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Abstract: We propose a new congestion— sensitive pricing framework edge to edge capacity contracting (EECC),
which is able to provide a range of fairness in rate allocation by using pricing as a tool. We develop a pricing scheme

within the EECC framework and investigate several issues such as optimality of prices, fairness of rate allocation and

stability. Then, we adapt EECC in current IP networks and evaluate it by extensive simulation.
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