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Abstract Ad Hoc network has become increasingly important in military and commercial applications. However, the
dynamic properties of the Ad Hoc network are so complicated and troublesome that Ad Hoc network performance effi-
cient measurement method is still dubious. In this paper, on the basis of analysis of the Ad Hoc network”s dynamic

properties and traditional network measurement and Network Tomography technologies, an Ad Hoc network perform-

ance measurement architecture and some key problems are presented.
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