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Abstract: Routing fails frequently because of the node mobility of MANET. The regular TCP works badly in
MANET because the congestion control algorithm takes all the problems in MANET (disconnections, route changes,
etc.) as congestion. To improve the efficiency of end to end transmission, this paper proposes a cross-layer
transmission control protocol that interacts with link reliable routing protocols, which are called TCP-PLRT
(transmission control protocol based on probability of link residual lifetime). TCP-PLRT judges the stability of end
to end connection through information about the probability of the link residual lifetime that feedback from routing
layer. Three complementary mechanisms have been proposed: ROUTING SWITCH, if the link is not stable enough,
SAVE THEN FORWARD, if the link is about to break, and ACK RECONFIRM, if the routing has been rebuilt.
Therefore, TCP-PLRT can do prediction before routing failure, and do remediation after it happens. It has been
shown by computer simulation that results of TCP-PLRT have significantly improved the packet loss, caused by
routing failure, and have increased the throughput much more.

Key words:  transmission control protocol; cross layer; routing failure; link reliable routing; probability of link

residual lifetime
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T B S EAE IR 5% F) 5k g Ak B
KA BSOS B At P T AR AL b P A 9K A I 1) R
FEESES: TP393 XHRFRIRED: A

%3 H 412U 4% MANET (mobile ad hoc networks) & — FF AN 77 B[] 52 FE A it 8517 5T L B ik sh i)
LG 4% R A A Y R IR B AT A 2 o AN A R R D REL B T IR 1 B A R R B kA AR
MANET HA R & 4 R 5 PR AR A7 e 0 AR 25 1 B s LB (MBS 1 & i 3 R 05 L H Rk 45

A 2k W v f s 20 A S B P TCP i L2 3 F 1) MANET, 3LA% S vk REKE il K i B 2L TCP il
AL WU, I8 AR R AT FL R A 7 (1 059 28 BI04 ) 3w L7 o 0 b s B 3 s 1o 3 2 AT 4 4 28, R
ot ) AR DL REAT 2 B0 0, R sl A5 45 B0 G 5 RO T MANET = JT ) TE 2645 18 DL RS 3 i 8 A5 775 4
SRR VR AR S O AR AR TE 2 A5 DL TE S % AR SE TR o 5 A b BB B RSk i s I SR I L B AR A
AN b i B i A i TRD S 0 2 5 A s ), 2 S A i T R T T IR AT 2 — R B = o AR L AR B
P W SO S0 S AR 02 A5 I8 32 A0 Y LIR30 4 Bt B M it kb DX 43 AN [ 19X 8% 1k, DT I A A1 HR AR I () 92
il S W

F i, BN AT MANET s AR R il i A7 T — L8R5, A IS8R W, s B 1k 3 1 1) 3%
BT AR A MANET AP A& e R T A 35 5 2B A2 SR 3,47 40 S04 T 3581 I 44 vl i) 45 ki 45 L S At o 4%
42 4 90 TCP-F A1 TCP-ELFN, A JE AR A< 32 o 1) 49 0 A 2 1] Y1 a5 e A ey o DR 0 i o P 524 6L, A
fift e MANET (1% by 503 i) JL SCRR[S T4t AE TP 2 A0 TCP J= Z IS 44 24 ATCP 1R 2 ke A 9 2% S
A3 J2 RPIR R, LA SR 6 el v 07 B RS 25 A B A I SCHR[6]4@ HE T Link RED 80325, 3 H A A& i ik 3= 2y 4 il
HEHE R I T ARALAG TCP 14128 & 1 DR RF AR5 —Re & 0 WPz, NI $ & TCP ik i SCHR[ 7148 77— A
iy 3] 9 140 A AP A A B D36 T T i T RN 22 A 9 26 S B0 AT R I, DA I N T L AR R A B e v DR T
SCRR[SHE H I HH R 5 A R A7 BE ) SR fif e MANET H b 4 eh o W7 51k 1 0 5 2K 1) 8 SCRR[9 1A 9, TCP 1Y
P2 v AR LI o Jl 0 2 K 0 28 7 T BE B — A RTT 38 0 1) 522t SRR I 1A~ MSS 28 4 e 0<a< AN, T 9
TN FE T LA R A A3 TCP I B /DN P 0 o SR AR U ) 4 2% ot

