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Seamless mobility management of the mesh clients (MCs) in wireless mesh network (WMN) has drawn a lot of attention from the
research community. A number of mobility management schemes such as mesh network with mobility management (MEMO),
mesh mobility management (M?), and wireless mesh mobility management (WMM) have been proposed. The common problem
with these schemes is that they impose uniform criteria on all the MCs for sending route update message irrespective of their distinct
characteristics. This paper proposes a session-to-mobility ratio (SMR) based dynamic mobility management scheme for handling
both internet and intranet traffic. To reduce the total communication cost, this scheme considers each MC’s session and mobility
characteristics by dynamically determining optimal threshold SMR value for each MC. A numerical analysis of the proposed scheme
has been carried out. Comparison with other schemes shows that the proposed scheme outperforms MEMO, M?, and WMM with

respect to total cost.

1. Introduction

Now-a-days wireless mesh network (WMN) [1, 2] has
emerged as one of the promising technologies for providing
network connectivity to increasing number of mobile users.
Moreover, due to advantage of cost effectiveness, robustness,
and easy and fast deploy ability; it has become an attractive
technology for future network implementation.

WMN consists of three types of nodes: mesh client (MC),
mesh router (MR), and gateway (GW). MCs are the mobile
users of the WMN. MRs are the wireless routers used for
routing of packets from one mesh node to another. An MR
having a wired interface to the Internet is called GW. There
are two kinds of traffic that flows in the WMN: Internet and
Intranet. The Internet packets pass through the GW. The GW
receives the downstream Internet packets and sends those
to the destination MCs through WMN. In case of upstream
Internet traffic, packets are sent from the MC to the GW. On
the other hand, Intranet communication takes place between
two MCs of same WMN.

One of the major problems in WMN is provisioning
of seamless network connectivity for the MCs as it moves

from one MR to another. For solving this problem, several
mobility management techniques such as MEsh networks
with MObility management (MEMO) [3], Mesh Mobility
Management (M?) [4], and Wireless mesh Mobility Manage-
ment (WMM) [5] have been proposed. MEMO [3] restricts
transmission of control message in the WMN to reduce
control overhead of the network. But, if the mobility of the
MC is high, more numbers of control packets are transmitted
by the MCs. So, mobility is an important characteristic of
MC. To reduce the control overhead the concept of forward
chain has been introduced in M’. Packets are forwarded
through the forward chain. But, in case of a network where
session arrival and departure rate to and from the MC
are high, large number of packets has to traverse through
the forward chain. Thus packet delivery cost increases. So,
session arrival and departure rate is also an important issue.
WMM uses the concept of forward chain and further takes
additional measures to reduce the control overhead and limit
the forward chain length. The common problem of the above
mentioned schemes is that they are uniform for all the MCs
and do not consider the characteristics of an individual MC
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while performing its mobility management. So, mobility and
session activities of each MC need to be considered for
mobility management.

In this paper, a session-to-mobility ratio (SMR) [6] based
dynamic mobility management scheme has been proposed.
A new SMR calculation scheme is introduced to adapt it
in WMN. MC considers both its mobility and the session
activity, in the form of SMR, before sending location update
to the gateway (GW) and corresponding MRs. Here a
threshold SMR value is used, which plays a critical role in
the cost of mobility management. Therefore, the optimal
threshold SMR value is determined for each individual mesh
client dynamically based on the mesh client’s specific mobility
pattern and session activities.

In this paper an analytical model has been developed to
compare the proposed scheme with other baseline schemes
such as MEMO, M?, and WMM. It has been observed that
the proposed scheme outperforms the baseline schemes with
respect to total signalling cost.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2
discusses an overview on relevant mobility management
schemes. In Section 3, the SMR based dynamic mobility man-
agement scheme has been proposed. The system model and
assumptions are discussed in Section 4. The proposed scheme
along with some other baseline schemes such as MEMO, M?
and WMM are numerically analyzed in Section 5. Section 6
presents the performance analysis and comparison among
the schemes. Finally, Section 7 presents the conclusion and
future work.

2. Related Work

For the purpose of mobility management in WMN, several
techniques have been proposed [7, 8]. In this section, some of
the existing strategies such as MEMO [3], M? [4], and WMM
[5] have been discussed.

MEsh networks with MObility management (MEMO) [3]
use a modified form of AODV (Ad-hoc on-demand distance
vector) protocol, called AODV-MEMO, for integrated rout-
ing and mobility management. In this scheme, when the MC
moves from one MR to another the new MR proactively sends
a route reply to the GW to maintain Internet connectivity.
On the other hand for maintaining Intranet connectivity
it uses a reactive approach. The old MR of the MC floods
route error message in the entire network telling other MRs
to delete the outdated MC entry from their routing table.
On receiving the route error message the corresponding
MRs which still need to communicate with the MC transmit
route request message for the MC. After receiving the route
request message the new MR of MC sends route reply
message to the corresponding MRs. The main drawback of
this scheme is its signaling overhead due to flooding of route
request and route error messages. This signaling overhead
becomes much higher if the MNs of the WMN are highly
mobile.

Huang et al. proposed a forward pointer based mobility
management scheme named Mesh Mobility Management
(M?) [4]. In this scheme, the GW keeps track of serving
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MR for each MC. When the MC moves from one MR to
another a forward pointer is added from old MR to new one.
MC sends location update message to the GW periodically
to update its location information in database of the GW.
Thus the forward chain is reset. When the GW receives any
Internet packet destined to an MG, it searches for the serving
MR of the MC in its database. Then it tunnels the packets
to the serving MR of the MC. The serving MR forwards
the packet to the MR, within whose vicinity the destination
MC currently reside (current MC), through the forward
pointer. The uplink Internet packets are sent from current
MR of the MC to the GW without tunneling. For Intranet
communication, the source MC sends the packets to the GW
through its current MR and then GW tunnels the packets
to the serving MR of destination MC. The serving MR of
destination MC handles the Intranet packet the same way as
it does with Internet packets. This scheme decreases location
update cost but the drawback with this scheme is its periodic
location update procedure which makes the entire scheme
very much static. In case of high speed MC, the forward chain
length will be large and the packet delivery cost will increase
drastically if Internet as well as Intranet traffic to the MC
is high.

