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Abstract—In today’s era, users have increasingly high expecta-
tions regarding the performance and efficiency of communication
networks. Network operators aspire to achieve efficient network
planning, operation, and optimization through Digital Twin
Networks (DTN). The effectiveness of DTN heavily relies on
the network model, with graph neural networks (GNN) playing
a crucial role in network modeling. However, existing network
modeling methods still lack a comprehensive understanding of
communication networks. In this paper, we propose DWNet
(Deeper and Wider Networks), a heterogeneous graph neural
network modeling method based on data-driven approaches
that aims to address end-to-end latency and jitter prediction in
network models. This method stands out due to two distinctive
features: firstly, it introduces deeper levels of state participation
in the message passing process; secondly, it extensively integrates
relevant features during the feature fusion process. Through ex-
perimental validation and evaluation, our model achieves higher
prediction accuracy compared to previous research achievements,
particularly when dealing with unseen network topologies during
model training. Our model not only provides more accurate
predictions but also demonstrates stronger generalization capa-
bilities across diverse topological structures.

Index Terms—digital twin, graph neural networks, deep learn-
ing, network modeling

I. INTRODUCTION

The demand for high-capacity and low-latency communica-
tion networks has driven advancements in 5G, cloud comput-
ing, and edge computing, leading to applications such as live
streaming, virtual reality, and cloud gaming [1]]. Digital Twin
Networks (DTN) [2] provide a virtual representation of the
physical network to optimize and validate new technologies
securely and cost-effectively [3]. DTN dynamically adapts to
changes in performance metrics by considering factors like
traffic load, device configurations, routing schemes, and topol-
ogy modifications. The network model accurately predicts
key performance indicators (KPIs), including latency and jit-
ter, enabling autonomous control and intelligent optimization
through automated algorithms [4]]. Precise and computationally
efficient performance prediction plays a crucial role in the
network model [5]. Graph Neural Networks (GNN) have
been utilized for developing anticipatory network models []1]],
which evaluate network performance within the digital twin
framework following changes in configurations, traffic patterns
or topology modifications.

GNN is a specialized family of neural networks designed
to directly handle graph-structured data, preserving the funda-

mental topological relationships (graph isomorphism) among
adjacent nodes [|6]. This unique characteristic makes it highly
suitable for modeling diverse topologies without requiring
retraining, aligning well with the objective of constructing
digital twins for general communication networks in DTN.
The research community has made significant progress in
utilizing GNN for network modeling [7]-[[10]. Notably, XNet
[9] and RouteNet [[10] approaches are particularly relevant to
the focus of this study. XNet employs three NGN modules to
construct a state-transition model, achieving multiple use cases
including inferring steady-state average end-to-end latency
under various network topologies, routing schemes, and traffic
intensities. On the other hand, RouteNet considers network
topology structure, source-destination routing schemes, and
source-destination traffic matrices as inputs. For each source-
destination pair, RouteNet provides estimates of average per-
packet latency and jitter as outputs.

These GNN models employ Message Passing Neural Net-
work (MPNN) [11]las a framework for facilitating message
passing between edge and node states. However, these ap-
proaches overlook the potential indirect effects of indirectly
connected nodes during message propagation, which sig-
nificantly contribute to improving prediction accuracy. Fur-
thermore, these methods have limitations in considering the
interdependencies between end-to-end paths and capturing the
intricate interactions within the network topology, as indicated
by the analysis of communication network’s topology. To
address these concerns, we propose DWNet (Deeper and
Wider Networks), an innovative framework based on GNN
that integrates heterogeneous GNN modeling. The key contri-
butions can be succinctly summarized as follows:

o Contemplation on the intricate relationship among in-
terconnected paths: Amidst networks of communication,
when two paths converge in their connectivity, their
respective states possess the capacity to mutually ex-
ert influence upon one another. Unfortunately, existing
methodologies have overlooked incorporating this influ-
ential interaction within their modeling processes.

« Incorporating path states with shared edges into predictive
generation: when generating predictive values, the result-
ing output of each individual path is not solely dependent
on its own state but also on the states of paths that



share common edges. Thus, we propose amalgamating
the ultimate state of a path with the states of its neigh-
boring paths during feature fusion, thereby engendering
an enhanced output for our GNN model.

