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Abstract: As originally designed for wired networks, TCP (transmission control protocol) congestion control
mechanism is triggered into action when packet loss is detected. This implicit assumption for packet loss mostly due
to network congestion does not work well in Mobile Ad Hoc Network, where there is a comparatively high
likelihood of packet loss due to high bit error rate (BER) and node roaming. Such non-congestion packet loss, when
dealt with by congestion control mechanism, causes poor TCP performance in MANET. All improvement
mechanisms have two distinct phases: problem detection and problem solving. This paper attempts to address this
problem by first summarizing over several major reasons for such mis-behavior, an in-depth analysis and the
detailed comparison between different solutions are proposed to improve at each of the two phases. Finally, some
new research directions for optimizing TCP performance in MANET (mobile ad hoc network) are suggested.

Key words:  MANET (mobile ad hoc network); TCP (transmission control protocol); performance; packet loss

# . /:4% TCP(transmission control protocol) &2 A A & W 4% it, CRIX L E X AL RA&IMET| A& XA
13X T~ 863E B F MANET (mobile ad hoc network),E 5 MANET F iR 7 M E £ A5 E A £ 8 TR & 4Fi74
O RAHEFREINROZCNE. S HNEMER L E QI A5 TCP 4512 M ik £ AN Bz 4] M 7| A2

* Supported by the National High-Tech Research and Development Plan of China under Grant Nos.2001AA112040, 2001AA112136
(K s H AW 5T K& & 71 %1(863)); the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No.60272078 ([ & H 28 B} %5 4x)
ERE T BEF(1969—), 93,0 Bl vF A I8 A4z, TR, T 2R E0y v SEHL R 45 i N U R 48 7h R R (1966 —), 3, 1
WESE 0, E BTN MANET, TS WL 4% $% LE 4K (1940 —), 3, W 50 B3, 18 1 24 S O, 3 BERIF 9% A8k by R — 40 0 4% 1 3R 446 40 s SR A
(1950—), 55, i = 5T 0, T A 3 0, 32 TR T 408l 4 NG, o) 2% 0l



g F % MANET ¥ TCP BGHAF A 4234 235

TCP M AR T AEAT BCHEALH] AR T VA 5 A K IL IRV AL A= i 2k 9] AL A AN B8 646 T MANET F #7f1 TCP M4t
84 25 F ) 2L 2R AT 3d B I 1°) R Ae iR ok B RL AN B st B — N B RN ST AT E AT T % &
MiAe 8RB 488 T MANET F TCP 4R AL 69 BF 5 7 1.

X##17: MANET(mobile ad hoc network); TCP(transmission control protocol); 4 &%; €L% %

HEESES: TP393 SCERFRIRED: A

%5 H 4121 M 2% (mobile ad hoc networks, & 7% MANET) /& —Fl 18 3l 15 55 21 B 10 1 41 23010 T 26 W9 4% B
7 (R E EL A i R A P D Dh e B LRI Bl R A MANET HA 1R = 1 AR A7 e 07 Fl R 35k, mT
P2 I8 R 00 RAS o gt v ] 5 4 1ALt PR PR v T B Al 15 SR I I S TILAE.

TCP(transmission control protocol) & —Ff {1 [a] 3% (1) ] 5 A% 4 J2 Vsl e W2 0 A e s s ok th T
2 I 2 % T SE AR R AR 2 TCP AN 5B 2 £ ) 48 1 26 T 2 B0 7E MANET b B85 3% 1) e R IS 28 R RS 8 55 4
ST, 2 AR A SR B DI S 2 S EUELY . TCP 3 2% FE JE 4 28 (R 2 8L )7 A1 25 A, T SRS Jon et s 4
f£45 TCP N T- MANET ™, & x40 90 58 L3 FIEL 25 2R Al 4 J2 0 25 4 ZE b i, AT 15 b gk N A 2 42 1, 31X
¥ T O™ 5 1 2E g e

(19 TCP Suidk T AF, FRATTHE Sk T4 23 1 780 30 R0 il At e oo A Jod e, G o i) R0 L 3 I 77 R 300 1) R A A 3 7
TG I 4 A 4 1) R A Y R 2 BT DA R B FR B 51 H SR 2 TR N MANET 485 45 5 2% I BR 5% v % 3L 1)
RO A TR 9 R K T 5, e ke ) ) JEL AL D) B R AR 22

AE 1 FHERESE TCP LA MANET #1520 TCP PERERT 6 AN 528l L 28 2 F5id TCP SN K&
I TR A AL LA 3 R R PO TR RS B4 S R R .

