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Abstract: The active queue management(AQM) is usually concerned with the queue controller design. As a controlled
object, the transmission control protocol(TCP) is often realized by the simulation of Network Simulator(NS). Thus, it is
necessary to study the characteristics of TCP and AQM in Ad Hoc network. Differential equations for the TCP window-
size and queue-length are developed based on the TCP window additive-increase multiplicative-decrease algorithm and the
queuing principle. Next, the differential equation of the congestion-loss probability is derived based on the proportional-
integral AQM control. Then, the Ad Hoc network TCP/AQM differential model is proposed through the simultaneous
differential equations. The comparison simulations show that the new model can estimate Ad Hoc network performance.
The model research also shows that the number of hops, wireless loss and the very small queue become the bottleneck
of the AQM performances. Furthermore, the queue information can help TCP discriminate between congestion loss and
wireless loss in Ad Hoc network.
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Ad HocM 2% & % 3 A o 4L i — A2 Bk 1 4
SN A5 o 24 9 28 v R A A T I 2 SO e 1
BL, ] BEAE A R 5 1 i ). TRk sl 20
— MG T X, 2B AR T I G ZR B, #AE
Sy | L A 485 1R Sy 8 e 4 R A 2.

B %5 Ad Hoc ¥ 26 FIISE K 8K, 4540 H B R A%,
ASCASUAK 5 s 21 v ) A ZE 45 2 AN 1. BIEAR B AT 3%
J T e B b TR) T A5 Ad Hoc W 2% 411 28 1 322 1) [ 52
H, % EAEAd HocM 2% 11 Hh 8] 755 sl g I A 3 A A1
P (active queue management, AQM)HL ill, 18 it 2 7
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IR 2% 1) € 1 W I R . T Aok AATTSE T 2k I 4%
WEIEI, $2H T — RV L ZLAQME L. SCHR[3]E
INAEAT 2 W 2% b N )T 72 fIRED(randomly  early
detection) 5. 75 7EAd HocM 2% i B A AN P, 3¢
MR[41% A7 2 W 4% FIPID(proportional integral deriva-
tive) AQMMW FH T J04k N £¢, SCHER[S1A 9 o 2645 18 5
PEBETT T 3T H 715 IAQM, SCHR[61M) ¥ v T Ad
Hoc P £ [ BRI AQMEE il 2% . (HAE H 1 [ AQME AT
op BT R 2 M0 A A T, A a4 o Y
(TCPYYE A HIPIX 4, 7EAd Hoc M 25 H IR PR 1
HEAT T fai4k, — MAZ FINS(network simulator){)i B 5¢
J&. HF5TAd Hoc W 45 4 28 & AQM, A g flit B TCPiX
W5t SCHR[T1HITCP/AQMAT £ B T 1R 22 KA
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BT, (BB S AQMALTIIKI M, SCHER[1013 H T —
T 3 /N2 i X4 AR e R 48 T L, (L Y S 5t
A LR B th 2%, e 1R 13, TCP/AQMI 5T Fl 4 A
2 DL T BE B bl o RG22 A5 18 0 1 5, Ad
HocW 8 i 7E N “ a7 13 &8, Hair 56k
WA, PN LA R R, N
% Ad Hoc M 2% [t TCP/AQMM LI HEAT FE A

AL—J7TH %} Ad Hoe 4% TCP #4, 1 50% &
IEEE 802.111 i3 1 43 A =X 1 ¥ Lh GE(DCE)WL I, 3k
13 2 Bk $h I TCPEE I 75 S 12k, L CKEAd Hoce
Sy UL ROy A E E SR IO LR Ok, IRHETCP
PHZEE R, SRAFTCPH 45, R 5 Lindley
JRH, HET T O B R 5y — T T XY AQMEE
B, T LE 1 A2 9 (proportional integral, PI){4 | B8,
T T AQMEE il 45 I 41 %€ % e MR R 1, el b 4
1 Ad Hoc[4 £ [ TCP/AQMB sy 58 e e (16 17 1
BLAE R RE 0T
2 Ad HocM 2 TCP/AQMZE £ (Modeling Ad

Hoc network TCP/AQM)

A e X

W (t) N TCPHHZE & B (34, t Al (s);

TCP7 {8 = min{ TCP#f %€ % I'1{#, TCPH: 52 T
PR}, FH T 9 28 R 30— e AN L By, mN A 252
& A K HARAB IR /N, BITCPE 18 45 T TCPH
FE IHE, LW (8) R,

