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Traffic-Aware Service Relocation in Cloud-Oriented
Elastic Optical Networks

Róża Goścień

Abstract—In this paper, we study problem of efficient service
relocation (i.e., changing assigned data center for a selected client
node) in elastic optical networks (EON) in order to increase net-
work performance (measured by the volume of accepted traffic).
To this end, we first propose novel traffic model for cloud ready
transport networks. The model takes into account four flow types
(i.e., city-to-city, city-to-data center, data center-to-data center
and data center-to-data center) while the flow characteristics
are based on real economical and geographical parameters of
the cities related to network nodes. Then, we propose dedicated
flow allocation algorithm that can be supported by the service
relocation process. We also introduce 21 different relocation
policies, which use three types of data for decision making –
network topological characteristics, rejection history and traffic
prediction. Eventually, we perform extensive numerical exper-
iments in order to: (i) tune proposed optimization approaches
and (ii) evaluate and compare their efficiency and select the
best one. The results of the investigation prove high efficiency of
the proposed policies. The propoerly designed relocation policy
allowed to allocate up to 3% more traffic (compared to the
allocation without that policy). The results also reveal that the
most efficient relocation policy bases its decisions on two types of
data simultaneously – the rejection history and traffic prediction.

Index Terms—traffic modeling, traffic prediction, service relo-
cation, anycast traffic, data center

I. INTRODUCTION

THE telecommunication networks have become an indis-
pensable part of the society every day life providing

support for various human activities – business, education,
finances, heath care, entertainment, social life, etc. As a result,
the number of network users and connected devices continu-
ously increases. According to Cisco company [1], there will be
5.3 billion total Internet users (66% of global population) by
2023, up from 3.9 billion (51% of global population) in 2018.
Alongside we observe huge popularity of applications related
to data centers (DCs), which are able to provide remotely
network users with access to plethora of various services,
platforms or even computing/storage resources. However, the
traffic volume generated by these applications is tremendous
while its value is expected to further increase. The telecom-
munication networks have to in turn endlessly develop and
evolve in order to meet the users requirements. Therefore,
improvements and completely new superior technologies are
designed and implemented in network infrastructures. One
of these solutions is architecture of elastic optical networks
(EONs). Thanks to the operations within flexible frequency
grids and support for advanced transmission and modulation
techniques [2], EONs are able to provide significantly higher

R. Goścień is with the Department of Systems and Computer Networks,
Faculty of Electronics, Wroclaw University of Science and Technology,
Wroclaw, Poland, e-mail: roza.goscien@pwr.edu.pl.

performance than their predecessor, i.e., wavelength division
multiplexing (WDM) technology, which is still widely de-
ployed.

Although providing numerous benefits, the adoption of
advance transmission techniques and architectures in optical
networks has made their design and operation optimization
extremely complex, due to the high number of tunable pa-
rameters to be considered [3]. For instance, an effective
allocation algorithm in EONs may simultaneously takes into
account path choice, modulation format selection, channel
assignment, spectrum fragmentation, required bit error rate
at the receiver node, survivability provisioning, etc [2], [3],
[4]. Therefore, an improvement in the field of the network
design and optimization approaches is required. On the one
hand it might be realized by revisiting and enhancing existing
methods, on the other hand – some completely new techniques
may be utilized. The networks by themselves have become
essential sources of data relevant for their efficient optimiza-
tion. The modern optical networks are equipped with a large
number of monitors, which are able to gather and provide
several types of information on the entire network system. The
information can relate to the current and historical resource
utilization, traffic volume and profile, failure accidents, quality
of services, devices status, etc. As a result, the attention of
many researchers and practitioners has been recently attracted
by advanced modeling methods and application of various
mathematical approaches derived from machine learning (ML)
discipline [3]. The advanced modeling approaches are applied
to model processes essential for network design and operation,
such as traffic pattern and services’ profiles. Then, various
ML algorithms might be used to process the network-related
data in order to forecast and estimate network state and
performance in upcoming time frames. The examples of their
successful applications include high-accuracy traffic forecasts,
flow classification, predictions of such parameters as signal to
noise ratio, bit error rate, optical power levels, etc. [3].

The provision of data center-related services is almost
always realized by means of anycasting defined as one-to-
one of many transmission technique. A particular network
service is available in a number of data centers. In order
to guarantee data integrity and coherency between different
DCs, they continuously communicate with each other and
exchange synchronization data. When a client node requests
for a service, one data center is selected to serve that client.
The DC selection process might be performed with respect
to various criteria – geographical distance, transmission delay,
DCs’ utilization, etc. In order to simplify network management,
typically the DCs assigned to client nodes do not change
frequently and do not change at all during traffic provisioning.
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But when the network state and load change it might be benefi-
cial to relocate some services, i.e., to change DC node assigned
for a selected client node. The efficiency of service relocation
was proved for static design of survivable optical grids, in
which working and backup light-paths are assigned to different
DCs [5], [6], [7]. Since the modern networks provide solutions
for effective centralized management (for instance software
defined networking (SDN) architecture), the relocation might
be successfully applied to improve performance of dynamic
network operations.

In this paper, we address problem of efficient service reloca-
tion in cloud ready elastic optical networks in order to increase
network performance (measured by the volume of accepted
traffic). To this end, we first propose novel traffic model
for transport networks. The model takes into account four
flow types (i.e., city-to-city, city-to-data center, data center-
to-data center and data center-to-data center) while the flow
characteristics are based on real economical and geographical
parameters of the cities related to network nodes. Second,
we propose dedicated traffic allocation algorithm that can
be supported by the service relocation process. Third, we
propose 21 different relocation policies, which benefit from
network topological characteristics and various data analytics
tools applied to the data gathered during network operation
– flow rejection history and traffic history (which might be
used for traffic forecasting). Eventually, we perform extensive
numerical experiments in order to: (i) tune proposed optimiza-
tion approaches and (ii) evaluate and compare their efficiency
and select the best one.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews
related works. Section 3 introduced the traffic model. Sec-
tion 4 defines optimization problem. Sections 5 and 6 propose
dedicated flow allocation algorithm and service restoration
policies. The results of numerical experiments are reported
in Section 7. Eventually, Section 8 concludes the paper.

