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Proximity-based P2P Routing Algorithm
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Abstract Recent work confirms that this property of Proximity Neighbor Selection(PNS) has a significant impact on
peer-to-peer network routing performance. This paper presents a novel effective P2P route algorithm: FD-PNS. The
PNS technology is adopted by the FD-PNS algorithm. In FD-PNS, the routing table maintenance task is invoked after
a node has forwarded a request and the entry used at this time is optimized. So this decreases the latency of searching

and locating file, and improves the performance of whole system.
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