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ABSTRACT

The authentication system of high-speed internet in IP-infra is not warm enough to administration of
systematic authentication information for user’s legalization, connection right and resources allocation in order
to both methods of authentication-unauthentication connection system according to transmission method. Also
unauthentication connection raises a difficulty condition to user's needs satisfaction in order to a load
weighting of system and network and a drop of transmission speed. Accordingly, this study brings forth
authentication system construction in a high-speed IP infrastructure using spam sever able to construct the
suitable network condition according to unifying authentication-unauthentication system for single
authentication system.
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Fig. 1 User trend in high-speed internet
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Fig. 5 Connection model of new authentication
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