MPLS ollA QoSE #gH 24 RSVP &4

AEY

Extension RSVP Analysis for QoS on MPLS Networks

Dong-il Kim*

Q ok
AAY QEW oA QoS(Quality Of Service)E BATFUE AulA7 AT Hojok gt
metx 743 F7tshe dolE EYOS l J‘fL # AL FAAHA Q=g A7) H3f EH dA
Uojg & AYde 5 AE MPLSS QoS 7|& S Eefy <AYolg 7 A&ty ot
2 EedAE 712 MPLS EdY °M\4°1%4 S HE QoS 7jed AEstd Hrh o <l
Zelg FE87] Y8 EUY dIZ W] e ¥AL B9 & 2EE vustd P48

RSVP Z2EZS AAst1x ot
ABSTRACT

In the NGN, QoS must be offered. We try to apply QoS technology and MPLS which makes them possible to support rapidly
increasing traffic and traffic engineering to maintain steady infra to the environment of MPLS traffic engineering.

In this paper, we supplement the defect of the traditional MPLS traffic engineering and apply the technology of QoS. To
construct far more steady infra, we suggest the way of its development and advanced protocol(ERSVP) compared to traditional
protocol.
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