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Proposal of Scalable QoS Multicast Routing Protocol
using PIM-SM and BGMP '
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As the Internet bandwidth becomes wider, the demands of video and audio data delivery
services using multicast technology are increased. For these services, the guarantee of QoS
is required. Although some QoS-aware multicast ro‘u‘ting protocols have been proposed so far,
they have a scalability problem such that the number of messages for QoS routing is too many.
So, we have proposed a scalable QoS multicast routing protocol by‘ introducing the hierarchy
to a network by using PIM-SM and BGMP, and by limiting the region to advertise route up-
date messages. This paper describes the details of the proposed protocol. .
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