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Abstract

As the intermet and E-commerce have been developing, a novel method for marketing is
needed A new advertisement using E-nmail is becoming popular, because it has characteristics
with low costs and relative efficiency. However, as the spam mals are increasing rapidly,
mail  service companies and users are deeply damaged in their mind and economically. In
this paper, we design a hierarchical spam mal blocking policy through cooperation of all
the participants—user, administrator, ISP to cut off the spam mal efficiently and propose
an efficient model to block and manage the spam mails based on the policy. Also we prove
the efficiencies and effectiveness of the proposed model through evaluation process.

» Keyword : AN (Spam Mail), AIEX] X2H(Hicrarchical Policy), ZER! AHIEI(Fitering Engine)
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