II. RELATED WORKS

In order to increase the results valence and make them
applicable in real networks, it is crucial to use in numerical
experiments models and/or datasets reflecting realistic patterns
observed in the network traffic.

There are publicly available numerous datasets with histor-
ical data related to traffic observed at some specific network
links/nodes. For instance, SNDLIB library [8] offers traffic
matrices defined for static and dynamic scenarios for several
real network topologies. The data was provided by network
operators and researchers. The main drawback of the library
is fact that the majority of the data was gathered before
2014. Then, Seattle Exchange Point (SIX) [9] shares history
of incoming/outgoing bit-rates (within given time window) at
routers located in the SIX. Similarly, several other platforms
publish general information regarding observed traffic at some
Internet exchange points. For example, Amsterdam Internet
Exchange [10] shares data from Amsterdam. There is also
available information regarding traffic in different locations
such as University Campus of AGH University of Science
and Technology (Krakow, Poland) [11] or Wroclaw Center for

Networking and Supercomputing (Wroclaw, Poland) [12]. The
mentioned datasets provide tremendous amount of historical
data that can be used for research especially concerning traffic
prediction. However, the main drawback of these datasets
is fact that, due to the privacy and security reasons, they
show only selected characteristics of the traffic. For instance,
aggregated bit-rate over time or number of packets. Moreover,
they share the incoming/outgoing traffic only for selected ex-
change point/links. Therefore, they cannot be directly applied
to simulate traffic in multi-node networks and do not allow to
study realization of various network services and the related
traffic patterns.

To overcome problems and limitations related to historical
datasets, the researchers use various traffic generation models
in their experiments. One of the oldest and most commonly
applied model assumes that traffic demands arrive to the
network following a Poisson process while their lifetime is
generated according to a negative exponential distribution [13],
[14], [15]. But the model is based on the assumptions made
for the traditional telephony networks and, therefore, it does
not reflect patterns and characteristics observed in the con-
vergent optical networks supporting plethora of diversified
services. Therefore, novel models are required. Ref. [16]
suggests to model traffic in wavelength division multiplexing
(WDM) networks using Pareto process and shows its successful
application. The authors of [17], [18] elaborate network-
dedicated models based on the gathered observations of the
traffic within specific time window. Ref. [19] proposes realistic
traffic functions that can be used for the modeling purposes.
The proposals include piecewise linear function with mean
value following the Gaussian distribution, sine function and
the combination of two first options. The paper gives general
functions formulas and does not precisely define their param-
eters. Then, the authors of [2], [20] apply the multivariable
gravity model where the bit-rate exchanged between a pair of
nodes is determined by real data related to the populations of
the regions served by the network nodes, geographical distance
between the nodes and economy level expressed by gross
domestic product (GDP). It is worth-mentioning that due to the
various limitations none of the proposed models was widely
accepted and applied in the research society. Hence, a lot of
effort is still required in the field of traffic modeling.

Due to the increasing systems’ complexity and data avail-
ability, the computational intelligence (and especially ma-
chine learning) has been identified as a promising solution
to improve network performance. One of the most popular
applications of ML algorithms in the field of networking
is the problem of traffic prediction [3]. For that purpose,
the most commonly applied methods are autoregressive in-
tegrated moving average (ARIMA) [21], [22] and various
implementations of neural networks (NN) [23], [24], [25].
The methods have revealed high prediction accuracy for the
traffic forecasting task. The efficient traffic prediction tool
might be then applied for direct network optimization. For
instance, Ref. [23] uses forecasted data in order to solve
routing, modulation and spectrum assignment (RMSA) problem
in EONs. The manuscript [25] applies prediction of traffic
features to propose efficient resource (re)allocation strategy
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in optical data center networks. Then, the authors of [26]
developed a traffic forecasting algorithm for the resource
allocation in network function virtualization (NFV) network
architectures in which data centers are interconnected by an
EON. Their procedure aims to forecast the traffic so as to
minimize the network operation cost. Eventually, Refs. [21],
[22] study problem of efficient adaptation / reconfiguration
of virtual network topologies (VNTs), which were introduced
to improve resource management and provision by network
operators.

The service relocation process in optical networks was
widely explored in the literature in the context of service
protection/restoration after a failure [5], [6], [7]. The authors
of [5] investigate static optical grid dimensioning problem,
where the required protection level is guaranteed by shared
backup path protection (SBPP) scheme. Each service is pro-
vided here by two light-paths, which can relate to different DC
nodes. Ref. [7] addresses similar problem in EONs, wherein
the protection is provided by dedicated path protection (DPP).
Both studies prove high efficiency of the service relocation
process in the static network design problem. Then, paper [6]
covers flow restoration in optical network. The authors propose
the strategy in which the restoration light-paths do not have to
use the same DC node as the primary ones. The results of nu-
merical experiments demonstrate that the approach improves
the average service availability and restorability performance.
In the context of dynamic traffic provisioning, the literature
mostly focuses on the efficient DC selection for incoming con-
nections [2], [20], [27]. The decision is based on parameters
such as shortest path length (measured in kilometres or number
of hops), server load, transmission delay, etc.

