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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose a group communication approach which can provide quality of service for soft
real-time applications. This proposed scheme combining the explicit multicast, end-point measure-based admission
control scheme(EMBAC), and diffserv, removes the need of maintaining state information in the network, so that
it would be easily deployable in real networks. We propose the scheme of node configuration to measure the
quality of the diffserv network, and that of managing EMBAC over group communication environment. By

simulation, we validate the QoS of the proposed multicast service network.

I.A & g deto g gald HE|NAE(explicit multicast,
Xcast)7F A=A eH11-[4].

P EHEFAE Az} dd=7] Seide aF Xcast#4olde AddE #4428 7k £9F .
g AP AojFge] HEF ol s, 2 Hast 9u 27 el #E Aok A
TWEe OEF Be aFEe] EXF #HAGMR HARE Ba ok 7 A o 1850 AFw
A8 Jhsslol et w3 aFEAAMMIA FEE DEFNAE MHAS Exo] = dsi=d &30
B4 F UxE QoSlquality of service) 7I% th @8 A7) XeastZlih Hael e e
of A AgEojof k. ol TFF4 HES A48 Auanks uwsie saldels Ze WE
Asf 71E 1P Hepg|aEdde] SFPTAE A mrjo] 28 AMBlaolA Q= QoS AnAZ

* Zeald]eli 3R EA A AT (yhkim @den.ssu.ac kr, jake93@dcn.ssu.ac.kr),

* o Ao et A Bl Ehskyun @dragon.yonsei.ac.kr)

* School of Electronics Engineering, Soongsil University, ** Department of Information Technology, Yecnsei University
=F93  030198-0513, A52A}:

638
www.dbpia.co.kr



=T/MAA HEAAE WA gulw SN E2 BF My

HE Hbdol AAHA EEHtk 2 =FelMe
Xcast 7]5ke] HEjuUjo] B4l AMu|iold A
o7 38 HoF & QoS AFTWE Aetste F=
=l FEnit]o] JEPF]2E Z15re Aot

Yl QoSrIteEAE diffserv 7|¥Fe 74A
slAcH5). Diffserve @ kTl S~ 7+ &
g Fvrs ATFsiEz F9 7T QoS Aulx
B 23 23tk ol& dEsr] Helde e
2 fyee 2EuE Ads] Aojsls Y
7t @A HEslojof d@v) 2 =FelAE 3 e
Aedesl " gle SA k] fEkaefry
(end-point  measurement-based  admission
control, EMBAC)S diffserve} 7 A&ste o]
£ HZEstoH6]-[8].

EMBACZ|¥ollMe SAHEHNTYE o &8t e
F4E& e ol SYEHHA Uk dolH
Egge] HAg o] ATt AT AL W
HoezAdes F4 We w=S5d  £EAS
(rate-limited) $%$ SHpriority queue: PQ)
7ol &3 Edde] g dHeolg Egmd o
ANE T2 ga g EF dEe AEs F4o
7P Re] FAH6I-[7]. §H EMBACZIHE
HEAAEGAN £957] Y FUAES}
22 MZE g HEZE AXA HE S PEE
aHFel s}, o] s AR delEEA IF
S 24 Edge AYS A% W% £ 18

o MAsH OIS TEFFN MM F TS 8

HA~E 1FE FYstA Hel &34 BAlP L
AbstA] #ok g "HElAAES] 41 &g A
2 UE A=g9 SHANE T F d= 9y
o] ZAAEojo} Fct

B =FoMi= Xcast®} diffservz]ike] w3744
A%t EMBAC7IHE A7sle] diffservol A
oF 53R Fulad YT EdEHF S A8 &
& Aty 235E QoSE AFI=E dch
Diffservel EMBACZIY 25 A%, Aelser €
FHAE7} gl o2 Keasto} 4 o W
ol dej#elzl o gl T2E A gl

