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Abstract

Because of boost of communications devices furnishing diverse services and rapid expansion of
mobile business, good use and management of the existing network system become very important.
Also, offering service corresponding with user communication requirement grades which vary widely in
each person, is vital for communication service provider. In this paper, SGOSST, a mechanism of
efficient network construction with minimum cost for network QoS is proposed In experiments, though
spending 25297% more execution times, our SGOSST QoS network consumed 5.11% less comnecting
costs than the network constructed by weighted minimum spamning tree method.  Therefore our
mechanism can work well for efficent operation and service providing in the network formed with

users and communication devices of various service requirement grade as smart/mobile equipment.

» Keyword : Weighted Minimum Spanning Tree, Steiner Minimum Tree, Gosst Point, Qos(Quality of Services),
SGOSST(Scaled-grid Grade Of Services Steiner minimum Tree)

« HUKAL : Zoled o MAIKK} : Z{ol

« E121 1 2011, 06. 07, AAIY = 2011, 06. 22, ARHEAE L : 2011. 06. 29.

« 238 A UAB B I (Dept. of Internet Information, Kimpo College)
M B EEE 2011EEE AEEe] Agn] A 9Jste AFEHUS



108 R FE IR AE G SCRE(2011. 9.)

. M2

2rlE Bl 7)7)E wiEs gk 52071719 g
HA3 Sk muly 2kl 439l 3 71E vES A
Ao g FLHQ o] e g g7t ol B
2 717159 vkt 715 B ARARE ] 278k B4l A
20| W e FYBA Ytk Az AFAESY AREAL
o] g7l 7ol g AAe B A AlFL V&
VIESF ] A&7 SEW ofe} ABAES] USRS
o= d Tl Az Algate] AAE S BY & U
ojtt. mg TEARI Al Aule] 8- A9 T4l Adule
4% &% 9 g £4 gloly, tdsiis &2
Al Folzo] AEE 71 Aolth

ok} A (Polynomial) #4] GolA HESLT 7+4S Hgt
Hoo] EFo] AL A4 A E(Minimum Spanning
Tree)E 83k Zoltill Z2jy ®l-td}t F(Non-Poly
nomial) ¥4 FHOZ FAS A, Hi A Eel vls)
o 925 Zolo UEYIE 2Eoly HA E|(Steiner
Minmum Tree)E o&3k= ZoJth2l. GOSST(Grade Of
Services Steiner minimum Tree)E, H4 A3 EZjy AE}0]
Y H4 EFAY ©=d] UIEYA Ao)(Length)vHe &gk
o] ofd, 7t =& T2 AA o] 71EX|(Weight)7hA] 1efste]
ZAAA EHZ A4 8l-8(Connecting Cost) g HAas=
ERE i3] ZEfoly FHi Egle] A4 Hl-ty A
(Non-Polynomial) 4] <ol &3l= Fo|ng, o]5 83
£ GOSSTS A4 =gk 2L HA sls st 18e Frelg
S Aol gt £ =Folie GOSST A4 A, 3¢ 2
oM AR AL ZEleld HA Ele] 2ol ¥RIE
(Steiner Point) & $HC2, 2AY # 18] =(Scaled Grid) &
A/gstar o] 1= o] TR =EEFA HA9 gosst E
QIEE 2= SGOSST W& Alekeitt SGOSSToA e
€ 7FAle AEs RdEgs AX UELT QoSellre] AH]
S5 (Service Quality)oll Q= 4= Uk ©=3] Aelvte o
She AT o] @AAR] 7FEX] Wi VIESIT A4 2198, &
i o] Ao wEsks 1St B2, Mz gl Adulofu
I5710) L2 7 Foll SGOSST Wi 282 5= glom 7154
Hiedel Fa AP ERjRr) o] $& 295 7IoE 4 ok
£ =52 20l AE 7R A U8 7Kssl, 33 Al
Qbsk= SGOSSTel| gk 8ol & =70] ARt by 7 |l 0]
e A3 AaEAS 4ol 7iEsl, 536 ARS Pett

>

i3

o9

Il 23 AT

HIESA QoSell tisf d7e £ =wellA AlFhe QoS
£ 93 JAHJA ESA A 2 FAEETE, HERHY
tlo]El9] B4l B AHI2 9o} HIES I} giFlolu) 2y
4, T flowe] 54 4% ol 7L FRTEY VERE &
Aete] ole] ZAG g9t LS AGHoE FIjRoR
QuSE EolHE ool FFHUTh

