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Foreword

ISO (the International Organization for Standardization) and IEC (the International Electrotechnical Commission)
form the specialized system for worldwide standardization. National bodies that are members of ISO or IEC
participate in the development of International Standards through technical committees established by the
respective organization to deal with particular fields of technical activity. ISO and IEC technical committees
collaborate in fields of mutual interest. Other international organizations, governmental and non-governmental, in
liaison with ISO and IEC, also take part in the work.

International Standards are drafted in accordance with the rules given in the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 3.

In the field of information technology, ISO and IEC have established a joint technical committee, ISO/IEC JTC 1.
Draft International Standards adopted by the joint technical committee are circulated to national bodies for voting.
Publication as an International Standard requires approval by at least 75 % of the national bodies casting a vote.

In exceptional circumstances, when a technical committee has collected data of a different kind from that which is
normally published as an International Standard ("state of the art", for example), it may decide by a simple majority
vote of its participating members to publish a Technical Report. A Technical Report is entirely informative in nature
and does not have to be reviewed until the data it provides are considered to be no longer valid or useful.

Attention is drawn to the possibility that some of the elements of this Technical Report may be the subject of patent
rights. ISO and IEC shall not be held responsible for identifying any or all such patent rights.

ISO/IEC TR 13242 was prepared by Joint Technical Committee ISO/IEC JTC 1, Information technology,
Subcommittee SC 6, Telecommunications and information exchange between systems, in collaboration with ITU-T.
The identical text is published as ITU-T Rec. X.642.
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Introduction

This Recommendation | Technical Report is intended to promote the use of common methods and mechanisms for
managing Quality of Service (QoS) in a number of different communications and systems environments.

The collaborative ITU-T and ISO/IEC JTC 1 project for coordination and harmonization of QoS-related initiatives is
aimed at encouraging the use of the QoS Framework (see ITU-T Rec. X.641 | ISO/IEC 13236), facilitating the use of
common QoS methods and mechanisms, and promoting consistency between different applications and systems in their
treatment of QoS. The collaboration has been extended to include QoS in Open Distributed Processing. Efforts are being
made to promote maximum consistency between this activity and the work on development of specifications for QoS
in CORBA-based systems in the Object Management Group (OMG).

Organizations developing methods or mechanisms for QoS management are encouraged to make use of the concepts and
terms defined in the QoS Framework. Any developments that may be re-usable in other contexts should also be proposed
for reference in this Recommendation | Technical Report by submitting a reference, together with explanatory text, to the
ITU-T or JTC 1 Secretariat.

It is expected that the convergence of QoS methods and mechanisms will be achieved in a stepwise fashion, using such
submitted material as a basis. In its first edition, this Recommendation | Technical Report identifies and catalogues
current standards and other widely available specifications that incorporate definitions of QoS characteristics and QoS
methods and mechanisms; and it includes definitions of some methods and mechanisms that are considered to be widely
applicable. These methods and mechanisms are derived from those used or under development in information
technology standards, and have been formulated in a manner consistent with the QoS Framework, with the objective that
they can be applied widely and, if appropriate, standardized. Subsequent editions of this Recommendation | Technical
Report are expected to add further methods and mechanisms, likewise formulated in a manner consistent with the QoS
Framework. Through this process, harmonization of QoS approaches and usage across a wide range of environments
will be achieved.

Since this Recommendation | Technical Report includes methods and mechanisms developed elsewhere, in cases of
conflict between definitions in this Recommendation | Technical Report and definitions in the source specifications, the
latter have precedence.
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TECHNICAL  REPORT
ISO/IEC TR 13243 : 1999 (E)

ITU-T Rec. X.642 (1998 E)

ITU-T  RECOMMENDATION

INFORMATION  TECHNOLOGY  –  QUALITY  OF  SERVICE  –
GUIDE  TO  METHODS  AND  MECHANISMS

1 Scope

This Recommendation | Technical Report uses the concepts and terminology of the Quality of Service Framework,
ITU-T Rec. X.641 | ISO/IEC 13236. It is intended to support those designing, testing and specifying Information
Technology (IT) systems, data communications services and protocols, those defining QoS management functions and
QoS mechanisms for particular data environments and technologies, and those engaged in other QoS-related activities
such as system testing, by providing a source of reference material on QoS. To do this, it brings together references to
methods and mechanisms from a variety of sources, and in some cases documents them in a style which will permit their
use in many data different environments.

The term "method" is used in a very general sense to include any process, function, etc., that is relevant to QoS at any
stage in the life-cycle of a system.

The criterion for reference to or inclusion of definitions or specifications of QoS methods and mechanisms in this
Recommendation | Technical Report is that they are thought to be of potentially wider application than solely the
environment for which they were originally developed, although still in a data context.

Clause 5 identifies sources of definitions of QoS characteristics and related information. Clauses 6, 7 and 8 discuss
methods and mechanisms appropriate to the phases of QoS activity that are defined in the QoS Framework: clause 6
deals with the prediction phase, clause 7 with the establishment phase and clause 8 with the operational phase. Clause 9
describes methods for verification of system behaviour related to QoS. Clause 10 covers the relationships between this
Recommendation | Technical Report and Recommendations, International Standards or Technical Reports that reference
it.

This Recommendation | Technical Report contains detailed definitions of some QoS mechanisms. Some peer-to-peer
QoS negotiation mechanisms are defined in 7.1.1. These involve two peer entities and in most cases also the provider of
a communications service between them. Subclause 7.1.2 provides an initial specification of some QoS negotiation
mechanisms for 1 × N multicast connections, based on those in 7.1.1. Subclause 7.1.3 discusses QoS negotiation
mechanisms for M × N multicast, some of which can make use of those in 7.1.2. Subclause 8.2.1 defines some QoS
management mechanisms to support time-critical applications.

This Recommendation | Technical Report does not include methods and mechanisms for security.

2 Normative references

The following Recommendations and International Standards contain provisions which, through reference in this text,
constitute provisions of this Recommendation | Technical Report. At the time of publication, the editions indicated were
valid. All Recommendations and Standards are subject to revision, and parties to agreements based on this
Recommendation | Technical Report are encouraged to investigate the possibility of applying the most recent edition of
the Recommendations and Standards listed below. Members of IEC and ISO maintain registers of currently valid
International Standards. The Telecommunication Standardization Bureau of the ITU maintains a list of currently valid
ITU-T Recommendations.
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2.1 Identical Recommendations | International Standards

– ITU-T Recommendation X.641 (1997) | ISO/IEC 13236:1998, Information technology – Quality of
Service: Framework.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.902 (1995) | ISO/IEC 10746-2:1996, Information technology – Open
distributed processing – Reference Model: Foundations.

3 Definitions

For the purposes of this Recommendation | Technical Report, the following definitions apply.

3.1 QoS Framework definitions

This Recommendation | Technical Report uses the following terms drawn from the Quality of Service Framework,
ITU-T Rec. X.641 | ISO/IEC 13236:

– compulsory (level of agreement);

– connection-wide (negotiation);

– controlled highest quality;

– establishment phase;

– guaranteed (level of agreement);

– highest quality attainable;

– lowest quality acceptable;

– operating target;

– operational phase;

– prediction phase;

– QoS alert;

– QoS characteristic;

– QoS enquiry;

– QoS filter;

– QoS maintenance;

– QoS measure;

– QoS mechanism;

– QoS monitoring;

– QoS negotiation;

– QoS parameter;

– QoS threshold;

– QoS verification;

– receiver-selected (negotiation).