Mo oJolM 2= EFAE anHFT &
A ek FEAo] AHES nEgdcl gz 33
e aFFARH EMBAC7ZIHE Hg webs)
FARE10]E 2@ ofd oiFt T &HY i
£ AR 43oAe RYdEE SEA Agd
2FFAEA0] FARE AHAE AT 5 dE
& eIzttt gl viAY FolAd AEE et

o g

4

A7t 2 A o] (EMBAC)
14

N

EMBACZIH9 &4 Alehe A8g Bdde
Ao}, 3k FAie Az @A T4
A e 2% dut Holy Efge HAE
48 stefol @tk F FAstuA s Wols
3 Edmyg g9t deolg] Edgue] FEIEE,
E 5 EQUES Y 5 s 7lEo] e
A P} AT AT =59 Aol HEAT 4
9] FPriority Queue, PQ) T%= E3} dlo|H
Eygs nasn BAHE FFZsHA ST 5
A2 wao] FAHE-[7]. B Aol e diffservd
Aol A3st EMBAC WeHe masith

I VI T T

1. Ldel) SYY=E

ol EfFo] AeisAH dH FY AEA
7R, A WE7E JGAA se] &do) WA
A do 2 T L2 AR Ada A3 £4=

g 5 3z, gel e o 2Pk e
2 =559 2AEY dnEFe ue} oEFelrh
oaz HEEHE SA3] fEde JAdHe &
Agd dudiFol %= wig HdgEor I 2

H

ERAAE diffservie 7o 8] i ol
of W A FHYRS waB, |

1.1 53l &HE

SEAR-PQAIEI el EFERANAM EHF
FAES FHY2E W7 g ¢ e =EEE T4
d Yol Azl dEo] SHPTo s H{Psi} 1
Hu diffservde] wemo A thaa o] ol F ¢
w3 Agshs ddle ZAlz sk 3l
EF-PHB (expedited forwarding per-hop
behavior) E#HI-& t}Z PHB EHE3} FAg
o] Ay|xg = glon), & EF-PHBO 823}
T EHHES 7Y s Ueke Ese gl
=] ¢fth ulebA EF-PHB i3 yRzosm o
doleHg AL HfAs FEE PQUIHE 488
+ gtk & ¥ AF-PHB(assured forwarding
per-hop behavior)e] 7%, & AF-PHB Z
2o &3 HAEY AgeHT AAHE §r] o
o $=AF-PQY $HES AH|AE vlE HE
& 4 o1l

I3d AF-PHB= #7949 8 3 242

639

www.dbpia.co.kr



FHFAE =FA 03-7 Vol.28 No.7B

2dzel &g dAZlEe] o] THeslmE olE
olgste whaate e HA47 dntdlolH e B
27} 7hesih

TR

YTOW

HEH LR

23 1. REDE |4} AF-PHB &
Fig. 1. AF-PHB implementation using RED.

Z, 19 13 Zo] =8 A deoledis v o
AFAEAEAEAE Fosta 53 o8 &
2 A AN HANEANE PPl o9k #HA
M ge dmelEoes gwTCMitwo rate tree
color mater)”¥+ RED(random early detection)
WS HESTH12] o 7IHE LaEEY 3
EdlE g 7 e waass Hds) 4dsi
gl FAHEHE] ¢ Hol Hr|HEEs
At wolAe] HEAE-PQ HER 42 g

2e 5 gk

1 AEARE B B 54 PbeEAE
W Aaz A AHAge 47 & + Uk

-3 =T

w Er ek
oA BEW o7 NEa

_______

oo 19e =
& do] o
AR} M2 g

s 27

A

oo
vy

L e
o

\4

=
.,
A
ofrt
L
A 2
2

L 5
r-{n
é
o?&.

, %Eﬂ&%h AL Fidkel
ew 7|24 o2 EMBACES
ol Hgslr| of¥rk

ool W] X AEE nZe] AHALHE o
HMZ wggoeze] AAXEE 24T F+ U7)
fEdd Adden ol risaiy 1 3 &3
A FRAEHY e e dey|7] faAE
PQE  AHgslek st M ARdRe] PQE
diffservigel w2 A48 4= gl AF-PHB &4
28 ARNELE FME AAA Au|zEge]of 37
ol AeE DAS7E Fdslr £ duz
A diffservidel]l EMBACS] &4 oz 1A
gt

