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A proposal on an Ad-hoc Routing Protocol
considering Traffic Condition

AKIRA MORISAKIT! and AKIRA WATANABE'!

With the spread of mobile nodes, studies on MANET (Mobile Ad-hoc Net-
work) that can build networks solely with mobile nodes are drawing much at-
tention. However, most of the ad-hoc routing protocols have not considered the
traffic conditions in the network. Thus, we propose an ad-hoc routing protocol
consider traffic conditions by way of extending OLSR (Optimized Link State
Routing).
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R LAN (IR ARE THAN B RICBEI TE 22 EOFMEMN O Xy P T —7 ~D

11 AR B TR e Rt
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Bt kL LCHRENERE > TE TV D, MR LAN 257 2 553, WAL AP
(AccessPoint) ZN L CHBEZITIA L 7 TA T 7 F v E— FICLDHIEE, WRRL
THBEBEZITO T Ay 7 E—RICLAFERDD. HBEIL, KERFSCA XV MR
TR IR A Y N —J B TEXDENA AT Ry 7 F vy hU—2 (MANET :
Mobile Ad-hoc Network) Y IZJ5fl STV a. MANET I, & 5 W 2 Mo /3 i ik
K2V BL120, ZOBRTRY NV =7 2HEETLZENTED LW I RN H D, EHE
T, A 7T7ALT7F ¥ —F— RO AP [{]&Z MANET OEHi THET 2R A v =
F v NU—27 OBFRICHIERREE > TN HD ),

MANET &M 21203, KANRT FRy 7 =T 177 a barEfnir—7 4
VI T =T NEERTDAVERDD. T Rky 72 v—F 477 n hant, IETF (Internet
Engineering Task Force) 2LV, HEETELL OLFAMBREENTOEND Y, ik
FOBRIZ PRER » THOS R L 72 D8 (RERE) ZBRRT L2 LBAMNLE - TEDY,
BRI D EBATAET D551 E ORI EZBINT 20T FEEE SN TV A EER L. £
DD, My I NEFPLICHMK S — FRREAET DL, Xy hrARLHEL, AL—
Ty MBMEFLTLE S LW ) EnH 5.

BHRBEO P DE R 2 RIRT 22 L2 BN E LT Ry I v—FT 477 a b
IVOWFEE LT TO L0515, ABR (Associativity-Based Long-lived Rout-
ing) ¥ ORFGEIRTIE, U > 2 G RIFIIE 2 7R WVETE LRI ERIRT 5. &/ —
FiZ—EMRZ LTk ) — F~E—ar2kE39 5. Il —araZE L/ —
R 72 5 ) 73RN R W EHIFRF SN D728, D8 LIZRIBIC KL VBEEITH 2 &M
TX5%. LML, /J—RKOBENRDVRWERE T, v—arosEREICER W,
AZN—""y F O LRI TERORENEIRIN D TR & 5.

ETR (Estimated-TCP-Throughput Maximization based Routing)'® i DSR (Dy-
namic Source Routing Protocol)® Z¥E3E4 2% Z LIz LV, 555 ~DBE OB X
LTTCP AV—7y haTHIL, ZANV—7y hOEWREEKZERT 5. TCP AL—"7y
MIFTEDET NREHE->CTHEINS., 7 ARUTITELE (RTT:Round-Trip Time) &
37 v pHESER (RTPL: Round-Trip Packet Loss ratio) DIEHALETHY, i
DOFEREWET DI DITH T eflfll A v —T %500, —ERRETERETS. Lo, Z
DFRIL TCP A—T» M2FIZEB LBV, UDP Z—7 v MIZBE LTV, F
7o, BEREIEA v e—VI2 kY, Ry NU—7 OF ==~y BREL 2D L0 ) RN
H5.
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AR TIE, MANET OF Ry 7 v—F v 7 7a harofcraT s o 7HEON
#9771 F 2L OLSR 2HEET 22 L0k »C, B LoOBERELZZEL-7 2 hay
PD-OLSR (Protocol Dependent-OLSR) ##2%&7 5. EEMIZIL, TCP & UDP Ok
HIEED X DI, TCP & UDP HOoN—TF 4 v 7T —T N ERI 224K T 5. UDP 0
AE Ty 7 BT TRE, TCP OBA1E TCP A—7"y N OAAEN & - T
WEEITO) ZENTE D, REAEREEHT S, AEIX UDP IZFRD LTI ONTR Y
FU—2 322l —Fns20KBYIab—YarEZ{70, TOMEEHRLEZ.