3.2 ODP definitions

This Recommendation | Technical Report uses the following term drawn from the Reference Model of Open Distributed
Processing: Foundations, ITU-T Rec. X.902 | ISO/IEC 10746-2:

– Quality of Service (QoS): A set of qualities related to the collective behaviour of one or more objects.
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4 Abbreviations

For the purposes of this Recommendation | Technical Report, the following abbreviations apply:

AGI Active Group Identity

CHQ Controlled Highest Quality

CORBA Common Object Request Broker Architecture

CW Connection-Wide (negotiation)

FDT Formal Description Technique

HQA Highest Quality Attainable

LQA Lowest Quality Acceptable

ODP Open Distributed Processing

OMG Object Management Group

PCO&M Point of Control, Observation and Measurement

PDU Protocol Data Unit

QoS Quality of Service

RFC Request for Comment

RSVP Resource Reservation (setup) Protocol

SUT Service under Test

TCNM Network Management for Time Critical Communications Systems

5 References to QoS from Recommendations, International Standards and other
specifications

This clause identifies sources of definitions of QoS characteristics that have been developed by standards bodies and
other organizations as an aid to those wishing to design QoS methods and mechanisms, together with sources of
associated definitions and tutorial or other related information.

NOTE – ITU-T and ISO maintain catalogues of their Recommendations and International Standards, together with other useful
information, on their World Wide Web servers at http://www.itu.int/ and http://www.iso.ch/ respectively. Readers are encouraged
to consult these in order to ensure that they use the most up-to-date references.

5.1 QoS in collaborative ITU-T Recommendations and ISO/IEC International Standards
Standardization for various kinds of data transmission networks is undertaken within ITU-T and within ISO and IEC in
ISO/IEC JTC 1. Frequently, the results of this effort are needed by both ITU-T and ISO/IEC and the work is therefore
developed on a collaborative basis leading to identical or technically aligned ITU-T Recommendations and ISO/IEC
International Standards. Both OSI and non-OSI environments are addressed, as are peer-to-peer and multipeer
associations.

5.1.1 ITU-T Recommendations and ISO/IEC International Standards that reference QoS for the lower layers

The Recommendations and International Standards involved in this area cover service definitions, attachment standards
and protocol specifications for a variety of technologies including:

– circuit-switched networks (both analogue and digital);

– packet-switched networks (e.g. those conforming to the ITU-T Rec. X.25);

– local and metropolitan area networks following the ISO/IEC 8802 family of standards;

– frame relay and broadband ISDN networks;

– simple peer-to-peer and multipeer data-links.

Many Recommendations | International Standards in this area make reference to various aspects of QoS. Table 5-1 lists
the Recommendations | International Standards and shows which QoS characteristics they define or use. Table 5-2
provides a reverse index to the source documents: it lists the QoS characteristics or related QoS parameters that have
been defined in the Recommendations | International Standards and identifies the documents in which they can be found.
In addition, there is a where-used table in 7.1.1.2 (Table 7-1), which identifies the Recommendations | International
Standards that utilize the QoS mechanisms defined in that subclause.
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Table 5-1 – QoS characteristics and parameters in joint ITU-T and ISO/IEC lower layer standards

Recommendation | International Standard Characteristic or parameter

ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
(X.25 Packet Layer Protocol)

throughput class
transit delay selection and indication

minimum throughput class
end-to-end transit delay

priority
protection

ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348
(Connection-mode network service definition)

throughput
transit delay

priority
protection

ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348
(Connectionless-mode network service definition)

transit delay
cost determinants

ITU-T Rec. X.223 | ISO/IEC 8878
(Use of X.25 to provide the connection-mode network

service)

throughput
transit delay

priority

ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1
(Protocol for providing the connectionless-mode network

service)

sequencing vs. transit delay
 transit delay vs. cost

residual error probability vs. transit delay
residual error probability vs. cost.

CCITT Rec. X.612 | ISO/IEC 9574
(Connection-mode network service by packet-mode

terminal connected to an ISDN)

throughput
transit delay

ITU-T Rec. X.622 | ISO/IEC 8473-3
(Connectionless-mode network protocol over X.25)

priority
transit delay and throughput

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
(Transport service definition)

establishment delay
establishment failure probability

throughput
transit delay

residual error rate
transfer failure probability

release delay
release failure probability

protection
priority

resilience

ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073
(Connection-mode transport protocol)

throughput
residual error rate

transit delay
priority

ITU-T Rec. X.234 | ISO/IEC 8602
(Connectionless-mode transport protocol)

QoS parameter defined by connectionless-mode transport service

ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252
(Enhanced communications transport service definition)

throughput
transit delay

transit delay jitter
corrupted data unit error rate

lost data unit error rate
ordering

protection
precedence
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Table 5-2 – Index to sources of definitions of QoS characteristics and parameters

Characteristic or parameter Recommendation | International Standard

transit delay ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CO
ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CL

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
ITU-T Rec. X.223 | ISO/IEC 8878
ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073

ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1
ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252
CCITT Rec. X.612 | ISO/IEC 9574

ITU-T Rec. X.622 | ISO/IEC 8473-3

transit delay jitter ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252

establishment delay ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

release delay ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

throughput ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CO

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
ITU-T Rec. X.223 | ISO/IEC 8878
ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073
ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252
CCITT Rec. X.612 | ISO/IEC 9574

ITU-T Rec. X.622 | ISO/IEC 8473-3

protection ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CO

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252

residual error rate ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073

ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1
ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252

establishment failure probability ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

transfer failure probability ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

release failure probability ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

resilience ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072

priority/precedence ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CO

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
ITU-T Rec. X.223 | ISO/IEC 8878
ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073
ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252
ITU-T Rec. X.622 | ISO/IEC 8473-3

ordering ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252

sequencing ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1

cost determinants ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348 – CL
ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1
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The following Recommendations | International Standards cover service definitions:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.213 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8348:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Network service definition.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.214 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8072:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Transport service definition.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.605 (1998) | ISO/IEC 13252:1999, Information technology – Enhanced
communications transport service definition.

The following Recommendations | International Standards cover generalized protocol specifications:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.25 (1996), Interface between Data Terminal Equipment (DTE) and Data
Circuit-terminating Equipment (DCE) for terminals operating in the packet mode and connected to public
data networks by dedicated circuit.

– ISO/IEC 8208:1995, Information technology – Data Communications – X.25 Packet Layer Protocol for
Data Terminal Equipment.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.224 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8073:1997, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Protocol for providing the connection-mode transport service.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.233 (1997) | ISO/IEC 8473-1:1998, Information technology – Protocol for
providing the connectionless-mode network service: Protocol specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.234 (1994) | ISO/IEC 8602:1995, Information technology – Protocol for
providing the OSI connectionless-mode transport service.

The following Recommendations | International Standards cover protocol specifications for specific technologies:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.223 (1993), Use of X.25 to provide the OSI connection-mode network service
for ITU-T applications.

ISO/IEC 8878:1992, Information technology – Telecommunications and information exchange between
systems – Use of X.25 to provide the OSI Connection-mode network Service.

– CCITT Recommendation X.612 (1992) | ISO/IEC 9574:1992, Information technology – Provision of the
OSI connection-mode network service by packet-mode terminal equipment connected to an Integrated
Services Digital Network (ISDN).

– CCITT Recommendation X.613 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10588:1993, Information technology – Use of X.25
Packet Layer Protocol in conjunction with X.21/X.21 bis to provide the OSI connection-mode Network
service.

– CCITT Recommendation X.614 (1992) | ISO/IEC 10732:1993, Information technology – Use of X.25
Packet Layer Protocol to provide the OSI connection-mode Network service over the telephone network.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.622 (1994) | ISO/IEC 8473-3:1995, Information technology – Protocol for
providing the connectionless-mode Network service: Provision of the underlying service by an X.25
subnetwork.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.623 (1994) | ISO/IEC 8473-4:1995, Information technology – Protocol for
providing the connectionless-mode network service: Provision of the underlying service by a subnetwork
that provides the OSI Data Link service.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.625 (1996) | ISO/IEC 8473-5:1997, Information technology – Protocol
for providing the connectionless-mode Network service: Provision of the underlying service by ISDN
circuit-switched B-channels.