WA MANET A% % )2 SO UR 2 42 S 7E 58— P U2 64T S0k, A LR 2 A A LGS A 1
BRI Z AR U )2 BUE BB I B BT 2 WO AR S5 A S SR s I HL, R 22 Bsidk P 302 7
FH BT 2S5 A SR B e, 4 T SRS ) PAAT R AH 224 TR S5 R AR SCTE 5 )% 45 R I A 1 B E T Rl B R B
FH 1 130 1R B % A2 A7 ) () A %645 B 328 T TCP-PLRT 3 (transmission control protocol based on probability of
link residual lifetime). TCP-PLRT 1/ 13 45 45 5% B A 1 11 6 b 1100 ELAACR: o0, 5 2o WA 0 ity 381 i 328 2 v % o ) 74 A0 1)
8 2E AT I TR RE 24 U, S T 0l 281 i 2 A e PO DA R0, AT 6 88 KT B85 el e DR AT W T IR A AR AL . 1
TER U B AT AL S ACK FRAIA = RHLH, 20l B1 0 7 s 4 T B ANEE B H b T R i IX 3
PR A& I EAT AL 2.

AN AR REER M. 2 WA TCP-PLRT WM B HH 58 3 il 47 B Wbk Ag R4 T
I3 BT 5 5 AR AN SCIR R A

1 SERFE E IR

FEASCHTIF 8 1 MANET [54 £5 v, Jir 45 15 25 060 P 5 AR 7). 5 A IR 1) 42780 g Y TRl L 0B 58 - MAC Bl
6 ER PSS Y TR S8 R A5 1 HL RO AR G

e I A S R R T A 8 D I AR A Ay B 32 P U R AR, 2 PR AT 5 K A A I TR R 11 e i R )
%ty UM SR 1014E BEHLAT AR (random  walk) A FE Al b F S HRAT B AT AT Y 24 iy 78 CATYRTEE B ), 10461
AR s AT R R B2 IR P, (s|d, ), HF 42 H T THP-AORP 6 Hi i3l THP-AORP Bl SU7E A% 366 % th 175 5K 43
4 RREQ WIEE T & BE R i—1<>i HIEAFISTIMEER Py ((s]doy,), B AR BT 5 7 BIPET 200 s 1 ) 2R 7R
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Ware (5. Sty 380 3 A5 5 o 1000 MR W () BT 1 5 B 1t 3R, 0900 AR W e () B R LI 0 B /1 TR ) 9% B
e B A% W ISR AT < AR A5 B bl 3 SR N v (DA ek e A S T AR A A R AR A
AODV A LU L7 5 /I8 (1 e 145 7 2R MR 56 R B K (1 e % A A7 00 SRR [ 11 ] RO 2 T Wil LA A A8 2R o A i A M
VAR TN 2 iy ABJE SR OS] ¢ A PE R LAEI ] s 9 = H AT IR FEEEHE IR P (st ), T T
5 CPM-PRRA % .

e R T B T T T B e B SR B U I A DR A TR, A B A T R R el R R
AR5 MANET JC 2% 5075 9 25 IRV 4RF 1 1] IR, 1 24 2 % J2 S B o 381 i 322 4 B s IR A SR 3t T 4% 1k A% i 42 skl P 230
A LT g A ) i T T S BB R 1) s- B R AE AR Py (), ST B E e T KD T B i SR ECHE it LA 92D )
AR VERE R .

