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Abstract: The Golang network programming language is used to design and implement a new RUDP ( reli-
able user datagram protocol) transport protocol, which is deployed in the real long-distance Internet. The exper-
imental verification and performance test analysis of the proposed new RUDP protocol are carried out. The ex-
perimental results show that the proposed new RUDP transmission protocol is feasible, and the reliable commu-
nication mechanisms such as acknowledgment, sequence number, retransmission, congestion control, sliding
window and error detection are implemented to ensure the reliable delivery of transmission data. Under the
same experimental conditions, the packet loss rate of new RUDP is 0%, the same as that of TCP( transmission

control protocol) . In general, the end-to-end delay and delay jitter of new RUDP are lower than those of TCP.
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There are significant differences between new RUDP and TCP in some common communication links. At the
same time, the bandwidth occupancy of new RUDP is significantly lower than that of UDP (user datagram pro-
tocol) . The throughput of new RUDP is bigger that of TCP, and closer to that of UDP. Therefore, new RUDP is
more suitable than TCP and UDP for this kind of new network applications with low latency and high reliabili-
ty. Thirdly, the protocol parameters of new RUDP are partially optimized to provide better transmission service
quality for these new network applications.

Keywords: RUDP; QoS ( quality of service) ; performance evaluation index of the Internet; reliable com-

munication mechanism; programming in Golang
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1E 20 22 90 4FAL, Internet N HIIVEY KBNS 7E 28 2 ARG F S5 sk, A B9 TCP 11 UDP
BV E 2 A RE T & 3 e R 1 QoS BEoR, — L3 A5 I FH I 9 45 AL S b R4 11 . 1999 4R Bo-
va S5V 1E UDP WMSGERE_ LN THEIN, P85 | KRS A (5 S T St bl SRR 4 i) o Bt
54, 2001 4E, Stewart 255 AE TCP PrCEERE b H2 H — B i 45 1 B0 12 B P08 SCTP ( stream control
transmission protocol) , HARE T TCP WM M &4 nl SEPENLH], AngbEErEm b | OBEOR IS B
FERALHLEIS:, KSR T IZEERINLE], DURE TCP/IP M Eim i, BRI 4E, SSEZ H 1P M
HHAE S RS, Le %5 X% RUDP WMSGHEAT T okilt, RORE TFH5 | S maEstismible, HT
g*%@j%jﬁlﬂzﬁﬁ{%, 15 6 NH 85 E JoLk /i M *ﬁﬁ??igﬁgﬁlﬁ, Herrero>' )\ RTP (real time pro-
tocol) FAREHEH T —FR BRI SEAL R ML, B T R SR8 (5, Visual ProtoStack 15 EL ik /R %
PSRRI 41 2% 2018 4, Huh'*VKE RUDP PR BSUR T 45tk , ik e 100 26544 i < Fisf 4 [
FOPNET ff B4 R, AHLL TCP B, RUDP HpSCAT LK F3£ e A1 190 265 1% i 14y o 2 3 I 428 5 2019
4, Chen 557" % RUDP PMSGHAT Tokclt, ROREE I E: . BN . 7905 R I o 1% 45 ) S ksl
P, TR AR SERGEE RS, 16 ZYNQ 7 TR R EIE 1 BT et sl iy ml 474k, il o4 1 K
i | FALRAE AL R RETE AR,

T 2015 IR B AR REIGH , A RATCL MY EEE B R e MR B4 R 4R TS, RDUP BLAT
T RS I IR A BV, SRR EAE SR N I KIBOR N, 74N TCP F1 UDP 11
AR TTA ) RUDP MRS AT HEFIERE 3 M2 7E 0 Eul FPGA TR M S2 96 2511 T~ UG/, A
23 KB A PR 45 SR B0AIE . 7ESEPREY Internet H12R ] RUDP SEE i) SRR L M T B % e i £
WM ER, H s R BA TS 0 M E A2 R B S, M, Bt T —FoBi iy RUDP R 445
¥y, Mt BT AR AL LE, DL SCRR A e AR PR T B A B 35 R SRTM48 4 F2E Golang 15
STHEL ) XSRS RAT AR 5 0T, BRIk RUDP (& 5tk RE Y& 42

1 # RUDP Wit 5T &AL

TCP #1 UDP [MAE TCP/IP M 2% 1A R &5 )@ T& 52 i, —ith, RUDP 3= 253 i i
UDP 3k T BORUE S LI R 42 At T S8 450 58 A 1 i 55 T g
1.1 RUDP BRI &R B 2544