N
=

1

2. QoS 27F #X=t 2F ZE 2%|

1% A AT dge) BAFAE EX)s)
o AH|A gshe 3F E’—'r"xﬂcﬂ—% AAS *
off wEkA] M2 2 2ol "Hih 4z QoS
syt ASE RS 47 (send-specific
QoS, S8) TEla AT 8% A AR
2 @ (receiver-specific QoS, RS), #4127} 4
g8 AFshe 4% M AEE A (sender
decision, SD), 27} A shH= A4 FuAS
et A A (receiver decision, RD)ol&}sln 18%4
oA ZAE= g FEe FHe] Mz e ¢ 9l
28 TR 2d2 2% 2¢} o] FAAEFELT
~FARFHAY(SQSD) wEy HAAER Q-
Al A2 H A (SQRD) 2, FAAREE ] T-541

SQRD

ag .Htil"'

28 2. QoS &7 $Ae} ey 43 e} WE EMBAC &S R
Fig. 2. Types of EMBAC schemes according to where to demand QoS and decide admission.

640

www.dbpia.co.kr



/BAE HEAAE el Ao gy 37k

3 A8~

SUL BE 27
_______ Sre Dst ...,

{ BE IR 1'!3 AN
\_?‘il 25 ‘gﬂ b e
—— T

b ax
-
K
#FHE ARH
E-E:]
o2/

% 3. $AlR £AA BE Qos-g 878 o
Fig. 3.  When sender and receiver both demand their QoS

ASHFAYRQSD) Bl AR 8 - A
FAZRQRDIE Do) 7FssiAl Aok
Zt B9EE $8 TR wel ME" S Qo
g g0, WENZ AYAY PdlAd BAl
Qs# 7% 2%E 19 35 gol FAane
Aol a7k masior gk WA A B
d 24 EfEEs FAxgh FFHN e 7]
vasA R A 3 ANE S430
"éﬂ%%‘w 2T T 48 oz A}
o) ghek dolEly Ed Vi $oeA %
A9 A7t AdsiAl Hrk

_Q.

]IH

i

Fl° o HN

M. Xcast@ol A2 QoS #3714

XcastgeolA EMBACS doJe] A2 Wi 5
YASAE EdhEg A3 $U4 F4 G
FUAES] FLET BYHA 7] GR A=Y
25 gl uE HET & dth B oIHE

oI M | . ——

JEE 1

2% 4. Xcast®ol|A] EMBAC &z}

e 4-v...“.
FEE G0 0¥
EFOIO8 A H

A B
XeastBol W AES Al Ee 4837

AT AF Aag dASH

1. EMBAC &Ex

XcastBo)Al EMBAC #aple EA4dojel7}
XcastFa oz AFHE HE ALstn FUA2E
¢] EMBAC# #AFtcH4][5]. 94 £4lxe &4
S Az W FHREe] fEg idEe ATE
AgE7] g8l gelrlg dAstm, FAd A¥2E
23F 3-8 2d¥® A4 Hd I A
=7 Bf¥L xcastdrl dA Az F BE 52
A2 $HE it

27 Azte] &84S Fol7] fd FZA =
7 yFlol= & Edfge] £x Z4 AL U™
e, 44xke) F4H 8¢ ARE E?E}ffmr &
5o 24 EfEE T FAAEE § FE F
23 A7 AR Eeing ’éﬂ'ﬁ}‘ﬁ %4 EHY
S FAE AR AR 4 ook aEl3 F4 A
7t 24 efud £%, 4 Hzle 271§ of%
Aok ZA A ATE v Adst
E£AEL AR AaM £ dx o ZFa
BE] s 2y GRE &3 S0 453 A3
gtk mhAlEr S S s & A
ol 23 Hap =k AnE w2 SR Bt
2 Basle] Alxde] ok wzkg wiksheh

o
A
xSy

&

2. CHEX Az 5% 27
TOFEAEANAE 2 dule) e kA &
3 A7 gge). & wWels 3 PR Edo

........

B 8y
T2}

Fig. 4. The EMBAC procedure in Xcast network.

641

www.dbpia.co.kr



g dets =E A ‘03-7 Vol.28 No.7B

X2u &= LR

EER 4290 2 280 208 HHE
g A 5 AED) join &% St Xeast IB2 AL NBE
T EYE
oo HE LR

Iyl 50 Edl Al e 7ks] A RAske A

Fig. 5. The problem when member joins as a listener.