2 EFHERTEE M A AEHITE i TCP-PLRT

2.1 TCP-PLRTH#Y BT

7E MANET B 90 380,715 08 B3 2% Hello i 3 DTS 25 408 5 96 3R A0 SRR — 5 I T A 3867 WAL 381 40 715 i
) Hello 13, A Sk 210 Ji 56 Z AN T J 7 I B 9% 715 w5t 1) 865 P 2 00 2 A 50 75 B 2 e %1 R R
AT B i v T (TR ), ST R T

TCP-PLRT il %5 /2 45 O 4 % A2 e 1 6 bR, R AN EE 0 38— 5 B b P 80 o BB % oh B IS B B8 B AL % it
AR A7 IR R BE 645 B, 50T LY TCP-PLRT WhlAHSS &0 T R 5 TCP-PLRT WhiSUR A UL A4, X 2 e s A
DU 06 2 BR A, (0 IR AN 2 B el b 0 1 B PSR (1) 8% b W iSO AE B bl S 57 B B3 o A B 2 A7 1 1) Ak
21 Ak M V2 B I R A RD R B o 5(2) e i A B el v BT I SR R TR S R R Bk A R R e B
Jr 3.

T ANAS R iy 2 it B b A% BURE B 1 B8 /5 L TCP-PLRT #hill#E ACK B3k — M F B SoC
(status of connection) PAf& 4k M A @ IRZS N T IR AL H T 44,S0C Hh IR ANE £ 5 B I L A4 1) A8 A7 IR TR R 2,
T AN FH ke 2 7 2 oy 281 i 32 #2025 A8 2 .SoC WIUR A 0,38 71 wif 21 it 3 H22 A8 o . iy 81 oy 2 2 B A2 v W AR A R
1160 2 405 BL(DATA FI ACK)I, ZE 1T 82 B & N —Bkh(CH i B Y5 1 2O 1 8E A A7 I TR P(s). 4 P(s)/N Tt
2 Pp(disconnect probability)(Pp & P(s) 1 E AR THE 732 R b1 910 B3UAS [T A [7, A 2 A S i )0 59 S0 A
W50, AL G k. ACK WE U SoC=1 T8 KNJ5 1T rd ity 21 o 2 452 O ANAE 5 [R] W),12 1 AN S A e B S s BT
A7 RV B i A R

WL 1 T, B T T £ 2R P, BEIRE, MR 26 3 RESE RN (0] 7, 25 HR8T I 75 I T, 39 050 0 7E £
ZJRH 1 RN ACK B8] T, BIE KI5 0t VU5 TT 8 (0P34 500 3% 500 A, WU AN 2o B 221 F 4 95T Al
E1% ACK N 1EFEH AT o HECHE AP R 36 VB0 0 VR TS s BIE T 55§ TN T, UITE 20 ZRTIR T A 2 AR W
R R WO B R AT PRI RIS ST R AR B SoC=1 1) ACK J& 15 1 30di i A AN AR R A 240, T
RN 1o B ZUTT LRI 5 1 R AN T aent i) O B L.

DATAT,, .| T
As >

|
\
Source @ [ ] [ @ Destination
Node i
.

le
«

ACK Tt

Fig.1 End-to-End connection where node i has routing failure

1 3 B0 % 7R 7 (node 1 4 kA= KT )

