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ABSTRACT

DDoS attacks on MANET makes disable any node which support network function, cause critical results as a stopping of entire
network service or separation to some parts. Packet aggregation, which gather some pieces of short length into a certain length of
data, improves transmission performances on MANETs. In this paper, some effects on transmission performance of packet
aggregation transmission be caused by DDoS Attacks are measured and analyzed in point of end-to-end level. MANET simulator,
based on NS-2, is used for measurement end-to-end performances. MOS, connection rate, delay and packet loss rate is used as
performance parameters. VolP traffic is used for object service measurement. Finally, it is suggested that number of packet
aggregation is more then 4 for keeping the transmission quality over MANETSs under DDoS attacks.
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Fig. 1 DDoS attacks on MANET
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