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Abstract: The data transmission will be inefficient while using the traditional TCP protocol in the modern high — speed network. TCP
flows with different Round Trip Time(RTT) will trigger unfairness of distribution on bottleneck capacity. UDP — based Data Transfer
Protocol{(UDT) is built on top of UDP with reliability control and congestion control, which is suitable for large amounts of data transmis-
sion in high — speed networks and has high performance on fairness. In NS2 simulation system, various network conditions are designed to
compare UDT performance on the aspects of efficiency, fairness and stability with traditional TCP protocol by changing the bottleneck
bandwidth and RTT. The simulation results show UDT has better performance than traditional TCP protocol in high — speed networks.

Key words: UDT; TCP; efficiency; faimess; stability ; simulation; NS2

0 53| &

TCP # UDP & TCP/IP M IEHF WA BREEN
EREDU, ENER 1P hTIIEKIECRERIA
HIHE, T O B R P B B A E IR Bt I 4% IR %56
TCP 1 UDP M X EX B RE T %, TCPEET
FIIMEBRENH AL EMHF S, FZR
ARERTATEME, T UDP 2 — A Se R E ALK
EREXNHIN X ITESHXFIRET TCPEERE
7, FHEEXMIIEEIT4HY, T UDP W2 RSB

o ) 48 AN AU R T G BE A 3R bR B LR SO
R H— s e RE T B B, BEE R R

% B H5:2009 — 08 — 23; #5[2 B39 :2009 - 11 -28

EE&RWBh: {863 7 H (2009AA012332)

EEEN WY (1984 - ), B, BB AL, S5 ) R BT B R
A THEN MY B R, B 1 A B, BE S S A DT L
BAL T TR R, SRR TR,

HFAR, AREABERANMEATFEEN, F48 5
BORAERT oM R, RN TN %
BEFHHRB R, BRI N 2 HHE s
T—REBKMNEE T, XHEEMNEBSANNETS
Bk RECATRESERY, EXHEME
9% 3R B(Bandwidth Delay Product, BDPYH BT , %
Giig TCP P IF 33 28 B9 I 3K, X & B3 5 TCP fin 4 1%
hn 3 ¥ Wk /N (additive increase multiplicative decrease,
AIMD)HIZEE RV E B8 E AR bk 2 v] A
FRNAMSFBEFHR OB R, EHR
¥ %% £ B, TCP 5 B wi 5 64 /8 (Round Trip
Time, RTT) AL SBE RN ME, AF RTT
f TCP A A 44 A4 52123, BAR7E /K BDP M
HhXAEEAHE, B BDP M4 TCP
BB IR A Z RN AT, X TCP, UDP
R— M e FHER A E T, X EAESER HE
MESEE SHFEESE TCP Lol bl A%, R



s HEHLEAR SRR

$20%

RETEEME SR RRET 12 18 B T IR M2 5 A 142

EFLULEER HRARBEH T %R BOP M
% TR EIR AR AT, MSET UDP #Y
AEEBIEEH X, B UDTS S, BRE—AMABER
SIEPMN, B 7E UDP 2 &, A
BEHEEUE , AT RIE T Ao 81, M EX Ry A8 e
RAE ST, FET U6k HRERE FF & R AR,

EHEHY UDT il , RA N2 EZRF &,
a5t R A 3, BT 5E&EM TCP e R
% BESE T ESTHESTMHR, AHAERE. L
THE L% UDT e,

1 UDT g

UDT FEBHGRUB. AT BE. HFEERS
AMYERABE) UDT Fi R ZF AT A B B R 8y
AR, AFREIAEHRORDIAFEHILEH
B, AR T AR SRR RHHE.RTT. B2
HHENRAREERN A — AR RELHR.

UDT M stk Py a Bl 1 §iR, b A2
B UDT £ 0 (Socket) &% 513%, W UDT i@
1 ¥ {E & 4t (Operating Systems, OS) £ £ #) Socket #%
O¥ A UDP, UDT #2 4 2Kk 893 2 # # ( Congestion
Control, CC) B % , XN 35 & 2 76 K 51 BB 15 2 ) 4%
AR AR BB B TR &9, FBE, UDT A4 4%l
BHEETEEN N ARFTURE I CHAER
P, NRRH A B XS ERNE, —BERE
H &, UDT ¥R AT EE R R UAR R ER .

