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An Enhanced NEMO Protocol
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Abstract: NEMO protocol doesn’t make use of the nodes at the bottom layer of hierarchy, and doesn’t consider node heterogeneity when
selecting cluster leaders. For these problems, an enhanced NEMO protocol has been proposed in this paper. The enhanced NEMO proto-
col makes full use of nodes at the bottom layer of hierarchy by clustering technology, so it can avoid free riding in P2P overlay. In addi-
tion, it considers node heterogeneity when selecting cluster leaders. Each cluster leader selects some peers according to their abilities in its
cluster to be its co — leader. When the cluster leader fails, the co — leader who has the largest ability is selected to be the new cluster lead-
er. In this way,can improve overlay network’s resilience. The enhanced NEMO protocol is better than NEMO protocol in some aspects

by analysis.
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