UIES)F0N A ZH21e] sizlo] QoSell PIxle ko] th=
2, 3 7l &40 A7t QoSS R ol AE &
== A s, izlo] QoSell vX= FEe JHsl st
ol& HIgoE TS ek 7ol AT ATH4L HE|
tjo] HlojE 9 Xge 1 B4 B tg5T} AAzE A
& a7t vIEAY &5 2 RS dojEe] &A= <
3 R A2 A etk o]E Halix] Z2EZH flow
we] dlolE] sizle] FaTe] W& AR AMHIAE QoSE
A7 A7t ARE A=), o] AFdME S8 HEY]
doy flowollAl S 4 T3 WMS-1(Wireless
Multimedia Scheduling-1)¥}, #4917} E& Z#¢] flow
£ 4 Mu|Zzsls WMS-2(Wireless Multimedia  Schedu
ling-2)5 AR5l =3 MBAC(Measurement Based
Admission Control) *241& 7148}, flows 543 =t 1
5 39 flowolld 94 AHE= flowoll 49 Fof F,
S5 H SAAREA T 7 T WS F8ate] HE ]
tjo] VIES|Z0| X QoSE aIA712 StelTHel =gt 37
o] 54 ARRM U =38 BAS| 93] SH2EE o835}

ZASHAE AEsia, okt BT J3ke) Wl u)
£ T4 A5 99 24 S B3 UESZY ot 94

How NS AFdel AN VEAT QST PN

e o

Y T =7} ofd Aol IRIET= FUHAQ
TES B85 Y U k5ES BF ddsle Ef
A 7Pg A& Hlg-o] Eglr} 2Elo] HAi Edo|t) o] &
Ale vl-tE(INP-Complete) AIZHEAZ, Thd & A17E U
o EAl gt e 7 = FATH28] webA 2Elely Ha
EZE dAAQ A0 &8slr] Halixe H-h3 frejiE
S o]&¢ A A& 2Efoly EF|V} Zasith HEF|AH

ofN




YEZ QSE A% SGOSST wWAUZ 109

TR 7 e FE2E FolA F e A5H 94 B2
2 A== AR AP AS 083 2Eloly Egjo] A
go] tixAo|tH10l. 2Elely Ele| 7FEAE A=Eo] A&
gk FAZE GOSST(Grade Of Services Steiner Minimum
Tree)olth. GOSST #AIE ZE End ==57 Ajz2o]
715E gosst ERJNEES BF AZsH= 4 vlg9 YEY
g ZE BAlolth o] GOSSToME Yo F == ARl
<, 7 =2Vt @Fske MRlE 55 F A SR oY A
HI2E AT F e 2 =252 79 A=V 4 %
7| ol EAslor i1 12]. AREALS] AR~ 8 FE
7EE X (Weight) 2 #H3H 4= Qloh GOSSTS] 15482 2
LEES AZEH, UES Y e BE l-:E%O]

XVJ«] ARl TEE A A BES
HESIE FollA 7P Atk GOSSTY d7< 4 ]—‘]O
&E% iR AFsHrofelti{312,13]. o]2& o2 GOSST
]* HAzle] Aol E%% Aog A Atk J Kim
52 GOSST #A19] SARIE-S (1+e) 2 &% PTAS(Polynomial
T]me Approximation Scheme) S ¥HE3}ItH12]. GOSST &4
oM FasH mEEE Muls 579 FE 29 302 AF
g Fejag gaEEs Ak A7t e8], o] AT
) ME branch-and-bound LSl wf$- 2 FA4 99
AN F& AHE A& & U k-optimal Frej2E S
= AAEIAE M. Karpinskis-2 GOSSTE ZEJH|Ho] F41
o] HEZ|2Hol HEg /fHE Fel2gSs IEsThI3l
GOSST Al ZEeu] Ef] FA|o] &3l o234 &
Ak 2FEA7 e AR S8l T3 Fw3 A7) o] Fo]
AR kot wEbA £ =7ollXe GOSST #A41E VIES A
Qosell dAAo= Agslr] 95 2AYE 2= Nds
EY3F SGOSSTE AlRMgH: o)A A2 FR 5419 3
2rtle] Wsle] & A 5 e VIEYZ Avlo] 887
& B AR ARIZ QT E F08] IISAI  3ls Aotk

ll. SGOSST HAHZE

wEolA Aehe we T bl Feje) 5
e §2 159 Al 278 A BEA7IA
B2 AL Aa3 A7 BA A7,
& Wea] WESlae) Zolghe Hash Al Aol o]
A DR

