Micro-mobility protocols®lA] TCPY] A4l

£95° 257 H%3
A7 QY FH T TR
(scace®, pretty, yhchoi)@mmlab.snu.ac.kr

A & d g

Evaluating the performance of Variant TCP over Micro—mobility protocols

Wondong Yurn® Dongkvun Kim Yanghee Choi
Dept. of Computer Science and Engineering, Seoul National University

8

Mobile IPE o] S 9% 2] macro-mobilityE A ¥sl=
o] 9tk EA(Home Agent)2 WD sHA Al2d & B2y

= 1o
‘C\%"\:‘

o A o] ulHg = o T Abo]A]

7] W&o B2 Ao] Az e¥F=s} Jor,
mobility ZTE2EZL 7]& mobile [P & & B¢3817] 98 UL T2EZo|t, R4 YELY
o Toj¢duioAe] o] F AL X Yal, &4 Az LHIAZE £ A=Q T A 2 Y54

& 73, 884 AX B E AFTEL

oF
ZFolt}, 2 d], Mobile IPE EH ¢

A= xFo B AR &4o] Yk Micro-

TCP(Transmission Control Protoco)® A5 A< V=296 F E&eE AF4Ue 92A
F4 A4z EZot}, 2&u, TCPE Mobile IPE o] 4% FH @5 E 2L J=2 X 1
Fo] &4% Ado| dojupr &L AHFAss dojdrk ¥ E=FAME TCP Tahoe, Reno,
NewReno, SACKE micro-mobility TEEZA A ALEslEL o o> TCPHAFR micro-
mobility L2 E&o] 71 E&HUAE AA gt

LA 8

Micromobility ZEZEFL 7]& Mobile IPY ©H
S 2E3 S8 U ZEREFZEA A ErpA X
RZEZZ A|2tat 1 st Cellular IP,
HAWAII(Handoff Aware Wireless Access Internet
Infrastructure), THEMA(Transparent Hierarchical
Mobility Agents)[1], hierarchical foreign agent,
hierarchical IPv65°] micro-mobility TE2EEZZ A
orgt T2 EZEo|r),

Mobile IPE W=Q2E7F &AF do] Ue 4 #79
Ae 22 AXAEAaE mgoz s A, HH
450l WAt AFol AA AHztEU. ol &
S B398 micromobility ZEEZEL L =
HRl¢tl M 1P e gde o2 g g AHgdn.
Cellular IPAAE HolEZ=7 gl dHole HAE
Cellular 1P #H¢BIANCZ ALgste] Ladifol A
2} 9go] dojdcl. HARAIIE A&, d=0ZXH
€ o3 HAEAE FAE FPEY FHeHd
7]1¢1% path setup scheme ©]&38td Zudifo]A] el
gL e agYoE AYd),

Micro-mobility L 2 EF 3} mobile IP2 dA] 4% B4H
Q1 FAlolth. =1l A2l A= ZE micro-mobility
ZREZS o] &8l 2HA AT A =S k] HA

1

= =

7R A4she LI =g ol EuRi d=o ==
mobile [PE AHE-@ch § 2AAQF =Wk A 9L
Fagozd g2 o5& d& F Uk 53] cello] A
d FolAFE, AF =0T} ojdeE, FAFT
solEr % fste.

B =88 Aetd micromobility ZEZEZANA o

gluid e TCPE ALt 53 Z=EFS TCPed 4

4uA, Z2EZE IF4 BAHE ns-22 Al EHo
Mstn U 2RSS AL, 239 E ddAT

2 Cellular 1P} HAWAIIS 3L o} B3, 3734
= AEgolAd &7, 4FdME AREL RoFE. 5

FellMe dmoxor FPA4E a2 FadATHT
& AAstal FEEAPEA] disto 7)Est A
2. #¥HAT

2.1 Cellular IP

Cellular IPE S$87449 HolAAHE T2 Ut
Hol 2 Eolt}, dAAeYG AT g9
of g7l ol Hy, 1 4L Ut diojy

.

