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ABSTRACT  Mean waiting time for each priority packet of each node in packet based priority token ring local area
networks(LAN) was approximately analyzed using Bux’s token ring LAN results which have not considered priority and
Cohbam'’s head of line(HOL) priority results,

In this paper, priority reservation method suggested in the IEEE 802.5 standard was not used.

Relative error between numerical results which was presented in this paper and simulation results was identified by +5
%.

For traffic intensity, number of node, packet length, transmission speed, line length, token latency, number of priority
class and traffic percentage to some heavy traffic node, mean waiting time of each priority was analyzed.
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