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1) Simulation Parameters

<3t 1> Simulation Parameters

Parameter Value
Simulation Time 1800 (s)
Routing Protocol AODV, MAODV

Ns-2 Version NS-2.34
Communication range 100 (m)

Bandwidth 2 (Mb)

Number of Nodes 592

2437 (m) x 2423 (m)
Tiger Database
20 (km/h)
TCP Single

Map topology

Map Source

Vehicle speed
TCP Source
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