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The Design and Implementation of RTP-over-TCP Transmission Mode
and the Use of Multi-TCP Transmission Technology
for Wireless IPTV Service
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Abstract Under the wireless network, the performance of TCP is better than that of UDP which lack of congestion control.
In order to conform the RTP-over-TCP transmission mode to our hybrid centralized-distributed server architecture, we
propose a method with double-TCP channel. Besides, we compare the transmit performance of TCP blocking mode to non-
blocking mode. Moreover, we try to improve the bandwidth usage of TCP under the wireless network by using mult-TCP

transmission technology. The simulation results de

trate that our method is applicable.
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