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Improvement of OLSR Through MIMC’s Decreased
Overhead in MANET
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ABSTRACT

The most critical research issue in MANET environment is on supporting reliable communication between various devices. Various
Multi-Hop Routing Protocol studies have proceeded. However, some problems you might have found when you use the existing link
state routing technique are that it increases Control Message Overhead and it is unstable when node moves in CR circumstance which
has transformation of using channel and MIMC circumstance which uses a number of interfaces. This essay offers a technique which
is based on On-Demand Hello and the other technique which used Broadcast Interface of optimization as a solution to decrease
Control Message Overhead. Also it proposes Quick Route Restoration technique which is utilized by GPS and MPR Selection technique
which consider mobility as a solution of stable communication when node moves. Those offered Routing Protocol and OPNET based
simulator result will be expected to be an excellent comparison in related research fields.
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4.3 A MIMC Chain-Type Routing Protocol for Wireless
Ad Hoc Networks[19]
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