#E AFEEREey
1048 45, 2005,

LR
9.

2005-10-4-1-19

Intrusion Prevention Using Harmful Traffic Analysis
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Abstract

The continuous development of computing technmique and network technology hring the
explosive growth of the Internet, it accomplished the role which is import changes the base

facllity 1n  the social whole and public infra, industrial infrastructure, culture on
society-wide to Internet based environment. Recently the rapid development of information

and technology environment is quick repeated the growth and a development which is

redlly unexampled in the history. but 1t has a be latent vulnerability. Therefore the
damage from this vulnerability like worm, hacking increases continually. In this paper, In
order to resolve this problem, implement the analysis system for harmful traffic  for

defending new types of attack and analyzing the traffic
intrusion and harmful information packet.

takes a real-time action against
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Fig. 1. Convertional Traffic monitoring
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Table 1. Classffication of the intrusion detection system
according to the detection model
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Fig. 2. Procedure of the hamful traffic analysis
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Table 2. Schema of general traffic table
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