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Abstract
Converged LAN accepts diverse traffics so that performance analysis is very important for successful development
of converged LAN. In this paper, we develop simulation program using SALM II and simulate queue management
scheme and scheduling algorithm for converged LAN. The result of simulation shows the effect of performance for
cyclic service algorithm larger than priority algorithm using weight. And queue management can be easy by

implementation of Back Pressure scheme.
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Table 1. The set of applicable algorithms

HR AR 7 A dngs Mulag F AdY dnE

F2ET Cyclic, FIEFW 71X & &0 W& FAH9, without BackPressure

REDGIIA 3. o)A F2EZF Cyclic, FaF W A $He9)e) WE 748, without BackPressure
EXRAYE FLE EA) F1E87 Cydic, F2E8W 715254 B2 F4d, with BackPressure
F2EFZ Cyclic, F2FW dul$H49d W& 746, with BackPressure

FOE7 Cyclic, F28W 712X EE) w2 F 49, without BackPressure

RED(7}4]4 REZ 718 1)
FI2E7 Cydic, F25Y AU o F489, without BackPressure

WFQ with BackPressure

RED + WFQZn)
WEQ without BackPressure
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