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AR o7 Bl glon o] Fo] A-s 53 3A
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=2 QA HRE AFaHT [4], assured
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=, o] AP 7 ofHAY, B2 %

TEZFO= A o) Afo]H B s s

kA o) F et} sk wEEo] 1ekE A
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b QS As di-ske MEYZE 74
sk WAl FTH15]. 714 02 Argahd, RDS+
A2 B AAAT g T2 SAHES YA
stA FAE = Ve MEYA BE (KA
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2.3. France Telecom?] QoS EAI}
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+ Eddo] £ A LAY3}= statistical
multiplexing gaing G570l T3 YA| 7] wjF-ol
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299 Q8lE o= ARRE HevkE AR A
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Admission control< A3 H 2 implicit
admission controlg AN, A4S A7 A S
4781 YIEY A9 congestion A3 ZUE &}
o] 3 g 3jrhal A== H5- ’\H 2L EZF 5 PFL
off 3F o] A = E2F-500 tiste] IS =
A%ttt Egress line card°ﬂ M per—flow
scheduling®] H a3, 0¢8] EE= IA) vh=
Z10] France Telecom®] F3olt), PRL 5E¢
Z299 R} A4 output queuedA activedt
EZ59 = 4 Ak gt
o]z] 3t #7]2<1 FAN architecture® vha} 2+
< AR FAE Wk gl
1. &4oll 2% admission 24 criteriacl] s}
2| ¢kow] YEY AL parameterel whet IA|
getd 4= Qi) £, JIEY A ¥R vl AUst
Al 249 criteria® 7FA 2L AT} A Slof| gt
Al XS] ko A st Felr} o] Fo|x)7]

admission control

u__.%__

%
forwarding ||

decision
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Z25¢ g3l F 2= priority 9} el =
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299 &l fair—queueing & 283
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AREANA ME- AT 3RS AAEL Aok el
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3.1. Y flowreq

2006'd 522 Y& ] v oA Alalsto]
9] 79 A} v)E o)A 7}A] British Telecom (©]
&} BT) oA 58] draft recommendation %
¢14 HkS [P-Flow State Aware requirements
(o]3} Y.flowreq) &= NGN Transport stratum
(data—plane) o141 8] FAA] QoS RAIRIO R,
NGN QoS AAelM & ulE 7HA 1L 31,
2| AE-S skt o) 2ok 1TU-
T Recommendation Y.1221, “IP Transfer
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E dropstAl & < 3lojof gtk wEbA 7} :mselA
‘Flow—state aware” capabilityS 7}X]31 glojof
3t ofof thk TAIF I F+eHH, 53] Transport
stratumell A 9] E2-42E Y flowreqolA A 2l shH
13kl gl Aotk of71A Fdk= QoS B
U TR} e 71 F2E 7 1 Sl

Z25= [Pv42] ¥+ IP address pair, Port
number pair, Protocol®] 5—tuple, 28121 IPv6¥
73$-= {DA, SA, Flow label}¢] Y%} packets
o] Hgko 2 o)},

E29E U 22 ARl tisid E T
A explicita}A 273tk

— Maximum Rate request

— Preference Level request

— Authorization & Authentication (optional)

— Service Context request

o|21%} requests “start packet” 2] in—band A|
499 Fez M EY Fof Add)

ol A HAEE 712 A2l request & Service
Context 22%9 5A4S 7/ 2 g8t
request®]™ t29 M 714 £7F9 Service

[e]
AT

Context7} g 2)=o] 9t}

— Available Rate: AH&-AF 78 (HF Ev)d
Z-2 Customer Premises Equipment, CPE)
2 start packet®Z # % requestS Al %381
o] $ start packetS WHEEHO 4 request®)
&g A%} Start packetols @sk=
‘maximum rate”& BA5HY, CPEE ©] %
3 maximum rate T} 22 rate 0.2 7]

flo
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Agstofof git}, YEY A+ 278 max—
imum rate & G E22 rated 223
Fojo} gtk Ui B uet B85 7
£ CPEX ATM ABR| RM cell#} 22 FH)
9] in—band A 19%E ARSI 7R 0T
HEHAFS Adshg getstofof st o] 249
CPE+ maximum rates S#5=0]o} git}.

— Guaranteed Rate: # service context= 7|&

IntServ®] Guaranteed Rate service¥} fA}
8lt}, CPE+ start packet 2.2 # % maximum
rates 278 UEHAE o] o
admission controls AAg}. &, 2299
Q7E WolEolA] ¥ Y EEF-E reject
AU £ accept3ty 2249 path’de] &
£ g0 Hag v AMdE ofiekstar o]
£ Al FEch o] A4 3id E2-9-+ “discard
last” states A4 Wol, ERNLNME 75
3 A7l drope] H4sHE - girk o]H e GR
service contexti= streaming AAI7F 24

S gl ik

— Maximum Rate: ¥ service contexty CPE

7} start packetlA HAst] Q8=
maximum rate¥= A& ohE Zojch MR
service context®] 2= GRI vizI7IA| 2
start packets ©]€3}%] maximum rate2 &
T3k, AR VEG AN AL 71535 ARl 9
EA ool AAHglo] wolzo] Xt} o] ¥
0] GR service contextohe= th2c) 2t 22
8 Z YAISh= maximum ratedl] tiaiA A
YA BASA] & 975k El service context
¥ 2L W losst delay, delay variance
59 3% WM E2 priority & A g8 A
& 932 3 3t ©o]Z°] GRI} MR
service context?}e] priority <=9& A4 shH=
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RE oA =& Aot £ service
contexts, BAIE vR= $IAIRE emergency
call (91122 &) 52 58 JES|
.

- Variable Rate: ¥ service contexti= 7|3
O 2 GRell ARY] feature® £33t 707 &
<= Qth CPE+ start packeto. 2 £29-9] &
BE 717t 5t A dotol 3= rate S A8}
1, o] § AR} nRRIZIA| 2 F Q 9} AF8te] wet
maximum rate< ¥EAIZ 7 lc}. whEhA
ARZ} H]3ARE o 8 B9t s BAE =
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ol2}gt CPESY] Q@7AL ] et IEY e =5
it flow—state S FA81 4 E29-5 Hefdich
o]t flow—state o} FeHAIE “discard
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key7} 828 Zlo1d time stamp, [P header, Y|E
A FE, oA 714 countergd £3] £5
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— Type of message

Ast
1
=

— Request, Response, Confirm, Missed,
Renegotiate, Close

— Parameters
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lookup& E3% packet classification 52
processing complexity©]th.

IV. é% u‘] —E]—I_i‘!i

34 HA3F Flow—state aware require—
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