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ABSTRACT

The threat to the network is increasing due to explosive increasing use of the Internet. Current
IDS(Intrusion Detection System) detects intrusion and does individual response in small area network. It is
important that construction of infra to do response in all system environment through sharing information
between different network domains. This paper provides a policy-based IDS management architecture enabling
management of intrusion detection systems. The IIDS(Integrated Intrusion Detection System) is composed of
IDAs(Intrusion Detection Agents). We describe requirements in design and the elements of function.
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[Fig. 1] Intrusion Detection Framework of IDWG
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Management
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