D000 http://www.cqvip.com|

AP 2006 Vol. 33No. 12

FHIME P ESIRFHRLGIR

Mo E@E
(PHAFEEMFLSTAFER KD 410083 (HARFHHEAYE Mk 541000
W B AMELEAARFRE RS TR~ ML ENTRAS, EEAH RS P EEEG EE G
FHETAPL A RN £ 00 RELE RS E L, A ETRR T 4k TCP R #R B A £ £,
Bt it TCP st R sy M M P B L k. A LB & TCP il 4 sl £ RADH T R+ £ iR A% —~
REFHBAET 2 DA — RS, REH BV K 5 £ 0 RE W T AT T RNFLE, RERE T @it £
QMR HFH ARG TR T G A S RET TCP iy A A% T B4 51 5T i,
XA AHAS AELH, EARH,E AR, LR

The Research of Loss Differentiation Algorithm in Heterogeneous Networks

YE Jin'? WANG Jian-Xin!
(College of Information Science and Engineering, Central South University, Changsha 410083)

Abstract

networks is becoming popular. The key difference of these networks is more loss event as channel characters changes

As the development of computer network, a single logical overlay network composed of many heterogeneous

frequently and loss cause is much more complicated than the single network, The traditional TCP protocol is designed
for wire circumstance and is evidently poor in such circumstance, Then it is becoming a hot area in heterogeneous net-
works to evaluate TCP protocol. Studying various TCP protocols, especially the key problem of loss differentiation, we
summarize the general strategies for loss differentiation algorithm and analysis some kinds of approaches on loss differ-
entiation. We then give the research directions of how to control losses and improve the TCP performance, which is
necessary for further study on TCP improvement over heterogeneous networks,
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