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Abstract: This paper analyzes the factors which affect the fairess between TFRC protocol and TCP protocol, and introduces
two weighted coefficients to calculate the packet loss event rate which is used to calculate the sending rate in equation of TFRC pro-
tocol so as to adjust the sending rate based on network congestion level. Simulation results show that through this method, the fair-
ness and smoothness of TFRC at different congestion levels are effectively improved, thus meeting the requirements of multimedia

stream more effectively.
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