Huang et al. proposed a mobility management scheme
called Wireless mesh Mobility Management (WMM) [5].
In this scheme, each mesh node (MN) maintains a routing
table and a proxy table. The routing table stores the routing
paths between the MNs. The proxy table keeps track of
other MCs’ location information. No separate message is
used by the MCs for location update. Instead of that the
IP header of each packet carries the location information
of source MC. On receiving the packets, intermediate MNs
update their proxy table corresponding to the source MC.
Thus WMM scheme does not incur any location update cost.
When the MC enters into the vicinity of a new MR, the old
MR forwards all the packets, destined to MC, routed to it
to the new MR. For routing of packets from source MC to
destination MC, MRs use their routing and proxy table. If
serving MR of source MC does not know the serving MR of
the destination MC, it sends all the packets to the GW. The
GW checks whether the MC belongs to the WMN or not.
If it does not, the packets are considered as Internet packets
and are sent to the wired network. Otherwise, the packets
are Intranet packets and after receiving the packets, the GW
initiates a query procedure by flooding a query message
for the destination MC in the entire network. On receiving
response from the destination MC, the GW transmits those
packets to the destination. The destination MC updates its
proxy table and routing table corresponding to the source
MC. Now the destination MC can send packets to the source
MC directly (not via GW). The drawback of this scheme
is its signaling overhead incurred by the query procedure.
Moreover, the characteristics of MCs are not considered to
achieve the optimal performance.

The common problem with MEMO, M?, and WMM
is that the schemes do not consider the characteris-
tics of individual MCs for their mobility management
rather they use a static approach which is uniform for
all MCs.
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3. Proposed Scheme

This section presents the proposed mobility management
scheme. It uses forward pointer to reduce the number
of route update message sent by the MC. To limit the
increase in forward chain length, each MC resets the for-
ward chain if its SMR crosses a threshold SMR value. The
optimal value for threshold SMR (SMR,,) that minimizes
the total communication cost per time unit is dynamically
determined for each individual MC. The primary objective
of this scheme is to minimize the total cost for mobility
management.

In this scheme when the MC joins a WMN, it first gets
associated with a nearby MR and sets it as serving MR. Then
it sends location update to the GW. The update contains
the information about its serving MR. The GW maintains a
database recording the serving MRs of all the MCs roaming
inside the WMN. On receiving the location update message
the GW checks its database whether an entry of the MC
is present or not. If there is no entry a new entry of the
MC is created. Otherwise, the entry corresponding to the
MC is updated. For handling the Intranet traffic each MR
maintains a database of the serving MRs of corresponding
MCs. There are four major parts in the proposed scheme: cal-
culation of session-to-mobility ratio, calculation of optimal
threshold session-to-mobility ratio, mobility management,
and routing.

3.1. Session-to-Mobility Ratio (SMR) Calculation. In [6] Pack
et al. have defined session-to-mobility ratio (SMR) as the
ratio of session arrival rate to mobility rate. A session is a
stream of consecutive packet at the IP layer. A timer-based
approach is used to identify a session [9]. It is similar to
the session management technique used in Universal Mobile
Telecommunication System (UMTS) [10]. In this technique,
each MC will have an active state timer with length T',. If time
duration between the receiving of two consecutive packets
is greater than T, the current packet is considered as the
first packet of a new session. Otherwise, the packet belongs
to the ongoing session. Mobility rate is the MR crossing
rate of the MC. In [6] authors have considered only the
session arrival rate for computing SMR. But in case of WMN
sessions will arrive to as well as depart from the MCs. So,
both the factors need to be considered for computing SMR.
This technique, considers both session arrival rate to the MC
and session departure rate from the MC. The modification
in computation of SMR enhances it to capture session and
mobility characteristics of the MC more accurately.

3.2. Calculation of Optimal Threshold Session-to-Mobility
Ratio. SMR,, can be calculated for each individual user
using Bat Algorithm (BA) [11]. This is because BA is superior
to many other popular optimization algorithms such as
Genetic Algorithm (GA) [12-14] and Particle Swarm Opti-
mization (PSO) [15,16]. From [4] it can clearly observed that
BA requires lesser number of function evaluations for a given
tolerance or accuracy than that of GA and PSO. Moreover, for

a fixed number of function evaluations the accuracy is higher
in case of BA.

When the MC enters into the vicinity of new MR it
needs to calculate SMR,,. But, if the value of SMR., is
calculated after every handoff MC has to perform a lot of
computation and it is not feasible for MCs with limited
battery power. Section 6 presents a detailed discussion over
the fitness function used. All the components of the fitness
function are either constant or average values of variables
that are obtained from continuous measurements by the
MC. Instantaneous value of any variable has very limited
impact on the fitness function. That is why MC can calculate
SMR ;, value periodically. This periodic calculation reduces
the computational work to be carried out by the MC. Thus,
battery power consumption rate of the MC is reduced and at
the same time it becomes dynamic.

3.3. Mobility Management. When the MC moves into the
vicinity of a new MR it computes its session-to-mobility ratio
(SMRy;c) and compares it with SMR . If SMRy is less
than the SMR,y,, the MC notifies the new MR about its
handoff from old MR and also sends the addresses of the
corresponding mesh nodes. On receiving the notification,
new MR informs the old MR about the handoff and enquires
about the serving MR of corresponding mesh nodes of the
MC. The old MR replies back by sending addresses of serving
MRs of corresponding mesh nodes. A forward pointer is also
added from old MR to the new one which is also the current
MR of the MC. After receiving the reply from old MR, the
new MR updates its database. Thus, the forward chain length
of the MC increases by 1. On the other hand, if the SMRy is
greater than or equal to SMR ;,, same procedure is followed
as discussed in the earlier case but no forward chain is added
from old MR to new MR, rather the new MR sends location
update message to the gateway and the corresponding MRs
(if any). When the gateway and corresponding MRs receive
the location update message, they search for the entry
of the MC in their database and set the current MR as
the serving MR of the MC and the forward chain length
is reset.

3.4. Routing. In the proposed scheme routing of packets is
carried out in two different ways depending on the nature of
the packet (Internet or Intranet).

3.4.1. Routing of Internet Packets. Tunneling is used to for-
ward the downstream Internet packets. When the gateway
receives a downstream Internet packet, it finds out the serving
MR of the destination MC from its database and adds an
extra IP header having the address of the serving MR as
destination address. This is done because the downstream
packets do not have serving MR’s address as the destination
address and without the serving MR’s address intermediate
MRs are not able to forward the packet to the serving MR.
When the serving MR of the destination MC receives the
packet, it decapsulates and if required forwards the packet
to current MR through the forward chain. The current MR
transmits the packet to the destination MC.
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Tunneling is not used in case of upstream pack-
ets. Current MR sends the upstream Internet packets
received from the MC through the direct route towards
the GW.

