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ABSTRACT

The purchase of information protection products accounts for the largest portion of corporate information protection
activity budgets. However, there are no evaluation factors and evaluation models that should be applied to objectively
compare information protection products, and therefore, product selection is difficult. Therefore, in this study, we study the
inherent quality characteristics of information security products and select evaluation factors accordingly. The selected
evaluation factors are analyzed and a quality determination model is given by weighting according to importance. The target
is limited to the network information protection product and can be extended to all information protection products.
Keywords: Information Protection Product, Quality Evaluation Model, Quality factor, AHP
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Fig. 1. Information protection product use ratio

HFE Fl Z1dEe] AEFH Aulzed gk 2
o AL Ak SR, 88%71 wkef oF

25 AFshke 9A7F siokd #Y719S
p ARRT] $£F5 Fo|7] 9
g 714419 =He "éiﬂixﬂv Tei7k 7H 2 ul
F= AAEta oAt FA6 gk S 2dle] &
AR ol Tl F AlF] W& FAE WEE=
Hoigrh sl z*iiixﬂ%sl A Aol A 2|27
Al 719 e /‘éﬂr A 5 5
A E2] ARG 98k F5Ael g 4o},

Al Tﬂ?& vl Algte] A wbd s
t}. American Society for QualityolA+=
olgk sQlelv R AA A7) ol FHA
gofolu] AlFel tigh 274k}, 7ldel i3t S5
22 Jhle] AHostar sl oFd, AAal Ao A
o2 Aot glv}. Crosby(4)e oud 84}
o] Qla &t AlFo] 2 LAl  FRshE A
o7 FAS gty Aosta 9ler Juran(h)
= AFY 540 uAY AR A7) A
Aol AFol B WL AT Ao Hola)

I gieh webd FA A4S 9g 2elg A7
oA AT it Al JRE 3= /‘}-&X}J L7
A}gfo] Holelx| 2 wlelsla al Ed&
B7tndE AAEE g}

2 mredlAde AL vt 2k Al 234 =
VIES A A HEIAE] E‘é of sl A-pskar 7k

‘3——173: A&k Ay "4:rL ZALgE Al 37l A

?—

|

O_L.
f
K
)

rlo

01

r-{u:
2
rir
S,
mlo

rU

854
| *F&ﬂ e °4:l"‘<'?}°4 7+ 25 7k ‘?F}\]‘ 3
7b ES wiAlg Hrks s AR Al 4 A
AxEl Hrke s disl AHP(Analytic
Hierarchy Process) 7|%< A&4% AEiMs

5

rr

235 97} 24 7F A7) tolE gy wde A
Aghe}h, wlReto 7 BRke|A= o] AT} A|A}

2.1 HES3 BEESAIES SN

WES= AHrHsAZe] ¥4 nds “é‘g}ﬂ
Aele AsHA FA6d tg AoJE 7o g v
Efa AHHIAF ta&l] an|Ap) d3ke A
3o &3l 7o) Hosl) weix] vEYHZ AR

HIAEY] FAE Al oA viEYa AHH
SIAF HEA ZAFER Y. AR B S A Fele) >
AHel 4 - 7]~L A7y - 73 AL - Al Fell A
el A& -HME - fF 55 WXE] A% A=A -
7l wbs FA8H6). ol#d ARRIAFS
Hel2 R MEYNT ARRIAFT HHET
71 AF, AT ARRISAEFTOR ERE
FW(FireWall), IPS(Intrusion Prevention
System), IDS(Intrusion Detection System)
2 UEYT HHRIAFOR ERHY AvtEs}
= Axlld 52 ARRT M AELoR Hel
USB, DB Zd Zﬂ Xﬂ‘fﬁ‘ =z 7']'”:/] P_Exﬂ'ﬁ‘ T
fﬁi FRE ol AXRIAFY] AL J|e

2 a7 AEE Algsle A6 HE FReR B 5

E} BB A He vEYT ARR A
F2 Ed e digt Al g FALE e AFSE
ARBESE g Al - 7|eAd o] VEHNIE
S8 olFelAl= 54 7ML glch & &k
FAd| g a7/ 7)) QlElA = vES
2E 5% EdY el FAeo| nlglo] wofof 3far
tEo] AHE T SAo wE Fdo] BT BAE
ofo} g},

