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Abstract: This paper identifies all factors impairing TCP performance based on network protocol hierarchy:
Lossy wireless channel at the physical layer; excessive contention and unfair access at the MAC layer; frequent
routing changes due to node mobility at the network layer; the fundamentally inappropriate mechanisms of TCP at
the transport layer, including window-based congestion control, loss-based congestion detection, slow-start and
AIMD (additive increase/multiplicative-decrease) of congestion window; reliance on ACK-clocked characteristics.
Then, it designs a novel cross-layer optimal congestion control (CCOC) protocol tailored toward the characteristics
of ad hoc networks. Cross-Layer design framework is applied in CCOC to improve fair access at MAC layer, to
detect false link failure, to reduce the number of route failures, to quick-start during route changes, to transmit
reliably based on SACK, and to implement the adaptive optimization strategy guided by the nonlinear optimization
theory. Then, this paper outlines the protocol framework of CCOC. Finally, the extensive packet-level simulations is
implemented in NS2 environment. The simulation results show that CCOC significantly outperforms TCP and ATCP
in many important performances such as throughput and fairness, under a variety of scenario and mobility
conditions.
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BT #7695 4 Ad Hoc P 44314 69 35 EAR A E 4% %] X CCOC(cross-layer optimal congestion control).CCOC
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B AT BEHER kit MAC BEIHAZ AT M. Bn BB K 2. B S h R RS, Anbibd ik
W E RS, B SACK FEILT bt de 236 3F KA B 48 T2 380 A & MR 3K T CCOC #9Hhixak
ALEM T ey NSA7 A 20 A7 A 42 R AR 2 LT B A 6945 A 35 A= 45 2) 3R3% T ,CCOC kb TCP #= ATCP £
% RN RIRAT, Ak E AN BARH T 9 R 49 Bt

X817 ad hoc W 440 E 45|, TR o e 35 Bk it

PEES LS TP393 XERFRIZAD: A

Ad Hoc W& — 41 A TCERMUR 28 E A 31T s AL i) — A~ 2 BRI I i 1 3 230 M 4% R 4. B 4121
T Bl s S A4S Ad Hoc &% HL A 1R i (1) AR A7 66 AR i M AT LT3 I FH 00 FDAS B 4 v [ 2 30 A 152 it
(R EREE b, B A L BRI R I 2 DU AR A P TCP & % T 1 B - FAEAR W 521 1P 2 F ok
JERHET —ANTTEER . Fe) AR i B B G AR S IR A B e vk B T B 95% R B f B 90% 1
i TCP A4, TCP 41 JE 42 1 59 28 A A U ECIBG I et sz ik 1) 7 2 IR 38 . TCP L AT 22 MRS, A S0 5 LA X6 24 i
J 32 N F Y Reno R AR,

TCP Wl XA 2o 2 B v 1, Bl T 2R BE S M P S M =y A6 88 TCP Ak A0 2 th I 45 4 26 BT 3 38R
T, TG 2R W 2% PP [R50 33 bl A 28 X 4% B2 i 4 JUAN B 2% 9 B E Ad Hoc W26 (5 8 AN AR A - PERIS SB
FIERFE MRS FEARER ZA, T 8B TR B P X & FEGL . S 54 TCP M 2] Ad Hoc
W 2 1F, 43 A AR A 2 TR 25 S SO L3 R AL 25 e Bt M 2 A 2 I 8 11 2 1R b o AN 0 B ML JR 3 T T ZE 4 4, T
ST (1 g 1) A R 48 TCP 75 Ad Hoc [ 4% H (10 B0t 2 300 4F e I 46 I 9 (K 3 0l 22— R8Tt T Ak
2 STy R IX B Uk 7 ZE R DA A 3 SR T R 4 IR b LR L T R A ) SCHE LA AN A T &

(1) T 9 4 1) g WL TR DR A e e (R MR e v R Y R A T M A I R 0, B 0t 40 vt 1 A i
T CAE X P28« B eh o3 ) A B A R T X O, DT AR R PR 4 R U SR TR 24 P it X IS T
SR 285 00 7 1 2 L e L R A R S AR T W A A 326 f) T R L R et Uy AT TCP-FE
TCP-ELFN™ TCP-BusP®! ATCP.

(2) g3t Ad Hoc M4 TCP 1 fiE B 9 — 25 I 42 e o) LA 14D iy 380) i 70 26 s o) B0V R AT ol 5 2 I 445 e it
HIHLIAS R X Pl o7 28 T0 55 T A0 A0S 5 30 o i 890 o o s 24 T P A 000 S 3000 44 RT3 % (9IRS, R4 i 5 A
SRS HCHCRE S 485 i 375 1) 50t 7 %47 Fix RTOUIHI DOOREY. 4k 6 A7 ff 5 410 2 7 111 (1 8ok 5 S 458 ) ACK
3% AT 1 ek Ty 22O AR AT LU I 2K,

(3) th T PA RIX Py it 7 % R AT A BR 1) Pk e 8t A R AT 2428 8 T L1718 Ad Hoc M5t 4:
W7 & R )7 47 ATPRY wxepitt cqTept IHHCC!M®! Hop™ DiffQ!®! WCP 1 WCPCap™® ATP i it i 1]
TR ST 35 A B I SE NP 34 A i I SE T HR S 1) 24 R0 X % T e U I 3 R I T 4 U i O T M R 16 TR
CPTCP 3 3o WAt 445 Bt J22 1A 75 S ROV HSF A5 R R 090 i 14 475 JEL 0 i HH 3o 2% WIXCP 3 3oL ] i 9 4 7 6 2 11 A 471
A BT 34 B % 2 T AR IBOX 3 PP S HORAN TF X 48 F A L7 B2, 38 iy T AL U1k B2 IHHCC J& — PR Uz ik
I ZE 4 P 1L, 6 SR B 35 Fs (backpressure) AL il R e % Fr) 244685 RS 5 AL sk R DR 38 iy 12 AN 7 22 40, ) I 488 20 .
Hop & 4% % 1) 0 4 Ak v bp i3, HoAZ 0 B R T IS i 38k block A& 4 ALHIL.DIffQ 1 ik T3 T2 40 B 1
MAC 1 J& F % HH 7 4 B 08 AL, ALk 2 Bk TJC 28 W 4% R (199 28 32 hI PE i WCP & — T AIMD [ %
T, DL ST 22 Bk JC 28 I 4% % U 1 R AT 30 23 BC. T WCPCap 72 28 T4 s A h i e e 45 il Ul el i A
TIAE AN A0 J T P P 7 30 25 0 A S8 4 I 2 DR PO 3 25 0 3 O A A 1 3 A Xk 5 s il