Figure 1 shows an example scenario representing routing
of Internet traffic. Initially the source MC (SMC) was under
the vicinity of source serving MRI (SSMR1). The SMC sent
and received its upstream and downstream Internet packets,
respectively, through the SSMRI to the GW. When the SMC
moves from SSMRI to another MR and gets associated
with it, the SMC computes its SMRy, value and compares
SMR,,;, with SMRy. Let its SMRy value be less than
that of SMR . The SMC does not send location update
to the GW rather a forward pointer is added from SSMRI1
to new MR named as source current MR1 (SCMR1). When
the GW receives a downstream Internet packets destined at
the SMC, it encapsulates the packet with a header having
address of SSMRI1 as destination address. The GW then sends
the packets to SSMRI. On receiving, SSMR1 decapsulates
the packet and forwards it to SCMRI through forward
chain. Subsequently the SCMRI delivers it to the SMC. But
the upstream packets are sent directly to the GW without
tunneling. In this case, SMC sends the upstream packets
through the direct path from SCMRI to the GW. It does
not go through SSMRI. After residing some time in SCMR1
the SMC again changes its point of attachment and gets
associated with another MR. The SMC computes its SMRy;
and compares SMRy;- with SMR_,. Suppose this time its
SMRyc is higher than SMR_,;. The SMC sends location
update message to the GW. This message informs the GW
about SMC’s association with source serving MR2 (SSMR2).
The GW updates SMC’s serving MR in its location database.
After that all the packets, destined to SMC, are encapsulated
by a header having SSMR2’s address as destination address
and are directly sent to SSMR.

3.4.2. Routing of Intranet Packet. Intranet traffic routing
procedure is almost similar to Internet packet routing. But,
in this case packets do not go through the GW. MC sends the
upstream packets to its current MR. If the packets are part of
a continuing session the current MR adds an extra IP header
with each packet and the address of corresponding mesh
node’s serving MR is set as destination address. After that it
sends the packet to the corresponding MR directly. On the
other hand, if the packets initiate or respond to a new session,
before sending the first packet the current MR sends a query
message to the GW to know the serving MR of corresponding
MC. After getting reply from the GW the current MR updates
its database. Now it can follow the normal packet uplink
process.

Routing of downstream Intranet packets is straight for-
ward. The serving MR of an MC receives the packets destined
to it. Then the MR decapsulates and forwards the packets to
the current MR of the MC. The routing of Intranet packets by
the intermediate MRs is similar to that of Internet traffic.

Figure 2 shows an example scenario representing routing
of Intranet traffic. Let SMC communicate with corresponding
MC (CMC). The scenario is similar to that of Internet shown
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FIGURE 1: Routing of Internet packet.

in Figure 1. Handling of Intranet traffic is also similar. The
only difference is that, here CMC is at the other end of com-
munication instead of GW. When SMC is within the vicinity
of SSMRY], it sends upstream packets through SSMR1. SSMR1
adds an IP header to those packets. Address of corresponding
serving MR (CSMR) of CMC is set as destination address in
the IP header. After receiving the packets the CSMR decapsu-
lates and delivers those to CMC. In case of downlink packets
towards SMC, the same process is followed. When the SMC
moves to SCMRI the downlink packets for SMC are received
by SSMRI and forwarded to SCMRI. The uplink packets of
SMC are directly sent from SCMRI1 to CSMR. When the SMC
moves from SCMRI to SSMR2, SSMR2 handles the uplink
and downlink packets in the same way as it was in case of
SSMRL

Figure 3 shows an example representing message com-
munication among the mesh nodes for new session initial-
ization between SMC and CMC. At first SMC sends session
request to SCMR. After receiving the session initialization
request the SCMR sends a query message to the GW for
the address of CSMR of CMR. The GW sends reply to
SCMR informing it about CSMR of CMC. Then SCMR
sends encapsulated packet to CSMR. CSMR decapsulates
the packet and forwards it to corresponding current MR
(CCMR). CCMR delivers the packet to CMC. On receiving
the request CMC sends response message to CCMR. Again
CCMR searches for the SSMR of SMC as SCMR has done for
CMR. After that CCMR sends encapsulated packet to SSMR
of SMC. SSMR decapsulates the packet and forwards it to
SMC through SCMR.
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TABLE 1: Parameters and their interpretations for mathematical modeling and analysis.

Parameter Interpretation

M Total number of MRs in the network

o Average distance (hop count) from an arbitrary MR to the gateway

B The average distance between two arbitrary MRs

y Per hop communication latency

S Threshold value for SMR

A » Average number of packets in a session per time unit

tass Time interval between two consecutive location updates in M> scheme
active Average number of corresponding MCs in the WMN per MC

w Rate of reconnection when an MC switches from sleep mode back to active mode

Ao Average mobility rate of corresponding MC

A Average session arrival rate of corresponding MC
Ade Average session departure rate of corresponding MC
Oihe Average threshold value for SMR of corresponding MC
Tinter Percentage of downlink packets per Internet session
Tintra Percentage of downlink packets per Intranet session
I, Probability that an arriving session to an MC be an Internet session
I, Probability that a departing session from an MC be an Internet session
Py Average probability that current MR of MC does not know the location information of destination MC
pr Average probability that an MR broadcasts a network control message in its neighborhood
P, Average probability that the location query procedure is executed in WMM scheme
(i) Incoming and outgoing sessions at an MC occur
Internet according to Poisson process with parameter A, and
Location Ay, respectively [17].
database ii i i i
atabas g@ oW (ii) i{)::mdence. tllr;e (.tls)) qf the .I\;IlC in the Mfi foilsows an
= ponential distribution with parameter A, [18].
@ @ - ) g CMC The number of occurrences of an event within a time
CSMEI ) unit follows a Poisson distribution with parameter A if and
@ . ,@’7’ i\ only if the time elapsed between two consecutive occurrences
@ ; @ of the event has an exponential distribution with parameter
SSMR2 79~ / ) Py ' A and it is independent of previous occurrences [19]. It has
= ‘s ‘Mle é been assumed that the session arrival and departure rate
- ?G Tt -7 follow Poisson process with rates A ,, and A 4, respectively, and
SMC\ o %SSMM arrival and departure of a session are independent of previous
i sessions. So, intersession arrival time (t,) and departure time
SMC (t;) follow exponential distribution with parameters A, and
SMEC A4, respectively. Similarly, the number of associations of an
MC with MRs in a time unit follows Poisson distribution with
—> MC movement rate (mobility rate) A,.
pmpvee <-> Internet traffic In addition to the above mentioned assumptions some
@ Gateway parameters are also used for numerical analysis of the pro-
posed scheme and comparison with other baseline schemes.
% MR Table 1 shows the parameters used for mathematical model-
ing and their interpretations.
FIGURE 2: Routing of Intranet packet.
5. Numerical Analysis
4. System Model and Assumptions This section presents a numerical analysis of the proposed

SMR based scheme, MEMO, M?, and WMM. Based on the
assumptions and system model described in the previous
section total communication cost/time unit for each of the
schemes has been calculated. Handoff cost, packet delivery
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& 1
E Session reply | ! ' i | i
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F1GURE 3: Communication between mesh nodes for session initialization.

cost and query cost per time unit together form the total Using (4) on (2) P, can be calculated as
communication cost/time unit.
Considering both session arrival and session departure

