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Abstract

The network ingress filtering is a simple
and efficient method for preventing IP source
spoofing of fixed nodes. Since mobile hosts
cannot communicate with its correspondent
nodes if the network ingress filtering is
configured in mobile IPv4 network, reverse
tunneling was considered as a method for
avoiding network ingress filtering. But,
unfortunately this method does not solve IP
source spoofing of mobile nodes. In this
paper, we propose a simple and efficient
method for preventing IP source spoofing of
mobile nodes assuming that only the mobile
hosts connected to foreign agents and the
network that foreign agent manages is small.
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Figure 1. the diagram of testbed
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Figure 4. the commuication of proposed solution
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Figure 5. the visitor list of Foreign Agent in
previous communication
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