1 TCPEIWREE

{4 TCP PHZEEHIDLEIR A T 4 FHLHEICHIE 1 Fr7R): 249 ZE & 1 (cwnd)(Ch 223 ] ik I, X B 28 6 1
2 8 B KR V2 T 0 A0 A 25, 70 S B S I P T 2E o R Fe I KR N A H0 /N T2 R 3 T BR % [ ssthresh
IF, SR 1 53 S AL, F T 2R 00 14 2% 1 R H A 5, B A s A A N 2 Jesownd B0 1525 cwnd KT TTRRE K
ssthresh I1F, 5% FI 41 2 d&k G ML ), 8k S0 7T B8 i A2 1 40 2, JF S T fi % 000w R A o, 4 A B0 60 ok B 2 S
cwnd+=1/cwnd; 24 5 1% I 5 21 52 ACK(DupACK) I, 5% H R i = A% AL 7 & Dup ACK 5 7 1 Biodha £, A S i
WS HLAIXS cwnd F ssthresh 87 I, 8 40 138 A\ 12 )3 B B ; 24 T 4% € B #% RTO(retransmission timeout)i# i B,
MG S BB B AE MANET A R LA 3= 22 8 338 % TCP M g 1 FEIK. TCP B A 2 ASWUAS, 48 30 = ZEEE X4
AT N A 3ETE D TCP FRAS, Wl reno,newreno,SACK.

1.1 MEIFE

MANET 4% (1) % Y5 Al A B, T HLBE 5 5 AL 38 2 DU K TCP i 2 326 i A2 Ao 195 52 1 388 o, 0 286 5 07
PR AR AR AN S AR SCER[1-3) W0 AL 40 TCP KM ewnd A3 T — MR B, 3T 28 B 0 355 407
MANET 1 8 #35d F 3403k, X 2 P 5 N Bl MANET H 1 2€.
1.2 Lb4FiRAS

TCLEHE B R IT G RN AR 2 R0 RN, N2 W2 MANET 15 18 3% F JF 800 B (515 T0 26
W 4% HL A Ly R4 2K (bit error rate, fii #X BER) 1% 4 5 88 IR A0 53 25 F1 = 2k, R I ity 25 A g IR 48 9 28, e i 0
R e P EUNE NS )G 8),3E K TCP P RE T F%.
1.3 HafEashEm

R A B3 R H e R IS AR R v R S AR B R K B R B RTO BRI AN B 1% B % B, 1A
S E R B YE AT A R A T 25 % b T e 4 I e VI B R 4% e R AR i VR A )R TCP N 4% 87 BV 52 44326 25 2K I 4
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P, 10 FLAR AN 122308 N A% 3 2Tk /N1 2 6 11, DR 32 8 IRF D Jir BT 5 A 2 P 2 4 2.

B A% 58 TCP AN g 23 FE4 22 70 st vP 67, 76 RTO 3 I IS B 28t A 16 530, o 36 3t 19E A 18 13 3 TRAE 3
WAL BIEAE RTO B IN A #% 75 2 W R, R 2% it L R IE I RTO B IN A fi J 3 4%, I8 oA 326 ity /R 200 1 B 1l 2
2252 ;Dup ACK. AN GE AR PX A 0] 780, DAL A #2284 vl B & HE BT (%) ACKLHH T~ MANET H i 515 sl & ] #2.8),
T S B LI, 1K B OK B AR TCP 4 .

