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Abstract

To justify the economic impacts of the internet access management is a purpose of this
paper. Previous researches on economic justification were reviewed and the internet access
management system, sniffer, and firewall were implemented to monitor real-time sessions
and to record blocked attempts. This paper suggests the impact factors and measurement
methods to justify the economic values of the internet access management system. Finally,
this paper proves that the overall impacts of the internet access management system have
a positive value because filtering mechanisms cause users to lose a small number of URLs
including useful information and to diminish refreshment but save users from various risk
points and enhance labor productivity.
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Table 2. Operational Benefit Factors of Security Investment
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Table 3. Characteristics of Internet Traffic before
Implementing the Internet Access Management System
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Table 4. Composition of Protocols of Internet Traffic
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BOOTP 374,720 0.01
DNS 8,308,517 0.28
FTP 638,651 0.02
HTTP 1,978,047,716 67.81
HTTPS 11,397,627 0.39
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NetBios 1,965,049 0.07
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Table 5. Accessed VWWV Sites during Working Hours
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Table 6. Characteristics of Internet Traffic after
Implementing the internet Access Management System
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Table 7. Backlash of Internet Access Management
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Table 8. Analysis of Cost and Benefit Factors of Internet Access Management
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