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ABSTRACT

This paper analyzes ship area network(SAN) with integrated gateway. For the analysis, this paper analyzes
reference network architecture, end-to-end connection model, traffic model, and requirement of SAN. Also, the
type of network element and minimum performance of integrated gateway is derived by ship area network
simulator. The performance evaluation results show that a integrated gateway operating as network switch with
performance over than 30,000 packets/sec can provides end-to-end connection with satisfaction of requirement of

each end-to-end connection.
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Fig. 1. Ship Area Network with point-to-point
connection(left) and integrated ship area network(right)
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