FP

FW, IDS, IPS 59 VIE$|m AHRBIAE &
4 3 el dd 97 Agsent B
A A A7 AAGE FA A4 wAES 24}
sheleh. olshe %(7,8)¢ IDSSH IPS 7H2te] A%
7t md& AASHEA ISO/IEC 15408(9)
ISO/IEC 9126(10)¢ 243l H7} 2dlS A A
sholek. ol ZRI(11)L HetazEse] AF sl

Z]




AHH 53 =5A (2017, 12) 1537

A ISO/IEC 154083 ISO/IEC 9126 7|dtes
star A2 APEES AAsk] H7h mdR2 A4
aholrh. fole S(12)% ARYNIAE FAG7S
gk 4 mdl Aol ARREAF ek Fr}
7159l ISO/IEC 154083 Az EYe] ¥4 7}
7158 A8k 9le  ISO/IEC 91264 =dE=
sto] FAFILE AT 2lS A S vEY=
ARRFAES £33 AA ARRIAFAE T
W 2 2964 ISO/IEC 15408 714kl CC H7}h
7b dub o R wol AREE I glvh. ey Al o
T-o|4 ISO/IEC 154084 ISO/IEC 91269 %7}
BdS A4e 712 Moo 233 Hrp mdute
2 7164, A4, 33 59 AZEd e B4
of tigt Frph F-Fsicla A7sil7] wite|t). ut
g B =R E UEY3a AREIAEY 7}
wdol Hrp @46 ISO/IEC 154083 1SO/IEC
9126 7uke] 7} 245E AHgslw ISO/IEC
91269 7% ISO/IEC JTC1/SC7T WG6elA
[EC 25000 Alg]=& /Hs}ed7] wjiell & =
M AE" Mzel ISO/IEC 25023(13)& AHE-
712 g}

T =
7 EEele] ok s AN = AR
43 (14)% TPS 4547} Wiekell HTTP E
4 IREZ £F Ed9,
5

$18 RFC 3511% °]&3 Throughputs %H7ks
42 A3kl on Sheth(18)& HhehE A|Eol o
3 Hrl vhedA 7]15d 84F  Application
Intelligence, Firewall Management$} WES
3 842 Throughput, HTTP Throughput,
Concurrent Connections, Connections per
Second® H7} 847 AAsIATE Lyul(19) 5
HTTP &9 ExiAA J7A7, Ad A7 55 3
7b 24F ARgsisich AEQI(20) 5 AREIA
F ASAE TF EAedA A7) AdddTe ok )
E9= 7|4k RFC 3511 5% 71522 =4 Ad
71ellA H7h A&E T o AT 53
NSS Labs, Tolly Group ¢ & A7t

Table 1. Precedent research for selection
criteria of research
Quality
characteri Standard Precedent research
stics
Security ISO/IEC
. Lee Ha-Yong (7.8)
quality 15408 :
Sof ISO/IEC Lee Jong-Min(11)
0 tware Yun Yeo-Wung(12)
quality 9126
Jeon Yong-Hee.[14)
Lee Chun Seong(15)
Niemann(17])
Nitgftrk RFC 3511 | Sheth(18)
auatty Lyu(19)
Jung Tae-In(20)
TTA[21)

ok A7) A8 o= RFC 3511 & VEH=Z =

of W2 ¥4 W7t 84F 8 Wb BEE A
s gle Ae el 5 gk =3 44 ARE
F A7k A

]
vEY T E49 FeA43 HHHET EAo
f5e] o]z} @Al ) F UES=A
o] Ao wE 4FS vHe AS AT
ouf oe| upz} UES A FA| i3t F7} 84 %
grato] Hrp mdlS AAEE 3},

oo wa} £ =FolMe vESZ 4, AZTE
ol FA, Arns FA9 7HA] a4E 7Hte R
7} S4F AR )

A
o)
AA
3

2.3 oAZE 2™

AF 2] FAL wae] FaAt Gk Gl
SR Ao F 4 ot 947} dasic
% UG 7ol v /)% o] FaAe g
Fole 847 ashe] ¥ EReAE 37h S
W 1EAE Agstel AHoR Fagsel o
o ASE T 5 Qb mde BEnA @
olo] weh WA FA H7h aad A4 F B0} @