s

718 o] &3le] dojdt}, WXL PGAlE Aade ALS
IR iz Al E¢ TR EZo|th, Aol ARE £}

B =82 200249 $HEFH21% FAAFATY T2 AE A QG dop FHHUAL-

484



2002

A5 = EAeE] & gedEeA Vol 29. No. 1

&4, BuUles TAEQ [P ojeg A Allldo] &
oo xryE nge AsA o]FoiAA ¢,
Soft-stateF2le gz g & FAANG. oA
MH(Mobile Host)?} HE=o=ZE ¢ Fof 2§
BS(Base Statiom)®%t oluzl ol BSezE AL
AEETH, ol Iujolnz o] BE$ BUokk QUH
HEe Zolk o] ot MH7F idledH Y 49+ BSH
Wolg wjulc} wjZ& Buol AN, ol Ep¢job
2 Yy god ulgg F/ANE Adg 7ixed.
of EAE #dsty] H8 idle MHT #HolFAHE,
active MiE 299 AHE A, PC o5 F7]d
&g A7rE RCE HFl BFY AAYY & AT

=
i

< Fog,
N < MH

® paging-update packet
GW 2> MH

® paging-packet
G < MH

®@ route-update packet
GW 2> MH

@ data packet

(29 1] idledEi$o Alade&A
9o YL olFwgo] idleXHol Atist HolEE
WA He £48 e Aol P/ & o e =
% [P ARE ol AFAT, olFGEL] IDE
2 e Hold HARE M4std PCE Hi F4EE
ok, PC7F Qe =EoAME BE ¥EHoZ A4,
M= #Holg s& we F route-update HAE *
BolA BSo| HEEI GWVE hop-by-hopHel2 298
"ok, g$egshdA RC WS AR o] ZEAX
e AL HaMdPAN] Aol AN, 1 o]FRE
A&ha gaglo] HNL Bc, vk ALEFT M2
AT F gAY RO HYolgel HAE A AT
o2 gA X2 AAE A FE. (2]
2.2 HAWAII
HAWAIIZZEZ 714 & EX4L #a AY daud
Z(specialized path setup schemes)©]t}. Forwarding
scheme®  Non-forwarding  schemeo©] AU,
Forwarding scheme cross-over router & root FAZ
A457] Aol 7ol o BSejA Az BSE WA
H4 =9, Non-forwarding schemed 2 A dlAlA
7t =g BSA oA BSE WA 7ta, doly #HH
Eo] cross-over router® Hd AME BSE It
Cellular IPo) |8} implicitqt WIAAE £ %o
HAWAI1 S} Cellular 1P2] Zol#olel & 4 i},

3. A EHA

A B ol ns-2& AMREIYa, ¥ 2¢ Kol E
2% AEgolMAAAt. MHE BS1olA B4R ol %
stEA A= =Hit),  delg&e  uniform radom
variable® o] &dlod 0~10%7}7 BABSEE st
Ade FHYEe] BRE 10MEZ A A5l 2~400ms 7}

485

OO
®®
/o N
ONCINC
\
$ &
[19 2] BEEEXR
Error rate |Handoff # Connection # | Packet
size
0 2 i 500
0.01 4 2 1000
0.05 7 6 1500
0.1 10 11
18 16
[E 1] Al EdolA Tetvl g
A HYulHE FAY. MF T4 54 nicro-

nobilitye] #l=e 2o o @& sz g3y4d o

2 H%s=A449E GNPLOTE o] £3to ZZ8 A,
3.1 744
274 JpA s Al Ede]MaErgitk. Micro-mobility

protocol &4 2 AF AL Uz (S4E& HAIANA
eth,) @9 439 connectiond R &A o o8 &
i A A e 713 & FAT

ho

L

4. NEHolx 2
4.1 A Hgo] BE IF

1400000 pre

[71% 3)Error rate vs. Throughput(CIP, HAWAID)

(-1 3]& TCPulAd W& oggs AedBdAn
gzelok, 30%F¢H 3 WmQ XY} dojd T AHAF

Throughput& =3 A7 Aolt}, Celiular [PRA
TCPO 21 xd & APAAL 4L 71 L HFE R
oli= Z& SACK(Selective Acknowledgement)olt},
SACK® W] B¢k ACK packet¥ts 7|8t =X
HAA] EAlo] of BE-S AR dldsty glch 19
b 10%A 59 o}F £x g AYEFAL 3 S
1/3~1/4A 50 4% A8tE BodF 2 o), TCP renoe
B} &4 B gl frgolN thye ot FAAY T
o A HeAE7 At & Renot AIIWE sy A
A4 st gob2o] HalA Slow-start® ThA] Al
2zt A Hol AEAa7r At

T

Tl

HAWAIIY= CIPo] H]&] &2 AH5& Btk MSFR=
2 A 45t g EAe Bol 1A mio ofF F2



200245 3573 2383

¥ 4%

I
2210

tj
LS LY

ul

=74 Vol. 29. No. 1

A5E 2953 gt 74 Ao W& Y& BA & 3
o]= ¢l21} NewReno9 SACKo] ¢zt £& H5& B
Z3 At} NewReno= HAEHAF 3 dx9odA o

#9427} WA AP kA 450l BeA
. 27489 A% & JTAESAN thsg el
wasd A% gdebgol ¢ Aem, & RTTeh 5
Gee 22 9.

