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[PAPER

Theoretical Analysis for Determining Geographical Route of Cable
Network with Various Disaster-Endurance Levels

SUMMARY  This paper theoretically analyzes cable network discon-
nection due to randomly occurring natural disasters, where the disaster-
endurance (DE) levels of the network are determined by a network entity
such as the type of shielding method used for a duct containing cables. The
network operator can determine which parts have a high DE level. When
a part of a network can be protected, the placement of that part can be
specified to decrease the probability of disconnecting two given nodes.
The maximum lower bound of the probability of connecting two
given nodes is explicitly derived. Conditions decreasing (not decreasing)
the probability of connecting two given nodes with a partially protected
network are provided.
key words: Disaster, network survivability, network design, geographical
design, integral geometry, geometric probability, geographical optimiza-
tion, network availability, network reliability, network failure, cascading
failure.

1. Introduction

The world has been impacted by a large number of severe
natural disasters, such as earthquakes, tsunamis, and hur-
ricanes, which take thousands of human lives and destroy
network infrastructures [1]. For example, a severe earth-
quake in March 2011 off the northeast coast of Japan and
its associated tsunami killed many people and destroyed fa-
cilities, including network facilities, in cities and towns [2].
Earthquakes that cause similar damage occur every few years
worldwide, such as the Shichuan earthquake in China in 2008
[3], [4]. The damage caused by an earthquake is huge and
has a global impact.

Network infrastructure is becoming increasingly impor-
tant, and the destruction of a network seriously impacts soci-
ety. Therefore, network operators do their best to minimize
damage to their networks from natural disasters. Typical
disaster countermeasures are based on protection, prompt
restoration, and securing critical communications such as
911. Examples of protection are building disaster-resistant
facilities and preparing backup systems, and those focused on
prompt restoration are introducing mobile equipment such as
a transportable terrestrial station for a satellite communica-
tion system [5]. However, service disruption will inevitably
occur due to devastating natural disasters. It is therefore nec-
essary to improve the robustness of networks against such
disasters in general and earthquakes in particular through
new and current methods [6].
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The recently proposed “disaster-free network™ [7] is a
concept completely different from others based on protec-
tion and restoration. It aims at avoiding disasters as much
as possible and is implemented through disaster avoidance
control [8], [9] and physical network design [10], [11], [12],
[13], [14]. The former dynamically changes the geographical
shape of a network, and the latter determines the geographi-
cal/geometrical shape of a physical network.

This paper proposes a theoretical method for determin-
ing the geographical/geometrical shape of a cable network
along the concept of the disaster-free network. The contri-
butions of this paper are as follows.

This paper investigates a network with multiple disaster-
endurance (DE) levels that are determined by a network en-
tity such as the type of shielding method used for a duct
containing cables. The network operator can then determine
which parts have a high DE level. When a part of a network
can be protected, the placement of that part is specified so
as to decrease the probability of two given nodes being dis-
connected. In addition, the maximum lower bound of the
probability of connecting two given nodes is explicitly de-
rived. Conditions decreasing (not decreasing) the probabil-
ity of connecting two given nodes with a partially protected
network are provided.

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section
2 presents related work. Section 3 provides the model and
notations used in this paper . In Section 4, some of the results
in previous works are presented to use them in this paper.
Section 5 provide the main results. Numerical examples are
given in Section 6, and the paper is concluded in Section 7.

2. Related work

Many papers have been published on network-protection and
service-restoration methods [4]. This section focuses on
the geographical/geometrical design methods of a physical
network.