£
Z

o

=

Pk

gt 1EAE RAY & Qe AHs 24 5

Hlg-o] HH3E FHo7 it
I 12 9 9 HE 570

o] AZE etk 29 19 (a)

w9} o]5 Abole] 7
oA 2 g2 sl gxe

Zh mef) Mulx Q77 S 71rsf<1% EH% A9 =
712 2= 7 =s o ) 047301
2297 AE 749 9 |2
oA ¥ AETF FAY B AAN] AT v
=7 eokek 27 25 VIEY Y] T s A

REAE AR Hlﬂl* Bk AAd #3t Aol A
W] 3 7 =u9] Mula @3 SFoltk a7 29 (a)o]
B 7 Ml 935F0] 5 EE 90l 579 el 4 AR
7F Slek Al 245 He] 991 == 1J+LE 30] BAE
A ol Atelol] MulZ T 991 BRIt AdE ook gtk
% 29 (D)% o] AHI= 8% %%Ol 591 == 0& A3t
He k& 13 =5 (), 283 =5 07 =5 3 AlojdlE A
H2 557 991 B BE7E EAoF gtk 29 29 (0% 2
o] Mulx 23 57 59 ®E 4, 22 ZFsitiEks Auls 5
H 991 B4 A7 EA0Eok 3hH, 17 29 (D)9} 7ol Am
2 QA S5 5% kE 22 ZAfsiuie nliA o)t gyt

HoF QoS UE EWQI AMuls 84 SRS 2 Tl =
= Alolof] M2 BAIS szl & o) F AuA 2 S39)
HEgk ol *1‘31’“ TS e B4 ARt #HAE s
olFS 7HAof itk oF Hi AHI: T B AEWMolzt
gejgtt £ =7olA 13lE Qus UIESTE WES

EABE RE =5E Aloldle o] 20 3ok ah

g H4 dF w80 Qos WESHTE A= o sk
T 38 13 19] 98 =9} dAd sl B =5
A ARFE A B3l 7R Ha A Ee) AR
= SGOSST wHel &3 Qos VELZ A4 HA-L Helth

RS

m

Z o

99 39) (e e} 970 g Ak 13 E2E A
gt 7} wee] Al a7l HEAE WIS 5
AL 4 2219 A3kl o) 1A 0 2 43 =
9 18 92 Mg TGrold. 29l 2 W o
) 2o19) s 289 FFEAS) B9 o A
a9 3¢9 (b SGOSSTE 4437 gt S A9E= 7}
FA% wogal e dEsel ielel 24 el A
E2IE $4 453 ¥, olgel kel Q2 eogel Bt 7}
FAE WG 152 2eold Ak Eelolet o714 ¥ X
FoR FAE Ae 2efold EAER 98 =} ohd 7|

Aol ofal AR = o] St Thdmsolth " 39 (0% 2
o] 2Eloly IRIEE AAstE Al MY =59 Ui W
S A3 HIEE 2AY B a=e] ARl Bl&e] F
A3lEE N2 =5 = gosst ENEE AAISI] 7|29 &~
Eloly FEZS At 28 39 (0dA AR mo)
71&9] ZEloly ¥R1Eo|x, ¥ Ffo] A2 AYH gosst E



110 B FEIRE E 3 0ak(2011. 9)

QEo|tt. ol2fdt FAE T8 39 (bl EAsk= e 28

oly ¥NEE tisley] Adisl] de Axrt a8 39 (d)
9} & SGOSST Qos HEHIo|t) o] YEYAL HAS

3t A28 161.6% 715H i A% Eg Wi ot

ARTE 2178%] A2 HIE TS Ht

B : Input Terminal Node:5

B 18 Input: N=5.6=3,C=9

(b gleie=ol oz

§7H 221 L= 2l 7Y 2 ofd

|
\
|
|
|
\
|
\
|
|
(@ 2 =
2l 1.
5 input nodes and 7 input connections

L=
Fig. 1.

