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Routing Metric to Recognize Traffic Interference in
Wireless Mesh Networks
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Abstract

This paper is intended to study how well the routing protocol supplied in wireless mesh networks
can evade interference path along the applied routing metric. Wireless mesh networks, unlike
existing network techniques, has the characteristics that node movement is less and energy effect is
limited. Therefore, this type of network requires path configuring technique to reflect such network
characteristics and new routing metric to determine proper path. Routing metric proposed recently
is designed to produce link quality accurately, but it configures path not considering the traffic
situation of adjacent nodes. Thus, this technique has the problems of reduced transfer rate and
delay between terminals occurring due to frequent traffic chaos by the interference of adjacent
nodes. Therefore, this paper proposes metric that configures routing path by finding like metric that
can transfer data effectively by considering the traffic situation of adjacent nodes. We confirmed
through simulation that the proposed routing metric reduces the delay between terminals via the
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path that evades the traffic interference of adjacent node.
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2.3 Metric of Interference and channel Switching
(MIC)
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