Connect

ACK » Timeout

Slow start ssthresh<—cwnd/2
cwnd«—MSS+cwnd wldeMSS
3rd DUPACK

ssthresh«—cwnd/2 If (cwnd>ssthresh)
cwnd<-MSS

Fast retransmit/
fast recover;

DUPACK
cwnd<cwnd+MSS cwnd<—cwnd+MSS*MSS/cwnd

Fig.1 FSM of conventional TCP congestion control
K1 kg8 TCP i ZE 37 Tl i) A7 BRARASHL
1.4 ELFF )

7E MANET 9,8t V)4t 2 51 L3 MANET O fif 9 RS 2088 30 516 1 i bl = 0 i 456 FH 22 s A2 85 el b
W, U1 TORA(temporally-ordered routing algorithm)™), £ 5| L ¢ $3s £ 5L ¥ K5 51 200 &% 7% DupACK, F
BRI i AN 0 B IR HE O, I N 9 2R A B B
1.5 ACKZH 55

MANET H 77 7645 22 Bl 5RO AN SR DR 38, A 906 3 28 4 e (R AN P R ERL. 22 4 i o 51 8 O R SR A B
50 EAT M TCP AN PR A Bt A R ml f:(1) /7 17) 1 S04 0 /2 M 305(2) Ji5 i ACK AL A2 LS.
SF5 1P 0190 e 2 1) 2 AR AR /I, DR Ay s i AN 2 k0N 1 1T 565 2 B S 6 TCP 1) 5 i D 58 o 7 3, 1R ol ACK
Tk ACK 4078 b 1A % 55 28T 42 ACK BR3¢ 1 326 i P B8040 070 5 o, 388 0 ) 4% £ 4] 2
FIATEE I ] Bk

1.6 MACEA 2 F &g

IEEE 802.11 & T2k M 4% MAC J2 IS sdsifl, & T2 M T WLAN Ml MANET .78 WLAN 1, H Tt
R R 5 25 () AR R BT AN 5 0 TCP A A P2 AH & #F MANET H, 71 20T Ab A7 & (19 AN 1R], TCP 45 H L
AR ES K A M A EPLMANET A (X R AN AP P JEAN I TCP BTl (19,2 A A 25 & 2 T UDPH &
T TCP 5§ MANET iR B 044 K 2 %, T LA /& MANET 1 TCP Seik ) — AN 5532 7 1733 S8R 23 47 i) R )
TRAARYRAE T

(1) 7F 802.11 P, 75 g R IE— MU 2 5, 8 S 1R [0,CWoin— 11 Z M BEHLIE B —MEAE R T —A
O (035 40 B 1020 RUR LA RN I, B 25 M[0,2" X CWin—112 18] BE WL %6 6 — AMMEAE h TR B A 1) 35 4+
Fom b S R I IR B AR, TN R 36 Ji5 5 4 1 1 50 /I 30 R A4 R 326 T 1 4 s Ak T 3 40 A0 2 b A, AN T 5
SR Y- B8 ) 0L o e 36 Aol 300 9 AR 24P 8,

(2) MANET 2% H I 5% 58 A0 i) F80RE A 75 5 2879 25K I Ay R 0, 100 5 b — 61 K 1 58 4 AN 31
5l

3T LA b AR TCP 4 8 6 52 0 PR 22 FRA T I 1 2, D1 5 TCP 4 58 b i 37 6L 77 R AR 41 28 25, 456 7 J 326 g AT
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B NN IE S B BT A T TCP Mg IR 7E MANET il 7] — A TCP Uit A | 7 2305 4RI 5 1) ACK
B2 1) R 58 4 A A5 99 2 43R I 1) (round  trip time, ] FX RTT)AEK, 34 i M2 445 BB AT 194 28 AR B0 v 5 L F0 385 2 80
T 2 B P R DU T S0 B IH T A R385, AT e 77 ) 24 JE R ANERGE

DRI, 5 3E TCP 1A B AN T 50U 2 o(1) AR I3t it A D0 3% (1) B SR A 5(2) SR8 2 e v vy J AR ) 4k 1P
JZ B AR Z A MAC JZ ARG 2 30 2 55 1a) U B i) RELARE o o e, 2 e 47 1 J 341,

2 EEAIEMESEE

e B0 DL o R A B 036 i TCP RS I W 4R, it i B4, W S8l BLPA%, e 2 e 8L TCP i
R S SR AR IR T L R T 4 A B LI R o3 D 3 SR (L 2 B ) BRI AN 1Y L TCPJZ A
T AR AT R TP JR AT 5 B AT 1 aa i e e J2 A B 5 .