PIF, 2% Tl MANET OV—F 4 77 a b aosy¥EE OLSR OBEIZ >\ A
T%. 3 FETIX PD-OLSR OfR#s £ 7%, 4 T PD-OLSR O 2 = L — X ~DFE4
%, 5FETYIalb—va kb PD-OLSR OfFfiz /R L, KEICE6TETELDEIT).

2. BBEO7 Kikvy o IL—F45 7O RO

2.1 7RKRYIIL—F425T0LILDOSE

MANET CIXENRERIAN ORI IEE ) — REBET 5720, %/ — Rixdhikigae
b, /—FRoBEICL DY v 7 EREO LSRRI ST 2 0 ERSH 5. MANET
W2 RN EZ B, ARICELEAL—TF v 778 ha v GFETS. ZNET
BeA 72T KRy 7 V=T 4077 Fa Pt ST s, R CORKEICHT 271 b
IVFHFEE LR, INETRHBEEINTET Ry I v—FT 77 hanid, £ 112
AT XT3 FEBEICDET A ENTES., B, TOBBNENMELIREICE-T
EARVANDE=Y (R

2.2 OLSR

TaT T4 7RMOTa Faut, v—T 4 V7T =T NN EHRNCET D DIk Z(E
SNDHIEA v =2 UETHZEICLY, MR EOBERREHET S Z &
MWTEDH. ZZT, a7 77 4 7RORENTHr KL EL LTS OLSR (Optimized
Link State Routing) ” ##2RHFXO~N—2 L%, LIFIC OLSR OJFH &R A Bl 715
WZHOWCHHT 5.

2.2.1 BEE/—FORR

%/ — RiZ HELLO A v E—V%EHN (7740 MEAEME 2 £) 2k — N
n— R¥y A 95, HELLO A v —VIEBHOT RL R, v—F A&, B/ —F
DT RLRAREDEREL>TND., 207w, HELLO A v v —V%%(E Lz / — N3k
B/ —FO7 FLAKROEEEE, — FOBICHEE, —F, $hbb 2Ry 7 Lo, —F (U

£ 1 MANET ON—F 4 v 77 0a haVvonE
Table 1 The classification of the routing protocol of MANET
| Fk [ it [ m ]
Proactive B | WEZRPBEAETLHINGAL—T | BEHEEOENKY Y —7(Zi# | OLSR
+

el

AT T =T NEER 5 DSDV
TBRPF
Reactive & WEERNBAE LBICR Yy b D J— ROBEEE Ky b—2 AODV
— 7 NTRIBIER 7 0 205068 | 1SEd 5 DSR
TORA
ABR
Hybrid % Py NU— I NEGE DY — 1T Proactive & Reactive B o] ZRP

SEIL, Y —rDOWNIT Proac- | HOFHEEIENT ZENTED
tive il & Reactive Bz fli\ 31
TR 2 RS

%, 2By THE) —F) OT FLRAEZEBDLZENTED.