B 14 Input N=5,E-3,C-9. B 14 Input N-5E=3,C-9

b == 02 dFol= = 13t
L= 39| Sl

B 1) Input: N-5,E-3,C=9

B 12J: Input N-5,E-3,C-9

0 =4, 28 AFsle = 13t (0 == 28 EFdle == 1o

= 39 Al = 39 SAl
O3 2 3 MHIA S5 B2 Z2H0)| ofst = 11 == 39|

71EA] g S

Fig. 2. Weighted communication between node 1 and node 3 through
minimum service grade routing guarantee method

W Span Tr: N-51.-3,C-9

=]
9! ot

() scaled grid AloilA{e] steiner
nodeE 0|85t gosst ZLIE B
al 74Xy
x 2o

(o) SGOSST Hgoll of3+ Qs
FEERY
(B18=16169

23 UH-Eot oiZof| CHEH Z1SA| AR ER| Hint SGOSST
ZEHol| 2fsh MAME Qos LIERIR
Fig. 3. Built QoS networks through weighted minimum spanning tree
mechanism and proposed SGOSST mechanism for input nodes and
connection

H 1. SGOSST LHof| oIt Qos LIERT A4 TH
Teble 1. QoS network building steps through proposed  SGOSST
mechanism

= MelUS

7ISXIE FAIGH 23 =0t i) Chslof TR Ala MFE
2| TSP A8y

TSPE Qo MEE FRASIg MBS As0l Zels

2| poTe} 2} Afold 2kt =2] TST Al
o | TSTON ik ARIA S3 s Muls ST R AeuE N

B3l0{ 7KSA| 2AL B[O E2 ER2[ TWST 4y

TWSTS| AE[O|A ZOIE PSTE MMsl=r| 0|8% =5 &
4 BHNs o LR ol ANsE TR|= 271202 QIRHgrid scaling
parameten 2 E&FEl J2|=(grid) GNs 444

G\s ol Exfist= 2= 71 === SoIM Ns@fe| 2|9t
2F0|H ZOIE JISAIE =8t 7ol & & ¢ HIRo| F&

5 7} == gosst ZQIE PGOSSTS &0} AEJ0| ZQIE PST
£ oA
5 TWSTO| EE AEj0[L| ZOIE PSTO|| CHE10{ [H 412 [T

58 SARCR HIE 2E ZES Qos UIETRE &2




YEZ QSE A% SGOSST wWAUZ 111

# 12 & =RollA Algshs SGOSST Qos YIESIES
Adske Bl 71EAIE Hold fF eEs o5 Alo]

of 2 AR tiated, Tl 1eX] 7HEAE A 9edt
Ha A B TSPE s, WA 2014 FrelsEe

2
og3te] 2Ejol] FoIE B 2Ah 2ol Ak EelE 4
X

i

o

1oH10). 98 = nol tiste] Prime] Yuelzel] o
A}

=

B

TSP A4 A7k O(nlogn) o), A
ME ¢ F= n—1oJth XAy IANEEL
209 A F e AES o]8st] IS
B2 gl ¥9E ARAZRE 0, =0(n?) otk 94
w=Eoh AAE 2ol 2AEY F O(n+n’) = O(n*)
o gt 4 AAED S} ZAF AElolY HA B TST/) H
B2, o318 AR O(n?logn) oItk B 3914 & 7)
o] 9 W s} B msel B $js) AHok sk
T 25 7Asks AR & On)ola o tid
78R 24 AYS AAE nrle 4 g tig Ha
Al 55 B A2 AGAzEe O(n?) otk B 4
9} A 5ollA] 3t 7o) ZEfol ZRIEE gosst ESIEE W

Lo

[e]
Zle] o

H
o] A&E

I
ofy M

. ~ D, D, L
Ba7] = O(=x -)70ef 22 el 91213 7t
P P

cEate) AANE-S Aol Atk &71M Dy, D,y
A F7H 2219 Hwlo g WEgS ulo) XZ Yo 2

ola, GpE YR AR TEl= AAYY AAjolth A 6
oA TWSTell EAl3h= ~Elolu] ZRIES = 0(n?) ol
2 0|0 )3t 2A YR g $Jo M e BE gosst EUE