5 TCP/TP ML R R 45K )2, WIZ SR Z 50 R 2 . B5)2E . M HEZ . M4k
#:10)2, RUDP hisUJ2 3T UDP 1ENJEZ G, 78 UDP L — 23l i B vk se ol n] S48 4y, 76 0 H
BE5GEZZ Y n—)Z, B RUDP 2, RUDP/IP MZEEIRIGERNE 1 Ui,

ABEGE BHT RUDP £l ik pg X an &l 2 pioR, Hek FBE & CREFINT . 1) conv——230 4
BT — A BRI S 2) emd SR R P SR, RoRBIBEE LA R 4)

84K, 3) fig
AR AENCE RN, BRI BAS) K/ 5) s BFEIEE (ms); 6) sn HING IR
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7) una—ARER/NT una BIECHE S A EBIEW AT ; 8) len BIEKIE; 9) data—EImNE, H
H, emd VERFEA KT TAH, WEWMT 4 F#EA/ERE 4. 1) IRUDP_CMD _PUSH 4 & i %4 ; 2)
IRUDP_CMD_ACK g &3 28 /046 ; 3) TRUDP_CMD_WASK M #RI$E U sm e 1 k)N 4)
IRUDP_CMD_WINS il AU 1R/,

I 2 R SA% AT LB, Bt i RUDP Bl SR mIN SR 9IS . EAL . Igessi
Wl RN AE TSRS ALE], PRUEE RS 0 T FE RS AT, W R F E HT RUDP PMSCES 738
B0y, NFHZE PN I VE S RUDP 0817 data, B3¢ s —A> 589 1) RUDP S 4, MR 4%
TCP/TP M4 IR R 454, RUDP R 28 UDP 25380 UDP BG4, $e35 ih 45 2 B3 0 TP %K
P, PR 0 2 TR AL B 262 H A FALA MR DR,

NI conv cmd frg wnd
A% UDP J2
ts sn
i)z (UDP)
2% 2 una len
W 45 4% 11 = data
B 1 RUDP/IP M&IEEIZH 2 # RUDP ##E R L& 3K
Fig. 1 Model structure of RUDP-based IP network Fig.2 Header format of new RUDP datagrarm

1.2 F5SHaEIAE

T EE L AR AR, By I g rd T se i AR | BUY . EESEFEU
Fo BIAJEHNSHLHIAT LAAS B Wrgkdls 5 28 4% a2 75 1 B0 3R (18, B RUDP 0484 Y sn 7 BOgh
EENEIRRNT S, BRI sn 2% T Y ETY sndNxt {E, 1M1 sndNxt (EERINMASE 0, A%
BB 1, T2, sn FAIS IR O FFiRHE 1 B,

HIAPLHIME A ARQ (automatic repeat request) SZEU AT SEAGH 14— FhOCEEPEALE] , 7EFEUCT IERR I
BB T 2 Ja 2R 25 & 26 v IS . BT RUDP SR Y& ACK + UNA 1R & A IANLIE, 1% [F] ack
Bf R 36 (R R OB ) A3 AL P 91 R (D (IR s S 3%) , JF 378 1 IRUDP_CMD_ACK R4
YE¥84, data #5307, YA EEWE] ack B, EiT emd BB H XA 342 ack 58, WP HEHCTE 2L
FEEBEAT LA T, WS B M 2, RUDP HA 2 F ack MR Jr=, —MU2f RN, ack (5 B EE
GErhASN ) SRS A ) AR 2 DT — RS BIERIA, B ack BEH bR 4G Kk,

una JPHN S IRAFTEREA RUDP $dlifierh, Y8 A R B i A B3 24 revNxt (9 {3 70 25 2506 4 1
una “FBC, T revNxt B(ELE B U2 ORI i ) I 25 R4 T B 0T
1.3 BEE%

7 ] B A2 1) D R AE T S A IR S B — i s, W RAR R S B U T, KR SR
A ] A S B2 8T R [mT AR IAE S, 3R & A IR 1 i SR B8 A TN 265 38 oyl o i R S 30 K 3%
J7E—E B A N A BRI S, WIS AR & B A o3 206 D7 B A W, DT B0 3k X6 1o 1 -4
T IX AN A 48 52 B (R B PR AR BEAG B PR [B] RTO  ( retransmission timeout)

# RUDP SR JH1Y RTO 1157 5102 RFC6298 AR BUMALE sl P51, FER I ack i #B
R RTT SR80 RTO i, — DML ik 24 Y it iy B [ R RTO, 115 RTO BT
MYIFIAIER, >4 RUDP 78 I bk [Ty 26 92 i, 23 A0 3 4 R Isf ek (R 3R H) J2 15 i 2 B IR Ei %,
IR B I AL W 453X 4 4 BB RTO AR AR, 5 AL B R PSR F—IR kK%,