222 75974 TARK

OLSR OERDFEIL, BIRORNWT T v T 4 v V&2 FETEHZLThHD. @HEDT
TOTFA4 T, BETL/ - FEA v E—VaBHE ) — F~Tu—F®v 2 15, R
EZELEEE — N3 e —RRx A MEHYVIEL, $TH/ —RIZAvyE—UEkH
T 5. OLSR THIMERKBOFHE, — K (MPR : Multipoint Relay) #i&RL, Z®
FCORTT T 4 TEMEEITH) ZEICLY, TR_XTO/—RZAvE—V%EITH. &
J—RIZEH D MPR 28T 5 &, ZOEHAE HELLO A v — Y T/ — RiZi@m
T5.

2.2.3 +;RAS—IEROEE

OLSR i b v V—{E#H % EHIRIZ TC (Topology Control) A vt —Ilk-oT7 T v
FA4ITDH, TC A v —V%AERT D501 MPR OATHS. TC A v —IDEERM
WRIL7T 74V METHS B ThD.

2.2.4 &/)— FAEOER

&)= Rign—74>77—7n (L, RT) Z2EERTH72012, V78, WE —
NES, 2Ry 7B — FER, MR —EEREDTHOOT—T NG5 U ARY b
UaEFS., InbOT7—7WEHE — FZ0cm< HELLO A vtE—Y, Xy hU—2o &
W7 T T4 7ENE TC A v—VICk»ThERENS. Vo7 ERETn—IL ) —
REBHOT KL A, Bl — FOT7T RV, U7 B30imERRSNDERE, La—Ro
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RO SIS, BiE ) — RGBS ) — FoT RLA, U o7 BT HNIER
FHEToH L0, MPR & L TRIRSND 72D OHEIE (willingness) 2>HERIND.
2Ry T — RESIIMEE ) — ROT KL, WHHY 7028y THE — Ko7
FL A, La— ROAEFREPOERSNS. FReo—ERIISEEE D ) —FOT L
A, 5~ 1 Ry T TRETEDL ) — FOT RL A, La— NOAEEFEHHOHERIND.

225 BBHE

OLSR @ RT 13514t/ — K (Dest) , Dest ~O%A >~/ — K (Next) , Dest £TD
By 7 (hop) MHHEKEN, £ Dest 1% LT 1 DO ERFFT 5. 10LSR D%
BARTIEZ R, O ) — FIZRBINICERE SN TR Y, BB s —
FETELTWAD. 1IZBWT, RTIZ/—FbAEHSORT THY, EMORTIZ/—K
anb/—KsDHbH, /—FRahrb/—Kqx TORKENEHE CERSZIREE, A0
DRTIZEHIZ//—Rr &/ — s FTORENERK LK ToREEZ RS, LLFIZAEMO
RT 75400 RT NER SN 2l &R, ZMO RT I Dest 28/ — K 1 & 72 HREM
FICBIEND L X, Dest r &725 L3 — D Next (Zidr OBE — R ThH b/ —
Fn&/—Kod>b, AHORT X HIZRT % L BHIEICEER LZ L X2, RIS
HENb/—Fnd Next ThD/—FeDNRESIND. Dest 28/ — K s O [AIERIC
BmEns.

FRED T4/ — RO RT BAEKESND &, J— R ~ORBENRED, 14 TR
THEE b—e—i—n—r] £V 1 DORERKNTERT S, 20X 512 OLSR T,
B RANCRE A SN RERENRIEND. T7hbb, BRI DMEITFEEICKRT L
HDERoTND.

Hl, /= Rins/—Rh~OBENEIITONTWARET, /—Fbnb/—K
r ~OWENFRE CTITOND &, 7y haARREELAL—TF v hME R 5 aTREMED
b5, ZOLHIZOLSR T, Fe2 b7 v B354 L & IO BUWVREEEIR N
TERVWEWVWSHERH 5.

