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Performance Analysis of Reliability Based On Call Blocking
Probability And Link Failure Model in Grid Topology

Circuit Switched Networks
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ABSTRACT

We have analyzed the reliability of failure models in grid topology circuit switched networks.
These models are grid topology circuit switched networks, and each node transmits packets to
object node using flooding search routing method. We hypothesized that the failure of each link is
independent. We have analyzed for the performance estimation of failure models it using joint
probability method to the reliability of a small grid topology circuit switched network, and
compared analytic output with simulated output. Also, We have evaluated the reliability of
networks using call blocking probability occurred in circuit switched networks.
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