SMR,¢ value can be calculated as Py = P(SMRy,c. < &)
th = MC < Oth
t
SMRy ¢ = ——. (1)
Me (tu + td) _ 0 5 2 AIAZ —1A; d
= t < thT Z N ) 1 e T
Probability that SMRy,- value be smaller than &, is 0 i=1 Hi =1 ( i~ i)
calculated as r
- [P < 0w
Py = P (SMRyc < 8y) =P ( ) <Oy 0
at 2)
/\ /\ 71/11 + A A 7T)L2 dr
:P(ts <6th (ta+td))' (A -A ) (/\ _AZ)
Lett, = t,, t; = t)A, = Ayand A; = A,.So, AA, o,
t,+ t; = t;+ t,.Lett; + t, = S,. The probability density (A -N) HJ P(t;<dy1)e dT]’

function of t; and t, for t > 0 is given as

fo® = fi () = A, L P aum e |

B 3) (5)
fo, @)= fi, (6) = Ae .
If A, # A,, from the theorem of convolution of exponen-

tial distribution with different parameters, presented in [20],
and (3), probability density function of S, can be calculated

If §y, - T = v, (5) becomes

as

MA, HJ"X’ A, /6 }
= P(t, < y)e?/°ng
5 () LUy D<) 7

(4) 0
_ “ Pt < y) e—yAz/amdyH ,
0

www.manharaa.com




—

The Scientific World Journal

(o)
J P(ts < y) e—ﬂl/&hdy
0

-,
_ SchAs
Ay (BpAs +Ay)

y
L Ase_"’xdx) e Mgy

(6)
Similarly,

8t2hAs

ISR

(o)
[ st neg-
0

From (5), (6), and (7) the value of Py, can be computed as

Py, = P(SMRyc < 0y,)

_AlAzAs&h[ L ]
A=A [ A (BpAs+ A1) A, (BpAs +Ay)

A 1 ) 1
- Ad - Aa /\a (8thAs + Aa) /\d ((SthAs + /\d) '

(8)
If A, = A, = A, from the theorem of convolution of
exponential distribution with same parameter [20, 21] and

(3) it can be written that S, follows gamma distribution with
parameter (2, 1) and has probability distribution function:

fo, () =Vte ™, (9)

Using (9) on (2) Py, can be calculated as

Py, = P(SMRyc < 8y,) = L [P(t, < 8yy7) N2 *77] dr.

(10)
If 8, - T = y, (10) becomes
A? I °°{ ~Oy/se) Y
= | Pt <y)e e —}dy
6th 0 6th
(o) 2
— A’_z J {(1 _e/\st)e—(/\)’/(sth)l} dy =1- LZ
S Jo S (A8 +A)
(11)
From (8) and (11) it can be written that
( /\a/\d/\sath
Ad - Aa
| — 1
Aa (athAs + /‘a)
Pth = 4 1 (12)
_—— | ifA_#A
Ta Gk, +Ad)] Hlat

5.1. Handoff Cost. In MEMO, when the MC moves from one
MR to another the old MR broadcasts route error message
informing other MRs that the MC has moved out of its
vicinity. Since each MR broadcasts the route error message,
cost of broadcasting the message is calculated as M. The new
MR proactively sends route reply message to the GW. The cost
for this route reply is « x y. After Handoft, if the MC wants
to continue the communication with any corresponding MC,
the new MR broadcast route requests message to all the MRs
for searching the corresponding MC. It has the cost of M.
The host MR of corresponding MC sends back route reply
message costing 8 x y. If the corresponding MC wants to
continue, its host MR performs the same procedure and the
new MR sends back route reply message. Since there are
N,ciive Dumber of corresponding MCs, the cost incurred in
this process is {N, v X (M + 3 X p)}. So, for MEMO handoft
cost in a time unit is calculated as

ChMEMO = {M taxy+ Nactive X (M + ﬁ X Y)} X As' (13)

In M?, the MC sends location update message to the
GW periodically once in every t,; time units. Otherwise, a
forward pointer is added from old MR to new MR. So, for M
the handoff cost in a time unit is calculated as

ChMaz{nyxtM3 1+¢xxy><i]»x)\s. (14)
[3VE 13YE
In WMM the no separate location update message is used
but location update is done through the packets sent from
source MC. Only a forward pointer is added from old MR
to new MR. Handoff cost in a time unit for WMM can be
computed as

In SMR based scheme, when the MC moves form vicinity
of one MR to another, the MC calculates its SMRy value,
compares it with &, and performs the handoft process. If
SMRyc is less than &y, a forward pointer is added from old
MR to new MR. Otherwise, new MR sends location update
message to the GW as well as all corresponding MRs. So, the
handoft cost can be calculated as

2- ’}/ lf SMRMC < 6th
Chsmr =

16
((X + Nactive : ﬁ) Y if S1v[RMC 2 Sth‘ ( )

The handoff cost in a time unit will be

Chsmr = 12Xy X P(SMRy;c < 8y,) + (& + Nyggive X )
X px P(SMRyc > 6)} x A

= {zxyxpth-"(‘x"'NactiveXﬁ)xyxpth}X)‘s'
(17)

5.2. Packet Delivery Cost. As the MC roams within the
WMN with respect to a starting reference MR, there are
two possibilities when it moves from one MR to another.
The MC can move to a previously visited MR or a new MR.
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If it moves to a previously visited MR, the displacement
(hop count) from the reference MR decreases. Otherwise, the
displacement increases by 1. The displacement depends on
the topology of the WMN and also the mobility pattern of
the MC. When the MC moves form one MR to another and
gets associated with it, calculation of MN’s displacement from
the reference MR is very complicated. For simplicity it has
been assumed that average displacement (with respect to hop
count) of the MC per MR association is ¢ [22]. For example,
let a MC move from MR A to MR B. While moving from A
to B the MC gets through ! number of association with MRs
and the distance (hop count) between A and B is k. So, from
the assumption it can be written that k = cl.

Packet delivery cost incurred by MEMO in a time
unit (Cyyenmo) consists of downlink Internet packet deliv-
ery cost (Cuineramemo)> uplink Internet packet delivery
cost (Cpiperamemo)> and Intranet packet delivery cost

(CpintraMEMO ) :

CpMEMO = CpinterdMEMO x Ap XAax1I,

Tinter

x m + CpinteruMEMO x Ap X Aa

Tinter

x I x(l—
a 100

) + CpinterdMEMO XA P

Tinter
x Ad X Id X 100 + CpinteruMEMO x /\p

Tinter

X /ld X Id X (1 - 100 ) + CpintraMEMO

x /lp x Aa x (1 - Ia) + CpintraMEMO

XAy X Agx (1-1,).
(18)

In MEMO the downlink Internet packets of MC are
directly sent from the GW to host MR. The host MR then
transmits it to MC. On the other hand, in case of uplink
packets the reverse procedure is followed. So,

Cpinteramemo = Cpinterumemo = & * V- (19)

For Intranet communication the host MR of source MC
transmits and receives the packets to and from the host MR
of destination MC directly. Thus, Intranet packet delivery cost
can be calculated as,

CpintraMEMO = ﬁ e (20)

