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GFR MHlaE ATM WESINA CIEY EEE SN2 XMeldh) #5810 ATM Zilh s
QUCH. Sz FIFO J1E GFR & JI Jt4 oz &9(9 ASIiL 28 B &0t 2aXl ot &
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ai, ol ?& Jiga

SHES® Y& 0N HRH ABUOIEE LY T 2B 2HEAUC TCP

EEo M2 S5 IR FI6 Tahoe? New-Reno & HEE 22 HESIAUCH

1.4 &

QHY EHNE ATM HEHINA AAH o2 sy
9 ste, GFR Aul27F ATM XA P =] GFR A
HlaE Jh ddo] At Z#AYe) A7) 8 bursty A7)0
A2 H4A GANA ¥Y® maximum frame size (MFS)9}
maximum burst size (MBS)E Z#3lA] gt 1A oy
A dotd WYE MCRE 7Hd dZA 23sE AE 3
o2 P, mF, GFR Mulas iy dgdZe g 9, 7}
A dZdge o dodZg FRNA AT LT
ATME 718 2719 JdEYl AAE ngdd =719 ATM 4=
o] A4t ATM 2427 de g% 4& #HAr7ss
A%, Unx dEwoge HAL B8 gomz 3 dge
HEYAe] gdEg ZHA "t ol d T g o
g% £48 97 93, GFR AH2E ATM AZodA #39
ZAE TRE F e AAL5 PDUS 984 ARE 4o 4
2 Zygoeg L@t

gAol ATM vES AN Al EHHE $s) UBR A
Hl2sk ABR Adl27t Ao A u, UBRE QoS 1%o] o9
1, ABRE T#Ho| ok 2elA, UBR MulAs e 24
T 29A 71T T2E ABR Au2% e QoS HAL AT
4 &, GFRE 9% 99$ ATM =94 79 Wygso A
GEAT23] M BV FZ2E ZE VR 29X FE 9
He ZYYL tAdE v FFP A} 2HFES Aoz
& F-GCRA Z Q] £77)9 714 A2 F& ¢lo] =9
4 ©9= 4e AF3E EPD W49 ¥y 3HE ¢ndyd3:e
FIFO ®sie] Hgsiz Aot} of ¥y Tl 4=, A
Hoz & d9gEg o sHY dFA A4 ArnFL
B2 Rae Aoz &HA gvH4)l a#AA, s 4w}
o HH ARE AF7IE Fa, g ddgZe ulfHA wm
E €% dYe HH ¥4 ¢nzdEEe] FIFO widg 2

2418 A8 AL HAAUN3] B, M dFui HEY
HE T3 weighted fair queuing (WFQ)® #& A48 H
2AEYE HLHE PYPER AGHUAD2] 23U, 9
HELS GFR Mul&o) tigt 223 QoSE ATY F+ A
, 7HE dnig dxe ASrlg EeEld wEst g9esty)
Bol, 78 v g0 51 & E£§ 4A &
L JHd 47 999 AL ZEd s #gst
¥ FIFO 7%k GFR 2913 7@ Y& 71xx
29 QoSE MAT & U= Wag 27 48, FF
H Agdoae F8 @& FIFO 7]4 GFR 293 78 4y
o ZAAE H83 stz @, TCP EdRYo] ha s o
7He fd, TCP &3 Aol ¢xeFo ©& T 7kA TCP H
Aol d# A B ol S FH3tHth Tahoe ¥ H2 slow start
9} fast retransmit €22 EE Agstn 21ed, New-Reno Wl
A o] ¥ ¢udE o] /MME fast recovery EnEF L A
331 uth

8 @ ok o) E o

2. @¢% GFR 2914 7@ %y

FIFO 7I¥b €& GFR 91X 7& i 19 1IMAE
F-GCRA EZY BH719 @9 FIFO ®imd F 79 39 97
#t (global threshold)& Z= vle] 3¢ gnF oz ojFoizr},

2.1 F-GCRA =#9] #5371

F-GCRA(T) Zud4g ¥h7ie 7Mt oAl 85 1 = 1/MCRS}
&4 WA ¥4 T = (MBS - 1) X (I/MCR - 1I/PCR) +
CDVTE Z+: leaky bucket® #4314, 2gd d|9Zg A}es}
719 fEE ATM A& T g9 93dc a2z, =239
HEE Abgo] RSty wA" TPl £ AEY cell
loss priority (CLP) HIE g& 12 MASE tags 33t} vy
e duYgFe Aol dF Wl 54 38 Pud W, CLP HE
el me) e s 44¢ & dok