Summarizing, a lot of effort is still required in the field
of efficient traffic modeling in optical networks. Moreover,
the literature lacks studies focused on the dynamic service
relocation in optical networks especially based on advanced
methods such as data analytics. The proposed paper answers
the identified important directions of research work and fills
the literature gaps.

III. TRAFFIC MODELING

In this section, we propose novel traffic model for transport
national or international networks. Four traffic types are taken
into account – city-to-city, city-to-DC, DC-to-city and DC-
to-DC. City-to-city traffic is observed between each pair of
network nodes and represents general traffic between differ-
ent cities. Then, city-to-DC and DC-to-city are observed for
each pair of non-DC node (city) and DC assigned to served
that city. City-to-DC reflects service or content requests and
transmission control data. DC-to-city traffic concurrently is
a service/content provisioning. The volume and frequency
of the transmission from DC-to-city is significantly higher
compared to the flow in opposite direction. For a particular
city node, city-to-DC traffic always overtakes DC-to-city traffic
in the time domain, since that is a request-response type of
a transmission. Eventually, DC-to-DC traffic occurs between
each pair of DC nodes and describes inter-DC synchronisation.
The first synchronisation must be performed before city-to-DC
/ DC-to-city transmission begins.

For the purpose of modeling, let i, j,∈ V indicate network
nodes. For each traffic type we use sine (trigonometric) func-
tions to describe data flow between any pair of communicating
nodes (i.e., (i, j) : i, j ∈ V ; i 6= j) at any time point t, see
eq. (1). The functions are moved by the amplitude value in
order to take only non-negative values. As described in the
next subsections, each of the sine functions has its own am-
plitude, pulsation and initial phase. Additionally, we introduce
to the model globally constant value A, which represents the
maximum signal amplitude. Based on the required network
observation time T (given in a number of iterations), A value
is dynamically assesses to guarantee that average traffic load
in each time point is Bavg [Tbps]. Please note that T and Bavg
are model’s input parameters.

f(t) = A · a · [sin (ω · t+ φ) + 1] (1)

Where:
• t – a time stamp.
• f – data flow (bit-rate) in Gbps.
• A – maximum signal amplitude in Gbps.
• a – current signal amplitude.
• ω – signal pulsation.
• φ - signal initial phase.
The amplitudes, pulsations and initial phases of functions

reflecting different traffic types are based on realistic charac-
teristics of cities related to network nodes. In more detail, the
model takes into account following characteristics:
• DIST(i, j) - distance (in km) between nodes i and j.
• DISTmin - minimum distance DIST(i, j) between a pair

of nodes (i, j) : i, j ∈ V ; i 6= j. I.e., DISTmin =
mini,j∈V,i 6=j DIST(i, j).

• GDP(i) - gross domestic product (GDP) of the city (re-
gion) related to node i.

• POP(i) - population (measured in millions of citizens) of
the city (region) related to node i.

• GDP POP(i) - product of the GDP and population related
to node i. I.e., GDP POP(i) = GDP(i) · POP(i).

• GDP POPmax - maximum value of GDP POP(i) among all
nodes i ∈ V . I.e., GDP POPmax = maxi∈V GDP POP(i).

• GDP POPsum - sum of GDP POP(i) related to all nodes
i ∈ V . I.e., GDP POPsum =

∑
i∈V GDP POP(i).

A. City-to-city traffic

The city-to-city traffic between nodes i and j is described
by eq. (2). The signal amplitude acc(i, j) is proportional to
the sum of GDP POP values obtained for two communicating
nodes and inversely proportional to the distance between them.
A special factor DISTmin

GDP POPmax
is used to keep values of acc(i, j)

in the range of (0; 1). The signal pulsation ωcc(i, j) is also
inversely proportional to the distance between communicating
nodes and is expressed as the ratio of standard sine period
equal to 2π. The signal initial phase φcc(i, j) is a random
value selected from the range < 0;ωcc(i, j) >.

fcc(t, i, j) = A · acc(i, j) · [sin (ωcc(i, j) · t+ φcc(i, j)) + 1]
(2)
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acc(i, j) =
DISTmin

GDP POPmax
· GDP POP(i) + GDP POP(j)

DIST(i, j)
(3)

ωcc(i, j) = 2π · 1

DIST(i, j)
(4)

B. City-to-DC traffic

The traffic from a city node i to a DC is given by formula (5).
Its amplitude acdc(i) and pulsation ωcdc(i) are mainly deter-
mined by the city GDP POP(i) divided by the GDP POPmax.
The signal initial phase φcdc(i) is a random value selected
from the range < 0; 2π

ωcdc(i)
>. Please note that the traffic

formula depends only on the parameters related to a city node.
Therefore, the traffic volume remains the same regardless of
a DC node currently serving the city.

fcdc(t, i) = A · acdc(i) · [sin (ωcdc(i) · t+ φcdc(i)) + 1] (5)

acdc(i) =
1

10
· GDP POP(i)

GDP POPmax
(6)

ωcdc(i) =
1

10
· 2π · GDP POP(i)

GDP POPsum
(7)

C. DC-to-city traffic

The traffic from a DC to a particular non-DC node i is given
by eq. (8). Its definition is strongly related to the corresponding
traffic in opposite direction (i.e., from the city node i to a DC).
In turn, the amplitude adcc(i) and pulsation ωdcc(i) are 10
times higher than corresponding parameters defined for the
traffic in the opposite direction. The signal initial phase is
selected randomly from the range < φcdc(i); 2πωdcc(i) >.

fdcc(t, i) = A · adcc(i) · [sin (ωdcc(i) · t+ φdcc(i)) + 1] (8)

adcc(i) =
GDP POP(i)

GDP POPmax
= 10 · acdc(i) (9)

ωdcc(i) = 2π · GDP POP(i)