1538 AHEFAE 4 97 2l

o

T AT

Goal

{ Criteria 1

V—‘—\

{ Criteria 1-1

{Criteria n-1

Criteria 1-2} Criteria n

Fig. 2. AHP Model

7k vl Al TEEAE Fos] E
AHP(analytic hierarchy process) Z®& AR
ste] 7} & slEAE FojstE gk AHP=
T. L. Saaty(22,23)l <& Alek=l 9,]47ﬂ;<4 zd
oltk, oAt AAE & A L4 A Al
3} ﬂml Q4 7k o]slnlaE 7%*]*5 Ko 3}
F 3ol g JAAAS = WA oE HJriAt
A, A o5 o] &dhe WAlelth. AHP =Y
d TAE x—.% EAHER T3l

AT A& AA 4
A& 3}5% X]Qﬂ?ﬂ‘ﬂr. w3k AHP7]
(Consistency Ratio, CR)< 7]
.g_rﬁlg] AL 2Hd 4 9= EAL
—‘,‘}oﬂ 9,]}\]—7324}]-_,] lr-ﬂx'] 0111—/“1 7(]
g 2= glon ol w gelal oA
| gk AFAE = F olvk AEES
ofell = o]A(24)2 FF3|AtellA AW F5 A
lol Agtet WS AA4s] ¢l AHP

52 VoIP ARRT

iF{NEEOQQFIOEﬂ
r 4 ONN
lﬂi 10%_&1.}14:&
ru L
ﬂ-lir.l —“_?l_',
o N
T > 2
nqoruudm{m&
oft o
é\l‘
N
ﬁ)ﬂ
Sy
O

2
" go

oX, —r H

“
ON
2

oo M o
Mo
2
o=
S

ol
ot rﬂlO

AHP 29% A}ﬁ_s}oﬂq

eljel] %01 A $AE
FolE 5l J:‘7]—Tq-]/\]—
< AdHer rksled 43 o HolH
AxEYe] Hob Y HRBF Folix HAg
Fh o Aok web vEda Auns
AE F7kea AA6l Hrtes o]ldnuE £33

| ARl M3et meloeta

I

7b g5 A= = et
ataL Al wlatel we} 7RIS o7 H7t
el A ek gt

K
o

AUREAE WHE AT PHeR AgEE

ISO/IEC 154082 Bol7kAl, £l 32,

! 4, AH
2} dlole] B3, AW 9 <= wpolde] =

zzjo|H
A2/
1174

Al TSF B3, A13g TOE A<, Ad
Ao 7 FUaE EREe] odvk. ol
o] Fefla RS ARBSAFAA Wol AMEE
71 ST ES e w2 Aoloh 4 AFE 9
= de} A 4 qlon AE
LAY A= A &J 3}
AR = Qleh A AEES Y AERe ot
ek 75 aTAES JEE JEE Ao F4
21 PP(Protection Profiles)S o]43 <+ glt}.
2 A UEHZ ARRSAF F3 s}
= PP(26~32)F ¥4l VIEYa HHHEIAFE
o A4 7l 35 ESTAENS EEste] H)
842 AMgstual gl

[TRIFAR=(33] el AT WEH= FHE
3A% PP= FW, IPS, VoIP FW(Voice over
Internet Protocol FireWall), VPN(Virtual
Private Network), WEH= v vEH= A}
R, FARSMAR & 77}Z]°1"1 °]= PP

5
S
=

Table 2. SFR Class used for Network
Information Protection Product PP
PP SFR Class
IPS
VoIP FW | (1) Security Audit
(2) Cryptographic support
VPN (3) User Data Protection
FW (4) Identification and
Network Authe'ntlcatlon
. (5) Security Management
Device ;
(6) Protection of the TSF
Network | (7) TOE Access
DLP (8) Trusted Path/Channels

WIPS




AHH 53 =5A (2017, 12) 1539

5 A9 Fat 3] Wel 2 9 Qe o
3 gl sheslel, Aol szEdlol Fad
S glch AHgAHOlE RE Felst AbgA ol
S} AgAez HE SR ohle f4, &

CAIE B AE el A HlelE S ok
A%}

F2kgo] wWAE 4 9lok. TSF(TOE Security
Functionality) & Zelaes Bel 715S FA3}
= WAUZY FAA Al F=E 75Tk
Hgde]e}, "ol FHE dHolee FAA o
g 7le87ARRE EERth. TOE(Target Of
Evaluation) A< ZFdlae AR A HAS
SAIE] f18 7S AREE WAg <k
2/ Sl AR Al 7157
Al ARt AF 71sd o A" IT
AlZlE A Ade B3 e AleS A o3t