HHe A% M wEse a2 BY Age

o
{-r

o
i

Dy Dy 2 Dy
O(FP FP) x O(n?) o]tk O(?PX?P

o 7 ghe 24 5 Y KA golE, O

x 0(n?)=0(n?) ot I#E==Z ¥ 19 AAATAE A
2 AP SGOSST #Hye] A7k O(n?logn) olth

Iv. &

£ =Rodxe 2A9E 28E oA 7EXE 18s
2elo]y HAES WEST QSRS &S Atttk of
2E T3} A AR FYellA 718 BeE 2 vEYA
T4 Bl Bol 8= A4 A ERE vaggoR 3}
of, £ =RoA AR o] 953 Holr] st Al

EFlo)g Al

A W] s ke Akl ost Azt BTe)
Eeo]Ad Ao 23t QoS MIEY= A4 nlg = A3y A
S vlwsle] At Agel ofgk APAzke Aekw
174 E2] WPl B3] 25297%3 o, ME

>

|

o ¥

m

> 2

1. 8 &d 2 44
Aol AHE QA= dY =9 F 94 so A
Aplzs g3 ea 7 e T oPse A 9 fold.
2 Ave kA xE #Ha A Ef w2k
SGOSST #4ell o3 A== OoS HIEHTS] AF HlE
obal

SGOSST " o], Tkl & At el A F
Ashs Ha 4% B WEg 94 Hl8-S Aishs 5y
2ol 0oS HIEYIE 8§94 e
Agske 2e AF3] Aot AEES A3 FHHZ A
A" Q98 =e] = 1000, 3000, 5000, 70000]3 2 =9
o) Muls g3k 3 5 7 90]x, 7} ==0] UE
Ashe Ao 94 554, 6, 8 100]th H& 2% Ex] uhy
Prim¢] 4 A7 Ez] A4 GarE|SE 7102 31 339
TR 2004 Awdk A Ml T B BEHE F83]
A4233kdt). SGOSST HHH-S GOSST Frelzgdl agle 27
e QIS 000LZ 3] AT ol WHES Intel Z2
AAet 4717} 3, e A= A Javaz TSI
a9 4= 1000709 99 =5, ¢ == I 3] o) 47,
a3 7 == Aula 84 FHe] Hd 52 dEE Kol
3L Slek o5 st 7HEA] v HA A Ede) =
ZAYY 917} 0.001¢] SGOSST el 28 QoS WEY
A7k 29 50 A= o] Ych.

24
Fig. 4. Information of 1000 input nodes(left) and their connections(right)

1000 7Ho| 212 r=(=hot iz oiA FE()



112 SREFEGREE G201 9)

&l 5.

1000 7H 2l2dof| chst 71EA| AR ER(Z=het SGOSST(R)
o] ofah AHME QoS UIEYT

Fig. 5. Qos networks buift through weighted minimum spanning tree(left)
and SGOSSTI(right) mechanism for 1000 inputs informeation

CHEQD M4 68 L uT 24

¥ 62 9 =0 Sl met AR ThEA e Ha
27 Elel AgkE SGOSST ol 23 YES =) A4
/Kglﬂ H]_Q. 7< H JJ_E}- @4,].0]1:]_ Olaj 1_.|:7]_ Z7]_§,,\_r_§ 7]—6'

X Ha A% E@)9} SGOSSTY] 914 Hl8-& 27l 1 4]
£ A7F 8o 2FH 74488 Holx Utk U x= S}
10007121 739~ SGOSST WIEY I+ 7153 A4 A1 E)

o sl 548% ¥lgo) FAS HPoL, 700079 Aol
T 7o) 4900 2R ofe Y wEe] 4t BeF
2 248 5 9k Zol2 vEsle 59 37 dfrl S0
502 3, oo} 7o) Fo| Foz At olAE u)
_Q_‘,] ;gﬂo] ;ﬂ;q. 71—/\9_§ _\:_Jl:__,_L _/r: 9\}1;].
a9 7 HEI] JE =S HEF 5 e
A Aulz §3o) W2 972 A4 vg 2 vl Bl
A MEl2 go] F713tl wet A2 A Bl T
B 2710 E3 2 =rolA] Ak SGOSST WHe
7R Az 2% Eg) ol vla) ulg A7 fo] 2R
BRI & Qlid|, Hu) Aul2 £3Fo] 391 Aol 471%2)
H-E 7S Holx, 99 Zfolle 529%9] vl M7 &5
Uebith oE 9ke3] ARE Aslshs Ha A4 Efd
Hl3) 7} mso] 7R e] 9712 1Este] gosst EQIES] 9
A& WAske SGOSST WHel 54 74 3isitia A=
OWE} ok B oA Alekehs whE e thokeh Aulz
o 25 2 oA, 84S 2% Ao 54wz 4
9 Lﬂz%aoﬂ 25tk W ole} w:% % Sick
a9 8 HEAS AR 2 kA TE ko)
A2 7Fsd A A2 ol W2 WEYZ A4 1E 2 )
TE Uitk Ao 92 F 7} 1T Bl 71
A2 A% Eu} SGOSST el o3 AAEE vEYa
2E A7 A4 ulge W Aolr} 98- welth Tt A