1.4 MREEL

Pk AL R I AR e, G TR A AR R A FAR B, K RIER Bl Y O el
BRIRs e, & RUDP 0] AP AL 1 ack ALY B, MBI AN 410 ack 17 BIREGH
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WZBUENNC A Z A £, STRVER, SEEEAZML, PR EL—A 0 H T 203X N4 ack
= RUEONTTHECES, B NS AGE AR R Bk I B IAME S R s
0, TEMEM, iC5H 1 RUDP 2041 ack 5 Bk,

2 #f RUDP Wi BB HR#2 Golang LY
2.1 #7 RUDP # i EIRE MR TR

B RUDP WSS AL SR AR W 3 FiR, KA Golang 155 X — TAERAE ", ML
¥y PREOTEE . BRI TACERSE . H P2 B BEEAEAE sndQueue Fl revQueue H, PRSZE T 14X
PEAFHCAE sndBuf 1 revBuf H1

NewRudD

revQueue

Data Receive
rchuf
loop

rchueue

sndQueue
v

S sndQueue W5

sndBuf =
Output
B 3 # RUDP Td]‘ﬂ‘(iﬁ*&'f?&ﬂum*i

Fig.3 Workflow of new RUDP protocol

HB AL RN FHZE A Data J5, VA Send PREU K L EHE, ¥ Send pREIN A 3] & 3% A5
sndQueue, 55 EMHEEER loop K8 A flush REL, flush BREUSSEAR RN AL PS8 FH Output #5854k & 2% 2|
B2, T Output BRECH M R%L, h UDP &5 bmsl S8,

Send PREZSFEAE A MBI BH4E Bt T4 RUDP Bdiidie, JFH8 frg BT d's, 2 ) fEk 2000 i
Jin#E] sndQueuve A ¥, FCASSZELUNT .

//Send 1% buffer H FIEIE 5L B, B NEY send_ queue KB

func (rudp * RUDP) Send(buffer [ Jbyte) int {

iflen( buffer) = = 0 {

return — 1

|
f

var count int

/R Y B

iflen( buffer) < int(rudp. mss) {

count = 1

I else {

count = (len(buffer) + int(rudp.mss) — 1) /int(rudp. mss)
%

fori: = 0;i <count;i+ + |

var size int

iflen( buffer) > int(rudp. mss) {
size = int(rudp. mss)

I else {
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size = len(buffer)

}

seg: = rudp. newSegment ( size )

copy ( seg. data, buffer[ :size])

buffer = buffer|[ size: |

seg. frg = uint8(count — i - 1)

rudp. sndQueue = append(rudp. sndQueue,seg)
%

return 0

flush PRIELAYATE 55 2 A R BE FIEEHT RUDP RZS . B 552 K% ackList Y ack THE, AEHRIET
B IR RN AE FNH S, PR Bh 8 112k K BPKE: sndQueue HAYTH B 5% 5 2 sndBuf H1, Kf snd-
Buf Wil JEACPEROTH B 255 RS RS ZAL RS DL T 28 A AR S AR IR A2 5, LSBT ewnd
F ssthresh, sndBuf H1A943 A AR R EE — W& 25, W FE RTO AR I IR 8 5 & s WSRAS RS — Ik
ik, DU R A ik 2 bR B A R B A, flush AR WMER BT 4 3/ RTO, % 8/)y RTO
YE R —UCE I RAT flush AISTA],

THE AR BN i f5, RUDP $RAT Input KK 0 45 b 9 3F 2 B2 R revBuf 1, I K 1 1Y B4 M
revBuf % 2 revQueue H1; FRHH loop $HAT receive PREUM revQueue HHEECH £l

Input FRELZ NGEAF R BRI BT AT Bt o0 o IR2 3R i, DUAR I emd 464 R AT X8 7 44
fE, SRJGHEH RTO Fl ewnd, 4 emd 2 IRUDP_CMD_PUSH B}, B &8R4 A, WX A4 A
FERECET B P, RGNS dL, TR ack 23415 ackList H; A0SR X4~ AR & 5 &2 Y 5
B4, PR X A5 B ddi A2 revBuf X R BONZ B, SR JE M revBuf WS A 7 A0 E 1) revQueue o
4 emd 24 IRUDP_CMD_ACK B, BB 3412 ack {58, X6 B9 3 41 sndBuf HEEBR,
SRIG IR RN ack 7 B 2 L BN 19 3 v i PR AL 1506 . 24 emd 2 IRUDP_CMD_WASK
i, BT SRR 3 RN, R I F 7 Bl 8T FR/h . 25 emd O IRUDP_CMD_WINS i,
Wl W S A8 BT R/, 3O R B B R/ NETR]
2.2 EF UDP il KI#T RUDP TAERAE

