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A Traffic Model based on the Differentiated Service
Routing Protocol

Chi-Hyung In* Regular member
a o

NGN(Next Generation Network)S E3X 2 ZH:lo] Eo] A& QoS&T A, thdE QoSE A

9a M HEd 4 JEE IETFIA DiffServ, RSVP, MPLSE 3} #& #2 QoS7|Hdl e &%
§} H]ie] A&AFoly, 21 FollA DiffServil ES1 =27t g Hojrt. wpghd £ =FAxE o DiffServal
Zl VB A g A cdstAl fdEE ERHY TR weh A& & HA3] &t =2
Hejdhiz g " VHEHY Y 4 duYdES °471?5}Jl 71E9 H X8 (Best effort) &, Ao 73
A & EdEE Mgsty]) ddEHY i G949 ZZEF(Traffic-Balanced Routmg Protocol :
TBRP), A9 7t =28 AAsid{5F4d B89 22 &89 438 dojegdg Agsy] A A4%3

+® ¥ 2 EF(Hierarchical Traffic-Traffic-Scheduling Routing Protocol : HTSRP), th3l3d EExE
2 AR =E Y3 F, QoSHHE G 7w g dMx AFe Y FEEE FUFgstn Ao
Wz 2 A2l HTSRP_QHTSRP for QoS)& A3AL, ol & 7ute s 7 Egs wdd o
g B HEvIHE dATegnh B AT AAS Z2EZLENY nde v dAxg
WEe] A3 By AHriHoezA NGNY 847 g 4gdol gt

Key Words : EslflE 2@ QoS, 24, DiffServ

ABSTRACT

The current IP Routing Protocolspacket networks also need to provide the network QoS based of
DiffServ, RSVP, MPLStraffic model which is standardized as IETF reference model for NGN. The first
topic of this paper is to propose Traffic-Balanced Routing Protocol(TBRP) to process existing best effort
traffic. TBRP will process low priority interactive data and background data which is not sensitive to
dealy. Secondly Hierarchical Traffic-Traffic-Scheduling Routing Protocol(HTSRP) is also proposed.
HTSRP is the hierarchical routing algorithm for backbone and access networkin case of fixed-wireless
convergence network. Finally, HTSRP_Q is proposed to meet the QoS requirement when user want
interactive or streaming packet service. This protocol will maximize the usage of resources of access
layer based on the QoS parameters and process delay-sensitive traffic. Service classes are categorized
into D types by the user request, such as conversational, streaming, high priority interactive, low priority
interactive, and background class. It could be processed efficiently by the routing protocolstraffic model
proposed in this paper. The proposed routing protocolstraffic model provides the increase of efficiency
and stability of the next generation network thanks to the routing according to the characteristic of the
specialized service categories.
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