R cc
JOl v
| UDT Socket J
0 A
UDT

| OS Socket 11 ]

)
UDP

A1 UDTARMBHIAAPHELE

UDT RA 5 TCP # L& THEH X, EXARE
MR, HTRERIEREECROTELE, ERESR
B EENETF AR, UDT BB EEN
HR,—FREZHRS RS /F P, — R
B, ERER/FPWEAT , B IRTEgE B8t A
ERRFEER BT ARG, AWM EREE, 4R
FHBBILEHLE-IERE, AT E#. 7

BARRK T, Bt Emit R X EFHRE, TieHERH
R, EE— P EES, B ERE RN EE.

AL ( Acknowledgment, ACK) ¥ UDT B/EH %
B AMIERE G RM RT 54, UDT 7E54 % i A (6] 8]
B (0.01s) 4 BB IA 2, 33 Bh136 BE B8 15 50 2 FE R,
XAERE S S AE/MIFRLE, UDT HA—1
ACK Hit/BBAFIFe i fo R X E H K ACK, 3 HH# RTT
AFHREES.

UDTHAETEEMNRER I METEO
MR ERPIRORIERER T BENERE, HEE
WA S TE KT E R REF BN R E R
B YN -THIAEEREFAEEFREONX
o

UDT & 4 2 42 i R A W # DAIMD(AIMD with
decreasing increases) B9 8 ¥, B 38 hn AIMD H .
WRRIHIF ACK AT, S REEE z IR a(x)
.

z<—zx+ alx) (1)
HA xR lim,ywa(x) = L. 5EHGER EEER
B e B % 2 49, ( Negative Acknowledgments, NAK) B,
UREEF B0 < < 1) B/h:

z<(1-p)z (2)

X BB E M P, UDT SR H E AR
Balx)h:

— 10Mke(L-Ca) -7, 1500 1
a(z) =10 X =5 YN (3)

He LERREEARE, SRR UDTE RN, C(x) HE
R x(packets/s) ¥ thAFE & bits/s, Bl C(z) =
x* S*8,v BRUMUSH, WAEN 9 XHER R =
BEGE A RGN, 25 AR R 5 B SLRE PR /D o

2 EFNS2HIUDTFE
2.1 (hR%H=

ST Linux FE T, R AE B NWRE AR
NS2(fa< 2 NS2.31)1°) 43¢ UDT B9 H AR, &
TT—RIVGELE. HEMNERINIZREENES
FTHE . SEALGYMLBIGINGW, A 2 fy
No SEHKFAR I E F (Drop Tail) 49 BA 5 & B K #E,
BAZI /MK 100% BDP, i@ i s SRS R M RTT
BE8RELEHEAR(M—-KXBRRAF -1 THEY
2, HAb—E) T, P E 4 UDT #HERE.
2.2 {iASH¥

IHETEEARFRNEWER, RERRNE, T8
A—RIMEHR. REENHRFOER, REEH
PR RIS, %2 UDT &3 FR Rtk



®5H

P4 BT UDP M SRR M4 I U BT -3-

XHAERTERNERMAE L, FEEEBUTH
E[lo,ll]:
(1) % . 7E 2Mb/s 1 1Gb/s Z [E] 284k ;
(2)B}3E . E 1ms~300ms Z 824k,

B2 Migdsitsl

3 KBRS M

18 3 43 B RO KR S B A B B EE , I R4 AT
BUUFNRIRAE. b TER FE4H X7 BDP M
HTEMEDNAEE, HRERERERT, %,
A RE A A AR E K B 25 1Gb/s, 100ms. X L4 R
B4 , b8 UDT 4R % TCP Hhisl7E @ Fh &4 T 01§
o
3.1 W % K