5.1.2 ITU-T Recommendations and ISO/IEC International Standards that reference QoS for the upper layers

The Recommendations | International Standards for OSI higher-layer service definitions and protocol specifications that
make reference to QoS are:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.215 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8326:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Session service definition.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.216 (1994) | ISO/IEC 8822:1994, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Presentation service definition.
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– ITU-T Recommendation X.217 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8649:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Service definition for the Association Control Service Element.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.225 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8327-1:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connection-oriented session protocol: Protocol specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.226 (1994) | ISO/IEC 8823-1:1994, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connection-oriented presentation protocol: Protocol specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.227 (1995) | ISO/IEC 8650-1:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connection-oriented protocol for the Association Control Service Element: Protocol
specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.235 (1995) | ISO/IEC 9548-1:1996, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connectionless session protocol: Protocol specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.236 (1995) | ISO/IEC 9576-1:1995, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connectionless presentation protocol: Protocol specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.237 (1995) | ISO/IEC 10035-1:1995, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Connectionless protocol for the Association Control Service Element: Protocol
specification.

The Recommendations | International Standards for Message Handling Systems (MHS) that make reference to QoS are:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.400 series | ISO/IEC 10021 (all parts), Information technology – Message
Handling Systems (MHS).

The following Recommendations | International Standards for OSI systems management are specifications that support
QoS management:

– ITU-T Recommendation X.701 (1997) | ISO/IEC 10040:1998, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Systems management overview.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.710 (1997) | ISO/IEC 9595:1998, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Common management information service.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.711 (1997) | ISO/IEC 9596-1:1998, Information technology – Open Systems
Interconnection – Common management information protocol: Specification.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.72x series | ISO/IEC 10165 (all parts), Information technology – Open
Systems Interconnection – Structure of management information.

– ITU-T Recommendations X.730 to X.753 | ISO/IEC 10164 (all parts), Information technology – Open
Systems Interconnection – Systems management.

5.1.3 ITU-T Recommendations and ISO/IEC International Standards that reference QoS for Open
Distributed Processing

The following Recommendations | International Standards for ODP make reference to QoS:

– ITU-T Recommendations X.901 to X.904 | ISO/IEC 10746 (Parts 1 to 4), Information technology – Open
distributed processing – Reference Model.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.950 (1997) | ISO/IEC 13235-1:1998, Information technology – Open
distributed processing – Trading function: Specification.

Work on QoS in ODP is under way to produce Recommendations | International Standards including:

– a new part of the Reference Model of Open Distributed Processing; ITU-T Rec. X.90x |
ISO/IEC 10746-x;

– any necessary amendments to the other parts of the Reference Model of Open Distributed Processing,
ITU-T Recs. X.901 to X.904 | ISO/IEC 10746 (Parts 1 to 4), to reference or summarize the new part and
provide alignment;

– other stand-alone Recommendations | International Standards for QoS in ODP as necessary.

It is intended to develop these specifications in collaboration with the Object Management Group (OMG), which is
extending its activities to include the specification of QoS in CORBA-based systems. It is expected that it will be
possible to agree upon a significant amount of common text.

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

IECNORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 IS
O/IE

C TR 13
24

3:1
99

9

https://iecnorm.com/api/?name=4dfade89b2c1fcef6f7e027b9cee4cd0


ISO/IEC TR 13243 : 1999 (E)

8 ITU-T Rec. X.642 (1998 E)

5.2 QoS in ISO/IEC International Standardized Profiles

International Standardized Profiles (ISPs) that reference the OSI protocol specifications listed above may place
constraints on the treatment of QoS. The taxonomy of profiles is provided in ISO/IEC TR 10000, Framework and
Taxonomy of Profiles.

5.3 QoS in ISO TC 184 standards

This subclause identifies ISO TC 184 documents that contain information on current areas of TC 184 work relating to
QoS:

– ISO TR 12178:1994, Industrial automation – Time-critical communications architectures – User
requirements.

References to further TC 184 standards dealing with QoS can be found in ISO TR 12178.

5.4 QoS in ITU-T Recommendations

This subclause identifies some ITU-T Recommendations that contain definitions of QoS characteristics and/or related
information.

5.4.1 QoS in G-series Recommendations – Transmission systems and media, digital systems and networks

– ITU-T Recommendation G.826 (1996), Error performance parameters and objectives for international,
constant bit rate digital paths at or above the primary rate.

– ITU-T Recommendation G.827 (1996), Availability parameters and objectives for path elements of
international constant bit-rate digital paths at or above the primary rate.

5.4.2 QoS in I-series Recommendations – Integrated Services Digital Networks

– ITU-T Recommendation I.350 (1993), General aspects of quality of service and network performance in
digital networks, including ISDNs.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.351 (1997), Relationships among ISDN performance Recommendations.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.352 (1993), Network performance objectives for connection processing delays
in an ISDN.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.353 (1996), Reference events for defining ISDN and B-ISDN performance
parameters.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.354 (1993), Network performance objectives for packet-mode communication
in an ISDN.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.355 (1995), ISDN 64 kbit/s connection type availability performance.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.356 (1996), B-ISDN ATM layer cell transfer performance.

– ITU-T Recommendation I.357 (1996), B-ISDN semi-permanent connection availability.

5.4.3 QoS in X-series Recommendations – Data networks and open system communication

– CCITT Recommendation X.130 (1988), Call processing delays in public data networks when providing
international synchronous circuit-switched data services.

– CCITT Recommendation X.131 (1988), Call blocking in public data networks when providing
international synchronous circuit-switched data services.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.134 (1997), Portion boundaries and packet layer reference events: Basis for
defining packet-switched performance parameters.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.135 (1997), Speed of service (delay and throughput) performance values for
public data networks when providing international packet-switched services.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.136 (1997), Accuracy and dependability performance values for public data
networks when providing international packet-switched services.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.137 (1997), Availability performance values for public data networks when
providing international packet-switched services.
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– ITU-T Recommendation X.138 (1997), Measurement of performance values for public data networks
when providing international packet-switched services.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.139 (1997), Echo, drop, generator and test DTEs for measurement of
performance values in public data networks when providing international packet-switched services.

– CCITT Recommendation X.140 (1992), General quality of service parameters for communication via
public data networks.

– CCITT Recommendation X.141 (1988), General principles for the detection and correction of errors in
public data networks.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.144 (1995), User information transfer performance parameters for data
networks providing international frame relay PVC service.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.145 (1996), Performance for data networks providing international frame
relay SVC service.

– ITU-T Recommendation X.146 (1998), Performance objectives and quality of service classes applicable
to frame relax.

5.5 QoS in specifications produced by other organizations

5.5.1 Internet Engineering Task Force (IETF)

Considerable interest is now being shown in introducing management of QoS into the Internet. The following Internet
Requests for Comment (RFCs) make reference to QoS or are relevant to it:

– RFC 1633 (June 1994), Integrated Services in the Internet Architecture: An Overview.

– RFC 1819 (August 1994), Internet Stream Protocol Version 2 (ST2) Protocol Specification –
Version ST2+.

– RFC 1821 (August 1995), Integration of Real-time Services in an IP-ATM Network Architecture.

– RFC 1883 (December 1995), Internet Protocol, Version 6 (IPv6) Specification.

– RFC 1889 (January 1996), RTP: A Transport Protocol for Real-Time Applications.

– RFC 2205 (September 1997), Resource ReSerVation Protocol (RSVP) – Version 1 Functional Specifi-
cation.

– RFC 2206 (September 1997), RSVP Management Information Base using SMIv2.

– RFC 2207 (September 1997), RSVP Extensions for IPSEC Data Flows.

– RFC 2208 (September 1997), Resource ReSerVation Protocol (RSVP) – Version 1 Applicability
Statement Some Guidelines on Deployment.