PRI b, B2 5 K SR B iy 20 8% Ey v T 36 R 1 2568 TCP-PLRT P sl v R AR 2 2, & AN A 40 i 2 1E 4 1
SR R YRR () T R R (1) Ty = T AEAS B HAS I (2) MR A T = Ty W, 2410 2% HH 22 /D BEARIE
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R B AL T et T B AR (LI G 9 s ROH AT S PR TSN T T2 Tkt Ta)), U 5
22 T HIHBE
KT HEGIER) T A W R N AR (1) AT s 3 B R O B LI ] Trs(2) ACK A AT 5
BT R R K DATA AL AT R 3R 191 IR 1) 2 (T et T 00 T RENS B A AN [ Sy 21 i 35 5 110 B e A £
BN RN AR AL R AS [ 3 Eh 6 RN s AR TR Ty, AR RAL i 2 B8 RN o 5 T, 6 R s el 08 B it
ATHE
X T Tr AR, %715 s sk B S5 % RREQ IR (AL B B RREP I 10 s 0 21 ] [|), — 35 2 72 RN % £
7 I 7] (routing setup time, fij BR RST) I — JCRAEAR. i T 5 2% 05 21 H A9 s 1) BT i & 28 A8 4k, R I, B AL
= XSO T35 B Bk B 1 2 57 (8] (average routing setup time in each hop, {##% RSTEH).RREP 4341 71 4 5 ik
Hfm 2,1 R RREP 1 [ I 30 S B H K1Y s A9 AL hop, 4% 22 (1) 44 RSTEH 19— UCRHE.
Sam_RSTEH=Sam_RST/hop (@8]
3t F(Taert Tira)(ACK and DATA round time, fii # ADRT),H 5] 75 i 76 5 & 5030 G B 2 3R E 2 B a2
A AW T ACK AU 52, I C 5% R 85 & I TR AT ACK I 5 (acknowledgment number), 2R J5 A FE 5 1 X%
UG WAL 31 6 B P 5 (sequence number) [ DATA #0405 A0 i 0 0 1) s [8) (206 BEAE R L 20 41, — & 2 25800
ADRT — UCKHE RN, T Bl S R 7 ACK 19 H By AT st . H ik DL BN [RGB e D
(A FH R ] — 015 Ui s — Ao F 93845, LR IE ACK 55 DATA J7 5 % W 1 Ml — k.
ARQ2)s AXCI7R Y Tp FI(T e+ T o) WA AR TH 5 BUAE 1 20 20 AE A (2 A 9 8 1 0 7
— UK I E RN ] P A TR B AR A, R sk A S5 B R DR R last_hop Rt 5 T P U35 R H 8 BUIMAL R 21 °F
¥J(exponential weighted moving average,fi# EWMA)R XS — 3 R BEAT AL T EWMA J2 Ab R A 18] 7 51 54
P B — s v E TR A ATk AR 22 Hh 5 B 75 LA L TCP W is0h 89 RTT BESR IX PP 5 ¥ (T st Tra) 56 555K
RTT, T 5 RTT AL i 3% 21 £ S >R (9] A6 1 8] ELIFJ B, TCP-PLRT ot ZE IR T M Toperet i) HRAH 2
[ 1) TR, R AR A SCHR[12], 2 3K(2)s A (3) T o B, el 282 BB Ny 0.125,0.25, 43X 45 1 EUAELHE A 15 SR A (RN
SR 2 T8 (1) 7 72 A2 /0 I IS 72 R AT S5 88 1) 5 A1 49 B Bz ff AR I BRVE R
Est RSTEH =(1-oa)xEst _RSTEH + o xSam _RSTEH
Dev_ RSTEH =(1— B)x Dev_ RSTEH + x| Sam RSTEH - Est RSTEH |

2
RSTEH = Est _RSTEH +&xDev_RSTEH @
Ty = RSTEH xlast _hop
Est _ADRT =(1-a)x Est_ ADRT + ax Sam _ ADRT
Dev_ADRT =(1—- f)xDev_ADRT + x| Sam _ADRT - Est_ ADRT | 3)

T.+1T,, =Est ADRT +&xDev_ADRT

ack tra

N T JE— W Ty R B HUE T 5, B R 1 B 9 Rk i £ R SoC=1 2 Jr SREUAS [v) i it mT g
BRI A L 3L R A A B IR AR IR SoC=1 [¥) ACK J& 4k 4 3% IR 5, A, N IEHOIRAS B IR W& ]
LA A5 REORIE T, = Ty 4R 2830 8, B ZE Bty o I il 1) J5 2053 e o, DU o o T AN 2 B AR B2 il JZ AN S
R T Tl 10 22 T <Tg I, T RO AN [ AL T 2 0 A e ol 72 2 K i