Packet delive ime unit i ed by M in a time
cket delivery cost
cost (CpinteruM3)’
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downlink Intranet packet delivery cost (C.; i aqne)> and
uplink Intranet packet delivery cost (C l;

pintrauM?®
CpM3 = /\a XAP XIa

Tinter

100

Tinter ) )
100
Tinter ) )
100
Tintra ))
100
Tintra ))
100 //°

(21)

x <CpinterdM3 X + CpinteruM3 x (1 -

+Ag XA, X1y

Tinter

100
+ A x A, x (1-1,)

x (CpinterdM3 X + CpinteruM3 X (1 -

rintra

100
A x A, x (1-1,)

x (CpintradM3 X + CpintrauM3 x (1 -

7.
intra
+ CpintrauM3 x <1 -

x (CpintradM3 X 100

The cost of transferring the downlink Internet packets
from GW to the serving MR of the MC is a x y. The
serving MR forwards the packets to the current MR through
forward chain. Since average displacement of the MC per MR
association is ¢, the average chain length is (¢ X typ x A,)/2.
Thus, the downlink Internet packet delivery cost is

s XA
(CX M X S))X)/.

5 (22)

CpinterdM3 = (“ +

The uplink Internet packets are directly sent from current
MR to the GW without tunneling. The cost for uplink Internet
packet is

CpinteruM3 =axy. (23)

At first the downlink Intranet packets are sent from the
corresponding MC to the GW incurring cost of « x y. The
GW then sends the packets to the MC the same way it
did with downlink Internet packets which costs {(« + (¢ %
tys X Ag)/2) x y}. So, downlink packet delivery cost can be
calculated as

(cxtyp X Ay)

5 ) X y. (24)

CpintradM3 = (2 xXo+

Routing of uplink Intranet packets from current MR of
MC to GW has cost of & x y. Then tunneling and followed by
forwarding of those packets to the destination MC cost {(« +
(e x typ x Ag)/2) x y}. So, uplink packet delivery cost can be
calculated as

(cxtyp x Ay)

5 ) X . (25)

CpintrauM3 = <2 xXo+

In WMM, packet delivery cost per time unit
(Cpwmm) consists of downlink Internet packet delivery
cost (Cyiprerawnm)> uplink Internet packet delivery cost
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(Cpinterawmm)> cost for downlink Intranet packet delivery
through GW (Cpiragawmnt)> downstream direct Intranet
packet delivery cost (Ciraawnin)> cost for upstream Intranet
packet delivery through GW (Cpiyraguwmm)> and upstream
direct Intranet packet delivery cost (C;yrauwnim):

1nter

100
1= rinter)
100

mter

100
1- rinter)
100

+ CpintragdWMM x Ap x /\a X (1 - Ia) X pg X

CpWMM - CpmterdWMM X A X A x I X =
+ CpinteruWMM x Ap X Aa x Ia x (
+ CpmterdWMM X A X Ad X I X —

+ Cpinterl.lWMM x /lp x Ad x Id X (

Tintra

100

+ CpintradWMM X Ap X Aa x (1 - Ia) X (1 _pg)

rmtra
X = 100 CpintragdWMM x /\p x /\d
x (1 _ Id) x Pg 1ntra

100
+ Chintradwmm X Ap X Agx (1= 14) % (1 _pg)

Tintra
x 100 + CpintraguWMM X Ap X Au

x(l—Ia)xpgx<1—ri“ﬂ>

100

+ CpintrauWMM x /\p x )‘a x (1

_Iu)x(l _pg)

2
* (1 - lll(l)t(r)a> + CPintraguWMM X AP X Ad

7.
x(l—Id)xpgx<l—%tg‘)

+ CpintrauWMM X /\p X Ad X (1 - Id)

x(l—pg)x(l—%)

(26)

In WMM, MC sends its location information with every
packet (Internet or Intranet). Between the arrivals of two
consecutive packets at an MR, the movement of source MC
may result in a number of handofts and a chain of proxy
table entries may be formed. Such chain is similar to forward
pomter The chain associated w1th source MC gets reset

Average rate of Internet packet arrival at the GW from a
source MC is

Tinter
ey = Ao 331 (1= (355))

7
+Agx A, xT x(l—(ﬂ))
47 pd 100
On the other hand, average Intranet packet arrival rate at the
GW from the source MC is

ARintrag = Aa x Ap x (1 - Ia) x Pg
X (1 - r‘““a) +Agx A,
100 (28)

r.
x(l—Id)xpgx(l—%“Oa).

The summation of Internet and Intranet packet arrival
rate at the GW from the MC will together form the total
packet arrival rate. The interarrival time of two consecutive
packets is

AR
(27)

1

+ AR, 29)

T.
iag = AR

interg mtrag

The average distance an MC can move between two con-
secutive forward chain reset operations and can be computed
as

FCngMM - Tlag X A xc. (30)

So, the downlink Internet packet delivery cost is

CpinterdWMM = (“ + FCngMM) xy- (31)

Since uplink packets are sent to the GW directly from the
current MC of the MR without using any proxy table chain
entries, uplink Internet packet delivery cost is

CpinteruWMM =axy. (32)

The downstream Intranet packets that are sent through
the GW will first traverse from the corresponding MC to the
GW. This is similar to uplink of Internet packets. Then GW
sends those packets to the MC through the forward chain,
as it does with downstream Internet packets. So, cost for
downlink Intranet packet delivery through GW is

ChintragdWMM = (2 ot FCngMM) . (33)

The forward chain length for downstream Internet com-
munication of corresponding MC can be computed by
following the same process discussed above. Only A, A, and
A4 will be replaced by Ay, A,., and A4, respectively. So the
forward chain is

= (A x0)

Tinter
X(A’aCXApXIuX(l_W>

1.
+ A xA, %1 x(l—Lter>
dc P d 100

+ A XA, x (1=1,) X p,

c
FCngMM
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x(l——rli'(‘)tg)+)tdcx/\p

X (1 - Id) X pg
x (1 _ Tintra )>_1‘
100

The routing of upstream Intranet packets through GW is
the same as downstream Intranet packets through GW. The
only difference is that the source MC will directly send the
packets to the GW and forward chain will be used at the end
of corresponding MC. So, cost for upstream Intranet packet
delivery through GW is

(34)

CpintraguWMM = (2 X+ FC;mWMM) . (35)

The effective arrival rate of downstream Intranet packets
originated from a corresponding MC reaching the MC is

{/\px)\ux(l—Ia)+)td><)tp><(1—ld)}xr

AR. intra
x 100

intrad = N

active

(36)

Average interarrival time between two such consecutive
packet is

1
Tintrad = F

intrad

(37)

The average distance that the corresponding MC can
move within this time interval is

FCicntraWMM = Tintrad x /\sc 2 (38)

Delivery cost of upstream Intranet packets from source
MC to corresponding MC through the forward chain is

Cpintravwvivt = (B +F Chtrawnin) X V- (39)

The effective arrival rate of upstream Intranet packets of
source MC reaching a corresponding MC is

AR

intrau

{/\P X Ag X (1=T,) + Ag x A, x (1~ Id)} X (1= Tipra)

N, active X 100
(40)
In this case average interarrival time is
— (41)
intrau — ARimrau .