– RFC 2209 (September 1997), Resource ReSerVation Protocol (RSVP) – Version 1 Message Processing
Rules.

– RFC 2210 (September 1997), The Use of RSVP with IETF Integrated Services.

– RFC 2211 (September 1997), Specification of the Controlled-Load Network Element Service.

– RFC 2212 (September 1997), Specification of Guaranteed Quality of Service.

– RFC 2213 (September 1997), Integrated Services Management Information Base using SMIv2.

– RFC 2214 (September 1997), Integrated Services Management Information Base Guaranteed Service
Extensions using SMIv2.

– RFC 2215 (September 1997), General Characterization Parameters for Integrated Service Network
Elements.

– RFC 2216 (September 1997), Network Element Service Specification Template.

These and other RFCs are available from various directories, including the directory ftp://ds.internic.net/rfc. Individual
RFCs can be accessed using ftp://ds.internic.net/rfc/rfcnnnn.txt, where nnnn is the RFC number.

Further information, including relevant Internet-Drafts, is available from the IETF Web pages at http://www.ietf.org/.
More details on the various Internet Working Groups and the documents they have produced can be found at this site.
The following Working Groups are of particular relevance to QoS management:

– Benchmarking Methodology, concerned with performance measurement:
http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/bmwg-charter.html;
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– Integrated Services, concerned with the transport of audio, video, real-time and classical data traffic
within a single network infrastructure, and defining best-effort, control load and guaranteed services:
http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/intserv-charter.html;

– Integrated Services over Specific Link Layers: http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/issll-charter.html;

– QoS Routing: http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/qosr-charter.html;

– Realtime Traffic Flow Measurement: http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/rtfm-charter.html;

– Resource Reservation Setup Protocol (RSVP): http://www.ietf.org/html.charters/rsvp-charter.html.

There is also a Web page for RSVP at http://www.isi.edu/div7/rsvp/ietf.html.

5.6 Research on QoS management

QoS management is now an important research topic for many universities, institutes, consortia and industrial
organizations. The number of papers published on the subject is growing each year, to an extent that makes it
impracticable for this Recommendation | Technical Report to give individual references. However, the proceedings of
the annual IFIP International Workshop on Quality of Service (IWQoS) may be a useful starting point for those
interested in research in QoS: the fifth IWQoS was held in May 1997. IWQoS has a Web page at
http://www.ctr.columbia.edu/iwqos/.

6 Methods and mechanisms for the prediction phase

As defined in the QoS Framework, the QoS prediction phase includes the following activities:

– enquiries of historical information on QoS measures which reflect previous levels of QoS achieved;

– analysis of historical information on QoS measures which reflect previous levels of QoS achieved;

– prediction of QoS characteristics in the system (e.g. completion time);

– calculation of potential perturbation if specific QoS requirements are requested and granted;

– evaluation of levels of QoS parameters to be requested in the establishment phase;

– checking that requests will not conflict with admission control policies.

Typically, such mechanisms are implemented by local or proprietary means, and no standards or publicly available
specifications have been identified containing relevant specifications. Standard OSI or Internet Management can be used
to support communications where needed as part of prediction phase activities.

7 Methods and mechanisms for the establishment phase

This clause identifies methods and mechanisms for the QoS establishment phase, as defined in the QoS Framework.

Mechanisms for the establishment phase include:

– methods of reaching QoS agreements, including negotiation mechanisms;

– resource allocation mechanisms;

– initialization mechanisms.

7.1 Methods of reaching QoS agreements

QoS agreements can be reached by a variety of means, including:

– administration, e.g. as part of a subscription process;

– imposition by one of the parties to the interaction;

– negotiation;

– management or security policy.

The remainder of this subclause discusses QoS negotiation in the context of communications protocols, under the
headings:

– negotiating QoS in peer-to-peer communications;

– negotiating QoS in 1 × N multicast;

– negotiating QoS in M × N multicast.
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7.1.1 Negotiating QoS in peer-to-peer communications

The concepts of negotiation of QoS between two peer entities are discussed in the QoS Framework, ITU-T Rec. X.641 |
ISO/IEC 13236, 7.3 and 8.3.2. Such negotiation may involve just the two peer entities alone, or may include the provider
of a communications service between them. Many negotiation mechanisms have been developed for the lower layer
communications protocols standardized jointly by ITU-T and ISO/IEC.

Generalizing those mechanisms, this clause defines two basic three-party negotiation mechanisms involving two users
and a provider that may be used to reach QoS agreements of the types defined in clause 7 of the QoS Framework. The
first uses a single parameter, and permits negotiation down from proposed maximum or desirable QoS levels. The
second permits the parties to specify ranges in which they are capable of operating, and enables them to agree upon a
limit, an operating target or a threshold within those ranges.

Multiple instances of the mechanisms defined in this clause may be operated in order to negotiate combinations of
operating target, limits and/or thresholds. Thus, for example, agreements on high and low limits can be reached by
operating two single-parameter negotiation mechanisms simultaneously.

NOTE – However, in complex cases it may be better to define new combined mechanisms to achieve the same result more
efficiently.

Although each mechanism has a defined order of operation, with an initiating user proposing an initial value or values,
which are then modified by the other parties, there is a degree of symmetry in that the outcome of the negotiation should
be a value that is acceptable to all. However, there is an asymmetry in that some parties can exercise their choice of
value within the acceptable region.

The two mechanisms are defined in 7.1.1.1, and then 7.1.1.2 illustrates their use for reaching agreements of the kinds
defined in the QoS Framework. Subclause 7.1.1.3 shows how the use of these mechanisms to negotiate various QoS
characteristics has been specified in ITU-T Recommendations | ISO/IEC International Standards.

It should be noted that, in this clause, mechanisms are described which include the negotiation of both upper and lower
limits. Although these are included as examples of possible mechanisms, it is recognized that negotiation mechanisms
which involve a single limit (either high or low) are likely, in general, to be found in real systems and networks.

7.1.1.1 Basic three-party negotiation mechanisms

In the following, the terms increase, high value, better value and upper bound are all to be understood as in the direction
of higher quality, and the terms decrease, low value, worse value and lower bound are to be understood as in the
direction of lower quality. High quality values may be either high numerically (as in the case of throughput) or low (as in
the case of transit delay).

In the mechanism descriptions which follow, actions undertaken by a provider are described. These commonly involve
selection by a provider, during the negotiation phase, of a new value for a QoS parameter and are often described in the
following manner: the provider may select a new value P′ which is not better than the initiator-proposed value, i.e. such
that P′ ≤ P. These inequalities are chosen so that the negotiation mechanisms converge and terminate and the values P′
and P represent the values actually exchanged as part of the negotiation mechanism. This does not preclude a provider
from operating internally at a higher quality than P, but this would not be signalled in the negotiation mechanism. It is
recognized that many networks, for example, operate on a discrete number of settings for a particular QoS characteristic
and that in practice, therefore, a higher quality than that requested for a particular characteristic may well be provided.

The following definitions cover cases of normal operation. Other behaviour may occur in cases of equipment failure or
sudden overload conditions.

a) Single-parameter negotiation

1) The initiating user supplies a proposed value P to the provider.

2) The provider may refuse the request. If the provider does not refuse the request, it may select a new
proposed value P′ which is not better than the initiator-proposed value, i.e. such that P′ ≤ P. The provider
supplies the (possibly revised) proposed value to the responding user.

3) The responding user may refuse the request. If the responding user does not refuse the request, it may
select a new value V which is not better than the provider proposed value, i.e. such that V ≤ P′ ≤ P.
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4) The provider shall leave the selected value V unchanged.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user. It is the "agreed" value.

b) Bounded negotiation

1) The initiating user specifies a desired operating range by supplying to the provider a lower bound L and
an upper bound U, where L ≤ U. (Where an LQA limit is being negotiated, L is the proposed LQA value.
Where an operating target is being negotiated, U is the proposed target value. Where a CHQ limit is being
negotiated, U is the proposed CHQ value.)