o, ol 2
9] BpE W 4 9 F0o] FEAA] AESL B
ok webd Hul A 5716 014 A3

ol ol wlge] A7 e 4

olo]ct.
Connecting Cost
iUl "rzwy Wmiohey
70000
B0000
50000
40000
30000
20000
10000
o
1000 3000 5000 7000 e
Jgl6 2 = 2of ME A HIE
Fig. 6. Cost according to input node number
Connecting Cost
A2 UrEuy URongy
70000
60000
50000 4
40000 o
30000
20000
10000 <
0
3 ? 7 ? AnAEA
217, A A 2 SEUEAN WE o9 HIS

Fig. 7. Cost acoording to mex service requirement grade(weight)

Connecting Cost

] Womyy W
70000
50000
50000
40000
30000
20000
10000
o

4 5 8 10 HHEEF
T2l 8 = B AL o3 o) [E 3E HIS

Fig. 11. Cost according to max connection per node



HEHI QoSE H¥ SGOSST WAUZ 113

3. MY AlZH 2 HD 24
I3 9 98 wso| 4o wek 2 ENIE P
Yl 205t AR e, 99 wse] 47} 3710 o
o5 b w5 AaAgte] 371 H1E gk 19
U} 948 =] 47} 10008 ASjshae YA Z7He
WS} 1) 24 etk 2 30009 Sl Aa A7te] £}
£0] 222.86%°]a1, 700021 7A-$-oll= 238.04%°]tk o]= Alet
© SGOSST el MaARle] 45e ¥4-2 A3k 4
e Al 57 WA AR 1A Ak 03 £l st
FAI A ©E Aom geseld, dees
571 10009 50l B mRol Alkehe W) A Al
b F71E0] BolaHl & @49l 736.20%F Heoled, ol ¢
2 s Gk JrpHoE HgoR Qe 1 31l gol 44
93, 72 As 299 8 agege) Judes ge Fu
gosst EQEE] i A2 o] Bastee, ol e 7
o] ghe 7152 A A9 £ el vla) Aol 2713t
A Bk 99 wEsl Bow Bess Fold B4l ool
o) vl gte] sl Hug ofeld Aol i e

rr

>

a9 102 VEAE AskE =5 ol Al &
ol w2 WIESA XAz digt Aelt). 7} ==
o AHl2 g3o] ST E Bslar T 7] WY BE A
& ATl E 2 Aol7h GIGlom, et 71ER] Ha A1 Ed
el tiet SGOSST Wie] ARt S71HeolT & Wbt ¢l
Ak o) AL F 7AWy 2F YEYAE FASR: ol
oA FHll A2 G Ao zet JS nH B 7
ey GarElEole dFE pIXA] 7] Wil Ao ¥
“EolZitk 18 112 7 == 7 Ao 4F 52 Wzl
2 YESZ 92 A4 Al i3t Axjold Ao 42
7} Sl w7k W B A on s
2 wshe Hd 4 ok =3 SGOSST Hhgell 918k A
7] F7HEE A A 7} 491 7ol Harl 247.77%0]
3, ) A4 §71 521 AeellE 22365%= sttt A
2} 718 BRI 4= Qltk o] Hu) A5 How
Q1 A VEAS] fAETE HolAA Ha, ol ¥
= Afele] ®l Fzhel| tidte] 2AYE =] $H
gosst EQEV} Bold 4= 9loug 71553 A4 AFED
uis) AgAjgto] $718 & Utk Ao 9E 4t SIS
7M1 H A vES AL} FABIAEE T e vl gl
o] Alztoll gk oA dake 7hAstAl Hrk.

