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ABSTRACT

In ATM network, switch mechanism for rate-based ABR flow control can be classified into
EFCI and ER types. In previous papers, it proved relevant to using together with EFCI and ER
switch for effective ABR traffic managements. It also applied to EFCl and ER switch algorithm,
that consider ABR traffic as poisson pattern. However, in recently network envirorunent, it has
been proved about traffic pattern, that is similar to self-similar pattern than poisson pattern. In
this paper, we will compare previous poisson pattern with self-similar pattern under ATM
network.
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