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Routing Header Field

Function

SRC ID

Packet Forwarding

DEST ID

Route Identification

Sequence No.

Pruplicates Prevention,

Uniqueness

Serviee Type

Packet Priority

Last IN Passive Acknowledgement
Next IN Duplicates Prevention,
Routing
Cwrremt IN Acknowledgrment,
Routing

¥ 1 ABR #A s

2. ABR Protocol(Associativity Based on long

lived Routing Protocol)
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Begin
for each route Si
Begin
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for each node j in route Si

Begin
it (ATji ATthreshold) Hi++; else Li ++;
if (RLji RLmax) Ui++; else Yit+; at+;

End

Hiave = Hi/a;, Liave = Lifa; Uiave = Uifa, Yiave =

Yila;

End

Best Route Computation
Let the set of acceptable routes with Uiave= 0 and
Hiave0 be Pl, where PISi

Begin

Find route with highest degree of association_stability
compute foute k with Hkave > Hlave , | k.

or if a set of routes Kn exists s.t. Hklave = Hk2ave= .
= Hkpave, where n={1,.,p}

Begin

Compute min_hop route without violating relaying load
compute a route Kk with

Min{Kk}<Min{Km},

or if a set of routes Ko exists s.t.

Min{k1}==Min{kq}, where 0={12,..,q}

Begin

Multiple same associativity & min hop routes exists

arbitrarily select a min hop route Kk from Ko

End

m k.

End
End
End.
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