Table 1 Situation when T} in different interval

T, A RIFBEIK s

. 1 Queue length at routing failure node
.. Time of routing — e
Conditions L Source node stop transmitting Source node transmitting at rate Ap
when received SoC=1 when received SoC=1
T,=Tk 0 0 0
(Tackt Tir) S T <Ti (Tr=T}) 0 Ao(Tr—=T1)
T1<Tr | T1<(TacktTya)<Tr (Tr=Tp) As(Taeit Tira=T1) A Taeit Tira= T+ AD(Tr=Tack=Tira)
T1<TR< (Tackt Tira) (Tr—T1) A(Tr=T1) A(Tr—T1)
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H2.1 P CEWRIR, Ty (W BCE N B S50 e Ty = To, A BRI N AT Ty = (Toowt Trvo)-MH RN, Ty (R BB A i

Tk R, 77 U0 2 T ol AT % 5 A AR o /N U S 2 A A B R T AN B 7 AR B L BRI, T IR R —

AP TR T Tro(Taert Tra) 73 5905 75 5 BNYFTT A 00 B E AR S LR IE B, 22 W19 3 B VR P B I, T 48

N = Tr RS 2y i A2, TR INE AN 2 385 3 . B o o A0 685 22 2 YT RUEIE N 5 SR R A T = T W45 368 A K (1)

¥ o1, 2 17 00 7 19 4 45 HHLTT I B A Tt Ty BN AN B B AR B 5 3l 2 TR, 23 0 3R 1 T, T 1) P EUAE 5K

P2 )T, I T TN T Ty PR /N7 RV, R 316 3 S B So C=1 JEATH PT 4k 82 A0 (FE ILER 2.3 741). 31X BUAR AT
AE 18 i O (0, 70 T % 3 55 BB AE TCP-PLRT I “RCHR AE0 5 2 Bk vl DL ik — o) 3.

T ={Tm + 1,0 Ly + T, <Ty

vy i<y +T,.)

R> ack

4)

2.3 “BEHYIR 5 HIEFHEE L

2 2 TCP-PLRT 71 H B 75 s (RPRAS e 1 4 18] B 7w, 2 s 281 i 42 i 1 o ) 05 04 25 2 0K I L R 00 (£
RIGHEEEHS ST BT 557 19 T, 92 P(T)<Pp W fi % <8 i V)4 (routing switch)” Ui b R iy 2 18]
V1) 1 05 AT S B BT F BT R0 0 AL 20 R RS T I B A K TR I A TH R pR e R B IR R B Ui R ACK
SoC=1.F5H7 M b £ 4% 5 i , 53 1H 26 e, D 4 280 3 8% b AT 4000 2 K. 28 e 38 TR) — g 380 o B 428 b LAY A TR IsF
ik B DDA IR 0,1 A G 2 S 2 BRI SoC AR L FIWT SoC2(5E XL R 30), A4 fE Mk G #6 & ACK W& 14
SoC=1.FFESZBRIWr B 2 BT 1 BB OB 75 B4 2 1R ACK, 26 W I IS V5 B0 A% 0 A i ook 4 ARG, U 6 IF 1160 % e
TH T AN 25 3 OB A i b 00 7 S SR, R AL AN R S AT B e D L A A il ) i 3 A e ) A BB
0 25 DR e )RR e e D e e P T ) R A

Cross layer
design

Found a new
route

Fig.2 State transition diagram for TCP-PLRT intermediate nodes
2 TCP-PLRT £ [0 1 st PRS2

