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Policy-based Security System Modeling using
Vulnerable Information
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System Modeling
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B Abstract ®

As the importance and the need for network security is increased, many organization uses the various security
systems. They enable to construct the consistent integrated security environment by sharing the vulnerable information
among firewall, intrusion detection system, and vuinerable scanner. And Policy-based network provides a means by
which the management process can be simplified and largely automated. In this article we build a foundation of
policy-based network modeling environment. The procedure and structure for policy rule induction from vulnerabilities
stored in SVDB (Simulation based Vulnerability Data Based) is conducted. It also transforms the policy rules into PCIM
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