objective function set to 0. From the provisional feasible vector, it is indicated that the
Link (R6-R5) and Link (R5-R4) are bottleneck links.
[0127] To avoid the bottleneck links, the next path is calculated by Dijkstra to obtain a bypass. As a result, new paths
a3 , b3 , and c2 are obtained as shown in Figures 12A, 12B, and 12C. They are added as variables of the objective
function.
[0128] Relating to the variable added objective function

the expressions a1 ≥ 5, b1 ≥ 5, c1 ≥ 5 with the quality request taken into account are added, and it is determined again

f = 3a1 + 2b1 + 3c1,

(a1, b1, c1)=(5, 5, 10)

(a1, b1, c1) = (5, 5, 10)

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 3c1,

(a1, a2, b1, b2, c1) = (5, 5, 5, 5, 10)

(a1, a2, b1, b2, c1) = (5, 5, 5, 5, 10)

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 4a3 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 5b3 + 3c1 + 3c2,
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in the simplex method. It is determined that the traffic can be supported with a bypass added, and the feasible vector

is obtained as the optimal solution satisfying the quality request.
[0129] There are three types of paths, that is, shortest path, the second path, and the third path, and higher priority
traffic is assigned to a better path. That is, relating to the paths between the router R1 and the router R4, and between
the router R2 and the router R4, the class A is assigned to the shortest path, the class B is assigned to the second
shortest path, and the class C is assigned to the third shortest path, respectively.
[0130] Relating to the path between the router R7 and the router R4, the class A and the class B are assigned to
the shortest path, and the class C is assigned to the second shortest path respectively.
[0131] Then, assume that the traffic has increased up to 10 Mbps respectively between the router R1 and the router
R4, between the router R2 and the router R4, and between the router R7 and the router R4.
[0132] Relating to the objective function

it is determined again in the simplex method with the quality request taken into account. In this state, the feasible vector

has no solution, and stops without the auxiliary objective function set to 0. From the provisional feasible vector, it is
indicated that the Link (R3-R4) is a bottleneck link.
[0133] To avoid the bottleneck link, the next path is calculated by Dijkstra to obtain a bypass. However, no more new
paths are found. That is, no more paths can be added to the network, and no true solution exists.
[0134] Since no path can be added, the traffic is made to flow with the feasible vector

For example, if well-known DiffServ (Differentiated Services), etc. are combined, only the traffic having a lower priority
can be discarded. In the present embodiment, only the class C having a lower priority can be discarded.

(Variation)

[0135] In the above-mentioned third embodiment, the algorithm of the correspondence of each class to a path flow
rate by assigning a better path to a class having a higher priority is described, but the algorithm can be different by
setting such that, for example, the traffic can flow without interference with each other having traffic of a higher priority,
the traffic can flow through a pass satisfying the band request if the router requires a band, etc.
[0136] Furthermore, a large network is normally divided into areas, and a limited number of routers span each area.
Therefore, if the present invention is applied to each area, the scalability can be satisfied.
[0137] When a bottleneck link is found, not only a link having the use rate of 100%, but also a link having the use
rate of 70% or more, for example, can be defined as a bottleneck link, thereby successfully reducing the times of
recursion with the number of variables added at a time, though.
[0138] In the explanation above, the consumption of the network resources of each link is used as a constant, but
a value other than a constant can also be set. For example, a delay in queuing increases exponentially with an increase
in use rate of a queue. Therefore, the consumption of network resources can be changed with the use rate of a link.
[0139] Furthermore, an objective function can be set not only to minimize the consumption of network resources,
but also to minimize other network costs, for example, a delay, or can be set based on the number of hops.
[0140] When the delay is minimized, the coefficient of each path variable indicates a total delay of each link.
[0141] In the network shown in Figure 13A, assume that the delay of each link of the router R1 to the router R7, the
router R7 to the router R6, and the router R6 to the router R3 is 10 Mbps, and the delay of the link between other
routers is 5 Mbps.
[0142] Relating to the paths a1, b1, and c1 shown in Figures 13B, 13C, and 13D, the objective function based on the
delay is represented as follows.