Sender Receiver

TCP (@ TCP

A4 ®| A —» TT-DS

. > I
LLENNG) R-'5 R o¥E=we P

vy Ad = =§ [T-IDS, LT-IDS

DL pL il il pL

® ® @ T e » IT-DS, LT-DS

Fig.2 The mechanism of TCP problem detection and feedback
2 TCP 500 R 5 1 R IR AL

214 i) R A I R e AR o R () — 5 A R B3 7 A de R ) R AR T R SR X P A B B el S A
I (1071 RARCHEL 3 5 LA A AR B LA B AT R e — ik,

Xt T TCP J2 R Ik, 1t S 2 Sk R At v ik 5t e A [0 10 705 0 5 Bl 2 080 it R O o B, 306 it e ) S0 ),
I 5% F 25481 ECN(explicit congestion notification)!" 11 ¥ TCP JZ 417 LI, it TCP JZ2BEAT 15 A3, JoA T HR X Fl
541538 H L H TT-DS(TCP-TCP direct-singling).

X IP Z R IR, A P RIE AR AL (1) I i) IR 5 R CRT RE r )4 A, A% i, W] A e Wi )
A R AN E A BB A0 %, W SR ICMP W R FRATTRR X R4S A A% 3% HL I IT-DS(IP-TCP
direct-singling);(2) &L s 38 i 2 AL ECN ML TP JZ 15715 7 V2,46 R I 45 SR A% 386 45 Wity AT 1Bk 3L TT-1DS
(IP-TCP indirect-singling), %% J5 M3 I3 () TCP JZ2 %1 TT-DS 154 MLk 11 A 2% it 4% 8 7 L.

o - HHE B B 2 R O Ik R AR AT R A AR BB AL (1) T8 AME A T T R v B IX A A AR L
HI4 LT-DS(link-TCP direct-singling);(2) it 2L ECN ML i 1P 24415 7 22,45 D0 45 SRA% 3df 4 2 i oy O
3424 LT-IDS(link-TCP indirect-singling), $& 5 ¥t 1) TCP Jz K H TT-DS 15 - WLl 1) 2 3 A% 33 1 .

2.1 TCPERIFLIMIIESFiE

TCP JZ & B A 85 A 32 32 H A2 X 0 41 58 « 3505 2 A 0 B oy vh Ik 240 TCP J2 ) JBUR BT AR 75 32T 2 P
{1 42 2R i, I AR 2 1SO L4325 BT 2. I 17 i T 4 81 f 8 T 0 A D 0 8 L 7 v LA, TCP 22— M R T
Jo R SREERAEWT R TCP PR B AR R 22, 08 R U M R0 (1) 1 2l o 43 B s T 1 7 TR AR I
T2 R 2 AE TCP 2 B AT A RFAE, h A g R0 0B (R kg et 25 X ), D 4 v R 5% if @ then b 45
¥9);(2) TCP |24 3h b 00 I B 4 A 8 ACK 4, $2HL TCP JZ AT A RFAE;(3) Kr$R BRI 100 £ S5 S T 90 U 42 44
W7 5 2 ¥ L I iR A
2,11 ELF B e T R 2 1 1R

204 2 32 i DR MBS ¥ 0 0% 411 2 11 00 N 45 ) )i Biflel 23 ek 70 S5 30 6 vl 58y ik i) 38 32 3 Sk A 40 067 T A 1) 4B
W A5 IE A (HR % RFC1323: 41 e & 32 o 5% FH IR [0 385 3% 0 3k timestamp, JU) 422 W80 sty 467 22 50 31 1) 330308 40+ 1)
timestamp Y, A 0 25028 H 7S 0 #1032 B0 40 16 ACK A ), JLREF2 30 R 8058 1 AN FAR S AL x 19 H e A
ts_first_rexmit, 77 ¢ 3 AL H0d 60 x AH Y. ACK AL I 4 1% ACK AL (1 I8 [R) 38K ¢_ack FH ox_first_rexmit FLER, Q1
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RAHEE WA 1% ACK 0,5 55 A% B0 A0 AR S 17, DU) 1) A 193 2% 4110 28 A 158 2 TE B AR A SR ¢ ack<sx first rexmix, Bf)
% ACK A 25 (12 T 2 T IR 8 U R 326 T AN 2 i ok T A PR I TR K326 DU A1) A 199 45 471 2 10 48 8 10 1 2 o [
AR,

