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Abstract

Distributed Denial of Service (DDoS) is one of many threats that cause abnormality on the Internet. The attack can
result in a lot of damage to the economy, society as well as to users in that the victim will not be able to provide
services of process anything. This research, therefore, provides an approach to responsd to this type of attack, which
will be a step towards a solution to the DDoS problem. The research proposes a method by using a cooperative
between network devices that can be used in response to a DDoS attack. This response can maintain normal
operation between legitimate devices. The result appears that this method can maintain bandwidth in trade for

responding this type of attack.
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Figure 1 The DDoS attack by sending a large amount

of data
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