BV R ST % 1 h A AR A AR R ST R A T S BRI R I, T S 1 AT B A7 % B R (save then
forward)” MLl 7T A5 i W TCVREE R IR ELAT s £ A B, IR F B 2 ML A — AN A7 A 1 B A 1 JL YR T AR
Al —ANEEER I ACK.1% ACK H4E SoC=2,75 HIE T fUIZ 0N £, 4k 5 266 i it v (8] 35 SUAE A, Wi R B0k H 39715 sl
HRER % ACK FEAKEAT 55 i H B 1 bbb F0 5 11 "5 N R 3196 Btk 0 o 11, i i SEG BT o B 49 28 A7 3080 £ 1
{0 b B Ry 1 XA AR AR AR VR T S SR AT S H T SRR AR A A AT bR W A R AR R A A
XAHEERR ACK A P KA A A A5 Y 7 5% el o 7 I AT DAAS w7 22326, 7 4 ) D 19X 4% 08 9050, 4ok 4 053 05
FR) R 326 T 6 M 48 20 W 5 Y A A 2 ) B S A 38 W Dl 1Y R4 1B R (ACK B A & [ (window) & 0); — /&
R A5 1R) T B A S A% B, BRAIE T 200 0 1 5 B R0 £ i v T FE mT kD T A REL IR R AR s R R
SLJE,E A § AR S 2 R Y A BB A 1 B A R AT H Y R BIEOR BN R R E SoC=2 1)
ACKF2 8T B % . 24351 Bk BB 705 500 X B8 4 22 A7 25008 00 1 IE 5 ACK(So C#2) i, BV AT 387 % Hi 2
BT AE QR A G AT R N, ) S B X R i R A R B RERR BIE T 5, IR I 25 57 A7 6 1K B .
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X FE WA ER RS Bl P e B T AT S SR P(T)TE Pp BT RS % 3l 5 0 R R A2 BE R AR 2 IR I,
(Kt — H. P(Ty)<Pp [FEIREEAT BT 26 th & 4K 5 — P2 [a)— 3 2o e 42 b 22 I sl Al 5 8% by D148 1) 47 100 B 7R A
TR bR P(TL)<Pp 358 BB H 7 HR 00 B ) 4,5 LA ) — i 380 B4 b (R AR A m AR P(T)<Pp I
155 BB B 147 B SR SR TR T 2, 0 m S5 B SoC=2 1] ACK. K h SoC=2 L4 3R WA B i W ,m AN P& 2K SoC=1

SRR § A4, i R Y SoC=2 ) ACK JEiE MR 17 s i 2. TCP-PLRT WSk i Ab BE 2 U515 & FE A%
XL KGR B T i 7F R S AT AR B e X S B A, LLGRAIE — FLARAGAE m R A B I 2R, B 5 TU &
I 2009 B 25 B3 B 10 0506 O B R ACK )8, 56 2.4 715 o A N AL e i e AR 5 e TRD B TG B
TE R VA 6 2 SoC 1R 0] KB 5 m AEA% T 3843 B A, D) 4k 3877 V25 ) i

2.4 TCP-PLRTIE T & B4 I SR A%

TCP-PLRT 1 i KPR SEER KWK 3 Brzs.24 TCP-PLRT ¥V S F] SoC=1 ) ACK I} HE A4
(hibernation) IR 4% . Y5 15 50 BT SE ORAT 24 17 45l R 3% S 30 R 45 1 22 16 10 AN 789 109 n R 26 3 28, 2 I 4 WAL 38 1 4 1)
SoC=0 ] ACK, I H A M IRA, W & IE A5, 5 I E SoC=2 ) ACK W - IF RIZES 2 Rk EHE TG
BT 1 A T A AR 1% ACK VR 5 T 1 52 I 190 2 i T %6, [T Bl i S BT 4 So C=2 1 ACK ff A 1 B4l £ )5
4 A X [) (B Ay A5 A X 18] (unacknowledged DATA sequence number interval, & FX unACK interval)). 24 i 31| 5
KA H MY A SoC#2 [ ACK (45 SoC=0 F1 SoC=1,#F&k A H 115 S M43 % ACK), K A FE i A
P 6% 40 0 0 R 2R AN BT LAV 52 2 T R 1R R 2 2 D AT 8 o e O T T R B8 S 3 AR AR I DA DX T Sk

AL RTT S ANGE s B 2 1y ) 20 IR 2, B e 7 & A A X Tl Y ACK AN T8 RTT, I APAT 18 )5 B FIERIE A%,
EA J R AL AT R A X A E 15 3] SoC£2 B ACK HFEAf A, JE T AR H <& MRIRAS, I — AL
IR AR T A X R F W8 T RERR, W2 B b i w BE L 0 T RI4% 2021, H 05 550 A |38 K A5 1

