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An improved performance of TCP traffic connection congestion
control in wireless networks
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ABSTRACT

In this paper we verified that the window based TCP performance of throughput can be improved by the traffic connection efficiency, and
have studied the performance of traffic congestion control that is controlling transmission rate. In wireless network, the bidirectional node is
Tun by estimating the usage rate of link of error control idle and the throughput is shown by transmitting segments. The throughput rate shows
almost no delay due to the bidirectional traffic connection efficiency up to the allowable point as increasing the transport rate by the critical
value, depending on the size of end-to-end node queue of the increase of transport rate.

This paper reports the performance improvement as the number of feedback connection traffic congestion control increases because of the
increase of the number of asynchronous transport TCP connections.
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