RUDP 75 %454 UDP A eS¢ s ilsm i TAE, ¥ RUDP TAEFFRANAL 4 FoR .,

MR35 i 4E 4P —> map FECIEFEYEWT Y session, BT 8 — % 7 i B 2 82 57— 0 W Wy PR
24 UDP 278 B 5 packetInput,, 7E 1. packetInput H', U1 map HAEFE XTI BY session, W) B 321
% session [ rudplnput, 75 W7E map HHTAFAXT R session, $RJ5 FFEFH rudplnput, PAERE Golang 1

BHRA LA ARG, KT Java TR, T2 55 " "
IR 5% 5 i % P g
ﬁﬁ%’;@f)‘l : listener session
func (1 * Listener) defaultMonitor( ) | l l
buf; = make( [ |byte, mtuLimit) )
g0 monitor() go Readloop()
for {
if n,from,err: = 1. conn. ReadFrom( buf) ;err = = nil { l l
. packetInput(buf[ :n ], from) L.packetInput s.packetInput
| else |

L. notifyReadError ( errors. WithStack (err) )

A 4

return s.rudpInput <

| 4 E-F UDP ## RUDP T{Eifk#2
f Fig.4 Workflow of new RUDP based on UDP

AT LA B B A W T FH 92 UDP 1 ReadFrom /7%, %55 4344 UDP 28131 BAFHLAE buf
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AR EME SRR BT R, ORIEHEE | BRI

B e s — MR Readloop THEE, LS monitor 2881, (HJEFE 2 LS 22 4] Wi o 5 b bk
JETIEHA . s. packetlnput HA— 278 LAY &L E RN, SR 5 1EH s. rudplnput, s. rudplnput 5618 H T
RUDP 19 input G B 2 revBuf 1 revQueue 1, ¥ 2247 S 18 &5 1 TH B UDP &% 25,
ARSI

func (s * UDPSession) rudplnput(data [ ]byte) {

varrudplnErrors uint64

s. mu. Lock ()

ifret; = s. rudp. Input( data, true,s. ackNoDelay) ;ret | = 0 |

rudpInErrors + +

|
ifn; = s. rudp. peekSize( ) ;n >0 |
s. notifyReadEvent( )

%

waitSnd; = s. rudp. WaitSnd( )
ifwaitSnd < int(s. rudp. sndWnd) &&
waitSnd < int(s. rudp. rmtWnd) {

s. notifyWriteEvent ( )

%

s. uncork () //UDP {#i F WriteTo % 1% 14 B

s. mu. Unlock ()

%
Hrr, notifyReadEvent Fil notifyWriteEvent fE% i 1 Golang 5545 i channel SZIREE {3041, i# 1 Read Fl
Write BRELST 3 2 TF 1 TAEFF VA RUDP 1) Receive F1 Send PRZEL, U5 AE — a2 Bif [] PN & A3 A0 380 %6 7 1)
FOFEA, B REC R R A R

3 #r RUDP Mgk 544
3.1 SRR

1) SEE A KA I A RUDP #B1E 2 & s iy, —GPhEM, 5—a7EEEEK
L, RS AEAVERG N CentOS 7.6 64 i, 2 #Z% B CPU (vCPU), WAEN2 GB, %A tenetem
Ethr, iperf ¢ SCHRCLUAIINL T2 A i £ AR AT ZE LA, 454E R 588 Windows 10 &L Ji,
CPU 4 Intel (R) Core (TM) i7 —875H, F#4#i2.20 GHz, WF 16 GB,

2) FLE 5. SV RUDP FEAN[FIBE AT | S R BE B B i T 3K 2 6 = IR 55 a4 22 0] W 25 4%
YERE; BT 1 B S KB, Al E s /N T o 4 i KA E MTU  ( maximum transmission u-
nit) FKT MTU (1ELL, X TErA IS, & HR/NS 1024 4>, 2l X R/NA 4 096 000 B, MTU
71400 B, FHEHOR ] K 26 L 20, {74 04 5L B8 I ZE B ROk ROR, BHIESr R 10,
50, 100, 200 msPUty, EALFEHN 0% ~30% , HEHEME 5% J—FY,

