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Low-rate DDoS attack mitigation method focusing on packet loss rate
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Fig. 3 Algorithm of the proposed method
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Fig. 4 Network configuration of the experiment
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Fig. 5 Transition of the throughput of scenario4.2.1
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Fig. 7 Transition of the throughput of scenario4.2.3
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Fig. 8 Transition of the number of packet loss in scenario 4.2.2
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Fig. 9 Transition of the number of packet loss in scenario 4.2.3
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