The average distance that the source MC can move within

(42)

The Scientific World Journal

Delivery cost of downstream Intranet packets from cor-
responding MC to source MC through the forward chain is

CpintradWMM = (ﬁ +F Cintrawmm) XY. (43)

In the proposed scheme, when the MC moves to a new
MR with respect to the forward chain from serving MR and
its SMRy;c < &y,, the forward chain length will increase by
1. But if it moves to any MR in the forward chain, the chain
length will decrease. Since average displacement of the MC
per MR association is ¢, it can be written that, when the MC
moves from one MR to another and its SMRy;c < &y, the
forward chain length will increase by c. The upper bound for
the forward chain length is (M — 1) and the required number
of MR association is (M — 1)/c¢).

In this scheme packet delivery cost in a time unit
(Cpsmr) consists of downstream Internet packet deliv-
ery cost (Cuinerasmr)> Upstream Internet packet delivery
cost (Cpinterusmr)> downstream Intranet packet delivery cost
(Cpintradsmr)> and upstream Intranet packet delivery cost

CpintrauSMR :

Tinter
CpSMR = CpinterdSMR B Ap x /\a X Ia X W

7.
+ Chinterusmr X Ap X Ag X I X (1 _ llr(l)tz)r)

Tinter
+ CpinterdSMR x /\p x /\d x Id X m

2
+ CpinteruSMR X Ap X Ad x Id x (1 - %tz)r)
T

intra

+ CpintradSMR X Ap x Aa X (1 - Ia) X 100

7.
+ CpintrauSMR X AP X Aa X (1 — Ia) X (1 _ llrgz)a)

T
+ CpintradSMR X /\P X /\d X (1 — Id) X lll(l)tz)a

rintra )
100 /-
(44)

+ CpinteruSMR X Ap X Ad x (1 - Id) x (1 -

The GW will send the downlink Internet packets to
the serving MR and the serving MR will forward these
packets to the MC through the forward chain. Let P(i) be the
probability that forward chain length of the MC is i x ¢ and
Chinterasmr () be the downstream Internet packet delivery cost
with that forward chain length. The cost per downstream
packet delivery can be calculated as

(M-1)/c
CpinterdSMR = z CpinterdSMR (i) - P (i)
i=0
= (1-Py)-a-y+(1-Py) Py (a+c)y
+(1=Py)-Pr - (a+2c)-y+--+(1-Py)

B (18,
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M-1
(@ (B 1))
C
y + PMVE @ (M-1)) -y
((M-1)/c)
l_Pth C]
(1_Pth)

= a-y+y-c Py

(45)
As a check it can be noted that

(M-1)/c (M-1)/0)-1
> P(i)=P

i=0

—

(M-D/o)-1 )
1 - (4
=({(1-Py,)- Py |+ Py =1.
i=0
(46)

The upstream packets from the MC will not be tunneled
by serving MR rather will directly be sent to the GW. So, cost
per upstream packet delivery is

CpinteruSMR = oy (47)

Current MR of corresponding MC will tunnel down-
stream Intranet packets of MC to its serving MR through
B number MRs. Then serving MR forwards the packets to
MC through forward chain. So, calculation of downstream
Intranet packet delivery cost is similar to that of downstream
Internet packets:

(M-1)/c
Z Cointradsmr () - P (i)

i=0
= (1=Pp) B-y+(1-Py) Py-(B+c)-y
+(1=Py) - Py, (B+2c) -y
Fo (1B BT (1 py)
() e

(B+M-1)-y

CpintradSMR =

1- p((M—l)/C)
= “v+v-c-P., - Z Tt
B-y+y th [ (1-Py)

(48)

In case of corresponding MCs, let the probability that its
SMR value is smaller than 8y, be Py,.. Calculation of P, is
similar to (8)

A Ay 8,
PC= ac’Vdc” scPthe
o )de_Aac

(49)
1 1

* |:Aac (athcAsc + )Lac) B Adc (6thc/\sc + Adc) '

from the current
on MC. Then the

1

serving MR of corresponding MC forwards the packets to it.
The cost for upstream Intranet packets is

(M=1)/c)
1- pthc

— (50)
(1 - Pthc)

CpintrauSMR = ﬁ'y+Y'C'Pthc' [

5.3. Query Cost. In MEMO, when the source MC sends
request to its host MR for initialization of Intranet session
and if the host MR does not have a route to the destination
MC it broadcasts a route request message which costs P, x M.
On receiving the route request the host MR of destination
MC sends back route reply costing 3 x y. So, query cost for
MEMO in a time unit is

Comemo = (Prx M+ Bxy)x(1-1I5)xAgx Py (51)

In M?, MC does not send any query message for Internet
or Intranet communication because all the packets are sent
through the GW.

In WMM, GW will execute location query procedure only
when it has packets to send to an MC before the MC initiates
the first Internet session, after the MC joins a WMN or wakes
up and reconnects to the WMN after staying in sleep mode
for some time. Let w,, and w, be switching rate from sleep
mode to active mode and the reverse mode switching rate,
respectively. As discussed in [5] the reconnection rate of MC
is

1 Wy, X wy

w =
l/w, +1/w,

= : 52
W, + W, (52)
For searching the MC, GW broadcasts route request
message to all the MRs of the WMN which costs P, x M.
The serving MR of corresponding MC sends back response
message costing « X y. So, query cost in a time unit is

Cqwmm = (P, X M +ax y) x P, X w. (53)

As Figure 3 shows, in the proposed scheme for initial-
ization of every departing session, the current MR of source
MC sends query message to the GW for locating destination
MR. The GW sends back the information of serving MR of
destination MC. From the end of destination MC, the current
MR of destination MC will also send such query message to
the GW for sending the reply packets to source MC. These
four message transfers will cost 4 x « x y. The query cost for
this scheme in a time unit is

5.4. Total Communication Cost. Total communication cost in
a time unit for MEMO, M?, WMM, and the proposed SMR

based scheme is denoted by TCyppmo> TCy> TCyynm» and
TCgyr> respectively. So, it can be written that

TCyemo = Chmemo *+ Comemo + Camemo

TCM3 = Cth + CpM3»
(55)
TCwmm = Chwmm + Cpwmm + Cqwmm>

TCour = Chsmr + Cpsmr + Cosmr-
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6. Fitness Function for Optimization

Each MC will periodically compute optimal threshold SMR
value SMR ;, using bat algorithm and will be set as &y,.
The objective of finding the SMR, is to minimize total
communication cost/time unit (TCgy;z). The fitness function
for the objective can be obtained by using (17), (44), (45), (47),
(48), (50), and (55). So, the fitness function is

f(8th):{z'y'Pth+(oc+Nactive'B)'V'Pth}

A 1- P((M—l)/c)
'AS+V.C.Pth' i(#
100\ 1-p, (56)