3) U B v M LA PR BB PE N FE bR . R 98 5 R . BTRE | B IERL S R RGN M L
EPERETEM AR AR 2 N AR BEXE RUDP 4% 1 3 Xof i A4 S ek BE AT REAN . % 44N T 3
MEIERETE bR, R 0 AT R, LR RERN . 0w = 2 £2s; (v+a)x = Xx/n; s =

i

Z (x, —x)*/(n = 1) o Hr: w BIENAEIRIOI R (BERER 5% ), x, HTERETEIRES i IRILE:
MRREER, n APATEIEG A n =7, o8 x, BFHME, s R v, BIbRHEDR 2
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3.2 IBHERSSH
207 2 BAE AT | B A1 S KB B, RUDP Ml TCP 4 AR 4E | B SEF} o () SE g 45 sk 1 M
£ 2 PR,
F& 1 RUDP # TCP EAREIBEHERARAS TR | B 2 FAEUHE B 0 35 2] s B 38 0 B 22 43
Tab.1 End-to-end delay and jitter of RUDP or TCP-based network for
sending 1 B application data under different communication links

W AEHE RS Uit Z) ¥ B 9/ ms ity B it i 2 8l ms
BEFEBTIE/ms EALHR/ % RUDP TCP RUDP TCP

10 0 10.20 +0.20 10.20 0. 10 0.07 +0.21 0.03 +0.04
50 0 50.30 0. 10 50.20 =0. 10 0.05 +0.07 0.02 +0.06
100 0 100.30 +0. 10 100.30 +0.20 0.01 +0.01 0.11+0.23
200 0 200.30 +0. 10 200.30 +0.20 0.04 +0.06 0.09 +0.18
10 5 11.60 +2.10 13.20 =10.30 1.00+1.60 7.00 +10. 80
50 5 55.31 £8.00 62.90 =0.30 4.70 £5.00 0.16 +0.31
100 5 112.60 +21.00 128.50 +56.30 14.20 11.50 12.80 +47.20
200 5 218.90 +27. 10 223.70 +55. 40 14.60 =25.00 27.30 £43.40
10 10 16.70 +8.90 46.60 =48.40 6.50 +8.20 20.70 £51.90
50 10 62.60 +9.50 81.40 +31.80 5.90 £6.20 19.00 +28.50
100 10 112.80 +31.50 136.70 +32. 80 13.70 +24. 80 16.60 =26. 60
200 10 227.60 +44.90 241.10 +57.30 40.70 +29.00 31. 10 £66.00
10 15 14.60 6. 60 61.90 =58.40 5.80 +2.60 40.50 +45.50
50 15 67.50 £18.70 113.80 +69.70 12.70 £15.6 46.10 £63.40
100 15 146.10 +105.30 162. 60 +74.80 33.30 £104.0 48.80 +58. 10
200 15 261.60 +112.00 250.70 +89. 60 42.00 +104.8 55.90 +65.40
10 20 15.70 £10.70 66.60 +61.40 6.90 £13.40 41.80 £55.10
50 20 76.10 =10. 80 115.40 +55.30 4.90 £11.60 33.30 £62.20
100 20 136.90 +46.20 218.40 +78.60 30.50 +41.30 32.60 +74.20
200 20 275.40 +63.70 368.20 =245. 50 32.20 £49.20 146.90 +287.60
10 25 19.60 +9.00 209.2 +385.00 5.90 +6.70 150.70 +354.00
50 25 75.70 +33.40 172.80 =106. 10 21.70 £23.10 59.40 +95.70
100 25 141.30 +33.60 238.10 +142.70 19.90 +30. 10 95. 60 = 147.00
200 25 274. 10 =86. 60 454.00 +346. 60 68.50 +59.60 200.40 £432.40
10 30 25.20 £16.70 205.80 +423.30 5.60 +8.40 156.30 +355.60
50 30 85.50 +24.00 290. 30 +309. 80 13.20 +12. 60 192. 10 +370.50
100 30 181.80 +£55.10 240.10 =79.70 30.00 +41.30 44.80 +65.40
200 30 318.70 +130.00 503.50 +598. 30 73.10 =100. 40 243.50 +476.30

M1 AT, YIS BRI EALFN 0% ), RUDP 1 TCP 1) 3 51 st A4 4 i 408 14 15 300 135 4% B 15
FEMFEUERT SEARIET , BN IFERHE A MR 25, (HJE, 78 R — i a2 3 vfi B 4E (49 30 1 4% o
B B 5 1) AL SR S, RUDP I TCP W R A% 4 119 Bof 228 357 52 B0 o AR 2Rk B sl AR A i ki, ik
SRR,

