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Abstract

Firstly, this paper elaborates some primary parameters of QoS measurement, including packet loss,

throughput, delay, delay variation, and compares the definition of QoS parameters by ITU-T with its by IETF. Sec-

ondly, gives the class of QoS measurement and its research trend in the world. Lastly, it presents two primary appli-

cations of QoS measurement: network performance evaluation and network inference.
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