EE AFEHREE HIGE

2005-10-5-9—
F10% F59, 2005 11 2006-10-5-2-11

IPEolM CIS32L MU|AS st JHME X222 71

7= Ax

1% O A e, 71 F S, A 22 7w

’

Improved Resource Management Scheme for Multiclass
Services in IP Networks

Jong-Kyum Kim#, Kye-Im Lee##  Jong-Hee Kim#+,  Soon-Key Jung o

2 9

¥ RolE P MEAA Ak R JE AQRe s Z15e nasel o
Apilzs] Qg AAIAL 4 gl B9 AdRe AUEE ALK, A ALde) AR
& A8 Edels] RIS BAM0R RAse] A8 BES o8 B el Fesus e
BUE A, S A, HeE $9 4R, F AR % Ed B8] o Tasgl A
B A AU BEAE 43 sl BiE ABUEE Faol 45S BAsGY, 18

R e

Abstract

In this thesis, we have proposed an extended resource management mechanism that
optimizes the QoS of multimedia service by complementing the existing resource management
mechanism  used in IP networks. The proposed resource management mechanism s
composed of Traffic Scheduler which was designed based on statistic analysis of the
distribution of user traffic occurrence, Traffic Monitor Unit, Bandwidth Allocation Unit,
Queve Controller, and Traffic Classifier. In order to confirm the validity of the proposed
resource management  mechanism, its  performance  was  analyzed by  using  computer
simulation. As a result of performance analysis, its availability was proved.

» Keyword : Resource Management, Intergrated  Services, Qos  Supports, Mobile Networks,
Network Architecture
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Table 1. Traffic Classifier Algorithm
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