637



20049 5 $P R3] ¥ g E=EA Vol 31, No. 1

leaky buckete M |dwitt @xe e ¥4-E fAA% 4
¥ W5FZE bucketd) AR ARE kI bucket AFT] X,
B3 q9E A8 H{g Tade Sk P ol A
R 49 =3 Az 7EdlE LPT, 2da, 34 Xsa gle
=z HPA G2E 7l tag ol Utk F-GCRA Z&ly
Bi719 A4S 534S 987 L

%78 X = 0, LPT = Ta(l)

7Hddd Vel k A A Talk) Al =3
X' = X - (Talk) - LPT)
if (the first cell of a frame)

if X' >T) tag = true
else tag = false
endif '
if (Not tag)
I=1/MCR
X = max(0, X') + 1
LPT = Ta(k)
else
tag the cell

2.2 EPD 719 vy 3§ dneF

¢ GFR 293y Ze 23 oz idsie o8 /M d4%
o] A FHohe 9 HHE AHEsle, AFE A& FIFO 234%&
ol ulz} £3 ¢xZ Bck o)gjg @Y FIFO ¥dolxe 48
wEe] AP XL WEAE AR iy HE danFo
2} 7P 439 932 AHSFE 233 9 GFR 2934 2L
HHE TR ZE JM 4E9A 258 FY 9A & (global
threshold) & #&%ch B% AHg-Fo) LBO thresholdBth ztomd,
HA e gude EAss BE AES vnd ARt e
3, W5 AHEako] LBO thresholdg® dolMH, ¥ 3¢ Ligd
< F-GCRA =9 25719 93] tagd A ©] o) vl A
Feix gz AP SAY, tag 9E FE AL S ¥
AZsc, B8 AHg3e) HBO thresholdg doiMW, By 34 &
2ES tag M AR A 94 o) o misldl AR g 9
718t 2822, HBO thresholds B9 Z7I) MAX Q9 2
A= gloz 4yad

vy 34 duefZEFe Z thresholdo X A9 AP <& ARE
u§ EPD (early packet discard) 718& AH&@t} EPD 7|g& =
Uy AAE melsid ZY 92 HE9 BH 4 428 2
Al EPD 718S ¥ AFE%o] threshold® ¥od, MEA =
e ZFYPel &3k 4L A7Ey) AFET =ZdYe o) ¥
qe 1 THYS PR A AR ARy oA A7A) 2E 4
E¢ s7igch zay, 8lH AMgol threshold& A7l Aol Zajg
of A WA 4L olf HH AFsFuid, 2 T &3k U
oA MEE A ¥Blo] Age.

3. 4% dst 2 4% B
@& GFR 294 74 #$3& HE4E o, ATM WEHIAHA

ov=\ s

187100608 | g+ o
155Mbit /s

155Mbit /s

100Mbit /s

1003t /s
29 2 294y 83

TCP E##o) ulgt GFR Aul2e) QoSE Hristzl sl NIST
ATM AlBdolEE 7o AEHAE F3sisiui{4]. TCP E
Y2 Tahoe ¥H3} New-Reno BA thste] zpzh AAIsicy,

31 4% 843

Aol #7L 19 2944 ¥ + %ol 5749 $4 TCP
5782 44 TCP7} 100Mbit/s fast Ethernet& %3 Zzte]
interworking unit (IWU)$} {AHS oz, z+ IWUS 5 7ie]
ATM 2$4X¥ 1555Mbit/se} OC-3c Y2 JF=o] ATM M
Efag F48h $4 TCPs 41 TCPE ATM HEHAY 7t
24 92¢ 29 9 9 9Z"Ec 44 4 TIPS 7R
AgelAl 2 dolHg F3) 7K1 e FTP Aunj&z 7138
t} MSSE 1024 ulelER A%, Hd Y95$ I71E 64K Hlo]
EZ Pt} 1024 vle]E MSSE 2= TCP AawEd did ATM
HEQad e MFSE 2Wdlsg ¥3eA, 23 ATM Aejtt
((1024+20(TCP)+20(IP)+8(LLC)+8(AAL5))/48=22.5). Huj W
7] MAX_QE 3000 ATM & 79, vin 34 daFaA
EPD 71¥& 9% HBO threshold® 1500 ATM 42 %ot

32 4% 97

WAN @73¢ zaistd, 5 ATM 29X Aol s A4
(propagation delay)E 1lms2 MdAstd ABeoldg F3aksct
TCP AZoM FESA &2 4 Zle A3 4€€ ATM
Adel %& ZF TCP 44 dd |& AT&(goodput)® &Yk
EH ATM 23)%o]4 & GFR 7 440 9i$ ATM Huleg
27339tk ©) ATM A&S F-GCRA o3 tag® Z#|dell
2% oJF9) gid¥ AMEF untagged Yol oF 23E Ui
Z Ao ojfjATh BE GFR 7MY 439 ATM A3k
3 g3 A& VeI

