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ABSTRACT

1. INTRODUCTION
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2. RELATED WORK

3. FORMULA-B ASED PREDICTION



3.1 An FB predictor

3.2 Errorsdueto loadincrease




3.3 Errorsdueto TCP sampling behavior
4.1 Overview of measuementmethodology

3.4 Errorsdueto avail-bw Available Bandwidth RTT/Loss  RTT/Loss and TCP Throughp

' ' '

20~60seconds 60 seconds 50 seconds

4. FB PREDICTION ACCURACY



4.2 Results
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5.1 Linear Predictors
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4.3 Summary

5. HISTORY-BASED PREDICTION
5.2 Detectionof Level Shifts and Outliers
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6. HB PREDICTION ACCURACY

6.1 Results
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6.2 Summary

7. TWO PREDICTABILITY FACTORS
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