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ABSTRACT

As attack to routing function on MANET(Mobile Ad-Hoc Network), hole attack make cause some critical
effects. MANET is easily influenced with hole attack and can be critically effected on transmission
performance, because it is configured with terminal device as temporary network and dose not have effective
means for malicious attack. In this paper, effects of grayhole attack to network performance on MANTE is
analyzed with computer simulation. Voice traffic is used in simulation, effects of grayhole attack is compaerd
with blackhole attack. The method and result of this paper can be used for data to study grayhoke attack
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& 2= 9}, 2 =2dAs adolE ¥4°] MANETS| A
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//1If destination address is itsself
if ( (u_int32_t)ih->saddr() == index)
forward((grayholeaodv_rt_entry*) 0, P
NO_DELAY);
else if ((rand()%6)==3 ||
(rand()%6)==1)
// For grayhole attack in the wireless adhoc ~
drop(p, DROP_RTR_ROUTE_LOOP);
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