By incorporating these interactions into our network model,
we can gain a better understanding of the relationship between
performance metrics and network state measurements, thereby
leading to improved prediction accuracy.

II. BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION
A. Problem Formulation

The DWNet model leverages the efficient operations and
generalization capabilities of GNN on graph-structured data.
It enables the propagation of any routing scheme across the
entire network topology and extracts meaningful information
about the current network state to generate relevant perfor-
mance estimates. Specifically, DWNet takes input in the form
of given topology structure, source-destination routing scheme
(i.e., end-to-end path lists), and traffic matrix (which defines
bandwidth between each pair of nodes in the network). It
outputs performance metrics based on the current network
state, such as average latency and jitter for each path.

To accomplish this objective, we utilize the term link to
denote the edges in the network topology structure. The route
between two nodes determined by the routing scheme is
referred to as a path. We encode the state information of
paths and links using fixed-dimensional vectors and propagate
information between paths and links based on the input
topology and routing scheme. The links in the network are
numbered as N = {I; | i € (1,...,n;)}, representing the links
in the network graph. The routing scheme in the network is
represented by a set of paths as R = {pi | k€ (1,...,n,)},
where each path is an ordered set of links, such as p; =
(Lk(1ys - - le(lpe)))» With k(i) denoting the index of the i-
th edge in path k. The attributes (features) of links and
paths are represented by x;, and x,,, respectively. Measurable
performance metrics are modeled as random variables 7, that
represent indicators of performance between endpoints of a
path, such as end-to-end delay and jitter.

B. Graph Neural Networks (GNN)

Graphs are extensively utilized in communication networks
for representing the relationships among topology, routing,
flows, user connections, and interference [[12]]. They effectively
capture network scenarios’ elements and their interconnections
to address crucial network problems [13]. In GNN, each
node is associated with a feature vector that represents its
properties, while edges possess feature vectors indicating the
relationships between nodes. GNN update node representa-
tions by aggregating information from neighboring nodes. By
efficiently extracting information from graph structures, GNN
model paths, links, and interdependencies among elements
[14]. These models find applications in network environments
to comprehend the connections between network elements and
their impact on performance metrics. Leveraging the general-
ization capabilities of GNN enables the DWNet network model

to accurately predict complex network metrics by considering
end-to-end path dependencies and link states arising from
diverse topologies and routing schemes.

C. RouteNet Network Modeling Method

The model employs MPNN as the GNN architecture. The
message passing process is as follows: the link state serves
as input to the message function, resulting in link messages.
These messages are subsequently transmitted to all paths
containing the link for updating path states. Path states act
as input to the message function, generating path messages
that are sent to all connections within the paths for updating
connection states. This iterative exchange of messages con-
tinues until obtaining the final path state. Ultimately, these
final path states are utilized for end-to-end KPIs prediction.
The model has failed to accurately detect the indirect effects
resulting from the interconnected paths during the process of
message transmission. When deriving forecasts, it is critical to
take into account both the status of individual paths and the
interconnected paths. Although indirect effects may hold less
influence compared to direct effects, they play a pivotal role
in predicting network metrics.

III. DWNET MODELING METHOD
A. Heterogeneous Network Modeling

In the realm of communication networks, the associations
among various network entities can be visually represented
as a relational graph (as exemplified in “Fig. [I]"), utilizing
profound knowledge in the field. This visual depiction presents
a simplified abstraction of the intricate interconnections within
the network system. Building upon this distilled graph, a
heterogeneous graph is constructed to facilitate the exchange
of messages in GNN. The heterogeneous graph comprises
two distinct types of nodes: link nodes, which symbolize
direct connections among network entities, and path nodes,
which denote the links traversed during the entities’ com-
munication. Furthermore, performance metrics, such as path
delay, can be linked to this graph. The edges present within
the heterogeneous graph signify the association between link
nodes and path nodes, signifying that a link is part of a
particular path. Moreover, it is possible for these edges to
incorporate domain knowledge biases [15]. Moreover, the
edges themselves can reflect the overall network configuration,
encompassing aspects like the topology structure and routing
scheme.

