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Abstract We study an degree of alternativeness and
a survivability of alternate routing algorithm in mobile
ad-hoc tactical communication networks. The common
channel signaling scheme is used and flood search rou—
ting algorithm is used for analysis. We also study a con~
nectivity performance for flood search routing, restricted
flooding and hybrid routing. From the results we expect
low blocking probabilities with alternate routing and the
conventional flood search routing shows better connec-
tivity performance which results in high survivability.
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