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ABSTRACT

In this paper, Transmission performance over MANET(Mobile Ad-hoc Networks) under DDoS Intrusions is evaluated. Intrusion
counterplan requirement, which have to be used for MANET under DDoS intrusions, is suggested through this evaluation. VoIP
simulator based on NS-2 network simulator is used for performance measurement. MOS, network delay, packet loss rate and call
connetion rate is measured with this simulation. Finally, requirement of intrusion continuing time shorter then 10 seconds is
suggested for VolIP service over MANETSs under DDoS intrusions.
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