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Abstract

The Internet provides a best-effort service. It is that there is no control mechanism of Quality of Service (QoS)
for end users. Since the end-to-end performance isn’t guaranteed on the Internet, the network measurement and
analysis of the end-to-end performance is important task for an application that is using the Internet. This paper
describes the definition of one-way end-to-end performance on the path, its measurement method and results of
measured data.
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