Therefore, through the utilization of the network’s topologi-
cal structure, a heterogeneous graph can be formulated within
the domain of GNN (as depicted in “Fig. [2]"). The solid nodes
represent the path nodes, while the dotted nodes represent the
link nodes. The adjacent nodes of the path nodes exclusively
consist of link nodes, encapsulating all the links within the
path and serving as neighboring nodes to the path nodes.
Similarly, the neighboring nodes of the link nodes encompass
path nodes, indicating all the paths that include this link. The
neighboring nodes of the link node embody the path nodes
that incorporate this link within the path.



Fig. 2. Heterogeneous diagram in GNN.

B. Message Passing Procedure

In order to facilitate the model’s ability to handle network
topologies of varying sizes and diverse source-destination rout-
ing schemes, while also predicting end-to-end performance,
we establish the following assumptions: the pertinent informa-
tion pertaining to paths (such as latency) and links (including
delay and utilization) can be represented as learnable real-
valued vectors (referred to as path and link state vectors).
Building upon these assumptions, the model’s message passing
adheres to the subsequent principles:

o The primary state of a path is contingent upon the states
of all links encountered along the path.

o The secondary state of a path relies on the states of
neighboring paths that share the same links.

o The state of a link is determined by the states of all paths
that traverse said link.

The process of message passing and updating the state in the
model is illustrated in “Fig. 3]". In this visual representation,
the states of links are depicted as h; an elusive latent vector.
The state of a path comprises two components: h,, which
captures the influence of link states on the path (primary state),
and Hp, which captures the impact of neighboring paths shar-
ing the same links (secondary state). The path state, another
latent vector, is determined by both the primary and secondary
state. The dimensions of these states can be tailored as per
requirements. The relationships between these states can be
described as h; = f (hp, ﬁp) and h, = g (h;) where f and g
are mysterious functions that are interdependent. To effectively
learn these relationships, we employ a GNN as a function
approximator. It is important to note that these relationships
remain unaffected by network topology and routing schemes,

enabling the model to analyze networks of diverse sizes and
any source-destination routing scheme.

In “Fig. 3], we can observe that solid arrows exemplify
the process of updating states, while dashed arrows depict
the process of aggregating messages. Indicated by the vari-
able “t”, the holistic procedure can be described as the
computation of hf“,héﬂ, and ﬁ;fl from hf, h;, and h;
correspondingly. Specifically, the aggregation of messages
m; derived from link state h! is executed to perform the
message aggregation. The primary path state h;“ undergoes
an update through the Recurrent Neural Networks (RNN)
operation h; «— RNN, (h;,hf) where the ultimate out-
come of the RNN serves as the renewed primary state,
hit! < hi. The intermediate result collects messages 1,
during the RNN operation, denoted as m, < h;, where
< symbolizes a basic assignment operation. The secondary
path state fzé“ is updated through the merging of mes-
sages obtained from neighboring primary states, indicated
as BZ—H — U (ﬁéaZkeK:{k\mp#w}hzﬂ/|K|)- This pro-
cess involves combining primary state of adjacent paths to
generate the message M, thus updating the secondary path
state. Subsequently, 11, is produced by aggregating messages
derived from the secondary path state, yielding 772, < ﬁ;fl.
Lastly, the link state h} receives an update by incorporating
aggregated messages m, and 77, from the two path states,
it U (h‘f,zp:kepW (m;ﬁj,m;ﬁj ), where U repre-
sents the GRU [16] memory cell and W denotes the function
(I = X)m + Arh. This concludes the comprehensive process
of message passing and state updating within GNN.

Fig. 3. Message passing and status updates for the model.

C. Feature Fusion Process

After the process of message passing and state updating is
completed, all the concealed states within the model encom-
pass a clear-cut function that incorporates both link and path
state information. This enables us to simultaneously leverage
them for deducing various characteristics. By employing the
hidden states h], h] and ﬁg, a neural network that is fully
connected (FCNN) can be employed to estimate metrics at
the link or path level. The FCNN encompasses multiple layers
incorporating suitable activation functions. the readout func-
tion F), is a two-layer FCNN with a self-activation function
exhibiting favorable scaling properties [17]. It takes the path
hidden states [h;, hg] as inputs for anticipating features at the



path level (¢,). The approach of concatenation amalgamates
primary and secondary features of paths when predicting by
skillfully manipulating the relationship proportions between
the path itself and adjacent paths using FCNN parameters.
Similarly, the hidden state h] pertaining to the link can be
utilized for deducing overarching attributes and features at the
link level (g;)