BEAN AE Ty BE R SZ B Ad Hoc W 2% —— T8 2k 1% 8% I 4% 1) 410 26 2 1t 52 1) 22 R A1 e T 3 il T
FACCE® ERTPIMIAT UAFCPI24 1% FACC & —Fift i 3 8 /4 P~ S N 41 ZE4% 5 B AE FACC U Y1 i A 45
BERUIRAS, R LA T 43 BL 2 ik i 15 s BRI 30 H b0 U 8 e 0 3 1 BB oy R RO ) B R
FELERTP & T g G A4 I3 FH B0 1 U1 1R BB V8 A7 RICRH BT 45 1) JC 2R A% 8 3% W 4 AL B Bh L ERTP JE T 4e v vl 58
PEFR bR, LU AT S 4 B b T A5 00 B0 0, 40 e 8 o 990 1) bl (. FR AT SCR 2010 F 7 T 38k T O AR A I g
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B 5 I ZE R RIWL A UAFC(utility-based asynchronous flow control algorithm).

SR A 28 ik Ty S8 Bl 2 B M AR AFAE T i) B (1) KRB 78 23 23 A% Gt TCP 1 1) Ad Hoe I 4% 2 B g
I R DR L BRI T AT BB A ORI T 24 B S B L O R R i (2) B A B IR R S (3) RAEAR AT
%18 Ad Hoc MEEA77EA O 2 W He . 1Y R B IX AN AR TURF /LA SCHE 7843 43 Ak R R B A0 SR IR 2 ) 2R
B RO B R S P A A T B B TG Ad Hoc W 45 1 i 2 DA A 2 4 A B I
CCOC(cross-layer optimal congestion control).

1 TCP 7 Ad Hoc %% i it BE T B RY IR B 53 47

48 TCP HZEFSHINLHIR A T WF 4 FrpLHl:

BB ENHLE U EE 0N T8 30 TR DB R 3 2L, T 400 b 2 1 m) ) s 58, 15 A B0
BN (ACK) 5 A1 ZE B 13t n 1.

PEB R UINIEGT DR FTIBRE D ssthresh B, % A 31 5E 8 G L], BE 5o v] G R 22 P2, R 0T fig b
PRI AT 5 5 A P 8 0. SR 98N (AIMD) 11 77 2ok e 28 4 98 7 11 1 K/,

i3 AR R S ML E. 24 Y5 I B S ACK(DUpACK) IR, 5% Al i B AL ML % DupACK $57 I 4
A0 F BRI I A LA T 28 B 1R ssthresh T 357 AR, 88 S 80 18 ) B B

B I 2 % AL ) 0 VR g 326 e B0 V) [ I, 3 20 HE A 58 INF 485 (retransmission timer). 401 SR Y5 i 7E 58 I 258 I 2
AR B R ACK, A A 1240 BE B 48 5 T K EAT TE 4% i FH F5 40 RTO(retransmission timeout)iE #5175,
FENIE S B B

BRG] W, TCP A ZE # hIL I I HE LA R JUANER /(L) &6 T B IAE 4 (2) I s AL % 2k kg 7w

FEARIAE:

o FetE AR, Ad Hoc P45 W H 1) 0 26 BE % 2 SO B R AFTER A AT TR A T3 21, B
FERN, N2 VF 2% Ad Hoc 1M 45 (115 18 8 T BOMUEL, 3 Ad Hoc 19945 B LA R AT 6 i IR 4 . SR i R 25 )
A B AL 240, S B0 M A AL FE 0 B TCP Y 7E RTO MM AT A I E ACK Hdlitu st &5 %
TCP (112 3 2y, I 1T Y50 () RTO B[] i 3%, 6k 4 B4 2 o 112 1 AN B3 6, A 4505 g 126 50000 60 1 3l 26 7 2
TR INE I B R e NI O — ELORFFTEAR /IS 90 [ A, DA T 3 i 7 I ) PRI

o [FIEBEANMARLA 1. Ad Hoe 9 4% 1)L S5 08 22 Bk L 22 7 3545 18, R O o 119 1. B2 s W st 2 Bl e v
S5 i BT A (7 A O A A 36 T s RN BRI s B B I F R DA — B AH R, TR T R ety . 5 o 4 iy 45
— R ()45 Bk 7] {8 IEEE 802.11 DCF J& Ad Hoc M 4% MAC JZ If) 5 SEhrfE, & K 17— HERIFE 08 B LA X %
RIS G 1 R BN/ N B S84 1 11 A8 L AL T 56 4 DR 58 M AV, 1T 58 4 v SR IBC IR s 5 I NICR IR 3 4 B 11 G
A T 5 AN [ A7 T 5 U0 T e N RS 2 -k B 8ty o % R % 3 ) R SR 17 3 P AR 24~ A 0
FELLAT K o TR T8, T 53 A — S8 UK TS 4 A BIME T8 . MAC 0 B PRl i 5 385 8 045 T8 48 N SR IO A
ST B v I, I 1) IR R A M B E P SR M B A e o DA A B R T B R LR R AL
Ak T R I — 2R 50 04 e b DK S e T 5 Eh P VR S 2 T A R A ) A A s i e D B 38 S D
57

o BN Ad Hoc WL VT SRS Bl a0l 19 100 45 745 A5 2 T80 (1) 3 30 1k A2 AR A, 3 B30 E (1) O R AU 1)
B A2 T3 TCP SRIUAS 0 T2 [ 4 ZE 4 I8 i, T BB < HA T R A5 v

(1) 8% rh (0 2R B0 T A T E 0, O AT R S TCP Y0 o B AR A 7 8 k2

(2) B B ARG, 0 45 2 1) 5 PR B 2 2 TR R DB B b R I % i TR TR) T BEEE B TCP Bl P RTO
I TR G 5t 4 1E N 3 Sk R S o 7 I T) 34, T 4 (2 B0 TCP Wit i SR FH i 500 1k S g6 SR 1R B4l o, ()
B AR IR I R) 1) B AR 4 ETE A0 2 GRS AR I R S AR AR ARG X FE AR AT BETE % b W I, U A B
AR 52 B0 1 2 226 RIS AR PR R I — 4% 37 5 e R VI8 I3 B L) 25 0 00 1Y 4 [ ) TRty o, 8 e T AR AN S5 1R 1
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(3) AT 1) i i 2 ORI B S A 45 22 50 M V5Tt 2 328 Sk I T B4R i A I 99 B vy i8R AT 3 R, B804S A 3
IR N 7 T LR COL L S A TCP Y3t SR AN 0 S (K41 S5 WL A6 5 18 3 20 ) PR 1 T 244 iy 411 9 7 11
B —2f, 3 )3 Bl P TR A R R i B

o AXFTFR. TCP ZMKHi ACK H & N 5L+ D B is, B ACK [ 2IE Ml R R — A TCP $idi 40 (¥ & i o
ACK 2RS4 518 ACK AL 7F A )11 5 g BB X £ BB ACK S EIIX TCP Wi ¥ 51 K U5 & 8 R 1%
— 3 R R £, B O™ T B 1 g R R AR R A ACK. BRI RN, 1 4% B S T e RO AR