TCPr 4% Lrep (bit), A3CH8000 bit;

q(t) R Wk I A B B (9 )5 g AR BA 21
FE (o4,

N ATCPIERH, N H A Ad Hoc W 45 Bk %

o RZE(0<a<]);

C' g BRI 25 F (Mb/s), Chg b Bk 90 2% (1) B3 K
5 1 25 B (MI/S), Clave 9 N H RS 9 25 11 1T FH e 1% 25
2 (Mb/s);

R(t) WAEIR I TH)(s), F T AR 5 ANTCPYRL, W
HAERN R (t) = Dy + q(t)/Cavar Fe7: D [
SE IALSIFERT, q(t) ) Cava NFHEBNIE I

p(t) P ZE S H EFEME, pa(t) A L5 A E
REEZR, p(8) B E KRR,

B;(t) = Wi(t)/Ri(t), &5 NTCPU I A 1K 14
Z(Mb/s);

th = 1= 0) = pul] X ) T
=1 )
= (Mb/s);
A B BCE R[] 85 M ).
5 Ha:

LT RS, Soy -+, St A A R G H (1)
RO, T ST GAAAR(100, 125), 1T Dy,
D, D3 S DA A543 511 k(200, 280), (350, 280), (500,
280)12(650, 280), 42717 sUARLE AL FR(0,0) 2 AL AR (50,
50)I XN . T A oLk 1 s A A% 125 38 R Rpara
FIHE AT R Rooniro 76 01 Mb/s, 157 7 85250 m, %
P TS 550 m. T 25 G LA FI G X f5e K
K J& 241100 packets, #4140 &5 k) Wi B 1 TR,

M \\\ _——— A | | -
o O
1 Ad Hocl# £ 41 #h 4544
Fig. 1 Ad Hoc network topology

2.1 TCP#:BE(Modeling TCP)
2.1.1 TCP#E %% &% P (TCP link capacity prop-
erty)

AR FER02. 11 H M 73 A1 2 i IR L) fiE (distributed
coordination function, DCF)#1 | /F JAd Hocl¥ 4%
(R A 5 U7 1) 3 3 7 U, DCRRL 383 it W/ 5%
E S (CSMA/CA) N F, LA 3K K I8/ L VF R IE(RTS/
CTS)H B AZ B MLHI A 4. E 52 B HIDCFHLEI T, 4>
HALIE R A 26255 Torrs F1Back-Off(BO) Y-
Y HE B W8], 2 5 KOIERTSAr H, 25 FiTsws, K
ECTSH A, 545 Terrs, JLI A 3% 52 bt Data 7y
A, TR Tsrrs, HHEC IS H ACKHfIA 734, 5E A
TEEANEHR AL AR, H R B B2 PR

DITS| BO |RTS | SIFS| CTS | SIFS |DATA| SIFS | ACK

1
1
1
| ESSURENENENENY FENVENEN I SRS DO,

Kl 2 DCEHLEI Kt a2 1

Fig. 2 Data transmission process in DCF mechanism

A JLAd Hoc M 45 75 A& 0] JA AR 3645 RN A7 AR
JCVE T S () T4, e Ah BRI TCPHABL A —
B TEA, T U0 WA 18 AN B I 5 2 A A SR B 3,
X Ad Hoc W 2511 75, oA % 75 T A7 F e KA.

TCP 2] ACK A 7341 A 445 TCP/IP 3k, M4
K12, 2% 18 43 A o4 (14 i SRR, TCP & JLACK
9320 fe MRS TR) 3 0l 4y

Trcp pate =

Torrs + To + Trrs + Tsies + Tors+

Tsirs + Tpata + Tsies + Tvac.ack =

Toirs + Tso + (Tp + Tpuy + Lrrs/Reontrol)+
Tsirs + (Tp + Truy + Lots/ Reontrot) + Tsirs+
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[T + Teny + (Lyac + Lipn + Lrcp)/Rparal+
Tsirs + (Tp + Teny + Lack Reontrol)s
Trep.ack =
Torrs + Iso + Trrs + Isies + Tors+
Tsirs + TacK asData + Isirs + Tvac.ack =
Torrs + Tso + (Te + Teuy + Lrrs/Reontrol) +
Tsirs + (Tp + Teuy + Lors/ Reontrol) + Tsirs+
[T + Teny + (Lvac + Lipn)/Rpatal+
Tsirs + (Tp + Tpuy + Lack/Reontrol)-

WIITCPt Bk ) 5 K B 75 o A

O Lycp

"~ Treppara + Tropack
Horpr: L iXDatas) 21 () B0 A% 126 33 2 R Mb/s, 4L
1B 55 T BUARE % 5 0 C; /% 1ERTS, CTS M ACKH il
I HIEEAR TR R oonerol M.