D. Algorithm Description and Analysis

In Algorithm 1, the loop spanning from line 4 to line
19 encapsulates the sophisticated exchange of information
between the link and path nodes. The functions U in line
13 and line 17 effectively leverage the profound knowledge
of GRU. This intricate architecture exhibits remarkable adapt-
ability, seamlessly accommodating various network topologies
and routing schemes by harnessing specific message passing
processes between link and path nodes. With each iteration,
three meticulously orchestrated message collection processes
unfold: paths harmoniously aggregate messages from their
constituent links (lines 6-9), paths gracefully assemble mes-
sages from neighboring nodes (line 13), and links elegantly
receive messages from paths (line 17). The prominent RNN
plays a crucial role in harmonizing link states for paths,
while trainable neural networks engage in state updates for
both paths and links, showcasing gracefulness alongside trans-
formative capabilities. The captivating aggregation functions
(RNN, summation, averaging) skillfully alleviate dimension-
ality challenges by adeptly compressing limitless numbers of
received messages into splendid arrays of fixed proportions.

Algorithm 1: Graphic Neural Network, GNN
Input : z,,z;,R,N
Output: h/", bl bl g,

1 foreach p € R do h + [2,,0...,0];

2 foreach [ € N do h} + [2;,0...,0];

3 foreach p € R do hg — [zp,0...,0];
4fort=0rtT—-1do

5 foreach p € R do

6 foreach [ € p do

7 hy, <= RN N, (h;, h)

8 m;‘sl « hl

9 end

10 hitt «— hl

11 end

12 foreach p € R do

13 hptt < Uy (h;7ZkEK:{k|kﬁp¢®}hZ+l/ |K|)
14 it //szl

15 end

16 foreach [ € N do

17 B e U (B e, W (b7t )
18 end

19 end
2 §p < Fp(lhy , hy])

IV. EXPERIMENT AND ANALYSIS
A. DataSets and Parameter Setting

We use the public network modeling dataset [[18|] generated
by OMNET++ simulator [19]. We utilize all three network
topologies: Nsfnet [20] (14 nodes), Geant (24 nodes), and
Synth (50 nodes), for both training and validating our model.
This comprehensive dataset consists solely of these three topo-
logical structures, yet it comprises over 200 distinct routing
schemes and traffic matrices, encapsulating a broad spectrum
of traffic intensities.

During the course of the experiments, the dimensions of the
primary state of a path (h,), the secondary state of a path (ﬁp),
and the hidden state of links (h,,) were all set to 32. The initial
path feature (x,,) was defined as the bandwidth of each source-
destination path (obtained from the traffic matrix), while the
initial link feature (z;) was defined as the link capacity.
Given the vast size of the network, it may be necessary to
employ larger dimensions for the hidden states. Moreover,
each forward pass consisted of T = 8 iterations. In order to
mitigate the effects of overfitting, we adopted a dropout rate
of 0.5, which randomly deactivated 50% of the neurons in
the hidden layer during each training iteration. This approach
not only facilitated probabilistic sampling of the results but
also enabled confidence estimation in the estimates. After
numerous rounds of experimentation and testing, we ultimately
assigned a value of 0.1 to A in the weight proportion function
W for the primary and secondary states of a path. At the final
output layer of the model, the readout unit was set to 256.

Throughout the training process, we sought to minimize the
loss function of each model, which encompassed the root mean
square error between predicted and true values, in addition to
an L2 regularization loss (weight decay of 0.1). The loss was
cumulatively computed across all source-destination pairs. For
each batch of samples, we constructed disconnected graphs
based on individual samples within the batch. The Adam
optimizer, with an initial learning rate of 0.001, was employed
to minimize the overall loss function. To be specific, a batch of
32 samples was randomly selected from the training set, and
over 250,000 batch iterations were performed. The training
process required over 26 hours, utilizing the NVIDIA Tesla
P40 GPU.

B. Evaluation Indicators

The Mean Absolute Error (MAE) is the average value
of absolute errors, better reflecting the actual situation of
prediction errors.

1 n
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The Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE) can describe
accuracy because it is commonly used as a statistical measure
of prediction accuracy.
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The Pearson correlation coefficient (PCCs) is used to mea-
sure the correlation (linear correlation) between two variables,
X and Y, with values ranging from -1 to 1.

