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Abstract

Because BSP(Basic Support Protocol) of NEMO(Network Mobility) has important limitation of

not providing route optimization, several route optimization schemes have been proposed. By

analyzing and improving the limitations of the existing schemes, we propose an advanced

integrated route optimization scheme for the communication through both the internal and external
routing of nested NEMO. Our proposal includes a secure route optimization protocol which
connects TLMR directly to an external node CN without passing through any HAs, and allows
TLMR to control the internal path without passing through the internet. Thus, our scheme can
strengthen the security as well as improve the path and delay of NEMO communication.

» Keyword : NEMO, BSP(Basic Support protocol), dZ ZHs}(route optimization), &
NEMO(nested NEMO), EeHsecurity),
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