M T 2347 07 %0, TCP Hifl ZE 45 HIHL I A Ad Hoc I 4 25 fig M 35T B I AR Y5 4E T

(1) ZETHARA L RMIZEIR /R A5 Ad Hoc W 2% SRS HOHE L 5 R I PR 32 B T 122 2 4h 10 To 2R 6 11
R R L AFIE PR A RN T EB )5 # th 2R3 TCP ANREIX 43 B0 A0 5 2 1 IR P, 2L 1] 4 b 3T 2
NG R AN 0 2 (1 A1 2 A o, A o e DL R R ) R P R A A7 B R, B T 0 4k R ) B3R R BRI, DUBRHR
A, T AR W 2 1 £ 1¥ F 7R 7E Ad Hoe 19946 o A4 1,

(2) BB AIMD.X Ad Hoc %K Ui, 18 8 ZhHLHI T 30T M2 %R H 2 W~ e Emad )L
RTT(round-trip time) ¥ i [H] 4" fig A 32 4 78 43 1) FH W] H A5 38 5 5. th T~ Ad Hoc W 2% 1) 3)) 25 P, TCP i ¢
T, S Sk e BU S RIS A TCP Ak T4 i3 2 M B 4 I 18] f 1. 40 2 2 S B B SR FH 1A o ek 38 o Al (additive
increase)f7- 7545 5 12 JA ShALHIAH [F (¥ 6l 2R H KT Pk g N LI AR TG & Ad Hoc 94 3R 4 I 30His 6, 5 2R
B IR 0 5 TR 22 b S R 905 R A A 1 R v A R TN S O T W SR BT O R
177 AN 365, AT B T 98 2485 FF 4 28 R0 AN R DL Lk, 214 B8 vy 503 ) £ A 82 3 B3 N A B B AN 0
1EZANE T AR TRtk ysk N & 2

(3) ZETH Ak SCHR[22]WF 7T R B, TCP (MR AL 41 22 % FUlR /N T 5 FE 2 /N T LR 7R 2 % 1 INAT:
AR 2 T HAEA RTT A 18R AR K 1L 3h SCER[1LB R W 4% 48 TCP %% DA B+ —4
BRI, 2 7 D P A AE Ad Hoe 4% rf 75 Tt 1 25 ™ 50 Ad Hoce 19 2% i (R 41 2

(4) X} ACK [k 45 Ad Hoc M 4% ACK JiAE = 1] #6425 1 5 i ) B 44 b 10 50 0 8 10 W 5 1 i B N 119
T 4 TR/ T BN B0 1) P B4 A% i T 3 ) I, 5 2 3 30 SR P U B A% i

2 BRMILHEEZH AR COCC

B E 40, TCP 2235 HINLAHIAE Ad Hoc 2% g 7™ 3R P (R M U5 A P 2K

—252 Ad Hoc W 4% 1R SIS0 A A (1) TOZRBE 6 10 R0 R S EUUR 0 5 8 (2) RIEMAR NS
FOBAR AL T R AR BB B R ARG (B) 1 BB BN 5 (% AR AL S BN BE L B e LT R ) o DA
(4) AXFREAL B ACK B

FAh—2 g TCP PIE = HIHLHI A 45 PE T 8L B35 :(5) BT HFER L KRNI IERR;(6) 1883,
(7) AIMD; (8) 2T~ H ¥&41;(9) % ACK [ .

ASCRFRATIE AT 9 TARPB 2 A0 AL B8 RS AL Rl 2 B it 4 B i TiE & Ad Hoc
D 4 151 (P FE 45 I BLAR] CCOC, LA ¥ TCP 75 Ad Hoc IIZ 745 (BRI 18 1 FHHE B T % di ik T CCOC
B HESE,

TESCHR[23] 70 25 T X A R UL AG iR Bevh T A SF . AR A B 31 28 2 il 53% PCA(price cooperation
approach), LLEF % 5 00k B8 T B K AR U5 (8). [F] B i A v 2 2 T B s S 40 R (¥, LB WP AR YR (L)« AR5 (2) AR U5
(3) U 2 Rk S EU PR AR R B, AR IR T AR IEG) Bk KA. B IZEVEAE AIMD IREEUAE TAR 56, 1M 2 8
T AL B 1 P 4R 1 B v IR, 3 S A X AR YR (7).

SCHR[23,241 51 %4 Ad Hoc 4% 45 s 3B 7 3l 5 350 00 250 0R 25 AN W A8 A s K IR R, 1 U1 77 3 R A4S U A
B AL B E3E W A1 ZE 45 S g AOS(adaptive optimization strategy).
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TCP mechanism

Slow ACK Congestion indication Window-Based AIMD
start | Dependent based on packet loss transmission
LJ\ﬁ )
SACK- Receding Explicit Rate-Based
Based horizon indication | transmission
reliable optimization Optimization theory
. Improve transmission
TCP pen‘ormance degradation > CCOC design framework
in Ad Hoc networks Probi
| robing
packet Cross-Layer design
SINR Network Invalid MAC Link laver
[~ Measure- layer link fairness rotecti{)n
ment feedback detection P
v
. Channel access High
Node mobility | Asymmetry unfairness BER

Characteristic of ad hoc networks

Fig.1 Cross-Layer design framework of CCOC
K 1 CCOC 152 & v HE 4L

AIE S 2 B I ZE s il G T A T, R B R E . MAC 2. MR LR 2R i
Tl P 332 1), L AR e AR 9050 (2) 1170 o AP B % 2 0 A U8R (3) 1 A B0 5L 73 AR 40 2 % b 1) 3 KR R (4) R R (9) 1) ACK 4K
AR IR (6). BLAR U B SR B A R LRI SEIE (1) 32750 MAC BEA A1 (2) Ao kA5 B 4% 25 %% (3) 1 9 % v B
SE M (4) SEE X 45 J2 S Bt AL R SR 0 A0 ATL S SE IR 38 80)5(5) J2 F SACK S AT HE AL . T THI 3 41 1 W 1% £
oty e AR,
21 EEMACEANATM

