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Abstract In this work, we implemented a mobile ad hoc network testbed. We analysed our testbed considering
the Optimized Link State Routing protocol (OLSR), mobility and topology changing in indoor scenarios. When
the mobile nodes arrive at the corner, they stop for about three seconds. Experimental time is 150 seconds. At 50
seconds, one of OLSR daemons is stopped and it starts at 100 seconds. We assess the performance of our testbed
in terms of throughput, round trip time, jitter and packet loss. From our experiments, we found that the node
join and leave operations affect more the TCP throughput and RTT than UDP.
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