(2
)
N ot
o, O]m ol FUI

4z

e

3.2 AZEH 0 FE2

it
HI
1z

Tl WAE 7|22 Folal tixkalg vkt
A FraeAE Wl s1sAe EA% SWo
Aol e A wEe] AAel iR
24 FAR 713 5 Stk ISO/IEC 25000(34)
o4 SW E4st edsle] 674419 ke Aol
odler Add adelx] ARg" ISO/IEC 250234
e 2zEde] A% F2 Ykl 2w 3
b ) 2 Gue) A Gk g A% 9l
o H7h RRe A1SAEA, AN, BRY, AE
H RN, B, AR, oA SR

)

PRI 0% T $EHoR ARl F4
Bl golsha odrk 7S] Bk BRe 44
FEH FRES AL Qo] 24 FEHe A 3
e B wAsee] FAL ARG & ek B
So] A4 FEYOR HEE 7M. AT 9
& BT e e A0 154 91E
8 AR B JeE 44T 5 oldh /1A
Qe g Fol 7%el ARG B 9 Azgs)
o 4588 59 £4 52 SHeks Aols] A=y
© AE 2NN A FES 4T 5 e &
ZEge] A $HE Ao S Aol

AF wE P4 S0 AE AR 2w 71
& 5 5 o ARE S5 A 74
1 22 AgHE Aol AgAe o3 o]a 2
Aol 4, gl BeH Fol HE SHE 34
Wb w AN AEdE g AF
o Azme] Az uk 2 b A4S Al
3 EEHOZ $REA ¥E S5 el
T

3.3 HESZ FE22 B4

RFC 35112 7P 231¥ VEY3T HREEIA
9o shiql W3hes rmke R g Hrh 845
el gich. RFC 3511 L1~L3el g H7}
249l IP Throughput, Latency<}
Concurrent TCP Connection Capacity(e]3}
‘CC’=F gt}), Maximum TCP Connection
Establishment Rate(e]st ‘CPS’g} 3tl),
Maximum, TCP Connection Tear Down
Rate, HTTP Transfer Rate, Maximum
HTTP Transaction Rate(e]s} TPS'g} gc})
= L4~L79 W3 H7t 245 £33le] Denial
Of Service Handling, Illegal Traffic
Handling, IP Fragmentation Handling 5 %
sh 2pA ] 7]5 SAleel Higk Hok 4w 2
o] glt}. IP Throughput® Latency= WEY
e 2% deleHE B 4 sle < delHE

FAF F A AAAFE SR CCE
A0 Aulzel AT 5 Sl AN 53 S4)
W OPSE BAd 443 4 ot AU 52 34
gk, TPSE AU o ol Sl Edde] 1y
& 5 oglon BAd AET 5 Gl EAAA £

ZA3%t}t, Maximum TCP Connection Tear
Down Ratex Aol Aujze A& AIAS
T3k 78 3Hsle Wb S0l olF BT

U ES D el ARt A5 F4 H7E 84t



1540 AR SAE FA 3

1SO/IEC 25023 ISO/IEC 15408 RFC 3511

Functicnal

suitability Security Audit 1P Throughput

Cryptographic

support e

Reliability

Compatibility User Data Protection CPs

Identification and TCP Connection

Usability Authentication Tear Down Rate

Performance

Efficiency HTTP Transfer Rate

Security Management|

Maintainability Protection of the TSF TPS

Portability TOE Access Latency

Trusted Path/ Denial of Service

seeurity Channels Handling

Tllegal Traffic
Handling

P Fragmentauon
andiing
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Table 3. Comparison of I1SO / IEC 25023
security detail with ISO / IEC 15408 class
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Table 4. Contents of Quality characteristics

Quality
characteri Contents
stics
The impact of security related
) items such as traffic analysis,
Security . . o
. encryption, identification and
quality .
authentication on network
information protection products
The impact of quality on
software protection
Software | requirements such as
quality functionality and compatibility
on network information
protection products
Influence of throughput, CPS,
Network . .
i TPS on network information
quality .
protection products
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Quality characteristics