7E |EEE 802.11 DCF H1, % f5 75 5 4 {5 20 IR, 2 SR AR R4, I 0 75 B2 7E [0,2'CWinini=1,2, ..., 7 Z ) EAT BE KL
FEIR, A CW i RS/ R4 11,1 S8 R IE 2 R IR B IR 7 vE R80T S 4 T R 1 57 R IR 45 i
A 42b - SE I AN AR AL, AN T 3 35005 T e N AN PP A E X IEEE 802.11 DCF PRI PR AS 28 P, R e i 1) 10
FEM A (P ZE A% 1) HLAR TR SCRIVH 5577 752 WL SCRiR [23]) R 42 i L N (1) 2 P P 2L Ay o 29710 0 I TR AT B 1%
PIFZE b K T2 TIMZEM K K TTBR CP_threshold B, HH[0,aCWiin—1], <1 Z [W AT FEHLLE IR, ik 5% 4 2%
TS 1 5NN (R AL I S A L Ak 5% 4 R 1 b A7 38 K8 N A T8 MR 2R 22 i (5 TE B N TR AS A P 1 N
Tk 2> B0 AP A % 5 230 Il 881 (1) M e 12k
2.2 My (R Sk ER K 3K

Wik BF5% IEEE 802.11 DCF [ ek, il LALEAR AR By 11715 A & A F A Y B0 1) 55 KA ) nT g (EAN BE
56 A T (R % 2 I I AR SR T AL SR [250 6 7 vk SRR W i i R I AR — ELURRE T ) %
PR O K B MAC JZ2 1A 45 2 35 35 | 35 fu & ) X6 I P42 500 s K 36 HELLLO 9 8., IR )3 Bl 1 s o 4
B Chento. 5 1) B2 15 #UK 1% HELLO W8 1 UK, V- B8 (k9 140 AT Cheno=0 2 BT A I B3k 1 BT 250%)
1% HELLO ¥ J3. 1R 825, W) ) o e 65 2 A58 B 5 1), 9 S BV Al 15 0 Bl A b i vh 48 42 7 SR (OO 15 R R ). 21
AL A8 5 T SN T, U R U 3 B R B T S S I S AR R I R Bk B A HELLO i
TV 2 D) 27 S I 2, ) B R 2 R AR .

E 11, 4% )2 1) 6 th DR s R - MAC 2 (0B 2 R0 35 ol 83 57 1m0 5000 0 19 Y05 s 326 5 Ph 2R 4
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T S AT Sl 5 18 K 1 i v A IR A Sk A o ) e B R R B SR B I RE RS IER X 4 MAC 2
TEHE N SR 2L 1T J BR1 A8 A5 005 (1 5 % 25 S 2 R IR B 86 2 50RO o 2 (1 A I 4 o
2.3 HEEERMIREN

A s VT ZE AR I IR B K s 7E T Ad Hoe M 4% R G5 1) 3l A PE. Ad Hoe (4% TR 5 di i £ 3) S BN 454
I 5 e 1) I A 3 O8I S (R % E 2R O 5 pl A O R AR A T AR e R A A 1 B R R P R TR 4%
PEBE. T LK b EE A S 78 TH I i 3R A5 20 1) R 36 T T PG S S e SRR T o 4k Al b R 2% e e
oK R IEAT B B4 T8 R 28 B4 2 B 78 o0 R FH A VR B0 B R Ik, 398 a8 B v AR e A ZE B S I A A
S TR o, A S IR S A e b SIR SR S B A B 00 R R, AR A 1 T 2 B R TS
A b T I A b 5 pl P ST AL R S Bk LA ks> 5 D) 48 F A R AR B v SRS B RS T T T .

SIR N2 3 Jok 2 4 B0 2 (KA 5 1 M LU SR i 7 40 1 A2 45 I AE LA Y Bl Y, AKX 43 H % i 2 5 )
A R AZ T VE RO SRR 0 SR 5 15 T LU A — BT I A 36 LU ARG, WA o 2 ol 1709 sl BB Bl S 380 T B S W
6 2R H AR A AT SR KB MRS I 3R LSDT (link state detection table), 4> 3 T0 3 1% 15 55
W) AT HE S, B I 255 1 U “ARIETT A ID 57 EREAIAT s ID SERAME— AR IR RATHRERS S 2
T A e B R AT B 45 e LU 1K B B0 B 20 7 8 SIRM (n) I+,

SIR™(n +1) = &SIR™ () + (1 @)SIR, (n +1) )

QN IR FE AR SO A 0.85. 2K T A5 1 LU 1)~ 34 B0 T A J2 1% e LU R L, 2 00 T b i RR T R INE
Wk B ) 20 17 A5 SO 0 BE R R A

Sof FAH AR 81 ID 57,30 s AR B BT 140 50T SIRM (et S DR 4 M 00 2 110 4 — VRO, 15 A A
Pt 5 97 ¥ SIRP™ F 1 2L (SIR_Threshold) i) HeAse ke 1 B B A7 A0 4% 6 IR 2508 15 4858 ISR BGE 4 1) B B AR i a2t
B 20 05 3 W B — AN B WU TR IO R A STRy KR A 2 3R (1) F S A3 2K R [ SIR™ i B SIRY <
nSIR _Threshold , 5 i3 20 5% 2% R 25 052 T E0EF, HAIRMEN  Clink_detection- B 24715 mUHE W03 — AN B4 it 1], 396 A2
SIR™ < 7SIR_Threshold Ul T1- £ #5980 1,45 W, v B 88 FB BB N WILA1H Clink_detection 3 W1 1T #E RS AT 2
JE T I (), S 5 0 8 FH R AL S A5 R AT R 45 T 0 I BE B IRPIRAS — BLAR$F SIR™ < »SIR _Threshold ,
DT 2 RS (R A AN B R MY et i R IE T R H I S ST I oK

A b B FR PR 5T R Y R A e W 3 BT 00 B B S SR S R M 18 AT AR 8 I R B N
TTL(time to live) B K2 vty [l PR e 75 A% Hh. 76 A M A8 52 3 52 v 8 ik FH 8 o 11 12 Hn Ty S5 7 B SR I AN B e
B b gk SR S S IR AR AT I8 AN S WL LR R A I N5 5 R A S B R )
RTS(request to send)fl =1 75 240, 75 384 5 5 (1) & S Th 2848, Ak Bl 0% w2 4 IO R S D) 2 ok e Wt CTS(clear
to send) 1 ACK £ — H R &Y fUASHIAE 5 R0y, DK A S5 Sk 1 AN 2 e B i TG 4% 1) 4 300500 1) B v e 12

