w3 98-23-9-12

ATM 3ol Heju|tje] FA1E )3
EPT(Enhanced Priority Transfer) Ale] 7|9

AW A I A EH AL =28

The Enhanced Priority Transfer Control Mechanism for
Multimedia Communication in ATM Networks

Sung-Ho Park®, Sung-Kon Park**, Seung-Kwon Choi*, Yong-Hwan Cho* Regular Members

2 o

2 =Rolde vislel HUE A FReol Het 4 Aulx &2 Aolg 4 & Aol HI7IES) EPT(Enhanced
Priority Transfer) Ao} ¥72l3& AaIc

H57] AFREATME Folel WEQZ0IA chebd Welnite] Aulag Q@ elnt] Au2g %)
A7) S8l U SHAE AR dole Edne KgHoz Aol Yok wF Aol FLE W
7 8l MEAIE Z3A) 7)5& 8780 RS 498 BEHeE PH dal Nz TE HuaEe
A% HEe T2t Yidon ALAD AL ANY $UEH Aol WAYES A VPP St
40 NP FAA Fe2E 7RI,

Agdold Aoe AQXY Ao} vz Fo] $HEA wet AW AHls && HPezA A £NE 54
3 B 4 ARG AU B FHch

ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose the enhanced priority control algorithm that adaptively controls the cell service ratio
according to the relative cell occupancy ratio of buffer.

The Asynchronous Transter Mode(ATM) provides the means to support various multimedia services in broad-
band networks. To support multimedia services, various data traffics of different priorities should be controlled
effectively. And also it needs congestion control functions required in the network to carry out the control operation.

To accomplish this in a flexible and effective manner, priority classes for the different services are commonly
used. The proposed Enhanced Priority Control mechanism have two service classes of the delay sensitive class and
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the loss sensitive class.

The simulation results show that the proposed control mechanism improves the QoS, the characteristics of cell

loss probability and mean cell delay time, by selecting proper relative cell occupancy ratio of buffer and the

average arrival rate.
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