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ABSTRACT

In this paper, I evaluated the throughput of various multimedia traffic by using computer simulation over wireless LAN environment based
on 802.11¢ MAC protocol. The number of mobile terminals which generate various traffic and have different Internet QoS varies to improve
the reliability of performance evaluation by simulation. Therefore, we investigate throughput of traffic that each mobile terminal generates. 1
expect that the result of study will be utilized as a fundamental data to control priorities of various types of traffic in case of formulating a
scheduling policy supporting a variety of Internet QoS over wired and wireless networks.
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