3. PD-OLSR

3.1 PD-OLSR O#IE

ARG TIE OLSR Z_X— 22 L, @BEREEZZEL TR b L EICREO BUOREKER
%179 PD-OLSR (Protocol Dependent-OLSR) #4745, AL TiX OLSR DXEA
WHEEOE TR, BREERIRBIZEIZOW L, TCP {5 & UDP i#{g OREDEWICE

® © /O @

® ® ©© O

BhSEYIT—2
/—FbMORT /—FbMORT
Dest | Next | hop Dest| Next | hop

al|a|1 al al 1

3| —|=|—|~|=|m |=|o [

a|o|o |33 |—|x|—|—|T|n|+|o|a
o |no|o|o|o|wlo|o|v]|o|so|s
el w|w|wlw|NN Nl w| | = =N =

~lalo|eo

B 1 OLSR IZL% RT AmkFIE
Fig.1 RT generation procedure by OLSR
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TCP/IP TiZ UDP & TCP & W) Rt < B2 2O T & v 7 BMFIET . UDP
SRS ER LEFEO NI v I BRZEOEFEFR Yy NI ~EHEND., Xy hTU—
JNTTry hrARBELTHZENIEFEDL 2. Zhucxt LT, TCP IZBE8EEHI1E O
REIC &L D, JEARIC ACK 28> T IUE, vA v RudhA XER&E L, #kammciis
2&ETD. ANy e ARFEATHE, Ry MU ITHRENEE LD LWL, YA
VROV A XENELT D, ZOLICLTUA Y R4 XRWEYRKE SICTHE SN,
Xy NU—I NELIZHWHET A2 &Pk T 5. 20X ) 2fHEOEN)L, *y hU—
7 ORIy 2R, LTS5, £THEEINT UDP X7y FOEE LY UDP
NEDD Ty 7 BREEDY, R0 ORMHRH D850 8D TCP &> a Vs
9. UDP O/~ y ha AT DO E EHET 573, TCP OGEIIHELIEEZITWRN S,
AZN—T"y NP RRIZIE D KO ITHREERIEEME <. TCP ozhsiE, TCP DRSS 5 F
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SHERET 220 &I ML o Tk E 521729,

P bko®E 2 IS E, UDP #fE & TCP @E ORBEEIRIEIE 24 125 2 5. UDP #fE
WZRBWTIE, HMICB{ED UDP F T b v 7 AWK AR S, —F TCP @BEIck T
1%, TCP 0¥ EIENL T TCP AN—T v NONEER ENDREEZRIRT D, 207
W, TCP & v a Ok 435,

3.2 PD-OLSR ORREEHE

PD-OLSR TiZ UDP i@ & TCP @®IE M RT Z Rl 2 IZAEKT 5. £4Z4d RT @
PR INFEE 1T UDP Traffic & TCP Session &3 5. UDP Traffic EIZBHB™KHT 2
Fy NT—7 EOF v U T OHETHY, TCP Session LITHEMHTS TCP vy =
YEOEFTHD. LT, 2 W T UDP @fE o RT ARk %2 LT, PD-OLSR
DR FINEZ AT 5.

20T REy 72y NT—7OFEHEER 1 OBALRALTHD. K 2E0T—T T
%) — RWEHE L7 UDP Traffic OE#HTH 5. /— Kidb/— Fh~0 UDP #E 03T
b Tnb7=H/—Fd, e, h, i, j, m, n /T UDP Fo by 7B¥mEisnTnsg. 22
TEHBRIZZDO N Ty 7 &EEZ 8L LTWNA. 2 H T —7 L UDP g AD RT =4
R D720 7 — Kb BFFD, HZITER LICREHET —7 /L (RCT:Route Calculation
Table) TH 5. ROT 1354/ — K (Dest) , s85e~DKA > 7/ — R (Next) , > 7
(hop) , Next @ UDP Traffic 7> bR S, RERBEMEZERAL TV, 2HD
T—=7 ML — R b »RFED, RCT &b LAk SN UDP @EH RT Th 5.