: [rinter (/\u : Iu + Ad : Id)

* Tintra (Aa ’ (1 - Ia) + /\d : (1 - Id))] :

7. Performance Analysis

In this section, the performances of MEMO, M?, and WMM
are compared with the proposed scheme in terms of handoff
cost, packet delivery cost, and total communication cost per
time unit under different mobility rate, session arrival rate,
and session departure rate. To compare the cost incurred by
any of the three schemes (C_y,.,) with that of proposed SMR
based scheme (Cgy) the following metric is used

Cp.—C
F% = (M) x 100. (57)
CSMR

If Cother > Csmpro it can be said that the cost incurred
by the other schemes is F% higher compared to the SMR
based scheme. Otherwise, the cost of the other scheme is
F% less compared to the SMR based scheme. The variation
in the value of SMR_, with the change in A, A, and A,
is also analyzed. Table 2 shows the default values of the
parameters used in the numerical analysis. Here second is
considered as time unit. To find the optimal threshold SMR
value (SMR ;) for minimum total communication cost/time
unit bat algorithm is used with population size 100, number
of generation 50, loudness 100, and pulse rate 0.5.

Figure 4 shows the variation in handoff cost/sec of
MEMO, M?, WMM, and the proposed SMR based scheme
with respect to the increase in A,. In this case, the values
of A, and A, are assumed to be 0.2 and 0.5, respectively. In
MEMO after every handoff the old MR of MC broadcasts
route error message in the entire network and new MR
sends route reply message to the GW proactively. Thus it
incurs high handoff cost/sec. In M? location update messages
are sent by the MC to the GW after a static time interval.
Therefore, the MC has to send location update message less
frequently and handoff cost/sec becomes less compared to
MEMO. In case of WMM, MC does not send any location
update message rather location information is carried by each
data packet originated from the MC. So, the handoff cost/sec
is_the lowest among all other schemes. In the proposed
scheme, the MC sends location update message to the GW
and the host MRs of corresponding MCs only when its
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TABLE 2: Default parameter values.

Symbol Value
y 0.1
AP 200
o 50
M 1000
P, 05
B 50
Pq 0.1
Pg 0.5
toss 1200
C 0.4
Nactive 30
I, 0.8
I, 0.7
Tinter 0.8
Tintra 0.5
w, 1/1200
, 1/600
Ao 03
A 0.05
A 05
e 0.36

8000

7000 +
% 5000 |
% 4000 |
’g 3000 +
£ 2000 |

1000 +

0 £ 4 £ £ 3 G £ £
0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Aa
S —=— WMM
—— MEMO —— SMR

FIGURE 4: Handoff cost/sec versus A,.

SMR is greater than or equal to &, This leads to less
frequent location updates. Handoft cost/sec of MEMO, M3,
and WMM is constant even if A, increases. This is because
the frequency of sending location update message of the
three schemes remains unchanged with the increase in A,.
On the other hand, in SMR based scheme, as A, increases
SMR value of MC increases and frequency of SMR value
crossing Oy, also increases. Thus handoff cost/sec increases
with the increase in A, but the rate of increase is very little.
Therefore, average handoff cost/sec of MEMO is 45,588.35%
higher compared to the proposed SMR based scheme. On
the other hand, compared to the SMR based scheme M’
and WMM incur 99.70% and 99.71% less average handoft
cost/sec, respectively.
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Packet delivery cost (s)

—8- WMM
~4— SMR

M
— MEMO

FIGURE 5: Packet delivery cost/sec versus A,.

Figure 5 shows the change in packet delivery cost/sec of
MEMO, M’, WMM, and SMR based scheme with respect
to the increase in A,. MEMO has the lowest packet delivery
cost/sec since packets are directly delivered to the current MR
of MC and no chain for packet forwarding is used. In M°,
the packets are forwarded through long forward chain. The
forward chain length keeps growing and gets reset after some
fixed time interval. This results in the highest packet delivery
cost/sec in M®. In WMM a chain of proxy table entries is
formed due to the mobility of MC within the time interval
between two consecutive packet arrivals originated from the
MC to the GW or corresponding MC. The packets have to
go through the forward chain which is of significant length.
In the proposed SMR based scheme because of the selection
of optimal threshold SMR value packets have to traverse
through the forward chain of optimal length. The packet
delivery cost/sec of the MEMO increases with increase in A,
but it is due to the increased number of packet transfer/sec.
As A, increases, packet delivery cost/sec of M also increases
because more numbers of packets are forwarded through
the long forward chain. In WMM because of increase in A,
though the forward chain resets will be frequent but more
number of packets has to go through the forward chain. That
is why the packet delivery cost/sec increases as A, increases.
In SMR based scheme A, is incorporated in the calculation
of SMR and optimal value for J, is selected dynamically.
As a result the packet delivery cost/sec remains close to that
of MEMO with the increase in A,. Therefore, compared to
SMR based scheme M> and WMM have 110.16% and 8.8%
higher average packet delivery cost/sec, respectively. On the
other hand, MEMO incurs 0.99% less average packet delivery
cost/sec compared to the SMR based scheme.

Figure 6 shows the change in total communication
cost/sec of MEMO, M®, WMM, and SMR based scheme
with respect to the increase in A,. MEMO has the highest
total communication cost/sec. This is due to its huge location
update cost/sec and significant query cost/sec. Total commu-
nication cost/sec of M’ is lower than MEMO because M’
incurs much lesser handoff cost/sec than MEMO. Handoff
cost/sec of WMM is the minimum but it incurs a significant
amount of packet delivery cost/sec. Because of this, its total
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FIGURE 6: Total communication cost/sec versus A,.
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FIGURE 7: Handoff cost/sec versus A,,.

communication cost/sec is higher than SMR based scheme.
In case of the proposed scheme due to the incorporation
of A, in SMR calculation and dynamic selection of optimal
Oy,» total communication cost/sec is the least among all the
schemes discussed. So, compared to SMR based scheme,
MEMO, M?, and WMM incur 575.11%, 105.59%, and 6.43%
higher average total communication cost/sec, respectively.
Change in handoff cost/sec, packet delivery cost/sec,
and total communication cost/sec of the four schemes with
respect to A, are shown in Figures 7, 8, and 9, respectively.
Here, the values of A, and A, are assumed to be 0.2 and 0.5,
respectively. With the increase in A; handoft cost/sec and
packet delivery cost/sec of all the four schemes will show the
similar behavior as it was in case of A ,. The reasons for that are
also similar. Average handoft cost/sec of MEMO is 45596.39%
higher than SMR based scheme. But compared to SMR based
scheme, M? and WMM incur 99.70% and 99.71% less average
handoff cost/sec, respectively. On the other hand, average
packet delivery cost/sec of MEMO is 0.99% less than SMR
based scheme. But, in comparison with SMR based scheme,
M’ and WMM has 101.83% and 8.58% higher average packet
delivery cost/sec, respectively. Other than, handoff cost/sec
and packet delivery cost/sec, query cost/sec is also another
factor that will affect total communication cost/sec of MEMO
and SMR based scheme with the increase in A;. In case of
MEMO, if an MC wants to initiate a session and its host
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FIGURE 8: Packet delivery cost/sec versus A,.

