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ABSTRACT

In this paper, some performance characteristics of VoIP(Voice over Internet Protocol) for MANET(Mobile Ad-hoc Networks) with
simulation is studied and appropriate condition for implementation of VoIP service is suggested.  VolP simulator is implemented with
NS(Network Simulator)-2. VoIP traffic for simulation is generated with some codecs of G.711, G.723.1, G.726-32, G.729A, GSM.AMR and
iLBC. As simulation results for traffic transmission under 670x670m 50node MANET environment, performance data for MOS(Mean
Opinion Score}, network delay, packet loss rate and transmission bandwidth are measured. Normalized analysis about measured results shows
that maximum VoIP connection satisfying VoIP service quality condition is 15.
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