TADX 0] P 1 250 €1 25 A AL B, 707 4R i e 4k
Congestion)
control

ommunication
with the routing
failure node

Hibernation

Packet lost

Received Received

SoC=2

Freezing
—\ sending rate

Received

Received

Recover system!
parameters
saved

Fig.3 State transition diagram for TCP-PLRT source node
K13 TCP-PLRT 11 ni IR A e 75 14
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BT B Y09 . BB AT Ak 5 R 25— A AL, TCP-PLRT Ak % i o o e 1) 250, F 7 < MR B B R 2.
E] SoC=2 1) ACK I J5 1 ASURHWTRE 15 252 )& v 5 A% i, DALk T B B R A 5 00, DU 41 9 Ak 31 5 o
“ACK FHHIN B B2 W B K ACK.hy T S 4 Mt we ACK F & RIEL ¥ 1 8, TCP-PLRT 78 1% ¥ Bt FH ik B
k(selective acknowledgment, i #K SACK)!" I ACK A A WL 4 75 SR8 K A7t 25 1) A BT Ly /N4 SCRL

DR X 5 SACK [RFHEARW) A5 3X — R M BOAR 0 A HESE L.

3 TCP-PLRT BYthiSLIERE S 47

ARG A R 45475 SLERAE NS 23 T 7E #5025 ) 48 BRBE R B AL BN 245 I 48 BR 5% N 5 %% TCP-PLRT sl fg.
NS2 11 UC Berkeley JT &, % FIBEER AL B T LA AR GF 1 AT 4 A, 02 24 4 D00 48 BT 50 Q03 I T e 32 1) IO 8% 47 L 8k
0415,

FEMT A M 4437 56 B ¥ TCP-PLRT 5 TCP-ELFNMIRI TCP newReno!" #E4T X EL. {4 & 52 b iz ] 45 % 1) TCP
PINSRRAS,— e HE AR b A B4 S W 80 gt Py R A 5 2 2 SR FH B ey v BT S A8 o 0T R BRI P o
WS TE CUA 1) MANET A% %28 CSO3E Bt o 2 a5 i LI ST %

3.1 HiEEEESH
i B EER AT DUT P RE R it 4
o P USUIT 8 L (protocol cost ratio): A TCP newReno B3y vHE, B5CadE Bin s B i S i BT 5 RS0 )2 O 50 (0 22
L5 HH R M 245 3% 5t TCP newReno AH R P U2 T 7= A 404 A0 2 A E 490 4 TCP-PLRT #5 J W 4% )2 0
&% )2 R et P SO RS T
sizeofl RREQ+RREP+RERR+DATA+ACK ) 1¢p pyr1/sizeofl RREQ+RREP+RERR+ DATA+ACK) 1P nowons:
o I H WY ] (time of routing failure): A JT i [ 4% 11 2 I00 5 M) 53 280 38 B8ty =% 200t 37 1) W i) . 1% 2 4 S Bt
% 0 DL PRI AT ST R B b T S i) R T 5 i D s e
o Bk s BAF K & (the queue length at routing failure node): Wid& ¥5 A ZEWTBE 2 7 & 2R R HIE L. X
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Table 2 Simulation parameters
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Parameters Description Value
Range Simulation area size 3000mX3000m
Topology Network topology chain/grid/random
Mobility model Node mobility model random walk (for THP-AORP)!""!
Node number Node number 90/100
Anttype Antenna type Antenna/OmniAntenna (Omni antenna)
Radio propagation model Radio propagation model Propagation/FreeSpace (free space model)
Transmit radius Radio transmit radius 250m
Phy bandwidth Wireless channel bandwidth 2¢6 bit
ifqType Type of the interface queue Queue/DropTail/PriQueue
ifqLen Max length of the interface queue 50
MAC protocol MAC protocol IEEE 802.11 DCF
Routing protocol Routing protocol THP-AORP
11 nodes
le »
N g
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Fig.4 11x11 grid network topology
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Fig.5 Comparison of different TCP schemes in static topology
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Fig.6 Comparison of different TCP schemes in mobile random topology
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