BE T HUAE 5 (0015 5 L) =7 50 ) B DR A R e 2 A 0000, 7 6 Bk o] R S T, A BT fi A il i v A 52
BT, ook 2% i 7 S 5 S50 T 8 6 66 e 9T A 9 1) T ) R Y, AR T 9ty WA R i eh ) R R B v T M A
P38 F I BRAR T A TF 8, 98> T 705 s 30 5 LR IR F0 0 AR AR 9 45 2 e 10 5% Ay b A8 % R SR 3 T LR
HAw:(1) B HH 4R I a0, ek 7 B P ST UK B AR T % R R85 (2) £E T SN s W G 30 T 15 4R Be %
SRAT A 10 (B A5 1 28 5(3) F it Fhy A s A 0000, 2 2 20 (0 T U Py Ak A 00 A% 2% (4) BRI T o B0 B IR
2.4 SEHEM 4R KR HIF0 IR AL H LI R B Eh

T T 1 5 2% R AR M D T R B0 T B ER TR ) AR (R 0 T B P A AE R B, I
$H65 H BT Ak ) R 36 YT A I B I 4t S L o B — L — e [ SR B R — Bk R e I R IRV T (R
% 1 2 00 IF 488 i i A 325 4% 11 25 4 0 RFN(route failure notification) 33 £ v 34 (1 2 At v i) =% 5 Bl 2%
RFEN £4 60,5 8 4 12 % th R0 R e A 53 /b — 45 T 20k H 0971 550 26 o, I JCdE47 568, 9 & ¢ RFN 25045
A 75 ) 4 D Ak st e s e e — ELYR B BRI B REN 9 8 0 57 2022 1 B R 336 IR S B0t . IR 0 3 R I B s &

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



#ethig 5430 Ad Hoc W 469 2 BARALIR 4% %) 1673

DAL Ay T 1% 65 o i 4 D 377 3K 2 YR 9 X 4 T

88 g N7 B T G 200 T e 1) S A 36 R A, SR R B e A O R A R AR I O 3R R
0,7 43 482 (AT A LA B 6 9 ) 3% . 5 SR i D A, R O 0, R S T 0, A A [ 1 S 5L B T A
I PR AT 22 50 30 T FLAG 3808 A Lok bR e 2 BRI AL HR ()4 5080 380 “ I 0, AN 75 A5 Ak 10 B0 0 — 18
S A A S50 P i, 2 At 22 5 R O 0, 75 i 57 L 380k ] AP R — Sk <R I, 1 T — A 3805 2 0 14D 1)
ety JE NN b, R DR Ut B E O A T BW= Loty X M 2 B WA o S ik 4 U i, 90 i
3t LK AME A 9 ) U R 32 T80 38 Gy T3 R B, AT S B T B 3l X Rl R 2 5 AR SE BT A B B RN %
798 Bk 0 T LSRG 300 3o R A L o) R o S i 7 81 P X 4 3 3R A T, T DA 23 B2 AR P ik B SL BT Fe VR I R AR
T TCP K18 )5 8l 35 W 5 B 0 45 B 5 R H 20T 19 1] .

2.5 EFSACKSII Al &

K24 CCOC AN T H i €0, 5 2 Sk HH W7 199 28 o 115 411 25 17, K1 ot 98 i 3L SR [ e Aoty DG - W06 4 4l £, &5
KT T B AR IR T I A b I ER] 2 R IO % A R A b B, O R R I )R T S AR A
TCP A& # ACK 1) [ 5 I 9 2D B8 A 1)1 38 B A ML 2 AR, BT S LR T 3 B2 8 A (SACK). X FE,— A
SACK A0t 1T LA A5 22 A B8 A0 3 A0 IE A 15 77 100 155 00 AT e, A ity B4 28 St KL 5 110 2 gl vy LA S B v S vk
e

3 CCOC #ythilik R LE#

CCOC ({3 A SHALE i Hodi 0 1K) CCOC Kot 1 Shole e e 411 2 £ S e o S 45 4 Ml Ut o, A T 38 047
AR W 2 B R I Lk W AR T | R 0 4 R T R 0 H AL

3.1 CCOCHUEEKER

BB A A T s Sk H SN 2 o, i N AR B 1 H R L DU R
FEi . bRz FLAGRR THIZE A FLAG LLAR HAL TR L TCP (1 £cdfa twas AISAL A 28 5 1 1Y T4 7l v 1) 4
RLITZE A R A S B ARG U0 25 WL SCHR[23]. st s FL B2 BN O, 7 [ 4 s A 20 e 1A 50 0 £ AR 0 i S 42 141 BA 71
JE, A A B YA T AT) A B0 T DAL A0 2 2 A 1 AE B R 1 FLAG S8k X0 ol £ 0 45
.

SACK A (¥ #e e . S, Hoi XA 18 3 Ffros. PSR AR S BU IR B A SACK S B i3k P 47— 4> 7 BE“SACK
BB 57 T SACK ZEAT G 5 5 <-4 b A W A 75 W50 80 FO A1 2 AT i ) 4 i 341,

Source port Destination port Source port Destination port
Sequence No. Congestion SACK Congestion
measurement sequence No. measurement
SYN ‘ FIN FLAG ‘ Payload SACK length value Payload
Fig.2 Head format of data packet Fig.3 Head format of SACK packet
K2 HEtm kg 3 SACK Wit kig =X

3.2 CCOCHIT k372

5 i St R S Bl SR B WAL el N 3% RS R R W U AR R AE R IS ) R sk R
P ZE FE 54 0, F 17 5 5 U)o A 20 e ) 5 A ) 411 28 2 o 500 AT 7 1 A B 41 2 A7 % . SACK A 38 1o i 4 3k
PRV HT] 9 P8 I A R ity 00y 40 DL R 32 B — S0 R R B R R IR A A, L B s b DI S TN A 3.
3.3 CCOCHyHET &

7E CCOC w1, 1) 5 f (1) = I RE R St LN ZEM A& (0 TH 5. AR B D e Ah 3B 5280 T LU N ZhE: (1) %

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



1674 Journal of Software &/ 4% Vol.21, No.7, July 2010

MAC NI AP (2) R e BUE S R R (3) A RS 1A B8 e (8) SIEMEE 190 2% 22 S LAt oA 17 SE DR L T e,
)Y RS T ER B 2% R B AR 4 B,

Local route
recovery

Transmission and reception of Route failure
quege length and congesnon price notification