FE—B{EEEE T, RUDP &5 1B SE X 7E 45 KR Z80E D0 B L TCP RZE/0N; I H Yl (56 B 10
FALRIE 109% KHLL FF, SRADBFEAR T A5 (BEXEIN 95% ), B Tl EHER I iE R 200 ms, %
A58 15% FIRFIE 100 ms, FALHR 15% RXPFIMEHLAN, RUDP RIRTAES TCP HRT /77 i 225 5
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[FJif, RUDP 1 TCP B SE4 3y bifl 4 38 15 5 0% B it A2 AL LU RO 2%, 2l {5 B i ) 25 3
10% I, PI#E 2 A A SERL S A7 7R B35 PR 255, RUDP B IE RS E LE TCP A2/,

TER2 P, M BARRT 5 KB I, i 7RI MTU, 40 UK 973 48005 1500 B, it
WIS A Rl PR, FEARIRI A E S SR T, 5 KB BB IE(E L | B (2K, B SRS A4} 5
Bt 7530 5 B AR AL RO RRME S5 2 1 T P B A 1 B BRI, TR TRl —JRvERT SE A (SRS T, BER
A BERE A ZALAIG R, RUDP H1 TCP W1 i 1) v 39 s P A28 12 522 B LR AR R ME D S A i, A
FORIORHY, {H RUDP ARSI AR SESAME | I AERL S HETE L HUE B0 R L TCP BYZ /),

%2 RUDP # TCP EAREIRESEHIRAS T L1% 5 KB 7 FA 4R Bt B im B s B 2E 70 A S 44 30
Tab.2 End-to-end delay and jitter of RUDP or TCP-based network for
sending 5 KB application data under different communication links

EF B Ui 3 g A 4E/ mis Uiy B i B 4} 511/ ms
BEFEBTIE/ms EALH % RUDP TCP RUDP TCP

10 0 10.30 +0. 10 10.30 +0. 50 0.04 £0.07 0.20 +0.70
50 0 50.60 =0. 50 50.50 0. 80 0.26 +0.48 0.50 +0.80
100 0 100.40 +0.30 100.40 +0.60 15.00 0. 35 0.40 +0.60
200 0 200.41 +0. 10 200.30 +0. 10 0.03 £0.04 0.10 £0.10
10 5 14.20 +4.50 17.90 £16.20 3.00 +4.30 10.70 +13.40
50 5 63.40 £13.30 59.30 =19.00 7.60 +13. 80 147.00 +10. 10
100 5 116.10 £16.70 127.90 +68. 00 8.50 +15.30 341.00 =85.20
200 5 248.00 +39.20 214.70 +£19. 60 23.10 £27.20 10.10 £21.70
100 10 17.70 £5.40 28.70 +49.70 2.20 £5.00 27.00 +45.30
50 10 74.20 £15.50 72.80 =14.30 8.10+14.4 8.30 +10.40
100 10 146. 10 £42.20 157.20 +64.70 32.40 £40.50 35.60 £63.00
200 10 296.40 +79.70 267.10 =102.30 40.00 +870.00 80.70 +76. 60
10 15 23.90 +6. 50 40.90 £27.90 3.40 +6.80 7.90 +17.50
50 15 93.20 +19.80 119.10 =113.30 15.10 +16.30 78.60 +119. 00
100 15 183.30 +25.70 170.70 +81.90 18.30 £17.70 47.10 =65. 80
200 15 324.80 +74.50 319.90 +383. 80 53.10 £56.00 190.50 +511.60
10 20 34.20 +48.00 84.80 +80. 10 21.90 +61.40 46.60 £79.20
50 20 106.90 +23.30 127.80 +91.20 14.50 £13.70 40.00 =64.70
100 20 215.50 =80.90 224.40 =131.30 431.00 =64.90 90. 10 + 104. 80
200 20 397.30 +142.30 381.70 =210. 60 85.90 +139. 60 99.80 +183. 10
10 25 64.20 +20. 80 71.60 =87.60 10.20 +12.50 61.80 £65.20
50 25 109.30 +£23.20 175.30 =154.70 15.60 +20.50 114.20 +187.20
100 25 230.70 +56. 10 306. 70 =249. 70 40.70 +38. 10 130.90 +170.90
200 25 416.90 +61.60 401.40 +179.30 45.90 +23.40 110.90 +177.90
10 30 44.70 +41.00 269.40 +587.70 16.60 =31.50 357.30 +657.90
50 30 144.00 +54.20 293.20 +20. 11 28.10 £23.80 80.50 +99. 50
100 30 246.70 =80. 00 314.20 £299.00 46.80 +80.00 188. 80 +363. 00
200 30 482.60 +62.50 445.10 £421.20 52.50 £54.00 213.40 +341.50