5t

T4 o8

Execution Time

AN
1400000
1200000
1000000

BriEgy WA

&00000
600000
400000
200000

0

1000 3000 5000 7000

Lo
J8 9 23 = 5of mE A AR
Fig. 9. Execution time according to input node number
Execution Time
e nozwy WAy

600000
400000
200000
0

3 5 7 2 Ao EA

J2110. Z[cH Mu|2~ @8 ST [WE A AR
Fig. 10. Execution time according to max service requirement
grade(weight)

Execution Time

HANZE

600000

BIEgY oY

400000

200000

& . : 0 el 4

T8 1. = YA o4 pof| [E A AR
Fig. 11. Execution time according to max connection per node

V.2 B

B =papi EYae) QSN Fa 17 Akl 7}
FA) Auls A7) YESZ) P k] disle] Absie
o} Wl ok A ARHEAlS B 24} 2Bl A



114 B FEIRE E 3 0ak(2011. 9)

W, 2odE TPl Py, 2en Ha s 5 A
AR AR SGOSST WHe T geje] £4 7)7]
So] Ml 278 WEAY 5 AT QoS WIENT 4HS
Sl Ak e T A TS AP A1EA 2
A B el Hls) Ak 12 22.97% H 271519
ou} Q7 WIgE 511% 72 AZiTh el A4 gl v
92 74 29 F 2 WFS AR 280 2 281

o
rot

i)

[1] TH Comen, CE Leiserson, RL. Rivest and C. Stein,
“Introduction to Algorithms,” 2nd Ed,, MIT

[2] FK Hwang, "A Primer of the Euclidean Steiner problem,”
Annals of Operations Research, Vol.33, pp.73-&4, 191

[3] GL. Xue, GH Lin. and DZ Du, "Grade of Service Steiner
Mininum Trees in Euclidean Plane,” Algorithmica, Vol.31,
PpA479-500, 2001

[4] SHong, Y.Won, “Optimal Channel Power Allocation by
Exploiting Packet Semantics for Real-time Wireless
Multimedia Communication,” Journal of IEEK, Vol47 (I,
Nol, pp.171-184, 2010

(5] J.Kim, K.Shin, W.Yoon and S.Choi, “A Study on Multimedia
Data Scheduling for QoS Enhancement,” Journal of IEEK
Vold6 CI, Nob, pp44-56, 2009

[6] JKIm CHan, “Characteristics and Methods of Bandwidth
Allocation According to Flow Features for QoS Control on
Flow-Aware Network,” Journal of IEEK, Vol45 TC, No9,
pp.39-48, 2008

[7) DKim, SKim, “Energy Efficient Routing Scheme for Wireless
Sensor Networks,” Journal of KICS, Vol.35, Nob, pp.417-422,
2010

[8] EJ. Cockayne and DE. Hewgrill, "Improved conputation of
plane Steiner minimal tree,” Algorithmica, Vol.7, pp.219-229,
1992,

[9] SLee, CHan, “A Study of Multicast Tree Problem with
Multiple Constraints”, Journal of KSII, Vol. 5, No.5, pp.129

-138, 2004

[10] B. Bell, “Steiner Minimal Tree Problem’, http://www.css.tay
lor.edw/ bhell/steiner/, 1999

[11] I Kim and C. Kim, “An Enhanced Heuristic Using Direct
Steiner Point Locating and Distance Preferring ST
Building Strategy for GOSST Problem” International
Journal of Computer Science and Network Security, Vol.7,
No.2, pp.164-175, 2007

[12] J. Kim, M. Cardei, I. Cardei and X. Jia, "A Polynomial Time
Approximation Scheme for the Grade of Service Steiner
Mininum Tree Problem” Algorithmica, Vol.42, pp.109-120,
2005.

[13] M. Karpiniski, LI Mandoiu, A. Olshevsky and A. Zelikovsky,
"Improved Approximation Algorithms for the Quality of

Service Multicast Tree Problem”, Algorithmica, 42,
pp.109-120, 2005

SN

2 0l

1980 = Afecheh ZAFElE sl S}

191 : Mgk FAFE 38} 38t
AAE

2007 : S EERIOE-Ee)) 235TE]
el R}

4 A sl Qe K

ol : vES]T, tlojefo]~

Email : ibkim@kimpo.ac.kr