Geographical design methods use geographical infor-
mation, such as terrain and geological features or the fre-
quency of earthquakes of each geographical area, to deter-
mine the geographical routes of a network. Mathematical
optimization with some constraints is often used for these
methods. For example, an earthquake hazard map of Japan
was used to optimally reconfigure routes of existing cables
[12] and derive optimal geographical routes of newly in-
stalled ducts/cables [13]. To determine the geographical
route of an undersea cable based on the estimated likelihood

Copyright © 200x The Institute of Electronics, Information and Communication Engineers



of an earthquake, Zhao et al. [15] solved a graph optimiza-
tion problem to obtain an optimal solution that balances cost
and survivability. In [16], a multi-objective optimization
solution that takes into account the cost of laying optical
fibers and repair cost with various cable-protection methods
was investigated. This solution has been applied to deter-
mine the geographical route and protection methods to be
used. Recently, when a geographical route information of
a power grid is given, a geographical design method of a
network using the power grid is proposed [17]. In that pa-
per, geographical areas are divided into sub-areas of multiple
disaster-vulnerable levels.

Geometrical assumptions have also been introduced to
make the optimization model simple or to derive an explicit
solution. For example, a disaster area is modeled as a disk,
half plane, or finite convex area, while the geographical
network shape is assumed to be, for example, a rectangle.
A disaster area was modeled as a strip or half plane and the
probability of disconnecting two nodes was explicitly derived
in [10] and that for a probabilistic failure was derived in [14].
Saito [11] modeled a disaster area as a finite convex area and
determined the optimal geographical/geometrical shape of
the route of ducts/cables. In [18] the optimal route of an
undersea cable was investigated by assuming a disk-shaped
disaster area. Assuming a rectangular route makes it possible
to determine the length of an edge by minimizing the cost.
Cao et al. [19] extended that study to other route shapes.

Some studies have evaluated network survivability un-
der certain geometrical assumptions. Directly designing the
geographical shape of a network may not be possible, but net-
work survivability can be evaluated for various geographical
shapes of a network. Gardner et al. [20] also considered a
disk-shaped disaster model to analyze the connectivity be-
tween the source and destination. Neumayer et al. published
two papers on network survivability in a disaster [21], [22].
Their network model is a set of line segments where the end
points are locations of network center buildings. The disas-
ter model is a line segment or circle [21]. They proposed an
algorithm to identify worst-case disasters.

There have also been studies on minimum-cut-max-
flow. To the best of my knowledge, Bienstock [23] initiated
the study of this problem. Algorithms for computing the
minimum number of disaster areas disconnecting the source
and sink node were investigated when all the edges inter-
secting in a disaster areas were removed. Sen et al. [24]
proposed region-based connectivity as a metric for fault tol-
erance. Based on the assumption that the region is a disk-
shaped disaster area, polynomial time algorithms for calcu-
lating region-based connectivity were developed. Neumayer
etal. [25] discussed the geographical min-cut, defined as the
minimum number of disk-shaped disaster areas necessary to
disconnect a pair of nodes, and the geographical max-flow,
defined as the maximum number of paths that are not discon-
nected by a single disaster area. The important finding in that
study is that geographical min-cut is not equal to geograph-
ical max-flow. Agarwal et al. studied algorithms for finding
a disaster location that has the highest expected impact on a
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network, where the impact is defined with various metrics
such as the number of failed components [26]. Zhang et al.
[27] evaluated the risk of each region by searching for the
worst line-cut. Trajanovski et al. [28] also studied this and
proposed a polynomial time algorithm for finding a critical
region and a region-disjoint path. This algorithm is based
on the finding that three points can determine the location of
an elliptical or polygon disaster area.

3. Model and notations

3.1 Model

Let NV be an optical fiber cable network between s and ¢
within a bounded and convex Q, which is an area of interest.
Disasters causing damage in part of Q are taken into account.
We are interested in Pr(s < 1), the probability of connecting
between s and ¢ during a disaster, or Pr(s «» 1) = 1 —=Pr(s <
t), the probability of disconnecting s and ¢ due to a disaster.
There may be multiple geographical cable routes between s
and 7 in NV.

The disaster area D C R? is modeled as a randomly
placed area around N (C Q c R?). In the remainder of this
paper, it is assumed that a disaster area D is geographically
much larger than N. For example, the D of a large earth-
quake is at least hundreds of km?. Some may reach tens of
thousands of km?. A large hurricane can create a disaster
area larger than a hundred km?. Therefore, this assumption
is useful, for example, for evaluating a disaster affecting a
regional network or for designing a robust physical route of
such a network against disasters.

