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Objectives Implementation Standardization
Connectivity 4&,%- %SD %983) trol
- ~Window flow contro
~Reliability -Time-out based RFC 793 (1981)
retransmission
4.3 BSD (1989)
- tvit -Slow start
Connectivity |~ & gestion RFC 1122 (1982)
mitigation avoidance
—Fast retransmit
-Fast error 4.3 BSD Reno(1990)
recovery “Fast recovery RFC 2001(1997)
- fat 4.4 BSD (1993)
Long fa “Window scale option| RFC1323 (1992)
pipe -Time stamp option
-Effective |
orTor TeCOvery Selective Ack RFC 2018 (1996)
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Component Parameter Va lue
app IEth ion Data Frame 4 Kbyets
Mean Packet Processing 300 us
Send/Receiver buffer size 64 Kbytes
Maximum segment size 2 Kbytes
Tcp Maximum receiver window size 64 Kbytes

Fast retransmission and recovery on/off

Nagle on/off
speed 150 Mbps
L ink between switch and end system n * 056 km
. no. of VC)
Distance : LAN or WAN O o St
PCR 150 Mbps

o | :

MCR 0 Mbps
Output Buffer Size 4096 cells
ABR/UBR | High threshold 300 cells
switch | Low threshold 200 cells
EPD Threshold 3500 cells
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