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(QoE evaluation method through generalized linear model
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Abstract: As the evaluation of QoE was an ordinal mulriple categories problem,this paper established the regression model of
QoE categories probability distribution based on the GLM. This model related cumulative probabilities of particular QoE catego-
ries to QoS parameters of network. Used the MLE and Pearson test to estimate the model parameters and validate the model re-
spectively. Estimated the QoE of Web service utilize the proposed method,and the result proves that the method is effective.

Key words: quality of experience( QoE) ; quality of service( QoS) ; generalized linear model (GLM) ; maximum likelihood

estimation( MLE ) ; Pearson test

0 3l

i3

FELP (0 TR E 8 B 24 7 ) 245 T 45 B A1 7 e D 1 11
Wl b 55 9 AR 5 B T AR QoE SR AT IPAG . B4 EAT
L 5 P O R T 0 B 55 B R ((QoS) B Bk i
Al F P QoE f Wi Fh B 5 1% . MOS (mean opinion score ) J ]
FIETET QoE fBiR ITU LT B A T HIE" . MOS A%
B FLSTH W oIl 55 . A BT A
PR o3 R 25 R P L S5 T RS DL SR, R P RS2 A
G 22 )R 22 15 H AR EATXE L A B AR 25 22 3 A 1, TR i
3 A A T 24 (3 0 RE A 58 4 S W T ™ 114 0 R
E-model J&—f I FPPAHIE T QoE Ay HZHAY, &Sy 7 24
DR 75 R PRz 2 AL A 7 R o 4R ITU 41 g PSQM
PESQ"™* A RIS FH T4 22 138 55 Ml 55, (L2 17 FH 9 i
Rt Ko HIEHFFE QoS 15 Qok 2 [H] (156 Z2 5¢ A 1 M AT )
QoS B 1) QoE YWt SCHRLS | R E WL 44 B fl £ 0
LRPERNT 19 IR L T QoE 5 QoS Z [l Z ekt [l 14 Jy
Fito SR, QoF 15 QoS Z A A LM B ik X 2R . SCHR[6]
LT QoS 5 QoE Z ALk o R R, HIB A 4ty e
PSEOREU i SCHRLT VBT AATOY 5538 3 BP ift 28 ) %
7k ST T 98 I AESE QoS B8 QoE 2 [R] i ¢ R A
BRI R EIH AR BN EIEZZ b, SR8 14
KA SRR (GLM) Sk 37, QoE 55 QoS 2 [A] (1 B i ¢ &

WrRs BE: 2012-02-12; f&E AHA: 2012-04-12

8 — TS, T S P BT 4 AL T QoS 2 [R] Y AR L
SN, 3 2 T KRN A (9 2 B, DT (85 0 114 52 2% P2 7
Ko [N, BT T HEHAE S 1K — 2K MOS Z Ji] 1Y
KF o AR ey R FIRI ALY GLM AR H ST 24~ QoS 24K
5 QoE SEZMEAR A1y 2 6] (Y LS 5 R AEATAIT T

1 BEXRE

1972 4F: Nelder 55 NG| AT SCER AR — 1], b )5 % FCATF
FTAEBEI I | LM BT 5 0L IE AL MBI Y B
Betfe  HRATE Y 2R N

g(ui)=g(E[Yi])=§)Cyﬁj+fi (1)
var[ ¥, ] = oV(u;) /o, (2)
Horpr. Y, AR R g (- ) HBRRREG X B A AR A
M5B N TR EAG T BRI S 55 & S TIRT; 0 Ry s 25 R K
V() B 28 0, B IEME N {E s var 0y 25,
7 SRR i BEHLER 4 R GE T 43 B R R B =404 18
REAILI 53 T T WA R A8 1 AR 2 00 A1, B 5 B SRR i T
F— AR TSI ISR Y = (v 2500,y s RGN
T g AR A ) e M eR AR, B T — AR MRy = XB TR
Wiy 5—41fF R R X BERENR SRR M g( - ) kg
LRGSR B EZ R R, B, =g
(w) g =) AER R S s, (1) RFE A LR ZN
FAH BRI, R TR T AT

HEETH: 42 E2F AT A X BIRM(2010XXX-X88,2011XXX-X23)

(EEBM R EH(1985-), %, bR R EA, LA L, 2 ZH 7 00 F FiLlE M % F 2 %5155 (jixiangl 9850126 @ 163. com) ;
ToAK(1963-) , 5 400k, W5, 2RFAF 04 EFRERSFE %051,



