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Figure 5: Comparison of different
predictors on the VolP data set

- Device type — MAC address map used to distinguish VolP users

- VolIP set: 97 out of 13888 users in the WLAN movement trace .
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- Investigating domain-specific knowledge, regressions,

- Sample 3 : a set of users that have visited an area range larger
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- Each of these data sets have roughly the similar number of
users
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Figure 1: Prediction accuracy
of the Markov O(1) Predictor
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of the Markov O(2) Predictor - Extended experiments on other WLAN trace sets
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