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ABSTRACT : Recently, there is asymmetrical transmission in Intemet data stream The asymmetrical transmission has much more
downstream than upstream Ouwing to this point, it needs to reduce the acknowledgement as element of the obsrtuction in downstream

In this paper, according to simulation’s result, we know that Sack has good performance than NewReno in bottleneck environment.
Comparing two protocols in packet loss rate, NewReno is lower than Sack. And also comparing two protocols in throughput of ack packet,
not only NewReno processes ack packet more quickly than Sack, but also NewReno processes more ack packet than Sack protocol during
ten seconds in simulation. As a result, NewReno is batter than Sack in throughput of asymmetrical link.
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