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Fig.1 The flow chart of P2P traffic control
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Fig.2 The strategy of packet data scheduler
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Fig.3 The data chart of traffic control
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The Research and Implementation of the Method
of P2P Traffic Control
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Abstract: The article has explored the technique of traffic control and analysed the advantages and disadvantages of HTB and
RED algorithm. Then a algorithm of P2P traffic control is given and a strategy of packet data scheduler and bandwidth allocation
put forward. For the user, reasonable allocation of network bandwidth resources alleviates the tight condition of resources to carry
out the network resources on demand. Finally the results of the experiment is given.
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