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Abstract

TCP is ill-suited to real-time multimedia
applications. Its bursty transmission, and abrupt and
frequent wide rate fluctuations cause high delay jitters
and sudden quality multimedia
applications. Deploying non congestion controlled traffic
results in extreme unfairness towards competing TCP
traffic. they need to be enhanced with
schemes that not only aim at

reducing loss ratios and improve bandwidth utilization

degradation  of

Therefore,
congestion control

but also are fair towards competing TCP connections.

This paper proposes a differentiated rate adaptation
algorithm based on loss and round trip time. Rate in a
sender quickly responds to loss ratio and holds steady
state. Additionally, this algorithm reduces loss ratio by
loss prediction in a receiver.
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