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<8 1> RHIAZHAM IrObex file transfer SW X

Negotiation parameter Permission values
2400, 4800, 9600, 19200, 57600, 115.2kbp

s, 576kbps, 1.152Mbps, 4Mbps, 16Mbps

Baud rate

Link Disconnect/
Threshhold time
Minimum turnaround

3s, 8s, 12s, 16s, 20s, 30s, 40s

10ms, lms, 0.5ms, 0.1ms, 0.05ms,

time 0.01ms, Oms
Additional BOF Below 115.2kbps:48, 24, 12, 5, 4,32,1,0
Window size 17

Maximum turnaround

. 500ms, 250ms, 100ms, 50ms
time

Data size 64, 128, 256, 512,1024, 2048bytes
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2.1 IrDA Transceiver/Receiver & UART Block Diagram
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<18 2> IrDA&UART Functional Block Diagram
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<@l 3> State diagram of Conventional Method
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<@l 4> Optimized TX/RX watermark value(RX:300, TX300)
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<@l 5> State diagram of Proposed Method
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<18 6> IrOBEX packet(OBEX put and OBEX response)
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@ wh=t} clientdl Al HUlE datad) sizeE AA 2054bytesel ™ Serverol A}
BU¥E continue ack £H-E 12bytes sizeolt}. file size'd throughput 573
& 1M, 10M, 100M, 200M, 300M, 400Mbytes ¥ 2 &3 or ARE o}
o} 2,

1M 10M 100M  [200M  |300M  |400M
T.P.S 1013254 {10079452 |101324185]202650427 |303970734 405296722
T.O.P |151739 {15109.8 |[15191.1 15191.1  |15191.1 [15191.1
T.0.C (73702 7339.1 73785 73786 73785 7378.6
Tr.O.P [66.776 667.08 6669.9 13339.9 |20009.8 [26679.8
Tr.0.C (1375 13734 137323  |274646 (411969 54929
(TPS: total packet size, T.O.P: throughput of proposed flow, T.0.C:
throughput of conventional flow, Tr.O.P: transmission time of proposed
flow, Tr.0.C: transmission time of conventional flow)
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