Y Rpata = 1 Mb/s, Reontror =1 Mb/S&LTCP =
8000 bithf, H:4x R FH802. 111 i3 BRIA ¥ &, 157
SIS 24 (1 5 KBRS A Oy = 0.65 M /.

2 AL A2, BIYETTY 58S, So, Ss, -+, Sy Il
BRI G H Y 5D RS, SRR A
5T AGRERS B2 27T Dy AR i, PR R
) B KR A R DURSRHE, AR S
FAGHE W B0 Y0 R P, Bkl i B4 0 S ks e AT 1
SR pL S EE AR, T Dy, Do X D3 #BAE
WS RS R G BOE AT G A, BT A
H

Coava =Cy/NH, NH =1,2,3,4.

1 4 BN H 33 I 2US, B 800 95 5D, CAE
PSRN L GRRRINE P9, Sk 4 2% 0 )
PR S A 2% n] T B R A REARSE, BB IE R

Cava = Cyi/min{NH, 4}, NH =1,2,3,4,--- .
ey
2.1.2 TCP# A%EE(TCP window size property)

HITCPHS VR, 243128 & R BEE A FRAE
I, 123 B B 1 T — B 1K TR R
B, PHZETT DA R, AR — A R(2),
PHZE G A RIS CINE D), TRl PR b 4 28 6 A,
WEREAT 73 AL TR, W ZEIE S b B — AT 22 ik
P3N H T ACKIN, WA 704 Z2 2%, 1ZE T R4
BE N OAEZE R DB R o = 1/2, etk
). B, W X6 181 R 3.

HI T R 2% P AR B SR R AR D, R B
I TR, FOA A P A ZE G 1, AT TCP
W R P 34 Dup ACKHE 2 X 454 ZE (1 b 7. 1
FEAd Hockd 2 w1, iy =Tt . M 75 A b 5%, th 2%

WAy E K, 1% j&Ad Hoc M 45 TCP/AQMAH 57 2% &
B 2. T I B 4 NTCPH 1 2 4 175 0 be e &2
A%, AN S T A DLy PR, BV ZE 1 B
oy F 3E NG 815 18 31 1) 25 2K, il ) Ta) X T (¢,
t+R(t)) N ZE LT 4L B X (t), T fFiE E ok
SYIRBCNY (t), WRGHEAA N[ X (1) +Y (2)].

1 L AQMAJE 7t o /U121 % 4% 75 8015 Mib/s HL A K
K200 73 LI, A € Oy 41 T MR AN T 1%),
T AR A% SCIINS O B, B 2% 75 51 Mb/sTit A 450
AN, p(8) A E10%. To2kF 2K Ty T, SCHR[13]1LA
TLERIG R0~ A ™ B2 TN ETE, Tk %
NF107 ) FHAR/NIE I, LRI HAE1070 ~
1075 Z MPA B TE THE I — MRS, B JEEfR 1E =0
HKBERY 4k M Kpy (1)K A2, Hpa(t) =1—
(1 — BER)Frer,

AHRIG A BER = 6 x 1075, Lrcp =
8000 bit. i 13X, Tolk LA Hpw(t) = 5%.
W BT FE MR T 15100%, (H 0 A SCHFSEM &,
Pt (E) WA REL R, 77 W) 25 3 A0 ZE I 51 2k

e pwi(t) = 5%TMip(t) = 10%, % REEIRTE L,
FAl S I R R, LR R AE15% . AR
98, /NBAFI (FIAd Hocl® 2%, HLTCPH LW () 1R
N, AN B4 A R EEIREX () +Y (¢) Ik
M IR (W (2), pe(t)), WA — B

P{X(t)+Y(t) =k} =
C{fv(t)pf(t)(l - pt(t))w(t)_k>
Hk =0,1,2,---. Hp(t) = 15%HW (t) =4,
P{X (t)+Y (t)=0}=C;0.15°(0.85)*"° =52%,
P{X(t)+Y (t)=1}=C;0.15'(0.85)"" ' =37%.