EEXF MANET Hpr22 5 B 3L 05, SCHIR[ 13158 FH Jet 2K xR D0 S48 7 09 8¢ (1 IR &8 A 2 3 4 DupACK
S 0 Ty B P B A L A T 2 TN 2R 5 R A, AN E I ZE s U B U A Ty 2 5 (78R U E) DupACK 44
R S T 1, 1 A 48 TCP 45\ A T 6L 405 e 41 2 75 | 308 Jok S0 8 471 1f) 40 T, A 75 i 308 iy i A A 15 )
AT 1140 KR 2 9 /1.

B A A 3% i S DT X 4% 10 2 17 0E N J B s o) S A S Ut e R AR A, SCRR[ 14140 H T % I A I B0 10—
4% Jia R M) £ DR A R N 5 Dup ACK HE 12 5 2 AN 28 38 40 J5 14 T I 20 P9, 7R R IR 31 ACK A5, 50 R WA
AT I v A T AN 0 20 T 2, 5 HL B B o e LA P L S b SR 141 BT R T I AS T B AR L Eifel!')
SEA—FE, AL SCER[ 141 10 S50 T, /& RTT (MESR G050, 1 SCRRT 120+ (% 2 500 RS A 10 I [ 28

FEdR G — Bk TCZR 1) WLAN 9 25 37 55 v, 22 G 2k 28 it i I HE B, 5 DR I, O 482 8¢ i m)T I 3ol 22 080 380 1) 4 201
T 5 ok 4 W7 25 DRI 100 g1 SRR [ 157 ST PR A0 0 T 00 ) Ay < o D o 25 -~ 349 o i) I F 2 2 100 25 2 g X 4 9
FEA, T % 1] o A5 79 s~ S5t 0 B0 B R 2B 60, 25 2k ) B DR 5 k. T/E MANET 43 B AL B A5 4L
T2 RN S840 T A0, T, SCHRL 1748t T — 7ol 281 iy 10 i3 A Q0 R 126 i ot A% S 110 500 A6 92 ) e T K 13, 1
B 422 00 ol B 00 B b A5 A 3 B30 A8 9 AF T P ) 48 3R (one-way  delay, fiiFk OWD). 2 &% F I, 5K Fl “F 1y
FEAE I J7 720 22 kAL 1 OWD (3 70 & 1R R A sURU 2 OWD /B OWD AT R R 34 i i A 11 A0 2
BENLIR L E 2 OWD (K KEE OWD AbF A & AL A 25 KR I 28 28k 0 5 U IR S 3%
Wi 43 I S% B ECN F1 ELN(explicit loss notification) '8Py fft TT-DS KL il i) 5 3% 338 75

M TCP 7E BT MR 3 £ (knee) P RTT (AR 4k, SCHR[ 191482 H T —Ffr A4 ZE (= BEET X BEAL ) F AL
PUAHLAE] G E AR A RTT BN 45 5540 79 RTT BB, I R BN 51 K 102 2 24 K13 05 A (B A A
TR,

N T G 3R pR AR Y 48 901 2E fixed-RTOPOMR T — B3 T 2 28 i 1) C 202 I B 1 )i & s, 3L )3 &
SR 24 K 3% vty RTO 3 5 H I B B3t A A HE BT 6 v e T A 2 199 45 411 2 . Fixed-RTO A i) 38 & IR i 74
R ) S8 i e ik R R A A 3 iy, A A A B2 TR .

