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Node Join Management of Efficient Multicast Grouping in Mobile
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ABSTRACT

For the IP multicast service, there are some methods researched. The PIM-SM(Protocol Independence Multicast-Sparse Mode), which
has a good extensibility and is based on a shared tree scheme using RPT(Randevous Pointer-Tree), When the specified Available
Bandwidth is not satisfied by increase the message throughput as Multicast groups and network operations with time. This paper presents a
new method called AMGM(Adaptative-Multicast-Grouping-Management) to support multicast grouping for reduce network resources. By
merging neighboring multicast groups to reduce the number of multicast group. Through performance analysis and comparison with
standard method(PIM-SM/PMIPV6), we certify that this method is pertinent.
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