WAL EAAE, FE— AR, P12 KI5
IR I X (t) + Y ()2 15RO ) B R %
L F189%, M BEAE W (¢) kN33, XM HEH 1] 7594 %.
FETAR b, AT [X(¢) + Y () X0, 112 [
BEATLEL, 515 1) 2 B AR T IS SO0 SR 73 A
H52.1.27 7 BEHR FOTCPET 145 1L, 248 5 50,
TCPH LA 54

W(t+ R(t)) =
(W(t)+ D1 = (X(t) + Y ()] +
(14 (1= a)W@)](X(t) +Y(2)). 2
KT AR T, TR
W(t+R(t) - W(t) =
R(t
REti —aW () (X(t) + Y (1)) 3)

5 LGN ) [0, €] P A 2E B I AL R IRBR

M, (RN, = p()W (&) /R(&) KA 54, 45
X(t) = Mi(t + R(t)) — Mi(2). )
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Y2 IR0, 417 G 4 4341 25 2 U KM () U M.
BHHNs = pea(O) (1) R(E)IIHEAM G, 7

Y (t) = Ma(t + R(t)) — Ma(2). S

B RSN R3B), HITCPHLEIIa=1/2, X (3)
(155 A

AW (£) = Rtt)dt— %W(t)d[Ml(t)—kMg(t)]. ©)
X 2R6)H B 24 WA 2, R(t)Eq(t) i ok B, % 1&
E[f(z)] ~ f(E[z]), % #8i MTCPHL, A
dE[W;(t)] =
L
R;(E[q(t)])

1
LB ()B[M, ()] + dEDA(O). )
RS R RE M, ()] = Mt, § = 1,2, 11
dW;(t) 1 1 W2(t)
= ——Ip(t Wil — .
a6 R 2P OlR Ge)
2.1.3 TCPJE 35 BA 51 5§ #4(TCP bottleneck queue
property)

R8BI TCPIE AR B IRES T, & B 21 (1) ik
HUNT A BLELE B A(K), 0,1,2, - ), a(k) B B
() B N 23 AL 2R B, Wa (k) = A(k)— A(k—1). 51&
PH2E T30 N e 2 5 RSB\ F i s, S B b N
BAB 53 2B R [1—p(k) — poa (K)]a(k). HiLindley
FROS] Sfabqk Hy i L) ) _F R 5,

gt + At) =

max(q(t) +[1—p(t) —pu(t)]a(t+At) -

®)

Cavaa 0)7
®)
FEa(t+ At) =~ B;(t)At, WIS K55 T
dg(t)

dt

—Clava + [1 = p(2)

N Wi(t)
_ pwl(t)] Z:Z:l Rz((j(t» .

2.2 AQM#FEHI 28 &K (Modeling AQM controller)

A (8)FI K (10), i 75 EEHH T 2 70 MR 11 R 2K
KA, AQMEE 2% B T I DG H IE 2 3R A5 BRI A 28
A E. AR SCH KA BT AQMEE il i, DA ki
FIPLZE, 237 FEAQM /A A P il A1) i EE 451 R
o3 SRR T2 T bR, LRI AN

p(0) = hyfe(®) + - [ e(t)]

HorhyH2E Z s p(t )T’E?'JE‘FEJ%%%?:JLHF , R
éfﬁm%fu Fe(t) = q(t) —qo, Ty = kp/ki. X AR

. 6] 4 j a_dywmmﬁg

(10)

R A5 SRS RIS TC 2 B 41 R 3 A A 7 B AR 959
dp(t) . dg(t) 1, _
el kol T i(Q(t) Q). AdD

2.3 Ad HocM 4 TCP/AQM# 53 i %I (Ad Hoc
network TCP/AQM model)
i L B S, 1657 20(1)(8)(10) 2(11), Ad Hocl
25 TCP/AQMIH 5 151 (AHDM) by

(Chva = Cy/min{ NH, 4},
o W2(t)
WO R Gm 2R (2”;;(?]’
§(t)=—Cua F[L=p(t) =puat ”2&(2((7&)»
pt) = by dt) %(q()—(Jo)J

(12)

B E R, NA2)A M T W (¢) Fq(t) %=
A [ 5. {f HRunge-Kutta (R-K)VEM# 32> J7 FE41(12),
AIAFW (L), q(t) Lep(t) WK fg, 1 ik & ]l e X
THEIRAS
3 {iE 5857 (Simulation and research)
SEEG 1 BREO TCPI: RER R,
C = 1Mb/s = 125 packet/s(Lrcp = 8000 bit),
N = 20, pwl(t) = 0%,

i ELI 1100 s, M4 30(1), AHDMAR L 5NS {7 LK)
BEE L Ak e &R L3,

PRI ] DL, 4 00 4% Bk 55088 1, Ad Hoc I 44 TCPE:
AE B B %, 32 f T E 2R 5030 8 v s R
FHCSMA/CARLI, To4k 1 f7E 1 O A % i s P
W%%@ﬂﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬁu%ﬁ%ﬁME%%mm
g 5 1B S PR A, T 2
KE%&GM@ﬂﬁ@WQE%EE%%E?%*
B b YA, Eh 4 RO 6 R A TR, b
5 BB 0, NS 2 5 5 A e i 7= 2 T8
KIFEIR.