(a1, a2, a3, b1, b2, b3, c1, c2) = (5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 10, 5)

f = 3a1 + 4a2 + 4a3 + 2b1 + 5b2 + 5b3 + 3c1 + 3c2,

(a1, a2, a3, b1, b2, b3, c1, c2) = (5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 10, 5)

(a1, a2, a3, b1, b2, b3, c1, c2) = (5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 5, 10, 5).
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Therefore, the objective function is

[0143] To the objective function, as in the above-mentioned embodiment, a simplex is applied. In this case, the
bottleneck link can be avoided by Dijkstra, etc.
[0144] On the other hand, relating to the path a1, b1, and c1 shown in Figures 13B, 13C, and 13D, the objective
function based on the number of hops is represented as follows. That is, since the number of hops between the adjacent
routers is 1,

[0145] Therefore, the objective function is

To the objective function, as in the above-mentioned embodiment, a simplex is applied. In this case, the bottleneck
link can be avoided by the above-mentioned Dijkstra, etc.
[0146] As explained above, the invention can determine whether or not the current path can accommodate the traffic
by finding a bottleneck link, adding a bypass, and further applying a simplex method when there is no optimal solution
in a simplex method. If the traffic cannot be accommodated, only a necessary path can be added, and the optimal
traffic distribution can be performed by setting the objective function based on the network cost such as the consumption
of network resources, a delay, the number of hops, etc.

Claims

1. A traffic distribution control apparatus which controls traffic in a network to be distributed by determining whether
or not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support requested traffic, comprising:

determination means for determining whether or not the existing path can support the traffic by applying a
simplex method to a problem of a linear programming formed by an objective function and a restrictive condition
including traffic among routers configuring a network and information about a path in the network; and
bypass search means for searching for a bypass other than the existing path when said determination means
determines that the existing path cannot support the traffic, wherein
said determination means further makes a determination by adding a bypass searched for by said bypass
search means.

2. The traffic distribution control apparatus according to claim 1, wherein
said determination means finds a bottleneck link causing a factor disabling the support of the requested traffic

coefficient of a1 = 5 + 5 + 5 = 15

coefficient of b1 = 5 + 5 = 10

coefficient of c1 = 10 + 5 + 5 = 20

r = 15a1 + 10b1 + 20c1

coefficient of a1 = 1 + 1 + 1 = 3

coefficient of b1 = 1 + 1 = 2

coefficient of c1 = 1 + 1 + 1 = 3

f = 3a1 + 2b1 + 3c1
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by applying the simplex method to an auxiliary objective function determined by the restrictive condition; and
said bypass search means searches for the bypass for bypassing the bottleneck link.

3. The traffic distribution control apparatus according to claim 1 or 2, wherein said bypass search means searches
for the bypass using an algorithm of searching for a shortest path based on a link cost among the routers.

4. The traffic distribution control apparatus according to any of the claims 1 to 3, further comprising traffic determi-
nation means for determining traffic for minimizing the cost of the network based on a determination result of said
determination means.

5. A traffic distribution control method for controlling traffic in a network to be distributed by determining whether or
not an existing path realized by a router configuring the network can support requested traffic, comprising:

a determining step of determining whether or not the existing path can support the traffic by applying a simplex
method to a problem of a linear programming formed by an objective function and a restrictive condition in-
cluding traffic among routers configuring a network and information about a path in the network; and
a bypass searching step of searching for a bypass other than the existing path when said determining step
determines that the existing path cannot support the traffic, wherein
a further determination is made in said determining step by adding a bypass searched for in said bypass
searching step.

6. The traffic distribution control method according to claim 5, further comprising a traffic determining step of deter-
mining traffic for minimizing consumption of resources of the network based on a determination result of said
determining step.
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