9000 r r r r r r r r
8000 | |
7000,M
6000 4
5000
4000 + g
3000 T
2000 W‘

1000 o —e—8—9— 9 °©

Total communication cost (s)

0 1 1 1 1 1 1
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Ag
— M —=—- WMM
—+— MEMO ~4— SMR

FIGURE 9: Total Communication cost/sec versus A ;.

MR does not have a route to the destination, the host MR of
the MC broadcasts query message to all the MRs and GW
of WMN. This cost increases as A, increases and thus total
communication/sec will also increase. In case of the SMR
based scheme, before initiating a session the current MR of
the MC sends query message to the GW and as A increases,
query cost/sec will increase. So, total communication cost/sec
will increase as A, increases but it will be the least due to
dynamic selection of optimal threshold SMR value. Average
total communication cost/sec of MEMO, M?, and WMM is
574.8%, 106.04%, and 6.12% higher than SMR based scheme,
respectively.

Figure 10 shows the change in packet delivery cost/sec of
MEMO, M?, WMM, and SMR based scheme with respect to
A,. Here, both A, and A, are assumed to be 0.5. In MEMO,
if A, increases, number handoff/sec will also increase and the
host MR has to send and receive more route request and route
reply. So, handoff cost/sec will increase at higher rate as A
increases. The handoff cost/sec of M*> and WMM will not
increase much as A, increases. This is because in M periodic
location update messages are sent and in WMM no explicit
location update is sent. In case of SMR based scheme with
the increase in A there is slight increase handoff cost/sec

ic selecti i hreshold value &,
> handoft cost/sec
R based scheme.
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FIGURE 11: Packet delivery cost/sec versus A_.

On the other hand, compared to SMR based scheme M’
and WMM incur 99.63% and 99.64% less average handoft
cost/sec, respectively.

Figure 11 shows the change in packet delivery cost/sec of
MEMO, M?, WMM, and SMR based scheme with respect to
A, MEMO does not use any forward pointer, so with increase
in A, the packet delivery cost/sec will be constant. In M?
as A increases, the MC performs more number of handoffs
between two consecutive location updates. Thus the packets
have to go through longer forward chain and packet delivery
cost/sec will increase. Packet delivery cost/sec of WMM
increases a little as A increases. This is because here session
arrival and departure rate is assumed to be constant. It results
in a constant but small time interval between two consecutive
location updates and with the increase in A the packets will
traverse little larger forward chain. In SMR based scheme
the value of 8, is adjusted dynamically. Though A increases,
the forward chain does not increase much and as a result
there will be very little increase in packet delivery cost/sec.
Compared to the SMR based scheme, M> and WMM have
135.85% and 8.47% higher average packet delivery cost/sec,
respectively. But MEMO has 1.2% less average packet delivery
cost/sec than SMR based scheme.

Figure 12 shows the change in packet total communi-
cation cost/sec of MEMO, M’, WMM, and SMR based
scheme with respect to A,. Total communication cost/sec
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incurred by MEMO will increase at the highest rate as A,
increases. This is because of its highest increase rate of hand-
off cost/sec. The increase in total communication cost/sec
of M? is higher than WMM and SMR based scheme as A,
increases. Highest increase rate of packet delivery cost/sec
incurred by M” is the main reason behind this. WMM’s total
communication cost/sec remains higher than SMR based
scheme as A, increases. This is because it has higher packet
delivery cost/sec and significant amount of query cost/sec.
In SMR based scheme both handoff cost/sec and packet
delivery cost/sec are optimal, so the total communication
cost/sec of SMR remains the least as A increases. Compared
to SMR based scheme average total communication cost/sec
of MEMO, M?, and WMM is 826.09%, 130.14%, and 5.85%
higher, respectively.

Two components of total communication cost/sec: hand-
off cost/sec and packet delivery cost/sec, are opposite to
each other. It means, if for an MC the earlier increases the
later will decrease and vice versa. Thus both of the costs
need to be optimized so that total communication cost/sec
is minimized. The scheme was proposed to reduce total
communication cost/sec. Optimal threshold SMR (J,,;,) value
is determined dynamically and it is set as &, for minimum
total communication cost/sec. Figure 13 shows the effect of
changein A, and A, on . If the value of A, increases SMR
value will also increase. Initially optimal threshold SMR value
(84 increases with increase in A, to avoid drastic decrease in
forward chain length causing very high handoff cost/sec. At
higher values of A, 8.y, decreases as A, increases. It helps to
keep the packet delivery cost/sec as minimum because it has
become more important component of total communication
cost/sec with higher A,. On the other hand, if A, increases
more handoffs will take place and to reduce high handoft
cost/sec longer forward chain is desirable. But too long
forward chain will result in higher packet delivery cost/sec.
If the value of A increases SMR value will decrease. For small
value of A optimal threshold SMR value (J,,) increases with
increase in A,. This reduces frequency of location update
operation. For small value of A, less frequency of location
update operation will not cause drastic increase in forward
chain length. So, both handoff cost/sec and packet delivery
cost/sec are balanced such that total communication cost/sec
is the minimum. In later section of the figure, when A; is
higher, §, decreases as A increases. This is to avoid very long
forward chain which in turn reduces packet delivery cost/sec.
Thus minimizing total communication cost/sec. Figure 14
shows effect of change in A; and A, on §,. From the figure
it can be observed that the change in §,y;, due to variation in
A4 and A, follows the same trend as in case of Figure 13 and
the reasons for that are also similar.

8. Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, a SMR based mobility management scheme has
been proposed. The proposed scheme is per user based. Each
MC periodically calculates optimal value of threshold SMR
for minimum total communication cost/sec. The value of &,
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FIGURE 12: Total communication cost/sec versus A .

FIGURE 14: Effect of A, and A; on §,.

is adjusted dynamically based on that optimal threshold SMR
value.

An analytical model for performance evaluation of the
proposed scheme has been developed. The proposed scheme
is also compared with MEMO, M?, and WMM. Analytical
results show that the proposed scheme performs better than
the rest of the three schemes. The variation in average forward
chain length with respect to increase in session arrival rate,
session departure rate, and mobility rate is also analyzed in
this paper.

Investigation on the possibility of extending the proposed
scheme for WMNs with more than one GWs remains as
future work. In addition exploration possibility for use of
caching in the proposed scheme to reduce signaling overhead
also remains as future work.
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