23 (S BE AT 584 100 Mbit/s B, 782 FReERFEHEIERE (FERT 40 ms, L% 20% ; FEAT 200 ms
FAIE30% ) 44T, R RUDP, TCP 1 UDP = #7240 L AR R — 4 Sk, ST/ 8 ~

1 118 MB, ‘EfIAYH %8 5 R | EALRMEALRMGALE R a3 3 Fis,

http : /xuebaobangong. jmu. edu. ecn/zkb



553 1 ¥ BE, . —FhEI% RUDP PMILEH & Golang 523 - 279 -

&3 RUDP.TCP#1 UDP 7E2 #BEHERETTRESRE EREMEGE
Tab.3 Bandwidth occupancy,retransmission rate and packet loss rate of RUDP,TCP or

UDP-based network in two communication link states AT %
A OIS T R % HALA/ % FALR/ %
BERKEITIE/ms  EALR/ % RUDP TCP uDbP RUDP TCP RUDP UDbP
40 20 35.20 £5.60 26.80 +16.60 99.00 +6.20  19.90 0.35 10.70 33.00
200 30 7.00+2.20 2.50x9.00 99.00+6.20 28.90 0.63 15.90 25.00

FEF 3 1, RUDP, TCP (U7 58 5 R 5 UDP B 58 S R Z MG B 525 (BEEN
95% ), 1fii RUDP 47 58 i 35 TCP A 98 G R Z M C i E 25 (BEEEN95%) ., Hit, #
AT 140308 15 e 5 R HER SR A i ] — L B0 SC 4, UDP 1971 58 o5 FH R AE 90% LA, Tfii TCP Fll RUDP
AR AR . N T X —SC B 45 S S5 R, X iperf 483052 T 2L A J5AS 64T T #6845 RUDP 14
BT DefaultSNMP #idk  WiWTFIGET iperf % o 5 iR 55 2% Z R IG5 B, 45 R &8 UDP A 7E 8 =
I EAE, 539k 33. 0% F125. 0% ; RUDP 4y 0 f AL 22 h BE K S B iy, | EE
RH 0% , TR, iperf WiillZ5 R & E RUDP A 4H B AR L A B B RE R, XEWKE RUDP 94
AL R S E AL B R E DM AN, RSB S50 B B VI DG, Wb 4 5
B, ERI I 5%, R ESHER SN/, SEETEERE T . 2R b PR B 1 41
SN R A B, T2 RUDP EAGRT S,

4 #f RUDP S

N TIPS R RRHA, S EHT RUDP SCPR B B MvERE, FEIKM I, X RUDP (55 7)
SR T
4.1 FERESEEFEHE

RUDP #] DU 5 5K T gh el 5 Pk A% i 3045 (R, LASRAS IR 4R TR RICR . PR A% B fas-
tResend 40 0 I, KR SCHI P A%, AN [) Pkt o A% BARLTE L Wii-Fi BRIET (Gl 18 O R BE B Y
TEREIEIR <40 ms, FALHE20%) 58 Wi-Fi BT GEFE LB IEREIEIR =80 ms, BALR=
40% ) HIfEEPEREINIRSE RN 4 PR,

F4 AR Wi-Fi REETREEEBENERAERZIE
Tab.4 Impact of fast retransmission thresholds on transmission performance in different Wi-Fi environments

e [ B . L LN ___ PR/ (Mbit s )
WAL Wi-Fi B 2% WH-Fi MR AL Wi-Fi SRR B8 WH-Fi IR
fastResend =0 990 +296 2913 £1129 467 + 148 206 +119
fastResend =1 871 +265 2935 +516 509 + 141 229 +91
fastResend =2 799 224 2738 + 1141 549 + 146 232 +99
fastResend =3 982 +290 2602 =792 514 +80 233 +88

M4 LI EERAAFILLT 2 5518, 1) fastResend KT 0 B IF e PRE AL, A ZE F o5 PR
HAGI B, ML AR BN X AR — BT ROV TE ), A T A% A B i A £ T A
F, HEm I EBORR P T ack, AR ack & MIASECE A0 T BEBLIA @ A BN R EHEAE, &
ZARMEAL, WA TET IR AR B, LA BRI fastResend (1) [ (A Bl T3 63 B 4015 96 1R
B, WA, TERHL Wi-Fi ZREE T, fastResend [P BIEL 2 BN pRECRRME , SU(EAE 2 2245, 2) TogkiE ik
J X fastResend SEURE R E MK, ERZENKZE Wi-Fi 15T, fastResend (15 (B 5 B HLJE bR
BOREE, DABIMEECR —S B, AR REFE AR AR X B — L
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4.2 AEENEHITHEREHFAR

