5549445 240 ¥ B # 2 & £ %X & 3 & Vol. 49, No. 2

2019 fﬁ 2 A JOURNAL OF UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY OF CHINA Feb. 2019

B 0253-2778(2019)02-0132-06

% 3 B 2 TS 3 i 3T 2 2 N 48 % B 5K R
k@A R H. HER

(R ROl R AR BRABOR A BE T IR B AL 210037)

E. 5T DTNC(delay tolerant networks) M 2, 77 S 694 Zh 48 A K Hra & & £ LR a9 12
B RENFREINELLEFT EHSHRNRX A FTHRAY ML R T TN EdE NEAEESF

w g W AR, A IR T — AR T BT EB S A RN T B A A 6 g 3k 1577“%3?‘1’%
P EGPHENFNREZAT AN SRR FEAEFTH L AR EFELET EBHEX LR
FHN BARATO I L RA R T B I — 4 EAATZ R E R T LAk A A TR KPR 28 5 L 45
AAREN. EFFERDTHrEERE BT 230 Pk b 4. ARG T M%

8y IBATRLE,
KA. AL EL N BB IH B SN RS E
FESES . TP393 XHERFRIEES: A doi: 10. 3969/j. issn. 0253-2778. 2019. 02. 008

S| RS, R, B, B E RN A Z N Rug[T]. hER2ER AR R EZ #2019,
49(2) :132-137.
ZHANG Fuquang, WU Yin, YANG Xubing. A mobility evaluation routing protocol for delay tolerant
networks[ J ]. Journal of University of Science and Technology of China, 2019,49(2):132-137.

A mobility evaluation routing protocol for delay tolerant networks

ZHANG Fuquang, WU Yin, YANG Xubing
(College of Information Science and Technology, Nanjing Forestry University s Nanjing 210037, China)

Abstract: DTN (delay tolerant networks) has the characteristic of communication-connection intermittence.
Currently, more and more researchers focus on mobility and show that mobility is important to network
connection and coverage in mobile wireless networks. A routing protocol that uses the mobility of nodes
for evaluating the possibility of delivery is proposed. The evaluation is based only on the node speed
without the requirement of any other information. Simulation results show that the proposed scheme
performs better than those in related works.
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For every message m with quota L.

For node A:

if (TTL=0)

drop(m)

else if( B without m)
if (L>1)

forward (m, L./2)
elseif (B is faster)
forward(m)
drop(m)
end if
end if
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