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Research on Energy — Aware Spray and Wait Routing
in Delay Tolerant Network
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Abstract: One of the hot researchs is how to use the limited resources available at DTN nodes more efficiently in delay tolerant network.
To increase the network lifetime and avoid random and blindfold forwarding decision in Spray and Wait routing in delay tolerant network,
Energy Aware Spray and Wait routing is proposed in this paper. Energy of node left is used to make forwarding decision is EASW. Fur-
thermore, evaluate it through simulations versus Spray and Wait routing protocol and epidemic routing protocol. The experimental results
demonstrate that the new protocol has a better delivery probability and latency. In addition, EASW increases the network lifetime.
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