Because D is very large, we can assume that its bound-
ary is macroscopically a line (the validity of this model was
verified through the numerical results using field data pro-
vided by [10]). For a directional line G, D is assumed to
be Rg, which means the right-half plane of G. That is,
D = Rg. When we analyze the geographical shape of a net-
work to reduce the possibility of encountering the disaster,
R completely including €2 is meaningless because the net-
work of any shape is contained in the disaster area. The R
not intersecting € is also meaningless because the network
of any shape is not contained in the disaster area. For our
objective, we should focus on cases G N Q # @ and assume
G N Q # 0 in the remainder of this paper.

D has a disaster level L denoting the intensity of the
disaster. It can relate to the intensity of an earthquake, the
wind speed of a tornado, etc. A part of N is characterized
by a DE level. A part of N with a DE level L means that it is
destroyed and disconnected for a level-L disaster or higher
but is not destroyed for a disaster with a lower level than L.
The level is determined by a network entity such as the type
of the shielding method used for a duct containing cables
[16] (Fig. 1). The network operator can thus determine
which parts have a high DE level.



I(x,y) line segment between x, y C R?

m(X) measure of sets of lines satisfying X
D disaster area
N physical network

Q area of interest
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Pr(s «» t)  probability of disconnecting s and ¢
Pr(s v t) =1-Pr(s & 1)

3

G directional line

Rg right-half plane of G, D = R in this paper

No (L) set of parts of N that are destroyed by a level-L disaster
0; i-th outer route

I;(N) set of inner parts of N in O;

L,{L;}; disaster level

4. Preliminary

The concept of integral geometry and geometric probability
[29] is introduced here as a preliminary for evaluating a
disaster occurring at a random location. We can define the
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Theorem 2: For a level-L disaster, Pr(s < t) is given as
follows.
19| = [(No (L))

4 PI'(S > t) = T “4)

No (L) minimizing [{N (L})Lmaximize_s Pr(s & 1).
The weakest arrangement for a level-L disaster is de-

fined as folldWQof NRicahahBehtetr Mead¥ @Vplatdhnz|G NQ # 0).
method of profedesdhgeaditombiphd edked. Pty NRs = 0|GNQ #
alNg)
sume we can &b&&tﬂ@%@uﬁ #oEt) ¢Bihe network from
a level-L disaster. IDiyidearadtad Bk snAV:bysanpaiimizpdrtshen [(Ng)| is
with lengths mair(ilnizede,Ovhere € — 0 (Fig. 3). That is,
each link in NV alternatively consists of a part disconnected
and a part nop @iscMmktopbel foptedevel-L disaster. This ar-
rangement on /N is defined as the weakest arrangement. (For
simplicity, “foFhideulséctioadetusses Heeremevadyhich A has more than
one route between s and .
Assume there are two routes called outer routes among
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Fig.5 Ilustrationof m(N Cc R, NNG=0,GNQ + 0).

p(60) is a supporting function for X, the following relation-

ship is known betweggnagodatidyitigpetimeses: lgngtlisiek & 0 G # 0,
f_,r p(0)do =di¥ddgdctddWof all routes between s and 7 is equivalent to
the occurrence of one of the following exclusive events for

m(N C Rig ¥ tfutes (G Bt Part AStmd(AVadt 2 part around ¢

are in R, (ii) either a part around s or arouxg) is in R and

the other is not in R¢, and (iii) neither the part around s nor

Because m(Gthnthsohd QiR i ®Eda phit in the middle of each route
is in Rg (Fidg. 6).

Pr(N C R r% £ 121%!%%1 fi%‘)\!ote that the measure of the

mNG R) half of the measure of the

_ se #0,GNli(s,t) =0. is is because

= (e bJﬁ?@ ﬁgro nd s and a part around ¢ arég;)z the right- or

The first equalefy-hedfpleaggf @when GNN # 0,G NI(s, 1) = 0. Thus,

m(G satisfying (1))
m(GNN#0,GNI(s,t)=0)/2

(m(GNN£0)-m(Gnli(s,t)#0))/2

= (M) =i, /2. )

The third equality uses the factthat GNN # 0if GNi(s, 1) #
0. The fourth equality uses Eq. (1).