GDP POPsum
= 10 · ωcdc(i) (10)

D. DC to DC traffic

The DC to DC traffic between two DC nodes i and j is
given by the formula (11). In order to express necessity of
frequent inter-DCs synchronisation and based on our prelimi-
nary experiments, we assume adcdc(i, j) = 0.5, ωdcdc(i, j) =
2 ·maxi,j∈V ;i 6=j ωcc(i, j) and φdcdc(i, j) = 0.

fdcdc(t, i, j) = A·adcdc(i, j)·[sin (ωdcdc(i, j) · t+ φdcdc(i, j))+1]
(11)

E. Total traffic between a pair of nodes

In each time stamp t ∈ T , the total traffic volume between
a pair of nodes i and j is determined by the sine functions
representing traffic types observed between these nodes (see
eq. (12)).

f(t, i, j) = fcc(t, i, j) + δ(j) · γ(i, j) · fcdc(t, i)+
δ(i) · γ(j, i) · fdcc(t, j) + δ(i) · δ(j) · fdcdc(t, i, j)

(12)

Where:
• δ(i) = 1, if node i hosts a DC; 0, otherwise
• γ(i, j) = 1, if city node i is served by DC located in

node j; 0, otherwise
Please note that the model assumes a specific traffic groom-

ing. I.e., in each time stamp t ∈ T it allows to asses the total
bit-rate exchanged between a pair of nodes i and j. In order
to verify if some new demand (bit-rate) has arrived in time
stamp t, we need to compare current traffic volume f(t, i, j)
with the previous observation f(t− 1, i, j).

IV. OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM

Formally, the problem covered in this paper is dynamic rout-
ing and spectrum allocation (RSA) in elastic optical networks.
The objective function is defined as a bandwidth blocking
probability (BBP) and should be minimized.

EON network is modeled as a directed graph G = (V,E)
where V is a set of network nodes and E is a set of directed
fiber links. The spectrum resources available on each link are
divided into S frequency slices, which can then grouped into
channels c ∈ C. Each channel is characterized by a first slice
index and number of included slices. Moreover, there is a set R
of data centers located in the network.

The network is observed within T-iterations time perspec-
tive while the traffic is generated according to the model
presented in Section III assuming average network load to
be Bavg. The model takes into account four traffic types (i.e.,
city-to-city, city-to-DC, DC-to-city and DC-to-DC) and assesses
aggregated traffic volume f(t, i, j) in each time stamp t ∈ T
for each pair of communicating nodes (i, j) : i, j ∈ V ; i 6= j.
In order to realize transmission between pairs city-DC, each
client node (i.e., city node) has to be assigned to one of |R|
available DCs. The initial assignment is made in the beginning
of t = 1 time stamp. However, it might be changed during
network operation by the service relocation process.

The aim of the problem is to serve as much of the offered
bit-rate as it possible within given T iterations with respect
to the limited network resources and basic RSA constraints
(i.e., spectrum continuity, spectrum contiguity, spectrum non-
overlapping) [4]. To serve a bit-rate between a pair of nodes
(i, j), a light-path has be established. It is a combination of
a routing path connecting these nodes and a channel able to
accommodate required bit-rate. The traffic model assesses in
each time stamp an aggregated traffic volume for each pair of
nodes, however, it might be divided and realized by multiple
light-paths.

To calculate required channel width for a particular bit-rate
and routing path, we apply similar assumptions as in [28]. In
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particular, we assume that a transponder occupies 3 frequency
slices (37.5 GHz) and can use one of four modulation formats:
BPSK, QPSK, 8-QAM, 16-QAM. Table I presents supported bit-
rate and transmission distance for each modulation. When
a path length exceeds transmission distance supported by
a modulation, we use signal regenerators. To select a modula-
tion format for a particular bit-rate on a candidate routing path,
the distance-adaptive transmission (DAT) rule is used [29]. It
applies the most spectrally efficient format which simultane-
ously minimizes the number of required regenerators.

TABLE I: Supported bit-rate and transmission distance for
a transponder operating within 37.5 GHz spectrum [28]

BPSK QPSK 8-QAM 16-QAM

supported bit-rate [Gbps] 50 100 150 200
transmission reach [km] 6300 3500 1200 600

The problem objective function is the bandwidth block-
ing probability (BBP), which is calculated as follows. For
a particular pair of nodes (i, j) and a time stamp t, the
offered traffic boffered(t, i, j) is given by formula (13) while
the rejected bit-rate brej(t, i, j) is calculated with respect
to that value (i.e., how much of that bit-rate remains un-
allocated). The offered traffic in a time stamp t is then
a sum of offered traffic for each pair of nodes (i, j), i.e.,
boffered(t) =

∑
(i,j):i,j∈V ;i6=j boffered(t, i, j). Similarly, the

traffic rejected in a time stamp t is calculated as a sum
of rejected bit-rate over all pairs of nodes, i.e., brej(t) =∑

(i,j):i,j∈V ;i 6=j brej(t, i, j). On that background, bandwidth
blocking probability BBP(t) in a time stamp t is calculated
as a rejected bit-rate brej(t) divided by the offered bit-
rate boffered(t) (i.e., BBP(t) =

brej(t)
boffered(t)

). Eventually, BBP

withing time period T is calculated as average blocking over
iterations t ∈ T , i.e., BBP =

∑
t∈T BBP(t)

T .

boffered(t, i, j) =

{
a = f(t, i, j)− bcur(i, j), if 0 ≤ a,
0, otherwise

(13)

V. ROUTING AND SPECTRUM ALLOCATION ALGORITHM

Due to the specific definition of the traffic model, we
propose a dedicated routing and spectrum allocation (RSA)
algorithm called Traffic-Dedicated Routing and Spectrum Al-
location (TDRSA). The method aims at minimizing bandwidth
blocking probability (BBP). To this end, it combines various
allocation strategies, tries to minimize number of established
light-paths and re-allocation actions. Initially TDRSA assigns
each client node with the closest DC. However, to further
improve its performance it can be combined with a service
relocation policy.