2) The provider may refuse the request if it knows it cannot be met, i.e. if it cannot support at least the lower
bound value L. If the provider does not refuse the request, but cannot operate over the full range proposed
by the initiating user, it may determine a new reduced value U′ for the upper bound: this reduced value
may not be worse than the lower bound. Thus L < U′ ≤ U. (It is possible that the provider may choose to
operate internally at a higher quality, but it does not signal this fact to the responding user.)

The provider may not alter the lower bound L. The new upper bound U′ and the lower bound L are
supplied to the responding user.

3) The responding user may refuse the request. If it accepts, it may select any value V in the range between
the lower and upper bounds supplied. Thus L ≤ V ≤ U′. The selected value is returned to the provider.

4) The provider shall leave the selected value V unchanged.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user. It is the "agreed" value.

The two mechanisms are illustrated in Figure 7-1.

The mechanisms may also be operated with some restrictions placed on the behaviour of one or more of the parties. For
example, bilateral negotiation mechanisms correspond to restricted versions of the above where the provider is not
permitted to modify any of the values it receives but must pass them unchanged to the other user. Also, thresholds may
often be negotiated simply between one user and the provider, where that user wishes to be informed when QoS reaches
a certain level but the provider’s capability also has to be taken into account.

T0730930-98/d01

P

P′

U

U′

V

L

V

Initiator InitiatorProvider ProviderResponder

Single-parameter negotiation

Bounded negotiation

NOTE – The provider and responding user may refuse to accept the proposed value(s) and thus abort the negotiation.

Figure 7-1 – Three-party negotiation

FIGURE 7.1...[D01]
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7.1.1.2 Application of the negotiation mechanisms

The mechanisms defined above can be used to negotiate QoS agreements on individual values relating to QoS
characteristics. Specifically, such a QoS agreement includes:

– the QoS characteristic to which it relates;

– where applicable, whether it relates to a given direction of transfer, or to both directions equally;

– the type of value negotiated, which may be an operating target, a limit or a threshold: these are defined in
the QoS Framework (see 7.3.2);

– the level of agreement: these are defined in the QoS Framework (see 7.3.2.4 in ITU-T Rec. X.641 |
ISO/IEC 13236), and may be:

• best-efforts, for operating targets or thresholds;

• compulsory, for limits only;

• guaranteed, for limits only.

In an environment where many different types of QoS agreement may be negotiated, it may be necessary to use several
service or protocol QoS parameters to convey the precise intention of a negotiation step.

Single-parameter negotiation is most appropriate to the negotiation of:

– a Highest Quality Attainable (HQA) operating target, where the desire is to operate at the highest level
acceptable to all parties, with best-effort semantics;

– a Controlled Highest Quality (CHQ) limit, where the desire is to establish an upper limit on QoS, and the
consequent agreement may have best-effort, compulsory or guaranteed semantics;

– a high threshold value.

Bounded negotiation is most appropriate to negotiation of:

– a Highest Quality Attainable (HQA) operating target, where the desire is to operate at the highest level
acceptable to all parties, with best-effort semantics, but with a lower bound on acceptable QoS;

– a Controlled Highest Quality (CHQ) limit, where the desire is to establish an upper limit on QoS but with
a lower bound on that limit, and the consequent agreement may have best-effort, compulsory or
guaranteed semantics;

– a Lowest Quality Acceptable (LQA) limit, where the desire is to establish a level below which the QoS
should not fall, and the consequent agreement may have best-effort, compulsory or guaranteed semantics;

– a high or low threshold value.

Where bounded negotiation is used, there is the further question of where in the available range the responding user
should select the final value [in step 3) of the definition of bounded negotiation in 7.1.1.1]. Typically, high final values
would be appropriate when negotiating HQA, CHQ or high threshold values; and low values would be appropriate when
negotiating LQA or low threshold values.

7.1.1.3 Usage of mechanisms mapped to lower layer ITU-T Recommendations | ISO/IEC International
Standards

Table 7-1 below identifies, for those standards which specify a particular mechanism for use in conjunction with a given
QoS characteristic, which of the mechanisms defined in this clause is utilized. It also identifies cases where the standards
state that a characteristic is not negotiated. If there is no specific entry in this table for a given standard, then that
standard does not specify a particular mechanism, and relies upon a characteristic by characteristic mapping to take place
from the upper service or protocol to its lower counterpart.

NOTE 1 – In this where-used table, only an abbreviated form of title is given. For the full title, see the lists of Recommendations |
International Standards in 5.1.1.

NOTE 2 – Although Table 7-1 includes text extracted from, or a summary of, the Recommendations | International Standards or
Recommendations | Technical Reports referenced, in the event of any conflict between the statements in this guide and those in
the documents referenced, then the requirements as stated in the documents referenced shall take precedence.

NOTE 3 – Owing to their complexity, the mechanisms developed for the Enhanced Communications Transport Service and
Protocol are not included in Table 7-1. A brief discussion and references are given in 7.1.3.
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Table 7-1 – Usage of mechanisms mapped to lower layer ITU-Recommendations |
ISO/IEC International Standards

Recommendation | International
Standard

Characteristic or parameter Mechanism used Notes

ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208
(X.25 Packet Layer Protocol)

throughput class Single-parameter negotiation of an HQA
operating target, with best-efforts semantics.

transit delay selection and
indication

1) The initiating user supplies a proposed value.

2) The provider honours the request when it can
do so.

3) The responding user and initiating user are
informed of the value selected. It may be less
than, equal to, or greater than the proposed
value.

minimum throughput class 1) The initiating user supplies a proposed value.

2) The provider may refuse the request. If it does
not do so it forwards the proposed value to the
responding user.

3) The responding may refuse the request, or
accept the proposed value.

end-to-end transit delay At the choice of the initiator, either bounded
negotiation or single-parameter negotiation of
an HQA operating target value, with best efforts
semantics.

priority Bounded negotiation of an HQA operating target
value, with best-efforts semantics.

protection Bounded negotiation of an HQA operating target
value, with best-efforts semantics.

ITU-T Rec. X.213 | ISO/IEC 8348
(Connection-mode network service

definition)

throughput At the choice of the initiator, either bounded
negotiation or single-parameter negotiation of an
HQA operating target value, with best efforts
semantics.

transit delay Bounded negotiation or single-parameter
negotiation of an HQA operating target value,
with best efforts semantics.

1

priority At the choice of the initiator, either bounded
negotiation or single-parameter negotiation of an
HQA operating target value, with best efforts
semantics.

protection Not negotiated – A local matter controlled
according to the security policy in force. See
ITU-T Rec. X.802 | ISO/IEC TR 13594
(Information technology – Lower Layers security
model).

transit delay
cost determinants

Not a negotiation mechanism but based on the
specific characteristics of the facilities which can
be expected to be made available by the provider.

ITU-T Rec. X.214 | ISO/IEC 8072
(Transport service definition)

all QoS parameters except
protection

Single-parameter negotiation of an HQA
operating target, with best-efforts semantics.

protection Not negotiated – A local matter controlled
according to the security policy in force. See
ITU-T Rec. X.802 | ISO/IEC TR 13594
(Information technology – Lower Layers security
model).

ITU-T Rec. X.223 | ISO/IEC 8878
(Use of X.25 to provide the

connection-mode network service)

throughput
transit delay

priority

At the choice of the initiator, either bounded
negotiation or single-parameter negotiation of an
HQA operating target value, with best efforts
semantics.