2,12 ETREMPREEEM

BT TCP 4l KT 1P 3Kk, Rl b TCP 4 5 43 H A I HE 26 ZELE TP SR TCP Sk H 5 IR E 26 K TP Sk HH A 1) £
SR IR AR E 0 TP SkIEAf . TCP 38435 1 (K475 2% Bk e oy 45 SCHR[21] 70,24 TCP #8 HHE 14 810k
Ui 5 AR S, R AT LIH I A 1Y) TP Sk Ji3 1235 5 A0, ¥ A 2% Uiy S, 20 SR A5 R N S 2 Ia) BUAEAE — AN TCP 1% 82, )i
4 J8 T %ME— 1) TCP %W R A S Z A7 24 TCP 8z, W17 &1 R JCi Il i 5460 4 )8 F W64 TCP
W, el T DupACK 58 RTO I 24 T S 45 5 4 4.k 7 VA T 4 e B0 (L J8 -1k TCP 3t LA &% 1% TCP
K505, SCHR[22 13 3 A 36 0 7E TCP Sk 34 i TCP Sk 30 46 A3 T Sk X TCP Sk B4 T4 46, A5 45 J22 0o vl
DABR 038 TCP Sk 75 1F . a1 S TCP Sk i, Fe oo ah w] LA SN 120565 4 J T4~ TCP i LA B 88 & 1) )7
B145 5 R TCP Sk A I, W) SR T SCHR[2 1770 (9 7 vE R AT 0 5.

B I R IR ARG T LI B T BUSR P AL 48 DupACK 75 2K ) 2 26 3 A A5 4, B T LA SR SC ik [22] 7 1
TT-DS {5 4 ) A 1% B i A 038 5 Z A 10 70, SCRR[23 10E B 1 8 23 45 11 1 B 2248 T DupACK J7 =K.

S0 AL A R (1 58 L ) T A S S T o A b A T R TCP el 8 P AL T 2R
22 IPREFEAMIESER

P )2 B FR B 30 RT DU 3 i o R ok 508 o e s 1 R T B R B B P R T A 3 A U R P
DSR(dynamic source routing)H ¥ 24 Rk 2 ] DSR WIS S 7 U Wt e SR O Jgl 240 7 L D0 T 4% el e, 4%
Jri A 3 1v) 12 B L RS KUK IE — 46 RERR(route error) i 5, ik xh fia 26 S 0 71 8% b v T e

TEA 2 I 23 e, by~ R A 265 oy Do) 8 L8002 2 1 DX P A7 U i 3, DT 8 905 B KIS/ TP o2 S il T 7
MANET H, 37 2 3 3R HL R S48 22 10 0 4 e e 21, % 05 A T K 30 1 ke 40 J2 0t 8 e s B e TP J2 B8 eh P
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HH R I LA A, I Ath 5 M DR 2500 ph B 2 R
2.3 EERERMANMESKIE
2.3.1  RILM &2

HE P AT VF 2 FR bR 0] LURAE W 241 281X U HR AR A7 2 P9 A8 1R DR I, 3 Hh ) 1o 48 4711 28 S0 9 LI 22 ] A 119
FRAR R BE I 2 & T 0 45 P12 1) 15 5 1) L SCHR[26 B T AE TEEE 80211 JE£R Ja 35 W4 o 0t 4T 38 3 185 in 9t 22 . 31 Y
L5 MR ZE 1 3R E R T dac(MAC J2 IR IS B 213 3 ack Z MIMAEIR). Ners(RTS AL RS ZA
HEE—RIIEIR, KIL T duac T AEFRIE WLAN (1) P 25 91 28 B 1 5200 /2 75 WLAN HEAT (1), F2 LS00 Uy s
A FEX TR B MANET W 4831 2E (W REAE SR AR G AR5 2 S H 0 4.

LRED(link random early detection) > ef AEAN T & (1 $15 3t 5 w5 T e () 55 50 ) 10 A 7 i e g 2 PO A T R K
He, 4 R I AL R IR T 5T AN IR, k42 R 2L REDP ) B vE 06 Bt 20 41 &5 35 8l 4T h i,
B 2R LT-1DS 15 4 HU ] i) B et 18 45, 28 J5 B R A TT-DS AL 17 % 326 o J=2 okt
232 RULBH MR F K b

B3 PP B2 i R 2 R IE AN I IR B0 I 5 KAE(IEEE 802.11 H RTS/CTS 4341 ¥ d5e K EE R IR EE 4,
B oy A ) e KT R IRBUR: 7):FENUERE . SR A 5 A 1 R % el o T AR SRR (28] 70 (4 43 b, B AL A i
T S5 KR H R T AR NS 0, T DL AR it A A A 0 1, TR R AR A B2 ) SRR SCHR[29]
AR5 A5 5 500 5 R0 it B2 202 ) (1 BR B 0GR, 0 e 3 o ) o T 455 140 5 T T B AR 7 e B
V189 28 A A TR0 55 A5 PR 328 Bl A 22 7 A ) R e B I, G R R R L A R B T T R T S
[FRVAE, 12 7 2 AT FH T B AL RS P TR0, B 221 e T B 2 7 — 8 3 ] P T, 20 R A 36 2R U S DA A S B LA .