For the purpose of the algorithm description, let p ∈ P (i, j)
be a set of candidate shortest routing paths connecting pair
of nodes (i, j). In this study, we measure path length in
kilometres. Next, let l ∈ L(i, j) be a set of light-paths
established between a pair of nodes (i, j). Each light-path
l = (c, p) is a connection of a frequency channel c and
routing path p (wherein p ∈ P (i, j)). Depending on the

channel size, each light-path is characterized by its maximum
capacity bmax(l) (i.e., maximum supported bit-rate [Gbps]).
Due to the rounding process, the channels are often not fully
utilized. Therefore, we use bcur(l) to indicate bit-rate, which
is currently transmitted using light-path l. Having a number
of established light-paths between a pair of nodes (i, j), we
can assess current bit-rate allocated between that pair as
bcur(i, j) =

∑
l∈L(i,j) bcur(l). Moreover, in each time stamp t,

we can check whether currently offered traffic f(t, i, j) is fully
realized (then f(t, i, j) ≤ bcur(i, j)).

The idea behind TDRSA method is presented in Algorithm 1.
In the beginning, it calculates a set of λ shortest paths P (i, j)
for each pair of communicating nodes (i, j), i, j ∈ V, i 6= j
(Alg. 1, line 2). The paths are calculated using well-known
Yen’s kSP algorithm. It also assigns each network node (i.e.,
city node) with the closest DC (Alg. 1, line 5). Next, the TDRSA
simulates network operation within a period of T iterations
(Alg. 1, lines 6–21). For each time stamp t ∈ T , the method
first initializes brej(t), btotal(t) and BBP(t) (Alg. 1, lines 7–9).
In the next step, it checks if the condition for service relocation
is satisfied (Alg. 1, line 10). If it is, the method runs a special
procedure responsible for adaptive service relocation (see
Section VI). The procedure is run every α iterations and cannot
start before tstart iterations since the beginning of the network
operation. Then, the TDRSA goes through all pairs of commu-
nicating nodes (i, j) (Alg. 1, lines 12–20). If the current flow
between a pair is higher than currently allocated flow for that
pair (i.e., bcur(i, j) < f(t, i, j)), the values of boffered(t, i, j)
and boffered(t) are updated (Alg. 1, lines 16–17) and the
special function TDRSA HIGHER FLOW(...) is run in order
to serve offered traffic boffered(t, i, j) (Alg. 1, line 18). If
the current flow is lower than currently allocated flow (i.e.,
bcur(i, j) > f(t, i, j)), the method TDRSA LOWER FLOW(...)
is run (Alg. 1, line 20). When the flows are equal to each
other, no (re-)allocation action is required. Next, the algorithm
calculates current blocking probability (i.e., BBP(t)) and moves
to the next iteration (Alg. 1, line 21). After process of T
iterations, the TDRSA calculates final BBP values (as the
average over BBP(t), t ∈ T ) and terminates (Alg. 1, line 22).

Note that λ is TDRSA’s input parameters while α and tstart
are parameters control relocation process.

A. TDRSA HIGHER FLOW(...) function
When the entire flow between a pair of nodes (i, j) is

higher that the flow currently allocated for that pair, the allo-
cation task is solved by function TDRSA HIGHER FLOW(...)
presented in Alg. 2. In order to decrease BBP and provide fast
on-line calculations, the method tries to serve as much bit-
rate as it is possible and simultaneously minimize number of
established light-paths and re-allocation actions. In order to al-
locate offered bit-rate boffered(t, i, j) = f(t, i, j)− bcur(i, j),
the method combines five strategies which are always applied
subsequently: (i) addition to an existing light-path, (ii) re-
allocation of the entire flow, (iii) re-allocation of a part of the
flow, (iv) addition to existing light-paths, and (v) new light-
path establishment.

In the beginning, the method tries to add offered bit-rate to
one of the existing light-paths l ∈ L(i, j) (Alg. 2, lines 11-
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Algorithm 1: TDRSA algorithm
Input: T, G = (V,E), Bavg , tstart, α

1 for each (i, j) : i, j ∈ V ; i 6= j do
2 P (i, j)← kSP (i, j, λ)
3 L(i, j)← ∅
4 for each i ∈ V do
5 γ(i, j) = 1, j : DIST(i, j) = minj∈V :δ(j)=1 DIST(i, j)

6 for t ∈ T do
7 brej(t) = 0
8 boffered(t) = 0
9 BBP = 0

10 if (tstart ≤ t)AND(t%α = 0) then
11 SERVICE RELOCATION(...)

12 for each (i, j) : i, j ∈ V ; i 6= j do
13 f(t, i, j)← assess cur flow(t, i, j)
14 bcur(i, j) =

∑
l∈L(i,j) bcur(l)

15 if bcur(i, j) ≤ f(t, i, j) then
16 boffered(t, i, j) = f(t, i, j)− bcur(i, j)
17 boffered(t) = boffered(t) + boffered(t, i, j)
18 TDRSA HIGHER FLOW(...)

19 else if bcur(i, j) > f(t, i, j) then
20 TDRSA LOWER FLOW(...)