ITU-T Rec. X.224 | ISO/IEC 8073
(Connection-mode transport

protocol)

throughput
residual error rate

transit delay

Bounded negotiation of an HQA operating target,
with best-efforts semantics.

priority Single-parameter negotiation of an HQA
operating target, with best-efforts semantics.
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Table 7-1 (concluded)

7.1.2 Negotiating QoS in 1 × N multicast

A 1 × N multicast connection is a special case of multipeer communications, namely a connection with one sender and N
receivers. In establishing a 1 × N connection, there is in general an interaction between the negotiation of QoS and the
selection of the participants in the connection. For example, a QoS requirement imposed by the sender may be beyond
the capacity of the provider in some region, and hence some receivers may be excluded from participation in the
connection. Receivers may also choose not to participate for reasons unrelated to QoS. The general treatment of 1 × N
connection establishment is outside the scope of this Recommendation | Technical Report; this subclause covers only the
negotiation of QoS.

NOTE 1 – Mechanisms for group selection for Enhanced Communications Transport Service (ECTS) are defined in ITU-T
Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252.

NOTE 2 – The terminology of "sender" and "receiver" in 1 × N multicast is common, and is based on a typical application,
namely broadcast transmission. However, this should not be taken to imply that the receivers cannot send data to the sender. In
general, the possible transmission modes in 1 × N multicast are: sender to receivers multicast, sender to a single receiver unicast,
and receiver to sender unicast. The term "full duplex 1 × N multicast" is used in cases where all these possibilities are exploited.

When negotiating QoS for 1 × N multicast connections, it is necessary to choose between two types of QoS negotiation
mechanisms:

– "connection-wide" QoS negotiation mechanisms, which negotiate the same value of a QoS characteristic
for the sender, the service provider and all receivers; and

– "receiver-selected" QoS negotiation mechanisms, which negotiate separate values of a QoS characteristic
for each receiver, representing an agreement between the sender, the service provider and that particular
receiver.

Different types of negotiation mechanism can be chosen for different characteristics in the establishment of a single
1 × N multicast connection. The choice for any particular characteristic may depend on the application: it is not
necessarily an inherent property of the characteristic itself.

Recommendation | International
Standard Characteristic or parameter Mechanism used Notes

ITU-T Rec. X.233 | ISO/IEC 8473-1
(Protocol for providing the

connectionless-mode network
service)

sequencing vs. transit delay
transit delay vs. cost

residual error probability
vs. transit delay

residual error probability
vs. cost

No negotiation – Decision taken on each
individual data unit. Network entities in interme-
diate systems may, but are not required to, make
use of this information as an aid in selecting a
route when more than one route satisfying other
routing criteria is available and the available
routes are known to differ with respect to QoS.
When this information is used, routing decisions
should favour the QoS usage indicated by the
user.

ITU-T Rec. X.234 | ISO/IEC 8602
(Connectionless-mode transport

protocol)

QoS parameter defined by
connectionless-mode

Transport service

For underlying connectionless-mode network
service:
QoS parameter derived from the a priori
knowledge by the user of the QoS available on
the association.
For underlying connection-mode network service:
QoS parameter derived from knowledge by the
user of the QoS available from the network
connection.

CCITT Rec. X.612 | ISO/IEC 9574
(Connection-mode network service
by packet-mode terminal connected

to an ISDN)

throughput
transit delay

Based on a priori knowledge – This knowledge
may be modified by ITU-T Rec. Q.931 (ISDN
user-network interface layer 3 specification for
basic call control).

ITU-T Rec. X.622 | ISO/IEC 8473-3 priority No negotiation mechanism
(Connectionless-mode network

protocol over X.25)
transit delay and throughput Uses ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208

protocol negotiation mechanisms.
2

NOTE 1 – For the transit delay case, a restricted form of the bounded negotiation mechanism is employed. In step 3), if the
responding user accepts the request, then the supplied upper value (which corresponds to low transit delay) is to be used. It is not
even conveyed in step 4), since the provider already knows the value that is to be used if the network-connection is set up.

NOTE 2 – See the entry for ITU-T Rec. X.25 and ISO/IEC 8208.
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Connection-wide negotiation mechanisms may be applied to QoS characteristics:

– which by their very definition apply to the 1 × N multicast connection as a whole, such as protection (for
confidentiality); or

– for which the value perceived by the receiver is dependent upon the behaviour of the sender or of the
service provider as a whole, or for application reasons must be the same for all receivers. Examples could
be throughput, in cases where data may not be lost; or transit delay, in cases where it is required to ensure
synchronization across multiple receivers.

Receiver-selected negotiation mechanisms may be applied to those QoS characteristics for which there exists no
application requirement to agree on a connection-wide value. Examples could be transit delay; or throughput, if loss of
data can be tolerated.

Receiver-selected negotiation for a 1 × N multicast connection is performed for each of the N receivers independently.
Hence the mechanisms defined in 7.1.1.1 for basic three-party QoS negotiation can be used for each such negotiation
without change.

For connection-wide negotiation mechanisms, however, it is necessary to extend the mechanisms defined in 7.1.1.1 to
ensure that a single QoS agreement is negotiated that is common to all receivers, and that the negotiated value is
consistent with any constraints identified during the negotiation process, such as a limit on provider capacity local to one
of the receivers. The necessary extensions are defined in 7.1.2.1 below, which also identifies how they may be applied to
reaching agreements of the kinds defined in the QoS Framework.

Finally, 7.1.2.2 discusses the use of filters in 1 × N multicast.

7.1.2.1 Mechanisms for connection-wide QoS negotiation in 1 × N connections

When a QoS characteristic is to be negotiated connection-wide, it is necessary to inform all the participants of the result
of the negotiation in a "three-way handshake". This adds a further step to the mechanisms of 7.1.1.1.

Other modifications to the mechanisms are required in order to determine an agreed QoS value that is consistent with all
the requirements and constraints expressed by the sender, provider and the N receivers. In some cases, it will be possible
to achieve a consistent value only by the exclusion of some receivers; when that happens, it may also be possible to
achieve consistent values in different ways, with the exclusion of different sets of receivers. The choice of which
receivers to exclude in such cases is outside the scope of this Recommendation | Technical Report.

NOTE 1 – Where it is necessary to negotiate multiple limits, or an operating target together with one or more limits, it is possible
to operate multiple instances of the mechanisms defined in this subclause. However, it may be better to define other mechanisms
to deal with these cases more efficiently.

As in 7.1.1.1, the terms increase and decrease are to be understood as meaning changes in the direction of improved or
degraded quality respectively. In 1 × N multicast, it is the multicast sender that is the initiating user, and the receivers are
the responding users.

The procedures defined below are those for normal operation. Other behaviour may occur in cases of equipment failure
or sudden overload conditions.

NOTE 2 –The definitions of the negotiation mechanisms that follow treat the "service-provider" as a single participant, even
though in practice it may be composed of a number of communications providers.

Five mechanisms are defined, as follows:

– "single-parameter" negotiation, which is negotiation down from upper bounds provided by the parties in
succession, with no lower bounds imposed;

– bounded negotiation of a low limit or a low threshold;

– bounded negotiation of a high limit or a high threshold;

– bounded negotiation of an operating target;

– combined negotiation of upper and lower limits.

The term "bounded" is used to characterize negotiation mechanisms in which bounds are placed on how far values may
be changed from those proposed. In some cases, the operation of the mechanism depends on the level of agreement
desired.

Thresholds may often be negotiated simply between one user and the provider, where that user wishes to be informed
when QoS reaches a certain level but the provider’s capability also has to be taken into account.
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a) Single-parameter negotiation – Connection-wide

1) The initiating user supplies a proposed value P.

2) The provider may refuse the request. If the provider does not refuse the request, for each responding user
it may select a new proposed value Pi′ which is not better than the initiator-proposed value. (These new
values may differ between responding users, since the capacity of the provider may vary from responding
user to responding user.) Thus, for all responding users Ri, Pi′ ≤ P. The provider supplies the proposed
values to the responding users.

