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Abstract: As the nodes in random waypoint mobility models move far away from the border areas with the lapse of time, resul-

ting in their non-uniform steady-state distribution and difficulty in selecting the optimum p value in uniform mobility models,

this paper presents a mobility model, in which their moving distances in every moving period are subject to the uniform distri-

bution relevant to the network diameter parameters. The experimental results show that the network packet delivery ratio has

been increased and the network latency and routing overhead reduced.

Key words: opportunistic network; node mobility model; NS2 network simulation

0 5 7

TETCLR W 46 =4 50 B Bl M 2 ) 268 4 ol 5 7 R
f 2 BB A Sl T AR R R RS Bl I A R A e R 0]
LIRS 5T T R RS SR . R RS B
TEATE] B i Be A A [\ 1 a2 2l 05 20, B sh B A 4 3 T
R AL E | R T ) i R e T B R RS
B e Rz sy A4 . TR MK AT
PERE 5% MO T R sh LB b Y i B sh AT . B8
Bl Ko L2 00 o B L AE AT B
Wi o AR T R T) Y O 2R AT LUK RS sl AR Jal kg A
KRR S BRI R B B A . Forp AN RS B A Y 32
T4 5G B HLIE 2 B RIDY (Random Walk Mobility
Model, RWMM) | K #L i 42 55 (Random Way
Point, RWP) £ I AIEEHL /7 7] (Random Direc-
tion, RDYBEA . 20 B 2 52 ) 32 22 R 4 2 B i 4
BB, FRATHT Y TAE £ 22 5 XA RS 2
A, AE L1 IR AT RWP BRI T P k.
XA AT A 2 1 — M RS sh A B, H. B
NS2 75 EL A i 88 L, X — B AL 32 B A Bk
ST RUAR 5] 43 A R0 B R R U ), Y R AR 5

W B4 :2010-10-14
HETH. BERARBEIES TN H (61072075)

G3 A BT SRS Bl A B S 0 DX R
DX 5 R R A ) R B A ] A A, T
R S BEAIG . BT aX — B, 7R SCHRES T AT AR
T — R RR N 51 s BT T S RS sh A A
SCAE X R RS ) SR L AT X A1 B SRS (Uni-
form Mobility Model, UMM) 15 i %% zh I 25 2 5
(36 8oy A T X PEAT T4 R R T ¥ 550 4, 90 5
RWP ##FT UMM #1477 L 400 T 45 H 19
Ae A I XL XN IR A — 23

1 TRBHER RS

1.1 RWP BzhiEs

RWP J&—F7E# 3h H 414U (MANETs) |
2R AR s B Bl AL, T AR T EAR
NS2 1, RWP #AIFESCHRL2 I fl R anF - 59 s AE
Yyserp B AL P — A B bR A0 &, JF LUBE PL % £ 1
Vo € Vi s Vi ] WZH AR E 3,15 0 BA H 1Y
S5 AL B — BB Ty € [Toin s T J» EEEE
Rt AR AE X — AR YT A I R AR AT
A S B0k A A . AH 18 I E] (Meeting Time , MT) Fil1AH

fEE A . £I8C1983-) 5, WAL BN B LW 5 2L R R T LM,

57



63 {7 F 5T

2011 4F 45 21 B 164 3

38 [A] g 15 6] (Inter Meeting Time, IMT), MT 24§
PRS0 DA L T 2 380 55— WRAH 3 GRE A5 Y8 D
Zeak By AL, T IMT 246 PRS0 SR S PR UM 18 1Y
PR 1] TE] s
1.2 UMM

UMM 5 RWP # 3l 5 RUIR A7 0L, A L 2 HA
BRSO, UMM 76 Sk (5 ] #k h . 78
t =0 B 20, W SRS AL E LY 5 0 A T
L — AN A4 T 0. 20 ] RO RS BT )L OF 6]
W misEsh—BEE d.d lRNIE R o 48505y
Y ET s d R ERE LRI, AT
THEF5E )@, X A sh A R T an M R (1) HEY
WAUEFRSH BEACE M (2) B ARAFEAC
MIFE SN 715 (3) 9 R AERE R S 7 I B AR EE &
1B 3 0 PR .

IR PRI RS B R AEAE LR IR . fE RWP &
SRR S Bl B B G I TA) Y U HE 4
rh s DX T A 5 i B X, HLT SRS Bl T B
SRR E UMM o 5 ST B — A 3 I N Y
8 2l FE B IR KB e 1948 5053 A1 o 1T A0 ] 36 B e
FER p (E SRR R AR . B X DL LR Bl 455 80 v £F 7
R [ 0, A SR T — o A R B R N
BB 51 A RS SR,

1.3 MM BhEE

ST AE T AR R Bl 45T R A G SRR Y S B i
R A SO Y R IR R R A8 Bl I A Bl BE B T IR A
1) 53 A R ECHE AT 1Ok R Y T AR Bl A A
(Improved Mobility Model, IMM) A0 . 7F ¢t =
0 B 20, 5 A5 AR 4 7 B REHL Y 20 50 A T3 S, ik
FE— N5 040 T (0, 27 ] W R 3 J7 [, IF 1] 1 7 1]
B — B d . d lRNIIE R 0 B350 5541 25715
MATI SRR R J )5 LA B E S —BA R T, €
[T s T ) s EHEEE iR,

R TR SRR S AR AT SR 3
I FER A3 R AT A (D) AR IR R 4h 1k
(2) XA R AR I TR R, B 1 T
7N R RS SRS G AL AE ] . s s A B AR
SO AN EE T MBS WEE., N R
AT EE B 2 P T s SR A R R
Bl . 9 s RS 3l JE I 19 277 s N — P S B IR 28 3
KT —F R R A I & BT, 1 s R SR A
JEE B A JBE AR 2 A T 15 A 1) 0 LI [R] P e R ] Y
388 YWY ofe b B AN R SRS . B 2 TR TR
VI TR B AR rp s g b T Rl 2 i A,
58

