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ABSTRACT

Real-time communication and diversification of multimedia application services using high-capacity data over the
Internet demand high speed connection, and real-time and high-speed access internet service such as multimedia make
Internet traffic increase rapidly. Meanwhile, QoS (Quality of Service) of internet service is not satisfied. In this
situation, ISP (Internet Service Provider) has been required to improve service quality and extend network according to
the user's needs. This request includes issue of extending network focused on increasing router and the number of
routing table as well as simply extending bandwidth.
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