3) Each responding user may refuse the request, in which case it takes no further part in the negotiation. If a
responding user does not refuse the request, it may select a new proposed value Vi which is not better
than the value proposed by the provider. Thus for all responding users Ri, Vi ≤ Pi′ ≤ P.

4) The provider shall select the lowest of the values returned by the responding users, V = min Vi.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user and to all the responding users. It becomes the
"agreed" value, and is such that V = min Vi ≤ Vi ≤ Pi′ ≤ P.

The mechanism is illustrated in Figure 7-2.

T0730940-98/d02

P P′

V1

V2

min
V = min Vi

1

P′2

Initiator Provider Responders Provider All Parties

Figure 7-2 – Single-parameter negotiation (connection-wide)

FIGURE 7.2...[D02]

b) Bounded negotiation of a low limit or low threshold – Connection-wide

1) The initiating user specifies a desired operating range by supplying a lower bound L and an upper
bound U, where L ≤ U. L is its proposed low limit or low threshold value.

2) The provider may refuse the request if it knows it cannot be met, i.e. if it cannot support at least the lower
bound value L. If the provider does not refuse the request, but cannot operate over the full range proposed
by the initiating user, it may determine a new reduced value Ui′ for the upper bound for each responding
user Ri individually: this reduced value may not be worse than the lower bound. Thus L ≤ Ui′ ≤ U for all
i. (It is also possible that the provider may choose to operate internally at a higher quality, but it does not
signal this fact to the responding user.)

NOTE 3 – It may be appropriate for the provider to propose different upper bounds to different responding users
because of different provider capabilities in different regions. The provider is not required to perform an initial
arbitration to determine one upper bound common to all responding users, because at this stage it is not known
which responding users will wish to participate in the connection, nor the values they would wish to propose in
response.

The provider may not alter the lower bound L. The new upper bound Ui′ and the lower bound L are
supplied to each responding user Ri.

3) Each responding user may refuse the request, in which case it takes no further part in the negotiation. If it
accepts, it may increase the lower bound to a new value Li′ within the range up to the upper bound Ui′
supplied by the provider.

Thus for each responding user Ri, L ≤ Li′ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U.

The new lower and upper bound values Li′ and Ui′ are returned to the provider.
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4) The provider examines the values returned from each responding user. Its behaviour will depend upon the
level of agreement that is being negotiated.

Compulsory or guaranteed level of agreement

The provider must select a final connection-wide QoS value not worse than the highest lower bound of
the responding users (L′max = max Li′), yet it must be capable of operating at that value to all responding
users. The possibility exists that that highest lower bound L′max will be greater than its operating
capability, as expressed by the upper bound Ui′, to one or more responding users; in such a case, some
responding users must be excluded so as to leave a feasible operating region between the highest lower
bound of the remaining responding users and the lowest of its remaining upper bounds.

Thus, it is a requirement for a feasible region that L′max ≤ U′min and responding users may need to be
removed from the connection until this constraint is satisfied.

Then the provider selects the connection-wide value V within the range, i.e. such that L′max ≤ V ≤ U′min.
Typically V will be close to L′max.

Best-efforts level of agreement

The provider attempts to satisfy the same constraints as in the cases of compulsory or guaranteed levels
of agreement, but does not exclude responding users if the constraints cannot all be satisfied. If there is
a feasible region, i.e. L′max ≤ U′min, the connection-wide value V selected by the provider will satisfy
L′max ≤ V ≤ U′min and typically be close to L′ max.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user and to all (remaining) responding users. It becomes
the "agreed" value. Except in the case of best-efforts level of agreement, this meets the requirements of all
(remaining) parties since for all remaining responding users Ri:

L ≤ Li′ ≤ L′max ≤ V ≤ U′min ≤ Ui′ ≤ U

The mechanism is illustrated in Figure 7-3.

T0730950-98/d03

U

L L

L

V

U′2

arb

L′
2

L′
1

U′
1

U′2

arb    Arbitration

Initiator Provider Responders Provider All Parties

Figure 7-3 – Bounded negotiation of a low value (connection-wide)

U′
1

FIGURE 7-3...[D03] = 3 CM

c) Bounded negotiation of a high limit or high threshold – Connection-wide

1) The initiating user specifies a desired operating range by supplying a lower bound L and an upper
bound U, where L ≤ U. U is its proposed high limit or high threshold value.

2) The provider may refuse the request if it knows it cannot be met, i.e. if it cannot support at least the lower
bound value L. If the provider does not refuse the request, but cannot operate over the full range proposed
by the initiating user, it may determine a new reduced value Ui′ for the upper bound for each responding
user Ri individually: this reduced value may not be worse than the lower bound. Thus L ≤ Ui′ ≤ U for all
i. (It is also possible that the provider may choose to operate internally at a higher quality, but it does not
signal this fact to the responding user.)

NOTE 4 – It may be appropriate for the provider to propose different upper bounds to different responding users
because of different provider capabilities in different regions. The provider is not required to perform an initial
arbitration to determine one upper bound common to all responding users, because at this stage it is not known
which responding users will wish to participate in the connection, nor the values they would wish to propose in
response.
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The provider may not alter the lower bound L. The new upper bound Ui′ and the lower bound L are
supplied to each responding user Ri.

3) Each responding user may refuse the request, in which case it takes no further part in the negotiation. If it
accepts, it may decrease the upper bound to a new value Ui″, within the bounds L and Ui′ supplied by the
provider.

Thus for each responding user Ri, L ≤ Ui″ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U.

The lower and new upper bound values L and Ui″ are returned to the provider.

4) The provider selects the final connection-wide QoS value V = min Ui″.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user and to all responding users. It becomes the "agreed"
value. This meets the requirements of all parties since for all responding users Ri:

L ≤ V = U″min ≤ Ui″ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U

The mechanism is illustrated in Figure 7-4.

T0730960-98/d04

U

L L

L

U′
1

U′2

U″1

U″2

Initiator Provider Responders Provider All Parties

Figure 7-4 – Bounded negotiation of a high value (connection-wide)

min
V = min U″i

FIGURE 7-4...[D04] = 3 CM

d) Bounded negotiation of an operating target – Connection-wide

1) The initiating user specifies a desired operating range by supplying a lower bound L and an upper
bound U, where L ≤ U.

2) The provider may refuse the request if it knows it cannot be met, i.e. if it cannot support at least the lower
bound value L. If the provider does not refuse the request, but cannot operate over the full range proposed
by the initiating user, it may determine a new reduced value Ui′ for the upper bound for each responding
user Ri individually: this reduced value may not be worse than the lower bound. Thus L ≤ Ui′ ≤ U for all
i. (It is also possible that the provider may choose to operate internally at a higher quality, but it does not
signal this fact to the responding user.)

NOTE 5 – It may be appropriate for the provider to propose different upper bounds to different responding users
because of different provider capabilities in different regions. The provider is not required to perform an initial
arbitration to determine one upper bound common to all responding users, because at this stage it is not known
which responding users will wish to participate in the connection, nor the values they would wish to propose in
response.

The provider may not alter the lower bound L. The new upper bound Ui′ and the lower bound L are
supplied to each responding user Ri.

3) Each responding user may refuse the request, in which case it takes no further part in the negotiation. If it
accepts, it may increase the lower bound to a new value Li′ and it may decrease the upper bound to a new
value Ui″, within the bounds L and Ui′ supplied by the provider.

Thus, for each responding user Ri, L ≤ Li′ ≤ Ui″ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U.

The new lower and new upper bound values Li′ and Ui″ are returned to the provider.
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4) The provider examines the values returned from each responding user. The level of agreement that is
being negotiated is best-efforts (since the others do not apply to operating targets).

The provider selects a final connection-wide QoS value V. If there is a feasible operating region
within the ranges returned by all responding users, i.e. if the highest lower bound L′max is less than
or equal to the lowest upper bound U″min = min Ui″, then V is selected in the feasible region, so that
L′max ≤ V ≤ U″min. However, this may not be possible.

