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Evaluation of Performance Degradation for NG-EPON with Unused Bandwidth
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ABSTRACT

This paper evaluates performance degradation of an NG-EPON (Inext-generation
Ethernet-passive opticla network) system due to an unused remainder of a grant. Since a packet
segmentation is not permitted in NG-EPON, a grant is wasted if the grant size is less than the
packet size. Using simulations, we evaluate performance degradation due to the unused

remainder.
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