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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a new datagram delivery strategy at the home agent to improve the

end-to-end performance by reducing retransmission overheads during handover. Changed routing
might be able to cause packet disordering and this in turn could cause unnecessary retransmission at
the fixed host and finally results in performance degradation. In our proposal, the home agent begins
to buffer received datagrams instead of transmitting them after receiving a registration request
message from the foreign agent and then transmits them again after for a certain time. Simulation

results show that our proposal may successfully solve this problem at little cost.
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