5) The selected value V is returned to the initiating user and to all responding users. It becomes the "agreed"
value.

The mechanism is illustrated in Figure 7-5.

T0730970-98/d05
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Figure 7-5 – Bounded negotiation of an operating target (connection-wide)

FIGURE 7-5...[D05] = 3 CM

e) Combined negotiation of lower and upper limits – Connection-wide

This mechanism differs from the preceding ones in that it is used to negotiate two values – a lower limit and an upper
limit – whereas the others are used to negotiate single values.

1) The initiating user proposes a lower limit L and an upper limit U, where L ≤ U.

2) The provider may refuse the request if it knows it cannot be met, i.e. if it cannot support at least the lower
bound value L. If the provider does not refuse the request, but cannot operate over the full range proposed
by the initiating user, it may determine a new reduced value Ui′ for the upper bound for each responding
user Ri individually: this reduced value may not be worse than the lower bound. Thus L ≤ Ui′ ≤ U for all
i. (It is also possible that the provider may choose to operate internally at a higher quality, but it does not
signal this fact to the responding user.)

NOTE 6 – It may be appropriate for the provider to propose different upper bounds to different responding users
because of different provider capabilities in different regions. The provider is not required to perform an initial
arbitration to determine one upper bound common to all responding users, because at this stage it is not known
which responding users will wish to participate in the connection, nor the values they would wish to propose in
response.

The provider may not alter the lower bound L. The new upper bound Ui′ and the lower bound L are
supplied to each responding user Ri.

3) Each responding user may refuse the request, in which case it takes no further part in the negotiation. If it
accepts, it may increase the lower bound to a new value Li′ and it may decrease the upper bound to a new
value Ui″, within the bounds L and Ui′ supplied by the provider.

Thus for each responding user Ri, L ≤ Li′ ≤ Ui″ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U.

The new lower and new upper bound values Li′ and Ui″ are returned to the provider.

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

IECNORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 IS
O/IE

C TR 13
24

3:1
99

9

https://iecnorm.com/api/?name=4dfade89b2c1fcef6f7e027b9cee4cd0


ISO/IEC TR 13243 : 1999 (E)

ITU-T Rec. X.642 (1998 E) 21

4) The provider examines the values returned from each responding user. Its behaviour will depend upon the
level of agreement that is being negotiated.

Compulsory or guaranteed level of agreement

The provider must select a final connection-wide QoS lower limit LF and a final connection-wide QoS
upper limit UF such that LF is not worse than the highest lower bound L′max = max Li′ and UF is not
better than the lowest upper bound U″min = min Ui″.

Thus, it is a requirement for a feasible region that L′max ≤ U″min, and responding users may need to be
removed from the connection until this constraint is satisfied.

Then the provider selects the connection-wide values LF and UF such that L′max ≤ LF ≤ UF ≤ U″min.
Typically LF will be close to L′max and UF will be close to U″min.

Best-efforts level of agreement

The provider attempts to satisfy the same constraints as in the cases of compulsory or guaranteed levels of
agreement, but does not exclude responding users if the constraints cannot all be satisfied. If there is a
feasible region, i.e. if L′max ≤ U″min, the connection-wide values LF and UF selected by the provider will
satisfy L′max ≤ LF ≤ UF ≤ U″min and typically LF will be close to L′max and UF will be close to U″min.

5) The selected values LF and UF are returned to the initiating user and to all (remaining) responding users.
They are the "agreed" values. Except in the case of best-efforts level of agreement, this meets the
requirements of all (remaining) parties since for all remaining responding users Ri:

L ≤ Li′ ≤ L′max ≤ LF ≤ UF ≤ U″min ≤ Ui″ ≤ Ui′ ≤ U

The mechanism is illustrated in Figure 7-6.
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Figure 7-6 – Combined negotiation of lower and upper limits (connection-wide)
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FIGURE 7-6...[D06] = 3 CM

7.1.2.2 Use of QoS filters in 1 × N multicast

A complementary approach to the problem of dealing with receivers with different properties, in different environments,
is to use QoS filters. A QoS filter can support different levels of QoS for different receivers in the same multipeer group.
Filters are particularly valuable in dealing with continuous media information. The differences between receivers may
relate to the end systems (compression boards, processing power, display devices, etc.), networks (throughput, delay,
error rates, etc.) or to the user applications (quality required, frame rates, etc.).

The QoS negotiation mechanisms described in 7.1.1.1 and 7.1.2.1 can be operated in configurations where filters are
also present. It is possible for a filter mechanism to act as a proxy participant in connection-wide negotiations in order to
allow a receiver to join a multicast connection it would not otherwise be able to.

Subclause 8.3 discusses specific types of QoS filters that can support different values of QoS characteristics for different
receivers in a multipeer group. QoS filters can be applied where different receiver-selected characteristics have been
negotiated by receivers in the same 1 × N multicast connection. QoS filters enable a high level of QoS to be delivered to
certain receivers, while supplying filtered information to other receivers with lower QoS requirements in the same 1 × N
multicast connection. In such cases, knowledge of the properties of available filters needs to be taken into account
during QoS negotiation.
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The source participant may not be aware that QoS filters are being used. The source would supply a data flow at a single
QoS level, while the N receivers receive either the unfiltered flow or filtered flows at different QoS levels.

7.1.3 Negotiating QoS in M × N multicast

The term M × N multicast is used to denote a multicast communication between N stations, in which M (≤ N) are
intending to transmit multicast to the N. These M stations are termed "focal stations". Depending on the particular case,
the N stations may be able to transmit in unicast mode to other stations. The QoS negotiated is that relating to the
M multicasts.

One of the focal stations is designated the "owner" of the multicast. Typically, the owner station has a special role in
initiating and terminating multicast establishment procedures, in order to ensure that the group membership rules are
correctly applied and that the procedures terminate correctly. Ownership is thus a management concept.

The division between owner and non-owner stations, which concerns management roles, cuts across the division
between users and provider, which reflects use and provision of communications services. In particular, an owner station
will in general perform both user-level and provider-level functions, and distinctions between owner and non-owners
may appear in both user-level and provider-level protocols.

NOTE – Mechanisms for changing owners are beyond the scope of this Recommendation | Technical Report.

Two kinds of procedure can be used to negotiate QoS characteristics in M × N multicast:

– one composed of superimposed 1 × N negotiations;

– a single, simultaneous M × N negotiation.

Mechanisms of these two kinds are defined in the Enhanced Communications Transport Service and Protocol, ECTS
(ITU-T Rec. X.605 | ISO/IEC 13252) and ECTP (under development). ECTS and ECTP define:

– a "Step-Wise Arbitration" procedure, which is composed of superimposed 1 × N negotiations, and can
make use of the mechanisms defined in 7.1.2;

– an "Owner Arbitration" procedure, in which the owner station controls a single, simultaneous M × N
negotiation.

7.2 Resource allocation mechanisms

As defined in the QoS Framework, the QoS establishment phase includes mechanisms for resource allocation. One such
mechanism is Resource Reservation Protocol (RSVP). A reference is given in 5.5.1.

7.3 Initialization mechanisms

As defined in the QoS Framework, the QoS establishment phase includes the initialization of operational phase
mechanisms. Typically this is achieved by local means that are not subject to standardization.

8 Methods and mechanisms for the operational phase

This clause identifies sources of methods and mechanisms for the QoS operational phase, as defined in the QoS
Framework.

Mechanisms for the operational phase include:

– monitoring mechanisms;

– maintenance mechanisms;

– filters;

– enquiry mechanisms;

– alert mechanisms.

8.1 Monitoring mechanisms

As noted in the QoS Framework, monitoring mechanisms can be provided by general-purpose management techniques,
such as those standardized in OSI management. References are given in 5.1.2.
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