PD-OLSR T34/ — FAHE L7 A& OE(ERREA K3 UDP Traffic f# % HELLO
Av—TE TC A vE—VICRfETHE, — F~RET 5. £/ — NIZHELLO A vtE—
VETCAYE—VEZETDE, ZOEREERY AR NI —DFDY UV I7HEE, 248y
TEEE ) — FEAG RO MR U—EEITKMT S, ELT, ERUAY M) —TEE
fH#% b LIC RCT 24T 5.

RCT M4k a5 &, RCT O Dest (2% L Thg/)s UDPTraffic & 72 2##728 UDP A
O RT ~FESND. FRIZLT, %/ — RFTRCT 76 RT AR I N D & K5EE~D
R TERRT 5. B2, 2T/ —Rbhb/—Rr~UDP@EMTbhbdEEm T
by —rEBTEERE b->f>k—o—1] BEKRIND. TCP#EHO RT A5k
IZDOWTIL, 2 & ERROFHAIZB T, UDP Traffic # TCP Session IZE=#x 52 &
THARTE L DETD.

®

©

@ ®

® © /(O o ®

© © O OO0

®

@

B (o @

O & O OO0

® & O ® @ O
© © © BrSEY YT~y © ® ©®
&/ —ROEERE /—Fb®RCT /—FbOUDPRRT
Node Tl:aDF:c Dest | Next | hop TL:anf?c DZSt N:Xt h:’D
a| 0 a|a|l 0 clc |1
b 0 c| c 1 0 d|a]| 2
c 0 d| a 2 0 e | e 1
d 8 d| e | 2 8 fFlfF 1
e 8 e | e 1 8 g | ¢ 2
fl 0 flfl1 0 h|a|3
g 0 g | ¢ 2 0 i e 2
h 8 g | f | 2 0 &/I\UDPTraffic ] £ | 2
i 8 h|a]|3 0 L HRBERR | c | 3
j 8 h e 3 8 m e 3
k| O i|e | 2138 n| f |3
I [ o ife | 2] 8N o | f |3
m| 8 ([ fl2]07) p | f[3
n| 8 kNf|2] 0o qa| f | 4
o| O I | c 10 r| f| 4
p| O | f |3 0 s | f | 4
q 0 m| e 3 8
r 0 nie|3 8
s 0 n| f [ 31[r0

o/f e 3 8
oN_f | 3 0 >
p f 0
q| e 4 8
q| f| 4|0
r e 4 8
r| f | 4 0
s e 4 8
s | f | 4 0

Fig.2 Generation procedure of RT for UDP by PD-OLSR

& 2

PD-OLSR (2L % UDP Al RT O/ FIE
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( N
*
|
I
*
! N
! ;
T T3 UDP Traffic
BT MACTR F‘1 HBES2— 1
f N
|
I
BT FokT—5
EFIL AVB—71—2R
*
L : )
|
EEHH : PIER=> 510
———— SE=RE

3 ns-2 ONERHEIG & L HHSY

Fig.3 Internal structure and a change part of ns-2

4. YIalL—E~DEE

PD-OLSR % v NV —27 33 2 L—# ns-2%Y) ~38E4 5 a4 it L=, 4EIZ UDP
WEHO RT OAMREZEELEZOT, ZOMEELITICRT

4.1 ns-2 OEFHH

312 ns-2 OWNEEE & B EE &2 ~7. MAC J81Z PD-OLSR @ UDP Traffic & &t
W+ 5EY2—VE&BIM L. £72, UDP Traffic ##lE Y = —/L C&HHl L7z UDP Traffic
ENN—T 4T =2 NTHOHES L SICL, V=T 47— = F®D OLSR
% PD-OLSR ORREEAERMEENITZ 2 & 9 ITIEE LTz,

4.2 OLSR ¥sEAE

OLSR Di%fE /) — FEZAFE /) — FIZB T 26 A v E— Y OB OFRAULIN 4 DL 5 I
75 TW5. PD-OLSR OMEERIT2 5 L 512, ZOMBIZLL T OIREEIT > 72
@ HIEHRA v —TD%EE

