2007T—QAT1—-23 (6)
2007,/5,/°30

HEAEA FHROEES HR#SE
IPSJ SIG Technical Reports

LIV F- Ry TRy NI —ZICBF A7 TV r— 3 VEGE A B
U 2BV T 77 ¢ 7 BIREEHIEG =X
W gttt wa] B3t Em et

t NEC ¥ XF LS 5w b 74— LBH%ERT
T WA RERY U 3 AR 2mER

HoEL BEIVFRY TRV NTI—I0UT 757 4 TEBEHEANCEBOT, BEOHERILZBNE L Itik4
ANV IBBRREEINTVWS. fixE, BRESHEOHEY Y VEFERMERE THS. THILEAMN Yy IiERE
2. BROEGHEZECHERTECERZBNELTHEAZATYVS. LAL, 75—y avitk->TEDLS
AREBEAEELVMEIER DD, B— AUy I TIRREEAERE RHZZ LITHL V. AT HEAN Y
YOFHEEREERE/ —FHEETEH LT, BEEFNLEORETREEZEETEZ VT 77 + 7 ERRRIEA
REPRETS., YIal—vavicsh, BEEGERMEORLZZ NS 71y 2EBAVWT, BEAM Y v T 335
HEMEEE(LE S TEESECTMEITo /. FMEOHE., BT ANV v 72 FV BB, HEO AT
Dy ERBHCERMHI L THWBIESH BV Y FEEREFRFATES T LERIELE.

F—D—K EENVFRYTERY P T—5 AODV-AAM, 7SV r—a VBB ANY v Y

Reactive routing using application adaptive metrics for wireless multihop
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Abstract Many metrics to select a better route for reactive routing protocols have been proposed for wireless
multihop networks. They use the signal strength, estimated link lifetime and so on. Such metrics are introduced
mainly to establish long-lived routes. However, since criteria of better routes will vary according to applications, it
is difficult to select desired route with single metric. In this paper, we propose a reactive routing protocol which can
handle multiple weighted metrics to select better routes for various applications. We performed simulations to eval-
uate communication properties by various combinations of weighted metrics with traffics of different duration. The
simulation results showed that our proposed method can achieve better packet reachability with multiple weighted
metrics than with single metric.
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