T 2 BRI, B n = 6,808 6 31T
RIBAER BN S, A ZB MWD, (: = 1,2, -,
6) ,3ZX4) HERAS TR ERFRIF R . E
BRT , FRAMARNGEERNE 3 iR,

HTXERRNE—-REN

M EmRER, X E LR 18 e - R ——
REBAREP, R — e | \\$-~ﬁj§sﬂkﬂ\ﬁ\\\\\\\ﬂ
HATIR, XX AT N e | % O % 0 :
ELRB, o WREREE | & ¢ B¢

% o 9 S B . 2Mb/s(xDSL) , 20 e 20 I
10Mb/s  ( Ethernet ), 100Mb/s %6 200 400 600 80 1000 % 50 100 150 200 250 300
(FE), 155Mb/s (OC — 3 WAN), B ML/s) TEIERTEERTT (ms)

622Mb/(0OC - 12),1Gb/s(GE);
100ms(HBx) ,300ms(PHFR) o
2.3 QSRR

HTF UDT B, FEMARERGF TR
T e FmIES UDT BtEfE, BB NEZE
MHITHMINF T RENTILE:

E = 2;1 (4)
HA, » BRIFFEEREE ., 38 MEEERYSE
it 8 AL E B E AT UDT MK A AHE, B
LA R GRIHE RO T 4, F RA HE-AN
R AR 2 B Jain A 351212 45
AP IEES

F=(Xz)n 23
o, RIS BB R

(8)

B3 S#HRERBTHFEAAR

HEBRERESRALUEL, R EAX UDT
WRAMAEERMB/N, —EHEE 100% , 7865 7E 3% KAt
UDT W A FRAB T B, AR 7E 90% KL E, X
WHAAREEH AMETE T, UDT R FH LR
WRAAE, DR, MELE TCP Ui B M & FE
AR B K, 7ER /N FER (1ms) AR BB Y
HRFIFAE, A 10ms B ER KRR AAME, XRHTF
MTESB T EZGREHR LA, FEEKXTF 10ms &
TCP i BRI R BT B, X% KT 100Mb/s Bt
WHIE T, B 300ms BFE £ /MDF 50%, B AEKE,
TCP TE/NFRMEHNEFATERRBHFERAM
FHE, T 24345 58 et FE3 et 2 T Mg 3
3.2 AFH

H 4 REARIBMEIFEE T UDT fifs 4 TCP th
WHAFHEEE. RS 3.1 WHRNMEHRIN, R

EREE ,z; A NIRRT Y !

FHEB FHBELRERO~1,F . 0.9

Bk, MAREEBHATHE | £ o8
T, W T NEERNTEL |50
B4 RS, WG TRER | 0
B, Py —

— 1

S=d/z (6)

400

R (Mb/s)

————
—f] I
0.9
ﬂ
B os
&
B 07
—&— UDT 06| —=— UDT f
—&— TCP —&— TCP
05
600 800 1000 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
TEIR R FERTT (ms)

S {H#/D  FE BT

M4 SHMSIRETHNFR



4. HENEA SRR

$208

BHEFT BN EAET, X (S)HEHIA R Jain AP
B8,

ME 4 7] WL, AR EH R, UDT WAL ES
TCP A8, (B RRFFER KT, H HAMR KB,
WA 2M F 155M B2 -1 18 SR A, 13 B e A Y
BIRAAF ,BEEFEMBHRT, UDT AEHR
HRA, AFHEBE 28T 1,1 TCP AR
TR, M4 TFEHFE(1Gb/s) B, BHEEXT UDT B4 F
HEA LK, HARRF T RENA T, FEE T ER
0, TCP 892 FHE8 509 B T B, 3l 300ms B E £ Bl
T 0.64, BT E S4 FRALFHPRES.