T AP RSl RUDP 75— A4 2H8 8 RTO 14 B[] 5 B i B A B9 4% 0 T TAGE 3X N 432 &
RREHEK, MAEXANTHRTERER, EEERET, EX 0 ack K XomdE o 2K
TCP h—ANr FAL— U H Y RTO 2 FR RTO RIWIFY, X FEMAE IS R nT RE 2 1R AT 96, H 240
RN HAN—RERT, BB S AR B, b TH&E, RUDP  RTO Y5 HT ML
B AT LA i A FE AL TS S 80 E RTO ZERUFCR G 1.5 AR 2 %, 38 4K T RTO BHAT R %L,

ANEHENEAESEAE R Wi-Fi 355 | 8022 Wi-Fi 3B R GRS B2 5 i, 48
FH noDelay 335, 8 RTO B3I NP — ELEIAY, 330 RUDP $d e i i 2B BH S FAIC, 1f
€ i TR S NG R

®£5 RRE Wi-Fi 78 TR EE TS EEE M0

Tab.5 Impact of timeout retransmission counter on transmission performance in different Wi-Fi environments

L " St 2] Uit A 42/ ms (L5 %/ (Mbit - s 7!
BAEG RSN T TR s )
B Wi-Fi 355 % Wi-Fi #1755 i Wi-Fi 758 7% Wi-Fi 55
noDelay =0 99.0+29.6 273.8 £114.1 51.0+13.8 23.2+9.9
noDelay = 1 81.9+£25.0 259.5 +£58.4 51.0+12.9 22.9+10.1

4.3 KIAFEEH

R T R/NE RS RERS RN AR 1 B - 2H ARCE:, %7 R/, DR IERCRAK, 2 HBU NS A
Jv o5 BB TR] U RO, 451 AE R ARQ AT AR ARIE B R/ 1 BSf], TET HORR, 25 3 1 M
ZRPEE, 1 TCRR RIS VT DL TE il Ak a0, B4Rt Bo, SRR g
T, BRI T,

P ZESRE AT DU 28 SERPIR B S A5 88 7 1RV LIRS i i JE AR TEAASCR . RUDP AT LA
AT D SROR SRS , 1R DS E RN, A R R P A AT, sl SR
SRR AR GE | R THER AR, AFPZEE 0SB M Wi-Fi BB B2 Wi-Fi BT 101 fiak
MR 6 7R, 24 noCwnd =1 JCHI P ZESE 5, I (A7 WY W 4, ELAT R0 B0 4% i 13 I 2%
Perm s PPN ZERS ] AR AT LAV 4Edr g8 1 Bl BRIT A, (EFE 1 1 D84 ZE 10 KUK

xR6 AR Wi-Fi TR THEE X R0
Tab.6 Impact of congestion control on transmission performance in different Wi-Fi environments

Uit B Ui IS A/ ms fE5H 3/ (Mbit - s7')
- BHL Wi-Fi $Rds % Wi-Fi 375 WHLWi-Fi BREE 9% Wi-Fi 3RHE
noCwnd =0 102. 60 +43. 60 366. 40 + 141.90 2.70 £8.09 1.80 +8.40
noCwnd =1 87.00 +25.34 273.80 + 114.00 54.90 +14. 60 23.20 £9.90

5 #ig

B X TN 248 i g P I BsF 928 R g ) R AR 55 BT e i oK, IR RN SE B T —FioET 9 RUDP M, SZHFf
N, A AL PHEESEE], W AhE O 22K A 2 ol SR AL, PR AL RO 0 T SR AC
7o 2505 Internet IEREHIMIE, S5 R RUDP MMSUZAIATHY, HA RIEFELHLE, S5
TCP ) —Ff, FEHHEN 0% ; [FIEF, B RUDP (1) 2 i B 18 AR 2EH} ) Sk &R TCP 2k, #F—Lt
B A5 e B P 22 AR S 25 5 B RUDP RUAF 58 5 A 2 1L UDP AU, JF7EAE aEth
5, XEEPRZE BT RUDP 7] H UDP $2HE T &5 943 RO A2 4 % . B RUDP K L TCP, UDP 8 4f-Hb il
B3 X 24 3 10 FH 1 R 95 S i K

TEARFSEAEERE DB S HERS T, X RUDP BPMXSEGEAT T8k, #2178 RUDP Bf&4
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PERE, BRI SEAIR 2T, AORTI SR RERIAMA G, G R RUDP IHRSRUE, ML
B SR S RE S A A IR 55
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