Network ir?f:Joririg;taiZtn Congestlon) L_indk default
price calculation Judgement
layer tat?le -
[~ T s ST T T T T TT T T T T T T T T T T
I Queue Quege length |
| interface measurement I
e o o o o ——— o —— - = e — — — — o — — — — — — — — g —— — — —
F  MAc S : '
| sub-layer ( Contention window adjustment ) :
r= ;h_ = _I _____________________________
I ysica SINR measurement

| layer

[ | RS, 4F E eeee———

Fig.4 Function of inter-nodes
4 P Y R D AR
3.4 CCOCHIiRif
7. CCOC 1, Ysisiiy 1= 2 SEIUAR T By« S FE 42 SR ) 5 1 42 T D 56 DR 3 3 F) i it e A0 3 4 RO R A B BRI %
H D345 Je TR T 46 A 9 B, LA 2 o] 10 S I A AR e WA i e 1t P s A B o T Y SR B O R R AR R
AR A AT S 5t ) SACK $ 3t (8 £ JEL K St PR, SACK 1 72 A B YHE 1 2 Wi F) s B A o
R T B HH 1) 2 T 56 ) A i T — A o I 8, S0 1, X S LR ) S AN S R KL,
3.5 CCOCHy#Zin
7 8 B AT BE A B 1 T L i AR R AR 35 A T RO B A 7 5 T SR SACK i A 75 3
S S it J) J90 1 I 45 A i T 05t 2 B ) i 4 SR R e 4 o A DR S B O e HE A B S e A R A T
3K T I 2 AT S BE AR T ] S b S A S, 12 A R A S I g, I R 1 R A B R e A
A JE FFEPTT n O ST A RTT IS T, k4 2 45 S Rkt e S5 0 45 () foe D0 Ak b 5 482 Wi i 7 v BRBER P99 2% 30
AFFERING LT R AT e D M S 45 SACK. R BEAN J& T 7] — 34 12 ) B 40, A4 i 485 i 14 491) 28 32 8 {0 oK A

%()“”) YRS 0 I RUIIEEL s R 00 3 05 U 2 49 0 T

23 LA %8 AN F5UE B By, B

A(n+1)-A° (n)

A*(n)
IR B E b 0038 A B G SRS BT St i 4 s AT AR SCIRI I EL R n ol 20,24 0.05.

FE—A SACK R Wi o, 55 22 1] LLd 5% 10 AN 1 2 75 b e Aoy M A 2 W 1 17 0 B8 IR SACK IR B3t il LA
AN R I 3, T I I SACK KSR il 52

P 107 I 2 S 4 P AR BN 1) A SR IEAN 500 n (RS B A B e A 08, P 5K T e B8
A0 A I A7 A R I 1 2 A7 P AR A 5 2 T PR 9, M A7 P A B TR 31—, el oyt &5 ik
Rk SACK, ZE st vy FEE-PRe 7 R 36 A ke M Aff 22 (A 1) 04 .

4 {EWIE

A NS2 45 11 & 5% L4 CCOC Hil TCP-Reno, ATCPUEI It i 4 BLIREE U T - 4715 a5 48 FH 4> 1) R 2, T 4k
AL IERT R TwoWayGround Y {5 T8 AL i 2 o 2Mbps. MAC T iSUi% 28 2 4 Tk & 20 (1) |EEE 802.11 14X,

y JUIXAS RTT g AN S B i Ut i, A B

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



#ethig 5430 Ad Hoc W 469 2 BARALIR 4% %) 1675

15 2 i 2 O 250m, T BE 2 ok 550m; 4 it R 3% 5 2 T iR 15 2 i AODV W UG ERAN T 05 I 25 47 K/ Ky 50.
a0 K /NETF 1 000byte, f& 5 10k 25 ok FTP 3048 . B 5 47 B SE 36 IS 4T I [A] #48 h 200s. 4 3C K 1 24 P M FR 44
(fairness index, & FR FI)7E S

FI T
ny (M)
Horp TR AME B A AR n 25 B R R (BT T 1, I SR 2 18 0 2P P
4.1 MIEHRIH

100 AT AL —A 1010 [ 1904 1 0 &5 440 AN AR AL 1Y 252 18] fF) 6 59 152 B 24 200m. 76 Lk D99 4% 4 41 1 B AL
A2 4,6,8,10 M B X U845 BRE RN B RE L& 200s. AL EE T 10 IR E 458 T Bl 5 BRI
CCOC,TCP-Reno Fll ATCP 7F 4,6,8,10 /M5 Bt (M 43 50 F 1P A e da s gt — 2D K 6 BoR T 6 ME
ST 43 5 R IR A TR 4 A B 5 R 6 1T LU HE,CCOC Lk TCP-Reno Fil ATCP g 5 47 b ik 51 1
A A A TCP A AP 1 il 0 = 22 f 1 0o B 0 e s 4, b = 2 T R IR BE B e 3 5 35 26 TCP
T ARIE. T CCOC I F BE H4 I 3H ZE M M oK 32T MAC 282 A A 4. Ik 48, CCOC it i He s il - Pk 2 ke A
R R0, TR I R 5 A T R 1 L

Do) 265 B3 I R R A ST B RS ) PN T A R S K AR I EUF1L.CCOC 1 4,6,8,10 /M5 JELIAT 11 I 4%
Yy N HTEUAS I M 4 BT 53 & T TCP-Reno #3138 30%~50%,ATCP 1113 30%~50%. LA 6 M7 5 it 1) X 4%
Y5 ), CCOC HUA5-i ki 2% 2 15 it 4 24 726 740 bit/s, i TCP-Reno Al ATCP 43 %l 24 455 020 hit/s 1 546 030
bit/s.

