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Distributed Implementation of Delay Guaranteed Fair Queueing(DGFQ) in
Multimedia Ad Hoc Wireless Networks
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i Abstract

The multimedia ad hoc wireless network is quite an attractive issue since it offers a flexible
solution to enable delivery of multimedia services to mobile end users without fixed backbone
networks. However, with the unique design challenges of ad hoc wireless networks, it is a
non-trivial issue to provide bounded delay guarantee, with fair share of resources. In this paper,
we proposed distributed implementation of the delay guaranteed fair queueing (DGFQ) scheme
in multimedia ad hoc wireless networks. Through the the results of performance evaluation, we
can conclude that DGFQ also performs well to control bounded delay in multimedia ad hoc
wireless networks.
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