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Abstract

Security of the port TCP/80 has been demanded by reason that the others besides web services have been
rapidly increasing use of the port. Existing traffic analysis approaches can't distinguish web services traffic from
application services when traffic passes though the port. monitoring method based on protocol and port analysis
were weak in analyzing harmful traffic using the web port on account of being unable to distinguish payload. In
this paper, we propose a method of detecting harmful traffic by web traffic analysis. To begin, traffic Capture by
real time and classify by web traffic. Classed web traffic sorts each application service details and
apply weight and detect harmful traffic. Finally, method propose and implement through coding.
Therefore have a purpose of these paper to classify existing traffic analysis approaches was difficult

web traffic classified normal traffic and harmful traffic and improved performance.
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