G35 R, S 1T By AL, B 2 S L T e Ak R IR B v e R L % R S ) A B b R T A B B T DL
SCHUE AN TP 2 b bl 30 A 5 465 b b S0 A 0 i o T 2 i 4 S 7 e 0 B U U B ML S R
LD-DS B, 38 13 45 5 ) ICMP {554 B, NAK (negative ack)™" 5 303 41 7% 3% 5.
233 KL TCP HIA APk

WIEE 1.6 15 FTIid, TCP 2 HIAN 2 TP t AR AR 55 A 07 B o A LA S 3 64y i b (3 & A BT s e, IR 3 k%
e B (14 2 SR A AR AN 3 B I — AN R 00 A R T B DA AR O R I — I R AR 0 R FR AL A i s L
JFIZ T 66 E A R0 T s BRI A FE 2R SCRR[3 T3 H T — RS AT AR R R IOAS A R I
1Ak B AL A, FLAZ O JE AR A AT RS S BA S T e (R AR BT s T LB K B O T
77 2 o G 26155 008, 5 AN 795 a5 200008 50 Jl A3 W7 400 121 0 1 % B R P 2R, I A R b AR BA D B ), X R A AT
SRS 2 R G ) R A0S 42 R I A A 3l e A A B R 45 s L B 2, s T DA B R R R AR AP
1) 5% 55 3 DA R R AN P I IS 3 2 R IS AP I 7T S v S A R T 05 1 B AR p I iz A AP
A #3326 AR B2 1) ZE 3l 4N 74 B\ (neighborhood congestion notification, & #% NCN), & 2 A% s 31 2615 .

SCHR[321R FH LB ) [0 BG T Ok 4 0 85 6 22 A S M . R JENS ¢ H—A S e s xy.z
(X<Y<D) W8, 37 C /N F X ULIHZT s A TR A 52 F 38 85 KT Z T SO A A PP 3 2

TX S ) 7L () e AL RO e — MR ) — AN R B AR 1 R L E A AR i e T T R H AU 2 K
B TCP JZEANA T BINLEIEA R RN, O R BT 0K 2 58 TR0 2 10 MAC Vsl & 3 56, 53 b, O
f100 B ¥ K T T 3 4 TR 1 2 2R RS AT 2 50 SR B SRR (9] T IR KU AS e A ) G
Wi 5 2 55, B TG R AN 2 P 3 — A 71 D ) R, AT Tog A At S5 v 8 H — oy vk DA A 9% 1)
2.3.4 RILELFH ACK S

55 SRS OSRN89 o ) o B RSB0, TCP 73 4 7 B R 2 1 LS AN ACK i 230 e Bl it 1% 2
B DL PR E S BN TCP 3 MRS BRI R BLELT A ACK. BT 244~ TCP Wi 1 RUIR A& R,
TCP 4320 335 1) 2 J5 WP 55 0 AR 0 B I 22 O IO 3 19 288 o A A TR e, L 1 U B 56 T A 64855 19 Ad Hoe
415 a5 AN T 28 Ad Hoc W 4% 5 1 )22 5% FRORE 05 R 22 86 8% o F0 A7 0 B A 15 7 e 5 2 R B 4 41 L o
P
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MR R AT . B EHE] DupACK I, W1 DupACK W 3K 1L 7E 2% v X v, D)% i % 2 T
PLIE I LT-IDS {5 4 #1195 5 20 b &2 3% ERN(explicit retransmission notification)fs 4, ¥8 7~ A& #4321 W 2 115
Ji B 0 7 3 e T B 25 O, T 3 S Y s DR RS A AR T B0 ewnd /N ) BEROL H AR AR A BE B2 R I
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