119 ——ccoc 11] ——ceoc
—— ATCP —‘—ATCP
" 1.01 —&— TCP-Reno 1.0_,&’: _aTCP_ReDj’».;.AF 4wt M P
) x it L ».‘4"{ V;L* ﬁ@k Jill ‘”faﬂu‘*"'f
2 09 5 097 }Iﬂl ﬂﬂwlﬂrwi ' Ly Yﬁﬂﬁi
123 —
a o A v v e ¥ Yo Y Vy e X w}(kyw‘(
& \f\ 3 0.7 4 Hi it o i e
0.74 w 1 s |i t T sy
0.6 i
YU e 1 8 s w 05
0 50 100 150 200
Number of concurrent flows Simulation time (s)
Fig.5 Fairness index in grid-topology Fig.6 Instantaneous fairness index in grid-topology
(different flows) (six flows)

K5 RRSHIMEZFE RREB A PERE K6 MRS A PR E (R Bk 6)
4.2 ETFHER
e BT E0 S B T TR CR SCHR[26] 28 AL I 25 4 40 25 ), Bl v flow 1 BT 4 AN A
P4 8 %W, 7E CCOC i, flow 1 AEfs 3K 15 oAl flow 75 i) 1/4 A2 47 HoAth flow2,flow3 Al flowd A% EL AL 20
V-t 5 0 4 B, R R DA CCOC SEJitE T H i) 223 1T 75 TCP HM S AR BEKE 0 45 B2 A7 280 73 B 4 15 ik 17

4 AT S flow 15845 B L35 5 1 4038015 8 98 98, i K A5 B LT 9 i 42, 1Mo H.,CCOC M7 M 4%
AR EE TCP 1) 1.3 1% 4AIL T CCOC AT &t Al A -1 1t ik

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



1676 Journal of Software 2kfF 4% Vol.21, No.7, July 2010

2.8x10%] E:gﬁ%
Flow 2 Flow 3 Flow 4 2_4X105'5 E= Flow3
2.0x105] LI Flow 4 {8
1.6x10° |
1.2x10°1
8.0x10% ]
4.0x10*

0.0x10°

Flow % 1 |

TCP-Reno CCOC  ATCP

Fig.7 Parking-Lot topology Fig.8 Overall throughput of in a parking-lot topology
K7 e+ R K8 R A R

Throughput

NN

L
|

o
R
7N

4.3 fhAzhZsHhE

EWE 9 BRIt i &AM 4 A 2 AME B EL S B A F B 0s~50s 2 [f], LA flow 1 &4
AT E 508 JF44, flow 2 T 46 4% % fE &, LI, 35 25 6 AA(150,250) LA 3m/s f 3 R4l H k12 5 3 (150,550) 5 15 1
125.%%¢ T CCOC Al TCP-Reno fEIXFE37 5 N Hlge e 75k i 2L 45 4 il an 1/ 10 1 11 Frow.

(' (150,550)
T 5x10°- ] Flow1
o7 flow2n 108 5x10°] -5 Flow 2
i X 7 Tl
(3) (0400 (300400) = 5 4x10°| WY
£ 3x10°% £ s
flow 2 = 5 3x10%
S 2x10° o 5]
@ (150,250) = \ £ 210
1x10° 1x10°4
(3) (150,150) 0- 0 o
flow1 0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
@ (0,0) @ (300,0) Simulation time (s) Simulation time (s)
Fig.9 Pseudo-Dynamic topology  Fig.10 Instantaneous throughput Fig.11 Instantaneous throughput
of TCP-Reno of CCOC
Ko fhahasmdh 10 TCP-Reno [ i 77 i Kl 11 CCOC [¥ylb iy £k &

NI A B I 45 R SR TR ] T CCOC H: TCP-Reno TCiR7E At iR & 78 A M A T R IE &
H1 0. TCP-Reno 7E 47 .3 5 /) 50s~100s 2 8], i 175 A 3 AT A 6 A0 E T30, R e it il 7 5 flow 1 524
o7 758,80 flow 2 5845 T {5 18.CCOC il 7 i 2 (A4 2615 B S It it 115 S 2 T A 2~ k.
4.4 FNISMEERES T

SEHT I TAEPIE 41 282 7 CCOC 3 4> HL I (PCA,PCA+AOS), TCP-Reno il ATCP 71 L1 3 Fh#s gl
BT B A, 4055 RWP(random way point)Bi % . FW(freeway mobility)# %4 I MH(manhattan mobility) 457 NS2
1 2L 52 B 5 SR ] PCA FIl PCA+AOS 76 M £ B8 F I TCP Al ATCP A 7 8 & i1 e 123 i ccoc W45 T4k
T PCA Fll PCA+AOS 1] 5%~10%7c 47 [F] 14 Fe 3 i . BR T 5 I, A8 SCA I T 3% 5B 40 B 9T N 25 IR s

5 % g

AT SEHET L P SUZRHESR 7850 73 BT T TCP N HI 21 Ad Hoc 19 2% 5 UM BE T B AR J X IT A5, PR AR AR T
TR DR AL W] B TCP PR RE M, 285 AT 16 PR 32 Y T 4 (135 15 Ad Hoce W 48 1 (1185 T2 DL AL 91 2 42 1 P
W CCOC.ZJm AT iIE T CCOC iz H it J2 B v HE 28 mh ek Ty 52 i v v R AL 7 24138 T CCOC g Bt

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



Hethig 5430 Ad Hoc W 4469 25 BARALIR 4% %) 1677

1 R G5 B G PEAN Y NS2 1 B S a6 45 B3 01 78 LT BT Ui B3 Bt R R sh 2R 5% 1 ,CCOC BRI PE AE A8 B Lh
TCP 1 ATCP #L4f. K 1t,CCOC & Ad Hoc W %% s BLA 2507 Y5 o Mo fe it T A R0 ZE 45 6 7 &

References:

[1] Xu WQ, Wu TJ. TCP issues in mobile ad hoc networks: Challenges and solutions. Journal of Computer Science and Technology,
2006,21(1):72-81. [doi: 10.1007/s11390-006-0072-2]

[2] Feng YJ, Sun LM, Qian HL, Song C. Improving TCP performance over MANET: A survey. Journal of Software, 2005,16(3):
434-444 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/16/434.htm

[3] Holland G, Vaidya NH. Analysis of TCP performance over mobile ad hoc networks. Wireless Networks, 2002,8(2-3):219-230.

[4] Chandran K, Raghunathan S, Venkatesan S, Prakash R. A feedback-based scheme for improving TCP performance in ad hoc
wireless networks. IEEE Personal Communications, 2001,8(1):34-39. [doi: 10.1109/98.904897]

[5] Kim DK, Toh CK, Choi Y. TCP-BuS: Improving TCP performance over wireless ad hoc networks. Journal of Communications and
Networks (JCN), 2001,3(2):1-12.

[6] Liu J, Singh S. ATCP: TCP for mobile ad hoc networks. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, 2001,19(7):
1300-1315. [doi 10.1109/49.932698]

[71 Dyer T, Boppana R. A comparison of TCP performance over three routing protocols for mobile ad hoc networks. In: Proc. of the
ACM MOBIHOC 2001. Long Beach: ACM, 2001. 56-66.

