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Abstract

Ad hoc network is infrastructureless network, that the network topology is configured by each node. Each node
capacity device function namely, accomplishes a network control and a function of management because not being Network
device . of the exclusively. Ad hoc networks what kind of node join or leave the network topology to facilitate the
expansion of arbitrary topology, to the case which is the distance whose traffic is distant the place must overtake through
the route of intermediate nodes, like these facts give an effect to performance fluctuation. Consequently, each node in order
to maintain traffic of oneself stably there is a necessity which will consider traffic and congestion control from the node
which traffic of a condition and oneself of traffic of the circumference and the route which compose the network will
overtake through. This paper assumes the path of the band with a finite resource, and path traffic to occupy the
competition and its impact on fransmission performance of these competing arguments to configure the model factor to
analyse the performance impact on the results presented. Like this result with the fact that from the study, it will

contribute in network management policy and the technique.
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