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Figure I: An overview of an Ethernet conlmunications network (after (Metcalfe & Boggs~ 1976])0
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Figure 2: ~:thcrnet load on a typical day, sampled over 6 Ininute intervals.
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Figure 3: Ethernet load over a 4 minute period, sampled over 1 second intervals.
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Percent of Packets vs. Packet Length (in bytes)
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Figure 4: Distribution of p,acket lengths.
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Figure 5: Source-destination traffic matrix.
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Figure 6: Distribution of inter-packet arrival tilDes.
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Figure 7: Cumulative inter-packet arrival times.
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Figure 8: Utilization for several Aloha schemes.
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Figure 9: Measured utilization of, the Ethernet network under high load.
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Figure lOa: Predicted utilization with continuously queued sources
(recomputed from IMetcalfe IL Boggs, 1976)).
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Figure lOh: Measured utilization with continuously queued sources.