— HELLO # v&—3% TC A vbE—VICEETL/ — FHL O UDP Traffic Z {40

EIRON /EI ,_LK
@

HELLOAyt— T2 fEY

I

|

|

|

|

| |
@i | :
l

|

|

|

P s Ay

RREE
V=T 42 T—DIVEH)

I

I

: ) B ®
| TCAV E—CER]

I

2Pk :
.
I

]

! i

|
v

v

\ J
4 OLSR DL
Fig.4 Extension of OLSR

@ VI EEOER
— HELLO A v E—YDEETL /) — RE—BT D) — FoLra— RIEEL ) —
R @S IRAETE R & F sk
- —ETHLa—RPFELRNE XT, HilictEGn/ — el — K921
a— REERR
Q) W — NESL 2Ry T ) — REGOFER
— @OEHFLAIETDHHHE ) — N L a— N@EFIREER H & ik
@ bR U—EE5OTH
— TC AytE—VYDEEL /) — RE—HT D55k — RO L a— RIZITEERIEE #©

£

% ik
— —HT A5 — FRTFELRNE XX, FilckEFr/ — Nemk/ —KeT5
L a— R&EERR

® R
— REEEFE RT #85) 7ok R b, 3.2H05ETRCT 245K
— RCT o6 UDP ®{EH RT %458
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5. §F i

PD-OLSR (28} % UDP @(EH RT OFMMERTI2DD T I 2 Lb—ya U E{To T8
RELLTITRT.

5.1 EhF %

PD-OLSR @ UDP #{5 H & RT AR EE D BEMEEIT - 7-.

1 ORWEREL, 7 RRyZ Xy hU—T %K 2089 ITHER LT-. 1z T
UDP N 2 &y v a U AThN DT CIEAMENRE NN e®d, /—FRihd/—
Kh ~0i#fE% UDP, /—FKb»nb/—Kr~0ifF% TCP & L, TCP AV—7v k
DFENEHE LT, THENOBREEZE 3OLIICKRELE. ¥ I —a rDOBlaD
LRTETOREMZ 0L L, Y2l —3 g Blh 30 BgICYRAaMEELE LT/, —
Kimnb/—Rh~UDP#EEBEBISYE, VIl —Ta Bt 4s PRI —RKb»b
J—FRr~TCP BELBBEE. U EDYIaL— g NEEL OLSR 2 L7=%
AL PD-OLSR &M L7=BAIcB N TiTo 7=,

OLSR #fH L7240/ — Fb s/ — Fr B@EORKII b—f—j—o>n—r1] &7
D, EEAWMBE»OGDO N Ty 7 %2%F5/ —Rj&/—FnB3RBREICRIREL Tz,
—7J7, PD-OLSR Z{EH LEHAD /7 — b b/ — Fr W@EoRKEIb->f—>k—o
-1 LY, ERAMBENLDO N T v EZF RV — FORTRENMER ST
72. ™ 52 OLSR & PD-OLSR ®/ — R b 75 /— Fr o TCP ZAA—7y hDOEfL%E
R, TCP ZA—7 v hOYIE, OLSR TiX 2.5Mbps, PD-OLSR Tl 3.9Mbps T
D, F15FEOENRH-T. ULV, PD-OLSR ® UDP {8 A RT A bEEEDS IE L
SFEEINTNWDLZ ERNhotl.

