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S 28 BEE Ao ofle ¢F £WE nH
HgH vt)Q ¥ 53} (rate-adaptive video encoding) 5©]
At A w9 R33E H261, H263, MPEG-,
MPEG-2, MPEG-4 ¢ Zo| thdst &3 ojEg AR
Nt AFEH AL Yt HEH vlde R53 gag
F9 B3 Folx RE g MY A1 gAe 3
W3 se RAojdh 1ed H$A B RiEr]
Fast W QP WASAY vt ZHIES W
AgozA FA4dd).

TCP o] &3 Ao} AAUEFL 93 B3, Slow Start, X
BA F7t A5F 2 (AIMD)E FHEEA QY
< <HAE ARG HE TCP Aol BEL UUE o
ol del aFd 5357 A8} TCP WFHAY wES
A) o} (TCP-Friendly Rate Control), equation 7] ¥F2] E 7] o]
(equation-based congestion control)®] CHE HEHE, &
Ay 44E 7}A= AIMD, TCP Emulation at Receivers
(TEAR) T ¥¥"E £%F Ao gAYEEo] A=At
[31. FLEIGANA Bl]Q dolEe A4 EES Foln
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2 dolEle QP 54 & n2sld Az ¥ Qe ¢l
oo goEn. b dg S 230 vite Hol g
HE 248 238 4% 1 sk 7ldste vy
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else

&, r& FAZ) AE be Al
T8 Fad, MaxR & AW AFE, MnRE H2 AS
Eoltk. H3 EHE p £ FAUSC dd FHHD

RTP(Real-time  Transport Protocol)?}  RTCP(Real-time
Transport Control Protocol)& AME-&A $41& 2 Add
.

IIL. TCP 34 BES Ao
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IHESE s =05 X262 MisS
Table3: 1§ 3(Paris)
183 Paris
ethod AIMD Model3
a Bits SNR Y Bits SNR_Y
500 | average 1138.4] 249873} 1613.6 25.8532
deviation 175570 0.6121] 1740.1 0.6384
1000 | average 1489.0] 25.5454 1774.8) 26.0352
deviation 1815.1] 0.8518] 1763.8 0.6783
1500 | average 1870.6] 26.0532] 2074.8) 26.4318
deviation 1934.3 1.0905 1843.3] 0.8341
2000 | average 2267.5] 26.5262] 24029 26.8124
deviation 21019 1.3368 1956.1 1.0078
2500 | average 2651.20 26.9613] 2688.4 27.1477
deviation 2286.4 1.5340f 2075.00 1.1594
3000 | average 2923.6] 27.2556,  2931.5] 27.3614
deviation 2378.3 1.6758  2148.2 1.2641
Iv. 28

%EL

A7) 31

I}z vde gds

"3} Al

2] & 500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500, 3000 B| o]t} =9
1,232 9= Zaigdo] HEF o3 Agdrt
Table 1,2,3 & 29 1,2,3 9 A#}Eo)r}.
Tablel: & 1(Phamplet)
%1 Phamplet
Method AIMD Maodell
a Bits SNR Y Bits SNR Y
500 average 1064.7] 32.4283 1014.2] 32.0121
deviation 935.3 2.7813 894.8] 2.6162
1000 | Average 1511.5) 33.8841] 1390.7 33.5857
deviation 1140.7 3.2778] 1068.7 3.1444
1500 | Average 1970.00 35.0259 1751.21 34.4994
deviation 1425.5 3.8606] 1284.00  3.5632
2000 | Average 2417.4  36.0458 2153.00 35.4900)
deviation 1818.5 42781 1578.9 3.9995
2500 | Average 2848.4 36.7284 2586.9 36.3291
deviation 2121.2 4.6523] 1916.3 4.4179
3000 | Average 3158.4 37.1926 2827.7] 36.7553
deviation 2322.8 4.8021) 2098.7] 4.6797
Table2: 2§ 2(Silent)
52 Silent
[Method AIMD Model2
a Bits SNR Y Bits SNR_ Y
500 | average 1279.1] 27.7835| 1573.2] 28.6746)
deviation 928.6 0.6118 900.5 0.8302
1000 | average 1587.2| 28.5696] 1734.4 25.0000j
deviation 1005.60 1.2186) 945.6 0.9792
1500 | average 1970.2) 29.1915] 2049.00 29.4762
deviation 1203.6 1.6547 1105.4] 1.3135
2000 | average 2371.3] 29.7164] 2393.8] 29.9464
deviation 1464.60 1.9366] 1310.8] 1.5848
2500 | average 2760.7] 30.1601] 2704.4 30.3052
deviation 1718.8] 2.1613] 1503.3] 1.7800]
3000 | average 3041.8] 30.4892] 2941.2] 30.5585
deviation 1836.5{ 2.2700] 1613. 1.9299

B AE & BRAAM AdE 2E 1,23 WEHS

AIMD ¥ B} 2543 23t} 72y Table 1, 2, 3 9l

A, 239 SNRY ¢ HEe EFHAE AIMD PHE
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