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This paper considers a ring loading problem
on RPR(Resilient Packet Ring), where RPR i1s
recommended by IEEE802.17 Resilient Packet
Ring working group for data optimized networks
without the requirements of provisioning circuits.
RPR is well suitable for metropolitan area network
with two counter-rotating rings that multiple
stations share the bandwidth, where the data and
its corresponding control traffic is transmitted to
the two opposite directional rings, respectively.
One of the major concems on RPR is to provide
fairness among traffic requirements. The paper
discusses several fairness measures and analysis
ring loading problems for the fairness.
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