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Abstract MANET(Mobile Ad-hoc NETwork), a network characterized that its moving nodes freely constructs
Network topology, has other different characteristics. Because Policy based Network Management in MANET
guarantees QoS between nodes, it is essential in applied areas like VANET which targets safety and
convenience. In this paper, we use COPS-PR which is appropriate Policy Exchange Protocol for MANET, and
implement DiffServ-based QoS in the real networks and experiment its capability.
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¥ 1. Assured Forwarding Behavior Group struct pib_table *et:
static unsigned long d;‘r _addr, src_addr;

Table 1. Assured Forwarding Behavior Group Static Tt
octet_string_t dst_a, src_a;

Class 1 | Class 2 | Class 3 | Class 4

inet_addr(’

inet_addr(

= src_a.len 4

f = (uint8_t *)8&dst_addr;

dst_addr
src_addr

Low Drop AF11 AF21 AF31 AF41

(uint8_t - _addr;

Med Drop AF12 AF22 AF32 AF42

High Drop AF13 AF23 AF33 AF43
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.config - Linux Kernel vZ,6,28.10 Configuration

Arrow keys navigate the menu, <Enter> selects submenus —>.
Highlighted letters are hotkeys. Pressing <Y» includes, <N> excludes,
<M> modularizes features. Press {Escy{Esc> to exit, <?> for Help, {/>
for Search. Legend: [*] built-in [ | excluded <M> module ¢ >
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Fig 5. DSMARK module in Linux O/S kernel
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