Yol AH2E A 719 GFR 7P 43¢ zz 5, 10, 15, 20,
25 Mbit/s MCRE <joF 31, 3] Wiz % 75Mbit/s& A%
ok AlEo)ld E3g Z 7 dZo) sidiske MCR3 &9 o
4Z (RBW)E 7Mt 42 2 F33A U5ae 9 & + e
37 FS (fair share)& ©@ MCR+FS$} wimslgich

RBW = Link_Capacity - MCRk
FS = 1/n X RBW
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% 714 9729 untagged Yol AHEE thgFo] MCRA 2
HPE, g MCREHEY H4 &L Rydchs ouig #
Eoh ¥, ATM He&o] MCR+FSHl 7758 &9 g%
& o T AREthe 2e v
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£ o0 * e L
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3 o
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e L =
g w0f e WCR o
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5.0 T ¥ MM throunghput o— 1
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29 3. Tahoe TCP W& A4 (WAN)

39 3elA FME ddo] H%Fg MCRel #1348, untagged T
HYol AHe-d 93 MCRY da7t g€ AL & 4 ok
ol © GFR 2913 F4 Wio] MCRo) €45 ojod oiy
£& RAshed og$e et AE R@oh 39, TCP A9
& 94 & MCRZ & 7M dZdo] MCR+FSA Rulx A&
£ F 2 o] BY, g dIEREE A Ran AL
Bojgrl olg AR ATM AHelgol vis) TCP #& Augol
& FAXE Holt Relth oJAL TCP Tahoe WHe £ Alo] &
nefFol Ul HAEHOE TP A& HAFT ATM A
€] H)3) TCP & Aol F& 7S ATM Adl o8 A%
¥ Be ZH Yol TEENI] el

“w.e ———
3.0 f e 1

30.0

25.0

20.0 7

New-Reno®lX2] TCP #& A€ ATM Hldd IHES
£ % Stk o2& New-Renod) &£F Ao} gmelFol agxo2
A, FEE Zage AL @wol 2Y T UAMEE BAEH
E%, FH& MCRE e /M 429 TCP #& AHEo
MCR+FS& A3sh= 93, & MCRE & /M €29 TCP #
& A2&& MCR+FSd ZA & wAle 3¢ £ # 4o o3
ZFe MCRE 3zt 7MF d2E0] & MCRE 7 /M |42 &
0 29 W9EE o Be] AT YSE g ojRezy
B g GFR 29X 738 #§e 2k MCRE oo 7P 43
ol &9} UYE Ao o fEAL=F HEdn YL U F
pig

4. 8

E =5 7P 42 9lg Alerivd dAl @ (threshold) S ¥
22 3A ¥t @& GFR 294 78 #89] £ TCP ¥ o
4% Hohe AFH 2o4¥e H sAsgd F TCP ¥
¥ Tahoe ¥A& F5E Zedd d4o2 ATM Ael&# TCP
FE Aol & Heolg B}tk TCP 7 Alg A8 slow
start®} congestion avoidance WtegE FEA 42 FAOY &
AUk ¥HA New-Reno ¥]Me] ATM H&&x TCP #& Ad
£ A9 Aol7t gle A& Hol FEE Ty 4L Had)
o, 323HA TF AolE FYsia Y2S ¢ F AUk

3, TCP e daglo]l ol & MCRE ZE 7MY dd94E
untagged ZH Yo} AHE3 i Fo] oJoFgt MCRo) o £ mlxl=
R& B £ 99tk o)AL @& FIFO 7| GFR 29x 74 9%
Yol 2@ e WAE etk & AuHoz s 2e MCRE
FE 7 43¢ A dE 7P ddoAA «ks MCR wHEe
AEEE BAA R3n sle Aelth olsg @4 F-GCRA
ZHq BHVI7E Ha oY Be ZHYS tagdt: ke AL
Bgd. TCP EfY 54 oe} HE83 4o ZHdLS tag 3
E% F-GCRA Zdq ¥57717F +38 ¥t Ak £, tagd
ZHgo] AR dl9E2 o 22 MCRE 2= 7M 94l ¢ &
A& FAY $ ded, of =8 EPDIl (2o doEg Fusls
ggshcdl AT ASE HAET tagd EHYS A A
< P77 AT ude) dor JTFHooF ¥ Aol

Fa2Y
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