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Abstract

In this paper, we are proposed to pushing window
input buffer ATM Switch that is not use memory
read and write of general window police. Pushing
window switch 1s superior to general window switch
in performance but is large to general window switch
in cross point number. Max throughput and Cell
occupying probability results are verified by analysis
an simulation. The evaluation of performance is max
throughput and cell loss probability and mean queue

length.
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