4.2 AEo 2o e P

S e s
[Z1¥ 4] Handoff # vs. TCP performance(CIP, HAWAII)
a9 4% T e X9 TCPATH AaaA o]
t}. 2t micro-mobility TEZEZA 714 T2 HFE
e APAZE Z=9t MSFREE AHE8tY 54313
t}. Cellular IP9} 4= 30& Bt #=2 27} 70
A4 g 39 Azg TCPAS Asi/ 2. & 1
&9 gyl BSete]l BAIA %‘lv?_— éﬂE&EE TCPA%s
o 4% gL FA B¢ ¢ F Uk WA Y
o] HAWAIIE 2 ¥ @5237} 10'*1%‘5.4 o] 2o
YoM TCPAFAS7 24 ¥x HRA& T Afsia
= AL E 4 9g. wald £ @it = HAWAI
=1 *l%al— 74°l TCPA5AsE £d = Ut

[1% 6]HAWAH«] Connectlon #Ol] H}‘ﬂ 5”5 ]JL(Z 7)
% 59 19 6 Cellular IP9} HAWAIIS 334 & =%

A g Aoj}. Cellular IPE AE TREZZM 119 5,6
9] ()9 4¢ & Ao HLAS(EZRAAE 28 Y
ot A= Cellular IPS HAWALIA - connectxon—rol]
gt A% Aole M2 3R o, by A S d=L
Z7F WA dolus 3 2-9] connectiond=2] %thﬂr?ll
& Y3 HAWAIIZF TCPA 50] 7Hd £ A U2t} ahaa
HAWAIIZ} 314 0.8 o] 58 A8 deld o 24
3, ] Y& TCPA 534 L S}

486

5. 48 4 g% 4
5.1 %i%
o 542 dA el micromobility T2

y ulmsla, zF T2EZY A TCPY o= o
A o] 7l%l Higo] ELAE 48l JTHAALHAZE
R E AL %lcl.

TCPE FAMor 48 o 714 & E43A 74
Aol od& wr*”ﬁ«l Z Z(Congestion) o2 A4 8=
AL ZFolE o] TCPASE o)t AYL Fdsich,
g SRlEdS ol Ax HYgstE Ho] HAA
olgtal & = e, o] 489 dFH=E Cellular [PE
ok HAWAILE B& A= oA TCPA 5 A 317+ da&tc).
vt Cellular [PE =20 23 U EAYWH
Ha, g2 gAAE A1L451A gosg HAWAIIRTH:
AE EifaiOlﬂl wetd o] RE AL F¢E o
o}t 7& agoez qod £ Q. & Pd=exvt
A1 & 4ol atHA PE Eﬂll%lfﬂl*l% NE
g Cellular IP2 T&st= Zo] sy, & d=
o2l ggAo] QEE T QA= HAWAIIS ALE
& o] TCPA 5 A 3td] A ste etol,

Load

s
TCP-SACK/HAWAI

AN
-

TCP-SACK/Cellular IP \;
~ -~

mobility
(g 7)dl=oxo FPAE na JawAd 2L
5.2 §F W
2% picro-mobility TR EZS o] &3t VoIPA|AE 9
g44 AF3 QSHLWers Adgsin ek, FAHA
QSE. AL Ag3t7] 98] RSVPY  micro-mobility
protocold o] &3 T Y FUP<te 7HA5 G
o}.
6. FuEd
[1] http://ntrg.cs.tcd. ie/htewari/papers/draft-
mccann—thema-00. txt
[2] Andrew T. Campbell, Javier Gomez, Sanghyo Kim,
Andras G. Valko, an¢ Chieh-Yih Wan, JDesign,
Implementation, and Evaluation of Cellular IP, 1EEE
Perscnal Communications Mag. Aug. 2000.
[3] R. Ramjee, T. La Porta, S.Thuel, K. Varadhan,
Hawaii A Domain-based Approach for Supporting
Mobility in Wide-area Wireless Networks, IEEE ICNP.
1999,
4] http://comet.ctr.columbia.edu/micromobility/
software.htm
[5] http://www.icsi.berkeley.edu/~widmer/mnav/ns—
extersion/
[E] hitp://comet.ctr.columbia.edu/micromobility/
overview.htm