71&olel7t @ 4 k. olA A e Wy
FEANE ¢d3] AAsAY, ol&
FEd OF BAL A, B 7I1EE
gt dHETD ety 2FFNE FEYE T 3
ol o] &H3F Adslz WAL Ut T fHE
g 23 aeR HEEHo| F oRiAe
Bxd £48 =% 5 EHo| 2k B2 A
ddd xre] F oo #48 o st W A
A e Fdof Hsf7t ALl IHER BE
S ubyo] tleket AS-B $54 AA #EF #
T oolel Edge] FAR 28 ¢ gl A
g5t wheto] )

7|12 "EALEGA BE 2 AEES HE35
7} s o] A x=Ee] g 9 o
w2 R HEFlad EXTAE 48 ohed
Fol &2 Hof slng o wjg oy zey
xcast@el A TEE A EY FLEY F4 F
dla #elebd 27| dife] FHel elsivh 2
A xcast@elAd RQRDo|V RQSDRS H&gd
T 41 4 F ekt Ades 7 RS
&) mel FARE T $ARE 5
ziz} AAEct of wf Al FEel] AuE
1220 BA7] BEEZelA] FEA7| 3 s A
T3 FAAEAAY XcastF O 24 QoSE RIEE
HEFN~ o] 7FE3h ok

4r 4o o
i

o
P

oo

3. Al Ay 2! =i

Xeast A W7t 2EEs 442 G
FA3e] BAHR Fi EEAAMEE glHE AMAA|
= Zed AAFEE AYE EojFo tE A4
o o AL FFMAFE ol "k ey A
o] Fi9le o Aol wEr et R2g HA
o} stz Wke| 2ol g HEry T1F| 7}
de A -8 Aulie] FH v By

642

F2 pAlg ¢ 2 Ja FE FAT E F & gl
tl W el olgt AL EMBACSY HalolA z7
sled EES wd 4 ek

25 B4 Are A 2Hdxr EdgE A
e A%e vEAZYYC] A4E Ede o8
g 4 9l8A] R E EMBACEA] ulg} 48 o
22 AAgshd gk ey AEJE eala 2
o] A AR NeastE HEsE EfUE F2
A APE 7|E xcastHE ARE FTHYE F
Qo] AES Y 5 9k 9B Sof 19 59 7
o] xcast@ellA olnl AfHT gl Ed¥E 74
o g A9 Bhasdl 437 A 54 Edy
£ 4" gart givk o A 1Rl olEe
F718 AR(E %W, T9 bolA X2UD A e
AN ARA A28 AT FAE "ot o3l &
N Ze) F4LEE A 7i5iabe] Fawt Frigen
A FlPse & 5 ok & Al &4 ol
7F oluz} -4 dub dlolE EjEg uiE A 7HY
Aol Xcasting@ch. olF tlojg] Efjgg Al
3k A9+ 7194 RQRD 2o we) 44 Ajzbg
o FHE FAY F Al g vaste HAF
Heol T oY AFH ARV A Ve ¢
oho} RS E7)18 Agolnt $7 dARE FHalxt

o] Mesle] dale] HYad ¥aE Y F ok
V. 2odg

Aetd Xcast@ol el QoS ATHRISES Re
e B3l HEsAt

wolAFdE on-off EHEL ¢Hos Alg-3}
A3, olel wE Edmel P ot o 4R
o] 8]

A7l A = AR AHEE rin
AL, CE A 4%, B, 98 =d4¥e] A
& B, onAzt viES et 9F 29
HBEN W= g% diffserv 29 ZHEUY B
Hue guelFe ARgsE REDYREEY] #F
& 5E& EL 29 eEhhdch

!

1) Xcast7]ell A xcast EY-& slre Exgoz B
AlA Agshe 7 99

www.dbpia.co.kr



=8/ H EEALE o] g FA7I FA 2 Al

¥ 1 2odgle] §iY Edy B4 o o 4aF
Table 1. Traffic characteristic and link capacity in the simulation.
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Table 2. Parameters of the RED algorithm.
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