- 3912 -

WA N R A R

529 %

2 ETF GLM B QoE EfhFik

2.1 QoE FERMEE s, nm 7R
Z: M8 MOS FERD P il B0 D0 1R 43, AR08 FH P el 55
AR RO, A BUAIRAE QoE 284 €, &l 7 A>3 4
C; € [ bad, poor, fair, good ,excellent] i=1,2,---,5 (3)
FEIFROC R, €,y Bad, SR 5 MR X L. 8 T 3B, 48
QoE SELL W S 25 BT i, W 30 (4) %7 QoE %41t
M
u, =P(C<ilX) O=sy <l (4)
Hrr: € HFFZEIMA QoE ;X = (v, ,4,,+,4,) H 5 QoE
A KA QoS 4l i i S PR
QoE SE2 (1 AT 43 A [m) JAE Sy — A 7 2 43 2 1 1)
LA 22T R R AT PR . R logit pRAL Xt u, 3EATAL
A 45

u;

Q; =In( ) Qie(-»,+x) (5)

[

R EME, T 0w, <1, 3w, O 1 300 i, 5K
(5) ERIEAER A, (FZX W, sh A& Q, ) TI55,
TETESC LIl AR 1Y) DR, 7E 40 09 i A R 7 SR TS (5 )
IR B Q5 HERZE X HARMKR, TR
J SRR g A JUR AR (1) S A R AR

0 :zi'B’x’ +Bio (6)

o Xt FAFRY ;, REL B, JEARRIEY , 107 B WA B
R (4) (5) A (6) J5rI 73

P(C<ilX)
G pie<ig’

X 7) BEAT AR AT 2

=é‘ﬁ/xt +Bio (7)

GXP(Iizll.thz +Bio)
w=P(C<ilX)=—"5 (8)

1+ exp(élﬁlxl +Bo)
XN T QoE S BR300 u, 5 QoS 4 X
Z IR A, F#5E QoS ZEFN 1Y QoE 4% C J& TH—
MR P,
u 1=1

1
P, =P(C=ilX) = (9
{u,‘—ui,I 1=2,3,4,5 )

2.2 BHMHITESNERERR

30 M [ DR S 17 A Ry TE S A1 SR R/ D IRk
BTSN T o ) SCERAMASARLRE o 1i7 2% 8 (9 1 E A A E R
BN [ T30 2 P 1, % 2 BT ISR AR R AR A 3 i
Frftitto

5 B HAG T RAS T SR B S Y [l R fE
PASE QAP LY VA (b vl vk 1 Pl W VA L VS LSS E S U PR S
AR T ARAFH) QoS S K XT Qokl AF LR A< 73 A kAT U,
DRI g 258 [l JETAE R g 4005 O 5 EAT A B0 L test ZE XA
BRI A0E DEREREA A 36 , DT A Il U B R TR AL 25K .
SR H BRI 9 QoE 8548 55 5B test 5 A P 45 R AE ¢
TR b, 36 B T A S I A A LA ARG
Hife.
p-s
i

B

TR 7 SRR VA LT 14 Qo 49U R
BHUEREONEBL, FT LR A SR gk

R

IR b X KRR ¢ SCBRATE P S R T L A S0 SR ARk
S5 2 (0 R R TG B o R FH R R b xR XA R Y 8L F
PERE A TR -
, (v —NP)?
X :%Nip,.
Horro® Ry BRI I G N O test 2P REA B HG
test FEFEAEIE P QoE J& T 55 9% ¢ AL P,y B BB AR 48
QoS ZHUHITF Y QoE J& 454 i M3, AR /Kb x°
BRI, A0SR FEAR K, WA Sy [ DA B R AS fg B AR 5 0N Oy
AR HA B LS UL R G oK
2.3 HHERITE
HRAE FT I 2237 19 3 T GLM 1) QoE S5 20 38 43 Ay [l I 45
B, AT DA SEFR Y QoS ZEL X = (a,%,, -+, %, ) KT
I YHTR4 H QoE S BIFMER M v = (uy,uy,us,u,,
us) o M) W LATHE HAK QoE 45 % (531, BN 15 1)
P=(P, ,P,,Py,P,,Ps), XA LISRARE 1L QoE SF 4%
RO, I BETH A T A F P XMl 55 1) SRR B2 1 D0 2 AR AT 20 A7 11
XTI 25l 55 1) QoE & — H 748 o XTRIZ5lk 55 QoE 454K
FRIAf A T LSE S SR AR AR AR B R 11 Qo SE 25 R SR«
P, =max(P, ,P,,P; P, ,Ps) (11)
# P, 2 QoE SR BLE K 1, DA A 24 115 0 451 55 1) QoE
PSRy @, AR A X (3) 8 H QoE S & VE Al Sy X i
S8

