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Simulation Setup



  

Simulation Setup (HMIP)
● Mobility Anchor Point
● Within the micro-

mobility domain each 
wired connection is 
modeled as a 5Mbps 
duplex link with 2ms 
delay

● Micro-mobility domain



  

Handover Latency Results



  

Handover Latency Results
● HMIPv6 latency outperforms standard MIPv6 one 

since the wired ‘distance’ in order to update the entity 
that forwards packets to the mobile node is always 
shorter. 

● FMIPv6 outperforms standard HMIPv6, since the MN 
prepares the handoff in advance and thus, after a 
handoff, does not have to wait for the oAR to be 
updated to start receiving packets again.

● H+F MIPv6 performs better than all the other solutions 
since when the MN receives the F-BAck from the MAP 
indicating that the handoff should be performed, the 
re-directed packets are already waiting in the new AR.



  

Packet Losses Results



  

Conclusion
● This document is very good, suggest that the 

next class study it when they are adressing 
handover ;)
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