[8] Wang F, Zhang Y. Improving TCP performance over mobile ad-hoc networks with out-of-order detection and response. In: Proc. of
the ACM MobiHoc 2002. Lausanne: ACM, 2002. 217-225.

[9] Chen K, Xue Y, Shah SH, Nahrstedt K. Understanding bandwidth-delay product in mobile ad hoc networks. Computer
Communications, 2004,27(10): 923-934. [doi: 10.1016/j.comcom.2004.01.020]

[10] Sundaresan K, Anantharaman V, Hung YH, Sivakumar AR. ATP: A reliable transport protocol for ad hoc networks. IEEE Trans. on
Mobile Computing, 2005,4(6):588-603. [doi: 10.1109/TMC.2005.81]

[11] Su Y, Gross T. WXCP: Explicit congestion control for wireless multi-hop networks. In: Proc. of the IWQoS 2005. LNCS 3552,
Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag, 2005. 313-326.

[12] Kliazovich D, Granelli F. Cross-Layer congestion control in ad hoc wireless networks. Ad Hoc Networks, 2006,4(6):687—708. [doi:
10.1016/j.adhoc.2005.08.001]

[13] Scheuermann B, Lochert C, Mauve M. Implicit hop-by-hop congestion control in wireless multihop networks. Ad Hoc Networks,
2008,6(2):260-286. [doi: 10.1016/j.adhoc.2007.01.001]

[14] Li M, Agrawal D, Ganesan D, Venkataramani A. Block-Switched networks: A new paradigm for wireless transport. In: Proc. of the
6th  ACM/USENIX Symp. on Networked Systems Design and Implementation (NSDI 2009). Boston, 2009.
http://whitepapers.zdnet.com/abstract.aspx?docid=383708

[15] Warrier A, Janakiraman S, Angtae S, Rhee I. DiffQ: Practical differential backlog congestion control for wireless networks. In:
Proc. of the INFOCOM. Rio de Janeiro, 2009. 262-270.

[16] Rangwala S, Jindal A, Jang K, Psounis K, GovindanR. Understanding congestion control in multi-hop wireless mesh networks. In:
Proc. of the ACM MOBICOM. San Fransisco: ACM, 2008. 291-302.

[17] Sun L, Li B, Zhou X. A survey of congestion control technology for wireless sensor networks. Journal of Computer Research and
Development, 2008,45(1):63-72 (in Chinese with English abstract).

[18] Yin X, Zhou X, Huang R, Fang Y, Li S. Fairness-Aware congestion control scheme in wireless sensor networks. IEEE Trans. on
Vehicular Technology, 2009,58(9):5225-5234. [doi: 10.1109/TVT.2009.2027022]

[19] Le T, Hu W, Corke P, Jha S. ERTP: Energy-Efficient and reliable transport protocol for data streaming in wireless sensor networks.
Computer Communications, 2009,32(7-10):1154-1171. [doi: 10.1016/j.comcom.2008.12.045]

[20] Chen J, Xu WQ, He S, Sun Y, Thulasiramanz P, Shen X. Utility-Based asynchronous flow control algorithm for wireless sensor
networks. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, 2010. http://www.sensornet.cn/publication.html

[21] Zhang L, Shenker S, Clark D. Observations on the dynamics of a congestion control algorithm: The effects of two-way traffic.
ACM SIGCOMM Computer Communication Review, 1991,21:133-147.

© HEBEERAET hitp/ www, jos. org. cn



1678 Journal of Software 2kfF 4% Vol.21, No.7, July 2010

[22] Zhai H, Chen X, Fang Y. Rate-Based transport control for mobile ad hoc networks. In: Proc. of the IEEE Wireless Communications
and Networking Conf. (WCNC 2005). New Orleans, 2005.

[23] Xu WQ, Wu TJ, Wang YM, Zhang YH, Chen JM. Congestion control for high dynamic ad hoc networks: Price cooperation and
receding optimization. Journal of Software, 2008,19(9):2389-2402 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-
9825/19/2389.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.02389]

[24] Xu WQ, Wu TJ, Wang YM, Zhang YH, Chen JM. Adaptive congestion control strategy for multirate multicast sessions in ad hoc
networks. Journal of Software, 2008,19(3):769-778 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/
769.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.00769]

[25] LiY, Chen QB, Long KP, Wu SQ. Analyzing and improving the TCP stability in wireless ad hoc networks. Journal of Software,
2003,14(6):1178-1186 (in Chinese with English abstract). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/14/1178.htm

[26] Tan K, Jiang F, Zhang Q, Shen X. Congestion control in multihop wireless networks. IEEE Trans. on Vehicular Technology, 2007,
56(2):863-873. [doi: 10.1109/TVT.2007.891405]

M Hh 305 S0k
[2] SR IVFIRERER KB MANET H TCP iR 7T 473k 4 1 %4, 2005,16(3):434—444. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/16/
434.htm

[17]  PIRIIE, 2=, Jo T8 0 e A [k 35 199 28 11 1 26 45 R TH AL 5T 5 K g, 2008,45(1):63-72.

[23] #RARSR, S E W, 5K = 4 BB R Eh A& Ad Hoc 199 1R 40 2 2 sl A 48 BV AR 3 0 4k 3K 1 2% 91,2008, 19(9): 2389-2402.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/2389.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.02389]

[24] FRAROR, S VEW W, ik = A0 BRAUI R T Ad Hoc 1944 1) 136 3. 2 T 26 2 1 470 2 428 1) S s K 11 2% 41, 2008,19(3): 769-778.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/19/769.htm [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2008.00769]

[25] 2 =, BE ATk, BE T P, S I e 2k HA AW g f TCP R PR 4 B J% ol 3 K 2 2 91 ,2003,14(16):1178-1186.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/14/1178.htm

B3R (1975 —), P, WF T AL M A, 1, B
P2, LB AU A Ad Hoe F%%, T2k
Al T ) 4% ) 9 42 41, ) 2% 6 SRR A 4 ==
25 TR AR A -

X RAE(1975—), % 1, DU, 2 2w T
SR TOLR 9 4% % b A

ELRA(1972—), 1 4 B4R 1 Ak
Uil 2 LB 5T U v SN R 18 B Al
i HINCE R i A7

A1 B (1975 —), 55, R, 5 AT 5T 45080k
F R4, M 2.

3 = (1965 —), 5 18 4 BF 5T Bt 3 R
SUATIR g VT S 4 KPR TR AL
.

© rPEEEEBAITT

hitp:// Www. jos. org. cn