21 BBP (t) = brej(t)/boffered(t)

22 BBP =
∑

t∈T BBP (t)

T
23 return BBP

14). Please note that the key idea of that strategy assumes that
the bit-rate is entirely added to only one of the existing light-
paths. The light-paths are considered from the oldest to the
newest (according to the time stamp of their establishing). If
the addition is possible, the flow is fully served and method
terminates. Otherwise, it moves to the second strategy (Alg. 2,
lines 15-20), which aims at re-allocating of the entire flow
f(t, i, j). Candidate routing paths p ∈ P (i, j) are evaluated
from the shortest to the longer one. For a particular path,
a special procedure tries to find first-fit free channel accu-
mulating entire bit-rate. If the full re-allocation is possible, all
existing light-paths are deleted and their resources are released.
Then, a new light-path l′ = (c, p ∈ P (i, j)) is established.
Note that bcur(l′) = f(t, i, j). When re-allocation of the entire
flow is infeasible, the method applies third strategy (Alg. 2,
lines 21-28), which implements partial flow re-allocation. In
more detail, the method tries to re-allocate new flow with one
of the existing light-paths. The light-paths are considered from
the newest to the oldest and for each l ∈ L(i, j) the method
goes through paths p ∈ P (i, j) (starting from the shortest
one) in order to create a light-path l′ = (c, p ∈ P (i, j))
accommodating f(t, i, j)−bcur(i, j)+bcur(l). If such a light-
path is found, light-path l is deleted and l′ is established.
The method then terminates. If the third strategy fails, the
process moves to the next one – addition to existing light-paths
(Alg. 2, lines 29-36). It tries to divide the offered bit-rate and
add it to existing light-paths, which are considered from the
oldest to the newest one. If it succeeds, the method terminates.
Otherwise, it tries to establish a new light-path accommodating
still unallocated flow (Alg. 2, lines 37-42). For that purpose,
candidate paths p ∈ P (i, j) are analyzed starting from the

shortest to the longest one. If the allocation is not possible,
the rest of flow is rejected.

B. TDRSA LOWER FLOW(...) function

If the currently observed flow f(t, i, j) is lower
that the already allocated flow bcur(i, j), then the
TDRSA LOWER FLOW(...) function is called. Its main
idea, which is presented in Alg. 3, assures decrease of
the currently allocated flow starting from the youngest
light-paths. Note that the bit-rate to be released is equal to
btorelease = bcur(i, j) − f(t, i, j). Light-paths, for which
bcur(l) = 0 after that operation, are deleted and their
resources are free.

VI. SERVICE RELOCATION POLICIES

The idea of the service relocation process is to change
the assigned DC for a selected client node (i.e., non-DC
city node). The procedure is performed in order to improve
network performance in terms of the ratio of accepted traffic.
Therefore, it consist of two phases: (i) DCs selection and
(ii) service (client) selection. Based on the analysis of the
current network performance, the first phases selects a pair
of DCs (r1, r2) : r1, r2 ∈ R; r1 6= r2 which will be subject to
a change. In more detail, one client currently served by r1 will
be moved to r2. The second phase selects then a service (which
is related here to a non-DC city node) for which selected DC
will be changed from r1 into r2.

We propose 3 different methods for the DCs selection phase
and 7 for the service selection step. Since each method of
the first phase can be combined with any of the approaches
proposed for the second step, 21 different relocation policies
are analysed. We denote them as M Phase1/M Phase2
wherein M Phase1 refers to the method used for DCs se-
lection and M Phase2 is a method for service selection.

Four parameters control the relocation process – tstart, α,
βr and βt. tstart indicates minimum history size (measured
in the number of processed iterations) required for effective
service relocation. α indicates interval (measured in the num-
ber of iterations) between two subsequent runs of relocation.
βr and βt refer to the precision used to indicate DCs for
relocation. Parameters tstart and α are utilized in all relocation
policies. pr applies to RB and H while pt refers to TB and H.

A. DCs selection methods

Three methods are proposed for DCs selection phase. De-
pending on the mechanism used for the decision making, they
are called: rejection-based (RB), traffic-based (TB) and hybrid
(H). The methods use historical data (i.e., observed bit-rate
rejection and offered traffic volume) gathered during a given
history window. If the relocation process is run for the first
time, the window includes all already processed iterations (i.e.,
tstart). Otherwise, the history takes into account the period
since the last relocation process (i.e., α iterations).

The rejection-based strategy analysis rejected bit-rate in
a given history window. In particular, it sums bit-rate rejected
within the window for each DC node (i.e., bit-rate sent from
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Algorithm 2: TDRSA HIGHER FLOW(...) function
Input: (i, j), P (i, j), L(i, j), f(t, i, j), boffered(t, i, j), brej
/* There are not already allocated

light-paths for (i, j) */
1 if L(i, j) = ∅ then
2 for p ∈ P (i, j) do
3 c← find ff channel(p, f(t, i, j))
4 if c 6= ∅ then
5 allocate allocate bit-rate f(t, i, j) using

light-path l = (c, p)
6 L(i, j) = L(i, j) ∪ l
7 return

8 brej = brej + f(t, i, j)
9 return
/* There are already allocated light-paths

for (i, j) */
10 else

// Add to an existing light-path
11 for l ∈ L(i, j) do
12 if boffered(t, i, j) ≤ bmax(l)− bcur(l) then
13 bcur(l) = bcur(l) + boffered(t, i, j)
14 return

// Re-allocate the entire flow
15 for p ∈ P (i, j) do
16 c← find ff channel(p, f(t, i, j)
17 if c 6= ∅ then
18 allocate bit-rate f(t, i, j) using light-path

l′ = (c, p)
19 L(i, j) = L(i, j) ∪ l′
20 return

// Re-allocate a part of flow
21 for l ∈ L(i, j) do
22 for p ∈ P (i, j) do
23 c← find ff channel(p, bcur(l) +

boffered(t, i, j))
24 if c 6= ∅ then
25 L(i, j) = L(i, j) \ l
26 allocate bit-rate bcur(l) + boffered(t, i, j)

using light-path l′ = (c, p)
27 L(i, j) = L(i, j) ∪ l′
28 return

// Add to existing light-paths
29 for l ∈ L(i, j) do
30 if bcur(l) < bmax(l) then
31 if boffered(t, i, j) ≤ bmax(l)− bcur(l) then
32 bcur(l) = bcur(l) + boffered(t, i, j)
33 return
34 else
35 boffered(t, i, j) =

boffered(t, i, j)− (bmax(l)− bcur(l))
36 bcur(l) = bmax(l)

