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Abstract
Proxy Mobile IP in IETF is a network-based mobility management scheme to solve the problem of
host-based mobility management scheme, Mobile IP. PMIP shows the better performance in the aspect of
mobility, but PMIP, as a legacy of Mobile IP based on “best effort service”, lacks of consideration of QoS. In
this thesis, a novel mobility support scheme is proposed for mobility and QoS support based on PMIP in
MPLS networks.
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