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An Opportunistic Routing Scheme Based on Social Relations in
Delay-Tolerant Networks
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ABSTRACT

Delay-Tolerant Network employs message forwarding based on a Store, Carry and Forward method to conquer no guarantee of
continue connectivity. For this reason, a lot of DTN routing scheme have been proposed recently. message forwarding is an important
research issue in delay—tolerant network and In this paper, we propose a eft-ficiency DTN routing scheme using node’s social relation and
expanded Ego—network betweenness centrality. Our simulation results show that it is more efficient to message delivery cost than
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Epidemic routing, Friendship routing while it has a little performance degradation of message delivery ratio.
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