5528 5 12 4 BT 5 AR ¥ W \Vol.28No.12
2006 4F 12 A Journal of Electronics & Information Technology Dec.2006
% zh B LA MW H—FhE T & 8FAYByzantine T3 = 42 151
N F ARiE BAE
(F BAFHAKXE SHRIT A 5B EHRF IH-MAELERE S 230027)

B OE CEENH TR A MR 574 Byzantine BRI IUNLE] . IS CBRP, i T —Fh

AR B A AL AT RS RS . ISR MR T BRI R LR 2 B B B A Byzantine
PRI TR I S, AR T A G AT R T RS A A e AP E AT L

X4 Byzantine ¥4 E, B3h A4, EE, w4
XEkARIRED: A

HRESES: TP309

XEHS: 1009-5896(2006)12-2386-04

A Cluster Based Solution to BGP on Mobile Ad hoc Network

Liu Yang

Yu Neng-hai

Feng Xian-lei

(MOE-Microsoft Key Lab. of Multimedia Computing and Communication, Hefei 230027, China)

Abstract In this paper, a novel scheme to detect Byzantine fault on mobile Ad hoc network is presented. A fault-tolerant

algorithm is introduced combined with CBRP, which improves the security and reliability of manet(mobile Ad hoc
network). Algorithm analysis shows the scheme can reduce the messages complexity effectively.
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