3 ZBISHh

Web i 55 2 9 2 v fi o S0 J2 i AT AR 2 i T, AT
AL 0 U P DOSRIBUAE JE HEA TN 5, Web Ml 55 f 5 I8 B 2 5
My FE P e T P28 )2 o A\ AN SEJE P28 P AR =
AIERSE CANTEIRE AT MY Las 7l 55 19 o, iF /s
me PP SR R 28 1 2 . R TR T 4 i B T GLM 1Y
QoFE ZE G 3 A1 [ A B AY | 38 3o 43 By o) 42E | A S FH Al 58 5
FAF QoE Z AR R % Web Al 55 1) QoE #EAT 14l AR
FHF ) QoE 4 51 20 77 28 (hitp://benchmark. avl. com. cn/
intro. html) (02X B 22 AR S 5 4 75 SRR REA
3.1 fRBIEST

P R U 0 5 A B F 7R e
TR 26 3 SR L 25 e e
Do L T B SR R — (A, SRR 20 AN FH P 2R 1 R0 R 35 1
FWLREE , R B e BR Qo A AT 3 4, [ iy 1) P 42
TR AL ) T ELAT 1) 6] 1 9 O 2% 8 3R | 5 40 58 R 9 4% 7 9 1
B SR)E, TRRA B B L A7 98, AT 2 0O R B . A
A4y training FEF test FE . FE T GLM 11 QoE 45 Al 4 43 17i ]
VLAY, BT ST /Y QoE S5 ZRMEAR 73 Afi 5 I 24 I 4 | 25 ZR A MY
2815 FE Z (AT [ R AN

' exp(B; +BpD +BrE +ByB)
ui:P(CsLIX):1+exp(ﬁl+BDD+BEE+ﬁBB) (12)

o X O R— R 2% QoS ZHLE, 735 I 8 (D) (%
QR (E) M4 TE(B) 18, By A By 4351 K L2 A 114
AL WUE AL, X T AR i, 8, Be A By ZA[ Y, T
Bi HUEAFIY 5w, SR T Qol AR T4 i BYMER, Sk
THIF QoE SR AL I3 Aii o MR training SEFEA KLY, B G

(10)




% 10 H7

FEHAF AT LEEAER G Qo -4 77 AT A

- 3913 -

SRR B RABA A T 7 AR S O TG T e LB R X
[EJEH 0. 95, 15 Bl 45 AR 1 BN,

B A TR QoS S0 RECHEA Geit & X, B i 42 &
Hithe £ D .E M B EHMEH T, Ml z0(12) IHH P QoE
LR BRI
3.2 HBEKRIS

SR test £EAOREA BRI , X I VAT 7 A% [l IS AR ) A 2R
by RIS LR . BEAS P 50 418, B N =
50, MRAEA(12) #(9) , IHEH P QoE A FHMHE P, P,
EREAEAR T QoE J& T ARG ¢ SIEK v, IN3R 2 R,

*1 BHUSIHAE ®2 B
W WMA] 28 fofn QRS Shhl P
By 0.124 B> 22.708 ; 101 8-(1);? §
By  124.154| B 1.100 3 0 0,654
By -L4I5| By 5.255 4 10 0.1484
B —6.848 | Bs 9.103 5 0 0.0107

1l (10) 35y 9 3.248 3,700 F H1BE R 4,00 x5 05 (4) =
9.488, FJEf3%.

X <Xo.05(4)

PRI , 7E7KF- 0. 05 %44 T A JH [l D065 780 30 4 T 0 £ 245
RN S B R R A 6, BT A S T R R R4 R
Mo AT AMEARREABE LT HEEER, &1HET N
SR1h 2575 100 125 By, LRGSR 1 R,

lgﬂ """""""" o L L R | ]
8

) 7

26

d 5

=y
3
2
14 ! ! ! | |
25 50 75 100 125 150

K6z 90 AR K

BT S IR RE A A A 17

B 1 S ORI BEABOE BRI X, R R X6 os
(4) o FEST I ARERY T F 1Y) training £ (REAR B 120, 4630
AT BT AG 6 1% S A e Y test B2 A RE AR $RdRe KR 150, 76 AR
1 ARl DU A I AT B A g0 e, Tl A28 fy 40065 06 B 24 4°F
BER . FRREEREAK N BRI K ) AN B K,
X IR R R AR 2y o B 22 [l A A 70 TR0 o 8 AR
FEAS S, XA 2 BB A 40L& R B2 AR
3.3 QoE i¥fh