// Allocate rest of the flow
37 for p ∈ P (i, j) do
38 c← find ff channel(b)
39 if c 6= ∅ then
40 allocate bit-rate boffered(t, i, j) using light-path

l′ = (c, p)
41 L(i, j) = L(i, j) ∪ l′
42 return

43 brej = brej + boffered(t, i, j)
44 return

Algorithm 3: TDRSA LOWER FLOW(...) function
Input: L(i, j), btorelease

1 while btorelease do
2 for l ∈ L(i, j) do
3 if bcur(l) ≤ btorealease then
4 btorelease = btorelease − bcur(l)
5 L(i, j) = L(i, j, ) \ l
6 else
7 bcur(l) = bcur(l)− btorelease
8 return

or to that DC). It also determines total rejected bit-rate for
nodes hosting DCs (it is a sum of rejected bit-rated obtained
for each DC node). Then, it selects the pair of DCs with the
highest (among all pairs of DCs) absolute value of the rejection
difference. If that value it higher that βr of total rejected bit-
rate, that pair of DCs is selected for the relocation. Otherwise,
no relocation is performed at the moment.

The traffic-based method utilizes flow history to build
auto-regressive integrated moving average (ARIMA) model for
traffic forecasting. It uses that model to predict total traffic
volume for each DC node for the period until the next attempt
of the relocation (i.e., α iterations). Then, it selects pair of
DCs with the highest (among all pairs of DCs) absolute value
of the prediction difference. If the value it higher that βt of
total predicted bit-rate (for all DC nodes), the pair is selected
for the change. Otherwise, no relocation is performed at the
moment.

Eventually, the hybrid strategy benefits from both – rejection
history and traffic prediction. It determines two groups of
candidate pairs of DCs for relocation. The first group is
calculated based on the rejection history – it contains pairs for
which the absolute value of the rejection difference is higher
than βr of total rejected bit-rate. The second group consists
of pairs for which the absolute value of the traffic prediction
is higher than βt of total predicted bit-rate. Then, the strategy
considers only pairs which are included in both groups and
finally selects the pair for which sum of βr multiplied by
the total rejection and βp multiplied by the total prediction is
the highest. If two groups of candidate pairs do not have any
common elements, there is no relocation at the moment.

B. Service selection methods

Having selected a pair of DCs for relocation (r1, r2), the
next step is to determine a service (client node) that will be
relocated from r1 to r2. The candidate nodes for relocation
are nodes currently served by r1. To select one of them,
we propose 7 different policies: Rand, MinD, MaxD, MinR,
MaxR, MinT and MaxT.

Rand policy is the simplest one and it relocates a randomly
selected candidate. The next two policies (i.e., MinD, MaxD)
make decisions based on the lengths (in kilometres) of shortest
paths connecting candidate nodes with r1 and r2. MinD
strategy chooses the candidate that is the closest to r2 while
MaxD policy selects the most distant client from r1. Then,
policies MinR and MaxR relocate the node with, accordingly,
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minimum or maximum rejected bit-rate observed within given
history window. Eventually, MinT and MaxT analyze traffic
forecast for each of the candidates and select the node with,
respectively, lowest or highest prediction.

VII. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

This section discusses numerical experiments focused on
three aspects: (i) tuning of the proposed relocation policies,
(ii) their comparison and selection of best one, (iii) case
study – benefits provided by the service relocation process
in dynamic and cloud-ready EONs.

A. Simulation setup

In all experiments, we consider Euro28 topology (28 nodes,
62 links of 625 km average length), which models European
national network. The topology is depictured in Fig. 1. We
assume that number of available DCs is |R| ∈ {3, 5, 7, 9, 11}
and they are placed based on realistic data provided by
https://www.datacentermap.com/. Table II summarizes nodes
hosting DCs for various number of DCs.

Fig. 1: Euro28 network topology

TABLE II: Location of data centers in Euro28 network

cities hosting data centers
|R| = 3 London, Paris, Amsterdam
|R| = 5 London, Paris, Amsterdam, Zurich, Frankfurt
|R| = 7 London, Paris, Amsterdam, Zurich, Frankfurt, Madrid,

Warsaw
|R| = 9 London, Paris, Amsterdam, Zurich, Frankfurt, Milan, Vi-

enna, Madrid, Warsaw
|R| = 11 London, Paris, Brussels, Amsterdam, Zurich, Frankfurt,

Milan, Vienna, Madrid, Warsaw, Copenhagen

For the purpose of traffic model, we assume average traffic
volume to be Bavg ∈ {50, 51, 52, ..., 59, 60} Tbps and the
network observation time perspective to be T = 3000 itera-
tions. The values of GDG and POP parameters were gathered
from the official websites of the cities related to Euro28 nodes

at the end of 2020. The distances between cities reflect real
geographical distances given in kilometres.

We use similar network physical model as in [28]. We work
under the assumption that a transponder occupies 3 frequency
slices (37.5 GHz) and can use one of four modulation formats:
BPSK, QPSK, 16-QAM, 32-QAM (characterized in Table I).
When a path length exceeds a modulation transmission dis-
tance, we use signal regenerators. To select a modulation for
a particular bit-rate and a candidate routing path, (DAT) rule
is used [29]. It applies the most spectrally efficient format
which minimizes the number of required regenerators at the
same time.

