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A Policy-based Resource Management Framework for
QoS Improvement of Mobile Terminals in heterogeneous
Network
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Abstract

A policy based resource management framework is proposed, that supports the optimal QoS by
applying resources management function which is changed according to the status of mobile
terminal and heterogeneous connections to hand-over process of mobile terminals based on
heterogeneous network. To assess the performance of policy based resource management framework
proposed in this thesis, in case of applying weighted policy for selecting optimal cell in hand-over
occurring among duplicated heterogeneous connections, the transmission delay was remarkably
enhanced as the number of multimedia sessions increased. This means, in case of QoS
deterioration of multimedia session occurring in  service connection, hand-over was executed with
the optimal connection.
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