HRAEITHE ST (1 QoE S5 SR [ml A Y, 1] Xt Web Al 55
) QoE BEATYEAL . B4, B D E F1 B 434514 55 .0. 022 Fil4,
#5731 SEEMK(13) \TRSRAF P QoE MKE] = 1Y 21t
HEZ A3 A 4334 0. 0393 0. 7198 .0. 9914 0. 9999 . 1. 0000, Fi
IREC(9) W LA F P QoE 45 94 E 2243 531 24 0. 0393 0. 6805 .
0.2716.,0.0085.0.000, i1,k al Li4FHH7E D E F1 B 4y
AR 55.0.022 F1 4 (1 QoS 454 T, H A B it A2 J2 i 3 A
1o MRAER(12) SRAFMER R QoE 454,143 P, =0. 6805,
BIH523h 68.05% LE IR A M i Web Al 55 QoE J& T4
P2, BT, A /LS5 0 H P 3823 poor,

TR SO R R O HEAT U A MOS Ze Mk [l )5
REHER A GLM B 7 S e DAl A vER R B b T T X kb o

MOS £&4: [1] 5 77 1 3 3 37 MOS #4435 QoS S 4 ]
LR I] IR 7 i Xk MOS (i #E 77 00 , 2 170 4 5 QoE 45 4.
QoE PYA MR B2 phy 1Al 235 51 v 15 4 1) e 15 Uk AR g
SLPRBCEAHBRPOR A . A 3 H AT LA R MOS £i 1k [n] )
D55 A PPAR oA B 54K TR A GLM. [ PPAk 5 v, 31X 78 43 Ul B
T GLM ] Qok WAl iy A%k

F3 HEMERIAT W LE /%
ik bad poor fair good excellent
MOS ZeHEmI 5 80.2 81.6 86.5 87.4 85.3
GLM J51% 85.9 87.5 91.8 93.4 92.5

4 LERIE

FHF QoE WAl A7 1 25 43w L, o 1o 72 4k Ay 4,
1M GLM ASHY Ja T8 B AR L [l I, f o 13 A2 ¢ ) ZORARAR, %
1P w7 Ay e R AR | A O i 2 e el
PEAZ BRI AR, SO 45 AR T LM BEA S AL 14
2555 QoE VA U7 & RE 5 A R Ak B QoE 55 2y )3 $ iy 1]
., 5 MOS S5 5 UL S i — > QoE S BHf be, %7 i AMY
REXE 55 1) QoE FEATIFAlT , 1B REWS 45 Hh TE AN 1) Qo 45 Al 4
IR DL, RER iz & Ry S - S AL = i 2510 55 T
BEE. M TEET CLM BRI A Fe [l )3 A J2 — R Ge it J5
VR BRGNS AR RS8R 0t 1 B A
PN ER AL B B P AF AR A AT S BRAEAS rh ol {5
BAREH AR AL REARG S5 0 1E T — 20 9 AR Hofg st iy
AR AL {E B REAS B A TS
SE 3k
[1] ITU-T P 800.1,Mean opinion score( MOS) terminology [ S]. Geneva:

ITU,2001.

[2] ITU-T G 107, The E-Model,a computational model for use in trans-
mission planning [ S]. Geneva: ITU,2005.

[3] ITU-T P 862, Perceptual evaluation of speech quality( PESQ) :an ob-
jective method for end-to-end speech quality assessment of narrow-
band telephone networks and speech codecs [ S]. Geneva:ITU,2001.

[4] ITU-T Rec P861, Objective quality measurement of telephone-band
(300-3400 Hz)speech codecs[ S]. Geneva: ITU,1996.

[5] ITO Y,TASAKA S. Quantitative assessment of user-level QoS and its
mapping[ J]. IEEE Trans on Multimedia,2005,7(3) :573-584.

[6] KIM H J,LEE D H,LEE J M, et al. The QoE evaluation method
through the QoS-QoE correlation model[ C]//Proc of the 4th Interna-
tional Conference on Networked Computing and Advanced Information
Management. 2008 :719-725.

[7] DU Hai-qing, GUO Chang, LIU Yi-xi,et al. Research on relationship
between QoE and QoS based on BP neural network[ C]//Proc of 1C-
NIDC. 2009 :312-315.

[8] JANOWSKI L,PAPIR Z. Modeling subjective tests of quality of expe-
rience with a generalized linear model [ C]//Proc of QoMEx. 2009 :

35-40.

[9] MA3E. JXL&MAR(—)[J]. #®uith £22,2002,21(5):
54-61.

[10] McCULLAGH P,NELDERS J. Generalized linear models[ M ]. Lon-

don; Chapman and Hall, 1983 :101-105.

[11] TORRES V A,RIOS-CURIL A. The effect and adjustment of complex

-

surveys on chi-squared goodness of fit tests ; some montecarlo evidence
[ C]//Proc of the Survey Research Methods Section. [ S. 1. ] : Ameri-
can Statistical Association, 1994 .:602-607.