The main comparison criterion in experiments is bandwidth
blocking probability (BBP). In some cases we also compare
processing time. Since the traffic model is not fully deter-
ministic, we repeat calculations for each scenario 5 times and
presents averaged results. Due to the limited space of that
paper, we present results for selected configurations, which
present the general observed trends.

[calculations]

B. Tuning of the algorithms

First step of the experiments is focused on the tuning of
the proposed TDRSA algorithm and relocation policies. There
are overall 21 different policies taking into account 3 methods
of DCs selection phase (i.e., RB, TB, H) and 7 for the client
selection phase (i.e.., RAND, MINR, MAXR, MINT, MAXT,
MIND, MAXD).

TDRSA algorithm has one input parameter λ, which defines
the depth of the light-path searching process for each bit-
rate request. In mode detail, it determines number of candi-
date routing paths that are taken into account while creating
candidate light-paths. Based on our previous experiments, we
consider λ ∈ {5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30}. The input parameters of
the relocation policies are: tstart, α, βr and βt. Based on
the initial experiments, we assume that tstart = 300 and
we consider following values of the rest of parameters: α ∈
{50, 100, 150, ...450, 500}, βr, βt ∈ {0.05, 0.1, ..., 0.45, 0.5}.
In the tuning, we assume Bavg = 55 Tbps and |R| = 7.

In our investigation we first tune relocation policies using
λ = 5 and next select best λ value for the general allocation
algorithm. To this end, for each policy we simulate network
operation (and obtain average BBP) considering all possible
combinations of parameters α, βr, βt and finally select the
combination providing the smallest blocking probability. Ta-
ble III reports best configurations revealed for each policy.
Then, we use best found configurations (i.e., Table III) to
simulate network operation for various values of λ parameter
and in turn to tune TDRSA algorithm. The results show that
this parameter influences the most efficiency of the proposed
approaches. Fig. 2 reports dependencies obtained for RB policy
and shows that λ impacts significantly methods’ performance
in terms of two relevant criteria – BBP and time of calculations.
The higher λ value, the lower blocking probability. However,
at the price of longer calculations. For instance, the application
of λ = 30 instead of λ = 5 for RB/RAND allowed to
served 6.27% more traffic, which is on average equal to 3.45
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Tbps. Alongside the processing time has increased nearly 5.6-
fold. Note that calculations of policies implementing traffic
forecasting (in this case – MINT and MAXT are several times
longer than the calculations of other policies, which prove high
complexity of the prediction task. However, the processing
times of all policies are acceptably short and therefore we
recommend to use λ = 30 for further experiments.

C. Comparison of service relocation policies

The next step of the experiments is comparison of pro-
posed service relocation policies. To this end, we simulate
network operation using the tuned allocation algorithm and
relocation policies (i.e., polices with parameters set according
to Table III) and present averaged results in Fig. 3. The
findings show that the client selection method has a significant
impact on the relocation process efficiency. For instance,
considering method H for the DCs selection phase, we can
serve 2.31% more traffic when applying RAND instead of
MAXR approach in the client selection phase. Similarly for
RB and TB policies, the differences between results of best
and worst client selection method are equal to, respectively,
2.19% and 2.51%. The experiments show that the TB performs
the best combined with MAXT, the RB together with MINR
while the H provides best results when applied with RAND
policy. Hence, when the DCs selection is based on a one data
type (i.e., rejection history or traffic prediction), it is beneficial
to use the same data type in the client selection phase. When
the first phase of the relocation process makes use of two data
types, then it is recommended to randomly select client node
to be relocated.

It is worth-mentioning that H/RAND policy performed the
best among all tested policies in the experiments and allowed
to allocate, respectively, 0.13% and 0.74% more traffic than
RB/MINR and TB/MAXT policies.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have focuses on the problem of effi-
cient service relocation in elastic optical networks in order
to increase network performance (measured by the volume
of accepted traffic). To this end, we first propose novel
traffic model for cloud ready transport networks. The model
takes into account four flow types (i.e., city-to-city, city-
to-data center, data center-to-data center and data center-to-
data center) while the flow characteristics are based on real
economical and geographical parameters of the cities related
to network nodes. Due to the specific definition of the traffic
model, we propose dedicated flow allocation algorithm (i.e.,
TDRSA). To achieve high efficiency and fast calculations,
TDRSA aims at minimizing number of established light-paths
and (re-)allocation actions. Its process can be additionally
improved by the application of the service relocation process.
For that purpose, we introduce 21 different relocation policies,
which use three types of data for decision making – net-
work topological characteristics, rejection history and traffic
prediction. Eventually, we perform extensive simulations in
order to: (i) tune proposed optimization approaches and (ii)
evaluate and compare their efficiency and select the best one.

The results of the numerical experiments prove high efficiency
of the proposed relocation process. The propoerly designed
relocation policy allowed to serve up to 3% more traffic
compared to the network operation without that policy. They
also reveal that the most efficient relocation policy bases its
decisions on two types of data simultaneously – the rejection
history and traffic prediction.

In the future work, we plan to extend our investigation to
survivable networks, in which rejection history and traffic pre-
dictions will be used to provide or improve network resilience
to failures and attacks.
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[7] R. Goścień, K. Walkowiak, and M. Klinkowski, “Gains of anycast
demand relocation in survivable elastic optical networks,” in 2014 6th
International Workshop on Reliable Networks Design and Modeling
(RNDM), 2014, pp. 109–115.
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Fig. 3: Comparison of service relocation policies – average BBP for Bavg = 55 Tbps, R = 7, λ = 30
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