£2 vial—rvarRiRAr—Hx1
Table 2 Simulation paramater 1

TR I Ky FO—2

J—R¥ 19 [A]

R B 100 [m]

IR ] 95 [m)]

74— K 700 X 700 [m]
N—F 47 Fa kan | OLSR, PD-OLSR
AT S 802.11g

£33 vIial—varRFA—43

Table 3 Simulation parameter 3
WEXAT CBR
e FZ v AKR—= (7 m bz | UDP
STRE= R b x 200 [Byte]
PNy MRS 1 [Mbps]
WEXAT FTP
. . F7 v AR—br7m hayr | TCP
L L I 1000 [Byte]
e KW@2E 4 ¥4 X | 20 [pkt]

6.00

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

TCP Troughput [Mbps]

1.00

0.00

- A

P
VAN
A

==—QLSR - TCP Troughput

==PD-OLSR - TCP Troughput

60

B5 /—KbMnb/—Rrornebhaisg TCP ALV—7 v FOE(L

Fig.5 TCP Troughput from node b to node r with each protocols
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5.2 KR IalL—vav

1 OREREIER LT, /— ROE 3THELL, KLY Ial—va R AT o~
UDP #{51% VoIP #48EL, *v MU —Z IZ@EAM %25 2254812, PD-OLSR 23347 » 50,00
NEIFESR(C G2 B WA 80.00
5.2.1 YIal—vavEh _ 7000
J— ROWRITFE 2 LFAfEE L. UDP FJ b v 7 OFHEFE 4 0@ L Lz, 3= f_: 6000
L—y g VOBBN LK T ETORMA 140 & L, ¥ Ialb—a UBlih 30 &1L 2 B 000
BHECTUDP £y avaRy hT—27 BRI LD 5 E TS E T\ -7, UDP i T w000
B&ITY /= FOMABRIXT VA LTEE L. UEDY I 2L —ya v NAEZAR 10 [ < 3000
1TV, EOEHERDT-. 20.00
10.00
K4 vIial—varRTA—F4
Table 4 Simulation parameter 4 0.00 sim-1 | sim2 | sim3 | sim-4 | simS | sim6 | sim7 | sim8 | sim-9 | sim-10
WE/ — K ®OLSR 89.98 | 74.14 | 89.90 | 79.16 | 90.24 | 90.32 | 86.49 | 76.18 | 77.95 | 89.83
e RS2 mPD-OLSR | 97.44 | 80.89 | 89.61 | 90.00 | 9151 | 97.99 | 90.74 | 82.76 | 99.72 | 90.42
BT 7 h M6 vIal—varfnsyy bEliEk
gz A7 CBR Fig.6 Packet Reachability at each simulation
Fo v AR—FFa ban | UDP
SRy AR 200 [Byte]
2y RRAER 64 [Kbps]
£5 VIal—varEDO PD-OLSR IC L Aok
5.2.2 =2} Table 5 Improvement rate by PD-OLSR at each simulation
N g SNV, . " o1 % (%
Ky b U= BT UDP £ vt 3 YRS — KRR LI~y o MO AH &5k —
)= RBZETDH Ny VEROAR PO Xy VT — 7 &E0 7 o FEERE RS, OLSR sim-2 9.10
& PD-OLSR # MLz L7=. OLSR Z MW =5 & 13 UDPAT £y v a VRETRy FU—2 S%m-i 1(;3720
- S1m- .
FIFn LB B 728, FHlix &A% 47 ¥ v a > £ T& L=, ¥ 612 OLSR & PD-OLSR sim-5 141
WCEDvIalb—rvary 10 BO/-RERT. v Ialb—va VBOYWEREROFER sim-6 8.49
_ . im-7 4.92
&% 51257, PD-OLSR #H\1% & OLSR ICH-S, #98 %O®ENTF 6T e | se
sim-9 27.93
sim-10 0.66
Average | 8.28
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6. ¥ & &

OLSR ZEiET 2 Z &1k > T, TCP & UDP d RT #3l~ 124 L, & Eois
ERIER E B L TRIK A2 /AR T& 571 =L PD-OLSR ##%£ L7-. UDP #{5/H® RT
R A I 2 L—ZIZEEL, VoIP BEAZEE LY Ialb—va vy &{Tolc. 20
R UDP @EIcB VT, hIb v 7 OFmWRKEEZRIT-®EEITI 2 &Ik, ry
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