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Abstract

We are witnessing rapid increase of the number of wireless devices available today such as cell

phones, PDAs, Wibro enabled devices. Because of the inherent limitation of the bandwidth

available for wireless channels, broadcast systems have attracted the attention of the research
community. The main problem in this area is to develop an efficient broadcast program. In this
paper, we propose a dynamic broadcast method that overcomes the limitations of static broadcast
programs. It optimizes the scheduling based on the probabilistic model of user requests. We show
that dynamic broadcast system can indeed improve the quality of service using user requests. This
paper extends our previous work in (1) to include more thorough explanation of the proposed

methodology and diverse performance evaluation models.

» Keyword : E2EIAE AFAE(Broadcast Schedule), & AAIE(Dynamic Schedule), slo|E

2|2 E2EIfAE (Hybrid Broadcast)
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Fig. 1. Real Time Application of Dynamic Broadcast
Program Example
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