— 1BENSHIE —2BENSHTEL -3 BkNST7 B
------ ABENSHTEL ---5BENSHi 2 —o—1BtAHDM
—— 2BkAHDM —o-3BtAHDM —2—4558kAHDM

K3 B kR AR
Fig. 3 Relation between the number of hops and throughput
in AHDM and NS simulation
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SEUS 2 Jodk o AL E SN TCPE: RE I R M.

HARE B X BC = 1 Mb/s(Lrcp = 8000 bit),
TCPEFAIN =20, NH =2, qo =50, pwi(t) =5%,
W ()WHE N, q(t) Xp(t)WHE %, #fiZiegler-
Nichols /5 %, PH% il 4% R EHE & Mk, = 0.2/k; =

HR[7147 £k M 4% DE(differential equation)¥: ! [f1TV (t)
Ji RESE N TG4 5 2R pya (¢) 01, H RED A PL, &
£ R AHDMAR A, Jii st A 41, TCP% I, i & R 2
S A B R4 2 K TR R,

60
50 -
40 -
30 -
20 -
10 -
0

BABIHK FE / packet

0 20 40 60 80 100
t/s
4 poi(t) = 5% RSN FA B il 2k
Fig. 4 Bottleneck queue length when py,(¢) = 5%

540 T T T T
151
é +or .ﬂ*i‘y‘l" !‘;:My ! &P "ﬂr\‘ﬂ ) x,!l!’\_%‘ “ﬁ'ﬂ_
3 3.0 rfM T W ! 'IMJ‘ LS
0 d ¥
= 2 (g — AHDM |
8 1.0 — A —NSTHiE |
= —DE

0.0 1 1 1 1

0 20 40 60 80 100

t/s
K5 pui(t) = 5% TCPH M iih2k
Fig. 5 TCP window size when py(t) = 5%

0.4 .
—AHDM

03} NSTH K

- —DE

= 02F

[N
0.1 AN WA AT A
0.0, 20 40 60 80 100

t/s

16 pui(t) = 5%I i F Mk 2 M1 25
Fig. 6 Total loss probability when py(t) = 5%

0.5 T T T T
~ 04F g
‘ Viavay, V,
_é’ 03 HAVA' ANANAN AN
= 02r — AHDM
T ol NS{IIC

: —DE

040 1 1 1 1

0 20 40 60 80 100

tls
7 put(t) = 5% A7 2%
Fig. 7 Throughput when p,(t) = 5%

I8 0 B A7 BT, AHDMAS Y n] DL Gf Ak v Ad
Hoc ¥ 45 1 B, 1M A3 £& MDERL AL H L T 5K 1%
76, WEI3~T. A 2k v A 8 TR PR Ak B HE BA 1
I, RE A L AQMPA B 15 e i — M £E200 7 4 A
AU 181 BN I AT SR 1T L2, K DA B {44 2 25
TR RAR N2, ST R AEE N S, a4l E
R et PN ZE I . T WDERE RS ) 8 A AN
HIdE: 1) PH2E A MR v DL 2 2) (5 T8 1 & n] 4
PEARAE AL S A R A 2> A 2E. (HAEAd HocM 2%+,
TR AT FH R 2 5, NOAH ARG (M e 2k (0, A
P2 2 3P LR FOAL e iR A e 2, Rl L DEAR
RN H F-Ad Hoc W 45 N, 235 15 M 200 HE BA IS 1 23
HFE R, NI TR 43 AT LE BN B b, i s il
ML, 131 EDEAY K F 3R 5 T AHDMAS
LN A7 S =S

12 F AHDMAR ! 23 A TCP/AQMML Il %oF 94 2% 1 fie
[R5, 4 BRI IR TERE R R, WKL B E R
MER 5 W 2 P RESC R, W2, FRARBA A 55 W 4% 1 g
KA, W3, T A2 X, K E 50
B1H.