Yo (X —X) (Yi-Y)
VI, (X - X)P Y, (v - 7)

C. Prediction Outcome Evaluation

PCCs =

3)

We conducted a comprehensive analysis and comparison
of DWNet and RouteNet in predicting delay and jitter. Two
scenarios were evaluated, using Nsfnet (14 nodes), Geant
(24 nodes), and Synth (50 nodes) network topologies. Each
topology’s dataset was split into an 8:2 ratio for training and
validation. Both delay and jitter were utilized as distinct labels
for model training. The evaluation network structure remained
unseen during training to assess the generalization capabilities
of DWNet and RouteNet.

In the first scenario, the models were trained using the
training datasets of Nsfnet and Synth, and their performance
was evaluated using both the validation datasets of Nsfnet
and Synth, as well as the Geant dataset. The Nsfnet and
Synth validation sets were utilized as the Test. During the
evaluation process of the model, the same samples from
the Test and Geant datasets were selected for assessment.
“Fig. [ showcases a statistical comparison of the model’s
delay predictions. It is evident that DWNet excels in predicting
delay with heightened accuracy and remarkable generalization
capabilities. The comparison of MAE and MAPE signifies that
the DWNet model exhibits smaller absolute and relative errors
in delay prediction, rendering it particularly advantageous,
notably on the Geant dataset, highlighting its robust gener-
alization abilities. Moreover, the model presents a stronger
correlation between the actual and predicted delay values, es-
pecially in unexplored network topologies. Considering these
three statistical metrics, it can be concluded that the DWNet
model possesses an overall higher accuracy and stronger
generalization capabilities.

Fig. 4. Comparison of forecast delay statistics in first scenario.

Likewise, an evaluation analysis was conducted regarding
the accuracy of jitter prediction for both models. As depicted
in “Fig. B", a comparison of various statistical indicators
concludes that DWNet achieves superior accuracy in jitter pre-
diction and demonstrates stronger generalization capabilities.

In the second scenario, the models were trained using the
training datasets of Geant and Synth, and their performance
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Fig. 5. Comparison of forecast jitter statistics in first scenario.

was evaluated using both the validation datasets of Geant
and Synth, as well as the Nsfnet dataset. we utilized the
validation sets of Geant and Synth as Test. To evaluate the
model’s performance, we selected the same samples from
both the Test and Nsfnet datasets and inputted them into
the model. “Fig. []" showcases a statistical comparison of
the model’s predicted delays. The outcomes indicate that the
DWNet model holds a slight advantage in performance on
the Test dataset. However, it exhibits a remarkable advantage
on the Nsfnet dataset, which was not encountered during the
training process. Analyzing the MAE and MAPE metrics, it
becomes apparent that DWNet showcases varying degrees of
enhancement in prediction accuracy on both datasets. Fur-
thermore, it demonstrates smaller average errors and a higher
correlation on the Nsfnet dataset. This signifies that DWNet
possesses superior accuracy in predicting delays and a stronger
ability to generalize its predictions.

MAE MAPE PCCs

== DWNet
= RouteNet

= DWNet
= RouteNet |1

Fig. 6. Comparison of forecast delay statistics in second scenario.

Similarly, we conducted a statistical analysis on the predic-
tion results of the two models regarding jitter. “Fig. [7]" unveils
a comparison of numerous statistical measures, culminating
in the observation that DWNet displays greater precision in
predicting jitter and boasts a stronger generalization capability.

0
Nsfnet Nsfnet Nsfnet

Fig. 7. Comparison of forecast jitter statistics in second scenario.



V. CONCLUSION

Digital transformation has revolutionized communication
networks, with DTN emerging as a powerful tool for optimiz-
ing network performance. In this context, individuals strive
to construct predictive network models using GNN and have
achieved favorable outcomes. However, there is still room for
improvement in current model construction methods.

This research paper introduces a novel approach called
Depth and Width Heterogeneous GNN modeling, which aims
to enhance predictive accuracy for end-to-end latency and
jitter. By delving into deeper levels of state engagement and
fusing relevant features, our model surpasses existing GNN
models in terms of prediction accuracy, particularly on unseen
network topologies. The superior predictive and generalization
capabilities of our model are showcased through its ability
to closely mirror the intricate relationships found in real
networks. This reduced disparity between network models
and actual communication networks enables more precise
predictions of key network indicators.
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