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Abstract

In this paper. we proposed a mobile ad hoc routing protocol based on AODV(Ad hoc On
demand Distance Vector) with QoS(Quality of Service) support and evaluated the performance
through simulation. The waste of communication resources is reduced by establishing the
shortest route suitable to QoS support, considering in advance the usable communication
resources at each node. For performance evaluation, we analyzed the average data reception
rate , considering the node mobility and the number of best effort/QoS data flows. We found
that in the mobile Ad Hoc networks the QoS service for some specific data flows increased the
average data reception rate for the QoS data flows.
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