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Abstract

With the rapid development of real-time transmission technology and the application of network
video of the streaming media, video traffic has become the main contributor of network traffic.
However, due to the limited bandwidth of the network, more and more people pay attention to the
problem of network video congestion in the process of real-time transmission of streaming media.
In this paper, through the in-depth study of RTP video in the framework of the streaming media
transmission, based on its theory, a set of RTCP congestion strategies for RTP video stream is stu-
died, and the feasibility of the strategy is verified in the test environment.
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