BANSSS /B2 AUBES 2000 EHISSEHEUS =2T. 2000 4W21-28. YU
Session PB4.4

LANE 2ol A 9] scalable 3 broadcast traffic @2 & $% 4 ELAN FAWS
Optimal ELAN Configuration for Scaling Broadcast Traffic in a LAN Emulation
Network

£28 A FE FF5 G
2987 e YKAIST) HIx=ZHFRed

Abstract

7)& LAN @714 <lelUg ol &g HElntjo] A A4 & QoS B3 AMu|2d
WE 277t 2dgds, 149 ATM 714 LAN o &3 7180 333, LANE(LAN
Emulation)& 288 714 djebE Fo]A] campus network 9} enterprise network o] o] RE5Hx
Q= 71goltt, 2L ol FAF LANE =) #lsted ojo] A 8o hg A7E 8A
o} AAolt}, B =EojAs LANE & £ campus network & H# ggurdo] st =@},

Broadcast WolE] 2% BaolA SAs: FEA(Scalability) EHE QUsta] HA LANE %
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EfYe H23 A7E 2A2 ackgch olE tAl 2¥Z ¥ YE A (graph partition problem)e} ¥ ¥
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3 NS0l LANE £33 #astd 7t Y dgujg z@@q.
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Az ()9 BAY FE P52 (valid inequality)?}
E4Q ¥844] (separation algorithm)& F 7} A
FRAEA JAPHE FE 5 At

23} ELAN F48& Hgde LECS oA
FEHE de H{HHE il A Bue F& 4
#HArbsHE By A& sye] 4o o A
o}, el B dFdME WA Fdo] ddtn
B 7% %3 FL A#HNTHE ATH Fo
e} &) 2 € (meta heuristic), 53] F-Ax} ¢nyd&
(Genetic Algorithm, GA)& +4 &3tz @},
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