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LAMPIRAN 

Lampiran 1 : Nilai Hasil Simulasi  

1. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 50 node pada protokol routing AODV 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Pack-

ets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED (sec) 

18 1373 1190 183 86.00% 19.338 64.11622222 

36 6604 6045 559 91.00% 3.30777 553.1241029 

54 10740 9860 880 91.00% 2.49834 697.5352552 

72 15302 14054 1248 91.00% 1.96937 908.1340213 

90 19402 17762 1640 91.00% 1.64697 1134.516744 

108 25319 23187 2132 91.00% 1.43324 1452.548416 

126 29754 27345 2409 91.00% 1.27387 1621.937167 

144 34416 31696 2720 92.00% 1.36769 1767.260594 

162 38263 35235 3028 92.00% 1.00248 1860.06362 

180 43702 40251 3451 92.00% 0.814124 2060.757737 

Jumlah 224875 206625 18250 908.00% 34.651854 12119.99388 

Rata 

Rata 
22487.5 20662.5 1825 90.80% 3.4651854 1211.999388 

 

2. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 100 node pada protokol routing AODV 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Pack-

ets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED (sec) 

18 8000 6786 1214 84.00% 7.56365 1584.811949 

36 14335 12111 2224 84.00% 7.67988 2102.646438 

54 22846 18929 3917 82.00% 4.16806 3085.626604 

72 35565 29298 6267 82.00% 2.46122 4570.667722 

90 44581 36950 7631 82.00% 1.99675 5489.763165 

108 54099 44676 9423 82.00% 2.31898 6569.867621 

126 62546 51760 10786 82.00% 2.49751 7455.965585 

144 70625 58625 12000 83.00% 2.50891 8321.34348 

162 76789 63991 12798 83.00% 2.05324 8842.944914 

180 83596 70037 13559 83.00% 1.50222 9412.215461 

Jumlah 
472982 393163 79819 827.00% 

34.75042 

 
 57435.85294 
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Rata 

Rata 47298.2 39316.3 7981.9 82.70% 3.475042 5743.585294 

 

3. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 150 node pada protokol routing AODV 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Packets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED 

(sec) 

18 7377 5720 1657 77.00% 6.6855 1536.072064 

36 25032 19390 5642 77.00% 3.99113 5399.736052 

54 42029 31941 10088 75.00% 3.66187 7638.672824 

72 57244 43676 13568 76.00% 2.9728 9741.245642 

90 67290 51535 15755 76.00% 2.76522 10964.97606 

108 84625 62971 21654 74.00% 1.84246 13491.93374 

126 96323 71187 25136 73.00% 1.72423 15082.00541 

144 107670 80170 27500 74.00% 1.61397 16796.58391 

162 120327 89905 30422 74.00% 1.50457 18846.47972 

180 129400 96989 32411 74.00% 1.47542 19950.94394 

Jumlah 737317 553484 183833 750.00% 28.23717 119448.6494 

Rata 

Rata 73731.7 55348.4 18383.3 75.00% 2.823717 11944.86494 

 

4. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 50 node pada protokol routing OLSR 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Pack-

ets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED (sec) 

18 561 549 12 97% 2.86219 16.65771685 

36 1281 1225 56 95% 2.75855 34.71050481 

54 2001 1862 139 93% 2.68032 123.365532 

72 2721 2524 197 92% 2.6719 135.2596547 

90 3441 3185 256 92% 2.66715 217.632052 

108 4161 3830 331 92% 2.65635 230.0412546 

126 4881 4477 404 91% 2.65257 297.1960799 

144 5601 5148 453 91% 2.65001 328.4888955 

162 6321 5817 504 92% 2.65003 420.4308413 

180 7041 6519 522 92% 2.66578 435.6458864 

Jumlah 38010 35136 2874 927.00% 26.91485 2239.428418 
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Rata 

Rata 3801 3513.6 287.4 92.70% 2.691485 223.9428418 

 

5. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 100 node pada protokol routing OLSR 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Pack-

ets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED (sec) 

18 561 540 21 96% 2.82937 74.2642754 

36 1281 1218 63 95% 2.74367 108.3825235 

54 2001 1885 116 94% 2.71565 144.0763229 

72 2721 2536 185 93% 2.69199 204.8820232 

90 3441 3204 237 93% 2.68939 221.9756629 

108 4161 3909 252 93% 2.70653 258.9584707 

126 4881 4542 339 93% 2.69858 594.1502723 

144 5601 5209 392 93% 2.68536 721.8933454 

162 6321 5854 467 92% 2.66695 828.1335751 

180 7041 6495 546 92% 2.65904 1059.277836 

Jumlah 38010 35392 2618 934.00% 27.08653 4215.994308 

Rata 

Rata 3801 3539.2 261.8 93.40% 2.708653 421.5994308 

 

6. Nilai hasil simulasi skenario 150 node pada protokol routing OLSR 

Simu-

lation 

(sec) 

Total 

sent 

packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Re-

ceived 

Packets 

(bytes) 

Total 

Lost 

Pack-

ets 

(bytes) 

PDR 

Average 

Throughput 

(Kbps) 

E2ED (sec) 

18 564 515 49 91% 2.68116 157.2752532 

36 1284 1203 81 93% 2.70166 246.8155847 

54 2004 1869 135 93% 2.61751 353.9412743 

72 2724 2556 168 93% 2.70403 512.3052961 

90 3444 3237 207 93% 2.70306 676.1291678 

108 4164 3928 236 94% 2.72103 794.6691751 

126 4884 4552 332 93% 2.70171 1124.623892 

144 5604 5162 442 92% 2.64332 1250.33871 

162 6324 5757 567 91% 2.62698 1617.10229 

180 7041 6495 546 92% 2.60904 1059.277836 

Jumlah 38037 35274 2763 925.00% 26.7095 7792.478479 
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Rata 

Rata 3803.7 3527.4 276.3 92.50% 2.67095 779.2478479 
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Lampiran 2 :  Lembar Perbaikan Skripsi 

 

 


