@E AFEHEREE W o
#11% $5%, 2006. 11. 2006-11-5-2-1

elE{ul

r\m-

doflAe v|ZadY S BXIE e A AlAk

71‘1;:}*

fo

Threat Management System for Anomaly Intrusion
Detection in Internet Environment
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Abstract

The Recently, most of Internet attacks are zero-day types of the unknown attacks by
Malware. Using already known Misuse Detection Technology is hard to cope with these attacks.
Also, the existing information security technology reached the limits because of various attack’s
patterns over the Internet, as web based service became more affordable, web service exposed to
the internet becomes main target of attack. This paper classifies the traffic type over the
internet and suggests the Threat Management System (TMS) including the anomaly intrusion
detection technologies which can detect and analyze the anomaly sign for each traffic type.
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2ERE|(Threat Management)
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