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Abstract

Abstract - In this paper, It has been emphasized
of important path access during transmit of node
when each node transmit broadcast service which
one’s of new MANET(Mobile Ad hoc Networks) of
autonomy and mobility network structures. It has
path
which experience context

proposed analysis methods are hierarchical

structure of transmit
aware through confidence to network connectivity
alone as issue which can be reduce duplicate of
beam forming on networks and maintenance one’s of
method got to optimized of transmission network
that status information of context awareness using
ad hoc ODDMRP(Ontology Doppler effect Dynamic

Multicast Routing Protocol) path method.
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<Mobility & Energy condition scenario>
Case.A. Mobility high FEHE 7]5£S% energy

weight value level 10-1, 10-2, 10-3¢] S 3.
Casel. Mobility(High)/Energy(High) 10-1=9
Case2. Mobility(High)/Energy(Mid) 8-2=6
Case3. Mobility(High)/Energy (Low) 6-3=3
Case.B. Mobility mid A HZ
weight value 10>9, 8>7, 6=>5 T 3.

Casel. Mobility(Mid)/Energy (High)

10>9, 10(Z)

Case2. Mobility(Mid)/Energy(Mid)

8>7, 8(Z

Case3. Mobility(Mid)/Energy (Low)

6>5, 6(ZF)

Case.C. Mobility low A E]E 7]+ S ZEnergy weight
value level 10+1, 10+2, 10+3 Fo1 A,

Casel. Mobility (Low)/Energy (High) 10+3=13

Case2. Mobility(Low)/Energy(Mid) 8+2=10

Case3. Mobility(Low)/Energy(Low) 6+1=7
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