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ABSTRACT

It is important to assess vulnerability of network and information System to countermeasure against
a variety of attack in effective and efficient way. But vulnerability and risk assessment methodology
for network and information systems could not be directly applied to sensor networks because sensor
networks have different properties compared to traditional network and information system. This
paper proposes a vulnerability assessment framework for cluster based sensor networks. The vulne—
rability assessment for sensor networks is presented. Finally, the case study in cluster based sensor
networks is described to show possibility of the framework.

Key words : Sensor Network Security Management, Vulnerability Analysis for Sensor Network
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