Second, note that event (ii) is equivalent to the event
that GNI(s,t) # 0. GNQ # Qis satisfied if GNI(s,1) # 0.
Then, using Eq. (1),

M GNAN#0)-m(GNN#0,GNI(s,t)+0))/2

5



-m(GNLN)=0,Gnl(s,t) £0)
=m(GNI;(N),I(s, 1)) £0) —m(GNI(s, 1) £ 0)
[KI;(N), 1(s, )| = |I(s,1)]. (12)

The last equality uses Eq. (1).
As aresult,

2
m(G satisfying (iii)) = Z(KL(N), 1(s, t))|—|1(s, t)]) /2.
i=1
(13)

Consequently,

Pr(s & 1)
=1-(Pr(NCRG, NNG=0|GNQ+0)

+ Z m (G satisfyingj)/m(G N Q # 0))

J=0). (i) (iid)
QI+ 15,0 = T2y KL (N), L(s, 1))
- 29| '

]

Theorem 3 suggests that Pr(s < ¢) is independent of the
geographical shape of the non-inner parts of the routes if N
is almost convex and the weakest arrangement is used. This
means that the effectiveness of the changes in the routes is
limited, at least under the weakest arrangement. In addition,
due to Theorem 1, Eq. (5) gives the lower bounds of Pr(s <
t) (upper bounds of Pr(s « t)).

Let O; = I; + [(s, t) denote that O; consists of its inner
part I; and a line segment (segments) connecting /;, s, and
t,wherei = 1,2. See the upper two figures in Fig. 7.

Corollary 1: Under the weakest arrangement, if O} = I; +
I(s,t) or Oy = I, +I(s,1), Pr(s © 1) is given by Eq. (5).

Proof: When O; = I, + [(s,t) and s, ¢ are in the left-half
plane of G, the disconnection of O; means the disconnection
of the inner part of O;. When the inner part is disconnected,
O, is also disconnected. Thus, similarly to the proof of
Theorem 3, Pr(s < 1) is given by Eq. (5). O

We should note that Corollary 1 does not need the as-
sumption that V is “almost convex.” This corollary is used
in the numerical example for the network in Fig. 12.

Corollary 2: Under the weakest arrangement, for AV that is
almost convex and has multiple routes between s and ¢, there
exists a single-route network Ny of which Pr(s < 1) is equal
to that of NV, where Ny consists of 11 (N), I, (N') and the line
segments connecting them and s and ¢.

Proof: Note that 2,2:1 [N, L(s, 1)) = [KNoY| + [L(s,1)|

(Fig. 7). Thus, according to Eq. (5), Pr(s < 1) of N is
12| — [{No)|

P f)= ——————. 15

s o == (1s)

Because of Eq. (3), this probability is Pr(s < ¢) of A under

the weakest arrangement. O
The following corollary provides a stronger corollary
than the one mentioned above, because the former means the

(14)
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connection of the network. This fact suggests that the parts
not making a network almost convex should be protected to
improve the network survivability. This is because discon-
SAITO: THEORETIEAHRR QK $hassrpsirtsramRecsiotrdereADRESTEoF ABRMNETWORK WITH VARIOUS DISASTER-ENDURANCE LEVELS
results in the disconnection of the network. This suggestion
is verified in a numerical example (Fig. 11).

6. Numerical examples
In this section, numerical examples are presented. Here, Q2 is

a disk with the radius of rq and a center at the origin. In the
simulation, 10 disasters were randomly located to obtain a



connection between nodes 2 and 4 often occurring when
(s,1) = (3,5), (3,6), but Eq. (5) does not take into account
such a disconnection. The reason for the poor approximation

accuracy when (s, 1) =(1, 3), (2, 5), (2, 6), and (3, 4) seems
IEICE TRANS. COMMUN., VOL.Exx~??, NO.xx XXXX 200x
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JP-21K11864.
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