Security quality

Software quality

Network quality

. Functional
F  Security Audit | . — IP Throughput
Suitability
Crypt: hi
fyptographic | | Reliability — CcC
support
User Data .
— . F— Compatibility — CPS
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Identification and . TCP Connection
— ) — Usability —
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Security Performance
— — : —HTTP Transfer Rate|
Management Efficiency
Protection of the -
1 | Maintainability | TPS
TSF
F—  TOE Access — Portability — Latency
L Trusted
Path/Channels
Fig. 4. Network information protection AHP

model for product quality evaluation

Table 5. Respondent’s baseline data

Category Content Count
University/
Research 3
institute
L. Government/
Organization .
Public 6
institutions
Enterprise 13
Hospital 1
0~5 years 6
5~10 years 3
Career More then 14
10 years
Number of 0~10 things 7
Network 10~50 19
Information things
Protection More then 4
Product 50 things
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Table 6. Consistency ratio of respondent

Quality characteristics Security quality Software quality Network quality
Respo| Max Max Max Max
ndent | Eigenv| C.I. C.R. | Eigenv| C.I. C.R. |Eigenv| C.I. C.R. |Eigenv| C.I. C.R.
alue alue alue alue

P1 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.09 0.01 0.01 8.14 0.19 0.14 | 11.71 | 0.79 0.58
P2 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.25 0.04 0.03 8.78 0.30 0.22 8.11 0.19 0.14
P3 3.04 0.02 0.04 9.06 0.15 0.11 7.20 0.03 0.02 7.20 0.03 0.02
P4 3.15 0.08 0.15 | 10.13 | 0.30 0.22 8.82 0.30 0.22 8.67 0.28 0.21
P5 3.20 0.10 0.19 8.68 0.10 0.07 8.21 0.20 0.15 7.71 0.12 0.09
P6 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.44 0.06 0.04 7.06 0.01 0.01 7.08 0.01 0.01
pP7 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.30 0.04 0.03 7.35 0.06 0.04 7.79 0.13 0.10
P8 3.00 0.00 0.00 | 11.18 | 0.45 0.32 7.20 0.03 0.02 7.26 0.04 0.03
P9 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.86 0.12 0.09 7.65 0.11 0.08 7.66 0.11 0.08
P10 | 3.43 0.21 0.41 9.99 0.28 0.20 8.23 0.21 0.15 9.64 0.44 0.33
P11 | 3.04 0.02 0.04 9.46 0.21 0.15 8.39 0.23 0.17 9.11 0.35 0.26
P12 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.11 0.02 0.01 7.00 0.00 0.00 7.06 0.01 0.01
P13 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.07 0.01 0.01 7.46 0.08 0.06 7.00 0.00 0.00
P14 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.25 0.04 0.03 7.39 0.07 0.05 7.81 0.14 0.10
P15 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.33 0.05 0.03 7.12 0.02 0.02 7.26 0.04 0.03
P16 | 3.01 0.00 0.01 8.68 0.10 0.07 7.54 0.09 0.07 7.77 0.13 0.10
P17 | 3.02 0.01 0.02 8.56 0.08 0.06 7.29 0.05 0.04 7.32 0.05 0.04
P18 | 3.07 0.04 0.07 8.30 0.04 0.03 7.74 0.12 0.09 7.69 0.12 0.09
P19 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.87 0.12 0.09 7.29 0.05 0.04 7.96 0.16 0.12
P20 | 3.00 0.00 0.00 8.09 0.01 0.01 7.13 0.02 0.02 7.11 0.02 0.01
p21 | 3.09 0.04 0.08 8.25 0.04 0.03 7.44 0.07 0.05 7.76 0.13 0.09
P22 | 3.01 0.00 0.01 9.28 0.18 0.13 7.55 0.09 0.07 7.43 0.07 0.05
P23 | 3.01 0.00 0.01 8.44 0.06 0.04 7.12 0.02 0.02 7.45 0.08 0.06

(0.47)0] 718 =& AR vehdrh AF2 75 AT AlFAde] 71 AE9E Bk gl
Aol W AzEe] F4(0.15) Xk UESH= HARHSAFE] B4 s AX=EH W Rr) 4
54 £4(0.38)° gt 917} o] =A et e 2l %47] Wl o] AL 2 ¢l 715H %k
v ARRS FAI= Z Aolr} gl A= et YES T FA-o|4+= HTTP Transfer Rate,
3 gtk AEES FAY AN 4 84F Abeld CPS, TPS &°| Aslell 71550] glen Agar}
H) L A9 v EY S AR HSAFAA F/44 A7 4 9= AMEAE 2] Aol 7 F8sitka
dolele] A& il ole AREAbHlelE] R} SHIAT
7 AT B o2 ey}, ek gjiT AE 2R M A HrE S4Fel ddE T8
ol A Bl Ao} fARSHA Bty 59| 7l A= = FAEE Fetd o 9l o] F EYE iR
F8E7F A HriEa A 2 Qg TSF B o} &R A For 7 ARRY VEAE
716 ol o $AEHE Fol AMF BE iAo 9 7% 5 gieh. AA 7FEAE (Table 713 ko] H]
Hobdol o & F48 7|ty gstsich o gk A3 ARAL dlele] 23, HTTP Transfer
LZEo] FAAME AMALe] QFARE e wet Rate, TSF B3, TPS 59 ¢$= vehgrh =