LR BB H 1T 5, 150K, BEAE BEELN H
28803, ZEAF R kNS DL R, TCPH L1 H I n,
KT R()VEAq(t) 5 CovaZ L, ZBEEE N33,
HC /N, WTTAER ()22 K, 88 K R(t) B HE{E
LA TCP A IE WLA 34 I, BITCP R 134K, 75 2
IR, BEEFTCPET 138 K A DA A& 32 i () 385 K
AR ), DR BEIX PR TCP A 11 (1) 388 o ko 45 i W9 4% 4
IS B, Fenk S AR TR kA 4,
S T TEC o YT, AEBAZIAE A9, 1t 1 B 51 2
il 2 R A%, AT L, T [ e $h 4 e v (1 28 HLPIRA 41
P B IS W 40 D RIE ) Ad Hoc M 4%, 2 Bk Ad
Hoc W 4% AQMTH: E 1) 45 R4 S 2.

& 1 pu(t) = 0Egy = 500 M43kt b
W 251 fE X £
Table 1 Relation between the number of hops
and network performance (py1(t) =0

and g = 50)
Ny W@y thl q(t)  pe(t)/
packet (Mb-s~!) packet %
2 35 0.325 50 6.21
3 4.5 0.220 41 4.47
4 32 0.165 9 5.83

T 2 T 2 o (4)T1 55, 20, Yipua (D)
INF3%, JIFETLG AR & T, NSRBI 0y T4
5 LA {5 9 9 0 2 R B S 1T 2
D (BB IE3%, T2k 2k TP A & B4 R, JL g0k
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HRFE MR MR B RN H10% 0, % 5T
MG IEATY Ky e T R ZE 0%, 5% M 10%1,
I R M 5 51 h6.2%, 8.8% M 10%, X i W] TG
2k T R R FE 5 3 A0 20N, 1 O Al S 4l 2B 0 s AR,
T F KA 5 T IEI S, 11 HLAEE Ry @irh
7 O LA, 2 I 5 1 ) 5 A AR P R X A
FH. AT, BT TCPYE ¥ 3% B IO T2 41 & R s
W, AN E I, TEk 4 F 5 1l Ad Hoe W
2 AQMPEBE ) 1 ER .

Ty ANR2AE R, B A TC 2k T R ) R S i,
TCP FIFI Ak E#AE T %, 44 BB 4 . 70 30 AR
AR A8 TR e, AQMEE il 2% XF A A1 1 4 BE B £ 8%
SR, WER G AW R AL TEL E a7
7, AR Ad Hoc W 2% [ AQME AT i 3. X Ad
Hoc M 4110 5, 1 WA P ZE L 50, BFKRTCPE 1111
M I A 3G 1), 1T B A o2k 2 41 % R I8 ), TCPAS
AR FEARTCPE L, S S R R IE A 1, LAk gh
TCERAT TEAE = A (1 43 41 %, {H ) 8LAE T TCPAL
TR e B F ML ER. HTHENS &
A8 45 R 20 A5 11 1% B A B0 A DT b 6 ok 8¢ e v AR
{HL; TG 2R RIS 25 A8 BA B AS I T B AR
I, S BAFH I TR T BRARE I, U BH E 2R 2R
S U, TCPAIE B 11 N ANAR BRI 38 s 4 BA %1 —
P T E AR, D04 28 5 AT AR A7 4E, TCPIUIF% Jit
HLHI AR R 3% %5 1. 7FAd Hoc W 48 % i /51, il
I IS AN B ) 45 5, AQMA B T TCPJs iy 1|
T 43 20 5 2k S AL, T 24 TCPRY 6 6 2k 26 4, T 384 i ok
L 5, AQMAR Bl J5 nT B8 & 2E 14 28k 2142 1
TEH.

A2 AN %q, = 50 LR E RS
RESEL A
Table 2 Relation between wireless loss probability
and network performance in 2-hop
network (qo = 50)

pwi/  W(t)/ th/ q(t)/  pe(t)/
% packet (Mb-s~!)  packet %
0 35 0.325 50 6.21
1 33 0.326 48 2.37
3 3.2 0.325 48 3.29
5 3.1 0.320 47 8.81
10 2.6 0.305 32 9.95
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Table 3 Relation between reference queue length
and network performance in 2-hop
network(py,(t) = 0)

q/ W)/ thl a(t)  pe(t)
packet packet (Mb-s™1) packet %
10 1.7 0.324 8 10.1
30 2.5 0.325 26 6.91
50 3.5 0.325 50 6.21
70 42 0.326 63 3.88
100 5.1 0.327 89 2.78

4 458 (Conclusion)
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