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Abstract: In order to avoid network congestion, conceming t rrent algorithms have not considered the aspects of
\

network flow distribution and user’s perception, a routing algori

real Abilene2 network topology shows that the proposed

The algorithm can decrease the maximal bandwidth utilizati%i>

utilization rate over 50% effectively. Compared with

1ch canNgealize maximum load balance was proposed.
nejwork'with delay guaranteed. The experiment based on

caplléviate the network congestion and improve the network

tlng dlgerithms, the proposed algorithm can meet two requirements

of the bandwidth utilization and network delay. In&l n, by adjusting the parameter values it can meet different business

requirements in actual networks.
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