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ABSTRACT

To support abruptly increasing data traffic in these days, network management is needed.
And also to maintain the steady infra, there is MPLS need which can support traffic
engineering. It’s necessary that MPLS doesn’t only manage network to support recently booming
data traffic, but has capacity to support traffic engineering to keep static infrastructure .Traffic
engineering, method that a large-scale user shifts traffic to the beforehand designated routes that
pass through specific nodes on network, is operation that is mapping traffic flow to the physical
network topology.

In this paper, we supplement the defect of the traditional RSVP traffic engineering and to
construct far more steady infra, we suggest the way of its development of ERSVP signaling
protocol.
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2.2.1 Intergrated Service (IntServ)
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2.2.2 Differentiated Service (DiffServ)
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