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ABSTRACT

The Mobile IP provides the mobility of Mobile Node, but does not provide the mobility of network. For
support the mobility of network, the IETF has proposed NEMO(NEtwork MObility). Route Optimization is a
serious problem in mobile network, so several solutions for route optimization in nested mobile network

have been suggested by the IETF NEMO WG. This paper proposes scheme about Route Optimization in
nested mobile network.
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1. REC 3963 - NEMO Basic Support Protocol
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2. RRH(Reverse Routing Header)
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