PGMCCS 8834 &4 3

2 ¢

£ =2 GEAZE EAIA A 39 sl PGMCCY FAA 33 v ¢ Holth Ayl desl2E A4n dAS
A% o 742 W FAM PGMCCe #3@ H422 AGHAS. 8427 PGMCCAE 2HE BY ok #9) A3 B34E Acker 42
T $44e ¥t 2980 2 M AFHA o & =8 e BY ok e VIEHI g %R0 HEHOE JHHAT Y, HS-Eo)
e 22X Hg TF dHH NAK ogoldhe Acker 1% FHE =UsH o]9) 22 418 #Fdd F440] F¥=E Re BALh

Enhancing the Fairness of PGMCC

Young-sun Park'- Do-won Hyun''- Ju-wook Jang''

ABSTRACT

To deploy multicast protocols, fairness to current Internet traffic, particularly TCP, is an important requirement. PGMCC is one of the most
promising multicast congestion control proposals but it suffers from degradation of fairness by fixed timeout and uncertain acker selection, In
this paper, we suggest addition of an adaptive timeout mechanism and NAK suppression in router using throughput comparison to improve
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fairness. Our simulation show improved fairness.

FI9l= ¢ WEIFHAE (Multicast), PGMCC, E&HI0{(Congestion Control), 3H4(Fairness)
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