FAT s 42 IR 00 F B S5 3 DU R Ak B A — A2 B
Jr T

o]
A

[ 2 ns]

BRI A
3 A4 (3]
% F — iz 3 8 1 5 1)
| BRI S EHIEE |

R B YR TR A 4
@ BRFRAT EE A —
5] KAAT—BhFhaRA

(a2 o0 4 469 53 JE 97 80 B 6 3 S 4R 35 90 0 I

Fe

l€

<

2
AT — 23 A 69 A v 1 |

3]
P
<+

o

A1 FEBHREMEL

AT R T 45

[ERERT—EsAM R T4

BEEF SRS EHIEE o =
B ERE GBI e A AR RS
FETFT—REAH
5t EFHIKRE

T —
iz 7 B A
A # kS
R F
B 8]
€ B 6 M AR,
KETFT—F44H
2| 3k 2 R o B 1)

A

T R, R E B R T —
F 69 B S B AT E 3h e )

=

—srmEs ToEHAME AR T

e

B2 FEBHRERLAE

2 HEBHEE T ERE

ARSI 100 A To 2 4 AR AR AU )
100 s, 73 AhBEE il 8 5E LE R I (CBR flow) , e ok




oI AR AL UG P RS S B 5 S S

HLHBH K 10 55,8 — 5 flow BRI 10 4> 3
(T
T DX AN TR B SRS S AL, R SO B i T
T HEAT T VEAS 19 B 2 A AL 2% 52w ¢ e 0 380 ) 4
AE , T % b S0 0Y J3 BT 8 S W S T SRS Bl B Y X
P PR BGE  FERE . b T HRAL 3 RN B R
SRR IE TR 1 R S8, TR
T R LA E R B B s g, KRN AR S
~40 m/s. TE07FLE R RSO, 18 SRR B% B2
iz 5 - T PR R A % PR CAODV) . 435l % 3 20
i 3 P BE R F % T B X 3 S S EGHEA T T I
K1 BASKEKE

% % i % i

¥4 1200 mX1200 m % 1 # il AODV
Rayleigh fading

oE A H 100 kA

channel
TR _ -
o 250 4% 77 X TwoRayGround
38 BE/m
W & & 50 MAC i TEEE802. 11s
kK HH 10 A 7] 2k & PriQueue
17 Bt 1] /s 100 X% %A  OmniAntenna

MIEL 3 R FRATT AT LU Y, B3 1 RS Bl B Y
R P 45 () 41 SO i AR PRI, X2l TR 1
o sy o B 39 O A 0 265 1) 3 4 45 4 8 A0 55 AT
SHEMRLLR,

§100‘ . IMM—_

5 0 X ANL A -
=g B T Sy

= 704 RWP W —

2

T 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

WA B s
B3 aatri R
PNCENCIERINDE RSk iR PNy
- g o ) i o E D e e OB ARG K. BLRR B
DG AR PRI EE S (R R N

0.87
@ . & RWP -
3 0.6 L - )
044 \ N 3
4}‘ 0.4 X, UMM~__*~. -
H029 SeMTTEGL N R

IMM— .-
0.0

15 20 25 30 35 40 45
% 5 ik s
CN Y E TR

5 10

" 5 2 RWP
& : UMM
4 N IMM
sl N AL
'&? 3 A x
| Vi S T .
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

W B A% /mls
K5 a4

BB F AL I GE R TR . A G T PR AR
SRR S IMM SR b SCOA% 8 3 e iy, 7 34
FE /) 5 1 RWP A% sl A 1) it S0 A% 3 R 51X, 1
I f A, 3% 2 P ON7E RWP % 8l 4 30 v 35 5 - 1y
MR AR MRS A A A, AT AT LLFE #
IMM A Lb J5i A B8 43 20 4% 338 345 31 7 i e 4 &, P
PO AE B2 R T L BT RS A B, B
BB RPIATR LA IMM 2 B —Em#m,

3 HRiE

AR SR NS2 5 B Y S T AL
W25 KT, 2 5T 7 37 5 % 3 T R Sl A R
fr T s . R i B T (R — i e B AR AN [
f T S SR R R S AR . BT el &
2 265 % e DRSO WF 5 o, B 4% 5 B S A DL AR A
(997 A2 SRR AT 5 1 S B AN SR AL . 4R i AR
JEEE XL 23 2 R0 2% 42 AT 5 LR A58 AR Bl
B, I % el BRI

S E Wk

[1] Garetto M, Leonardi E. Analysis of random mobility
models with partial differential equations [J]. IEEE
Trans Mobile Computing, 2007, 6(11): 1204-1217.

[2] Camp T, Boleng J, Davies V. A Survey of Mobility
Models for Ad Hoc Network Research [J]. Wireless
Communication & Mobile Computing, 2002, 2(5);
483-502.

[3] Royer E M, Melliar P M, Moser L. An analysis of the
optimum node density for ad-hoc mobile networks
[A]. Proceeding of the IEEE International Conference
on Communications (ICC) [C]. Piscataway, NJ,
USA . IEEE Press, 2001. 857-861.

(4] B, 048 NS-2 b g B 5 al 5 0 [M. dt
AU [ B7 Toll Y A . 2008,

[5] Bansal N, Liu Z. Capacity, delay and mobility in wire-
less ad-hoc networks [ A]. INFOCOM’03 [ C]. Pitts-
burgh, USA: The twenty-second annual joint confer-
ence of the IEEE Computer and Communication ,

2003. 1553-1563.
59