7]50] A&s] 3= AFEHEAE Hrleke 7% gk 7EA]elA 1 9] 7]=3 HTTP Transfer
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Table 7. Analysis results of Main Category and Sub Categories
Qualit.y . Weig.ht Sub Categories Weig.ht To.tal Totél
characteristics (Ranking) (Ranking) Weight | Ranking
Security Audit 0.11(4) 0.0517 9
Cryptographic support 0.08(7) 0.0376 16
User Data Protection 0.25(1) 0.1175 1
Security 0.47(1) Identification and Authentication 0.13(3) 0.0611 5
quality Security Management 0.07(8) 0.0329 16
Protection of the TSF 0.14(2) 0.0658
TOE Access 0.11(4) 0.0517
Trusted Path/Channels 0.11(4) 0.0517
Functional suitability 0.29(1) 0.0435 13
Reliability 0.29(1) 0.0435 13
Compatibility 0.09(4) 0.0135 19
S;)E;Vliie 0.15(3) Usability 0.113) | 0.0165 18
Performance efficiency 0.08(6) 0.012 21
Maintainability 0.09(4) 0.0135 19
Portability 0.05(7) 0.0075 22
IP Throughput 0.15(4) 0.057 7
CcC 0.13(6) 0.0494 12
CPS 0.14(5) 0.0532 8
I\;itg;;k 0.38(2) TCP Connection Tear Down Rate 0.07(7) 0.0266 17
HTTP Transfer Rate 0.18(1) 0.0684
TPS 0.17(2) 0.0646
Latency 0.16(3) 0.0608
rate Portability &5l vl& 15817} &2 715 2 FHd AF S5 58 HrkE eeska gk o

215 BoFa glth, ol HoHAIES B4 A
b dlole] B3, TSF BE 59 F8 Hl 7|
53 HTTP Transfer Rate, TPS 52 A}&x#}
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Table 8. Evaluation model application example

Sub Categories Weight A B
SECURITY AUDIT 0.0517 1 1
Cryptographic support 0.0376 1 1
USER DATA PROTECTION 0.1175 1 1
IDENTIFICATION AND AUTHENTICATION 0.0611 1 1
SECURITY MANAGEMENT 0.0329 1 1
PROTECTION OF THE TSF 0.0658 1 1
TOE ACCESS 0.0517 1 1
TRUSTED PATH/CHANNELS 0.0517 1 1
Functional suitability 0.0435 1 1
Reliability 0.0435 1 0.78
Compatibility 0.0135 0.9333 1
Usability 0.0165 1 0.59
Performance efficiency 0.012 0.57.19
Maintainability 0.0135 0.50 1
Portability 0.0075 1 0.3533
IP throughput 0.057 1 1
CcC 0.0494 1 1
CPS 0.0532 1 1
TCP Connection Tear Down Rate 0.0266 1 1
HTTP Transfer Rate 0.0684 1 1
TPS 0.0646 1 1
Latency 0.0608 0 1
Total (X (Weight* Score)) 0.9264 0.9788

|
5 AAAL T AE AT wEsie AFA S oo
= 747

Ak, vEY= A5 4$ LatecyE Al

g5 Ha AT 7EAE sl A AEY 7
% Latecy’t A5 71 E4 X3l 08& &
Sakslch. Aopdez A AE(0.9264)7 B AlE
(0.9788)2] ®|adA= B7} ] 58 AFoz 4
Ao} o Zsl AE EW ZE oM 14
< 58 A, B F AlFe] slvkx 7HsAE A
A& HTTP Transfer Rateold 05382 35
sl B AlE2 Security Managementeld 03
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Fig. 5. Information protection product quality
evaluation model selection procedure
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