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RTT between pair of peers

AS; AS, AS;3 AS, ASs
AS; | 8 ms 40 ms | 60 ms | 210 ms | 210 ms
AS, | 40ms | 20ms | 80 ms | 230 ms | 230 ms
AS3 | 60ms | 80 ms | 40 ms | 250 ms | 250 ms
AS, | 210 ms | 230 ms | 250 ms | 100 ms | 400 ms
ASs | 210 ms | 230 ms | 250 ms | 400 ms | 200 ms

Table: RTT between a pair of leechers.

AS; AS, AS;3 AS, ASs
AS; | 20ms | 40 ms | 60 ms | 210 ms | 210 ms
AS) | 40ms | 60 ms | 80 ms | 230 ms | 230 ms
AS, | 60 ms | 80 ms | 100 ms | 250 ms | 250 ms
AS, | 210 ms | 230 ms | 250 ms | 400 ms | 400 ms
ASL | 210 ms | 230 ms | 250 ms | 400 ms | 400 ms

Table: RTT between the initial seed and the leechers.
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more than 100 ms.

AS; AS;3 ASs
AS; 8 ms 60 ms | 210 ms
AS3 | 60ms | 40 ms | 250 ms
ASs | 210 ms | 250 ms | 200 ms
AS;{ | 20ms | 60 ms | 210 ms
AS! | 210 ms | 250 ms | 400 ms

Table: RTT between a pair of leechers. —/16
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RTT of even

400 ms has
marginal impact on
download
completion time

AS; AS;3 ASs
AS; 8 ms 60 ms | 210 ms
AS3 | 60ms | 40 ms | 250 ms
ASs | 210 ms | 250 ms | 200 ms
AS; | 20ms | 60 ms | 210 ms
AS! | 210 ms | 250 ms | 400 ms

Table: RTT between a pair of leechers. —/16
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