3.3 BEH

B 5 S THEMBIERENHZHS IR
EUETOGELTRSER. ME&RIMN3.1.3.2 WM
], = (6)H AR EIBEL

AU L, UDT FE 8 & P4 P R BB R KAy PERE
e, LTI T TR BAR, [/ TCP M BT LA
F i, UDT FHEEMB AR 8/ 5L T AR B
£ TCP &Y, EMRXFHAMEAIEHRER, MH UDT
HHATE BDP MR, HH, XF NN UDT
FHE BRESFEM T IE, BE2EHE R — YL
AEAZHFEMUE, WRFES. XPHITES
BT &mEiFy UDT W& TR, A& TR UDT
R A B BRI R o

S0k

[1] Bullot H,Cottrell R L, Hughes — Jones R. Evaluation of Ad-
vanced TCP Stacks on Fast Long — Distance Production Net-
works[ C]//Proc. of the 2nd International Workshop on Pro-
tocols for Fast Long — distance Networks. Argonne, Canada:
{s.n.1,2004.

[2] Chiu D, Jain R. Analysis of the in-

0.5 0.5
—5— UDT

0.4 ——&— TCP

l-—er~ UDT

04} _ o —rcp

T A

& 03] w03
B B
0.1 N 01y B -4
ot

crease and decrease algorithms for
congestion avoidance in computer
networks [ J J. Computer Networks
and ISDN Systems, 1989,17(1):1

[3] Floyd S. Connections with Multiple

0 0
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 50

HREM/s)

100 150 200 250 300
T ERTT (ms)

Congested Gateways in Packet —
Switched Networks Part 1: One —

BS 3FHMBRRETHRIMN
A 5 KB ER, G4 FIRE R e, UDT Mg
EHARRIREF, TCP thil %8 E 158 F UDT, BEE
FERBE I, UDT 1 TCP Wi EEERFF 1% 3R, (H 2
UDTREHH B ERER TCP -, 7 622M
UDT # TCP Wia & tEAHY , i A gk g2 3% et , UDT
RBEHEET TCP i MBREE, XILAEREM
#%ut UDT BB @ 158 T TCP, BB, Bf 3 B JE 79 38
X, UDT # TCP #%2 8t JLF R B 3 K Fm/, 7E R
B EEHE AL T UDT F1 TCP H9%8 e tEERIT 45 T R

4 LFRiE

SCHITE NS2 B #FT A BT A SRR, MR
BRR, &M E LR N H T A KR K6
FHo. £ UDT M8t B4R B3R A P fia
T EARFRSEE TS S T T E LR
2, BB UDT BRI MR/, ZBRE(R
RERRoR, M7 E M4 UDT A T e
BERBUAL Y47, 55080 TCP sl fe R R 48 F 5otk
FEMRLE , S TMRAE G R, B REMF RIFAA R H
FHAEYE TCP & , & B T A B RO S el B F
Mo

way Traffic[ ] ]. Computer Commu-
nication Review,1991,21(5):30 —47.

(4] ®& 7%.M & UDP S TCP Pl MIx b 47 ST 8
BN (] AV AR S5 AR ,2006,16(9) :219 - 221.

[5] Gu Yunhong,Grossman R L. UDT: UDP — based Data Trans-
fer for High — speed Wide Area Networks[ J]. Computer Net-
works: The International Journal of Computer and Telecom-
munications Networking,2007,51(7):1777—1799.

[6] Gu Yunhong,Grossman R L. Optimizing UDP — Based Proto-
ool Implementations { C]//Proc. of the 3rd International
Workshop on Protocols for Fast Long — distance Networks.
Lyon, France:[s.n. ],2005.

[7] Wright G R, Stevens W R. TCP/IP ###% 2: SLHL[M]. B
EE,% %53 Rk ARE, 1999,

[8] UCN/ LBL/ VINT. Network Simulator — NS2[ EB/OL].
2007. http: //www. isi. edu/nsnam/ns.

(9] #®EW. N2 SRMELIM]. Jer: ARGRH AR,
2003.

[10] 3%, BEE.2F & % HEMS TCP A H PN NQ
PrEHERE )] FHEYLIR,2009,35(2):6-9.

(11] E3ezh, % 2, ZFg4E HE TCP EM IS DOCP #Hil
AR I ] RN LR,2009,35(4) :91 - 93.

[12] Jain R,Chiu D, Hawe W. A Quantitative Measure of Faimess
and Discrimination for Resource Allocation in Shared Comput-
er Systems[ R]. Hudson, MA :DEC,1984.



