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in confusion as intrusion detection system like an
existing Snort display much alert messages on
administrator's screen. Also, there are some
possibilities to cause false positive. In this paper, to
solve these problems, we designed Web-based
ID{Intrusion Detection) traffic analysis system
using correlation, and implemented so that
administrator can check easily whole intrusion
traffic state in web which dividing into normal and
intrusion traffic using Libpcap, Snort, ACID, Nmap
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T Pk that alert message number and false positive rate
are minimized.
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