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ABSTRACT

HMIP, an extending version of MIP, makes the signaling traffic low, thereby reducing the packet losses and delay. However, it still has the
same problem in MIPv6 in the case of macro mobility, though it can reduce the out-signaling in the case of a micro mobility, a regional
mobility with the MAP protocol. To overcome this problem, this paper proposes a handover which exploits an address insurance with selective
buffering for the HMIP macro handover. This scheme can decrease the lost packets and the delay time and provide better performance for high
QoS traffic and real-time multimedia transmission. The simulation result shows that the proposed scheme makes the transmission delay time
and the lost packets smaller than the existing schemes.
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