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Abstract

Attacks such as hacking, a virus intimidating a system and a network are increasing recently.
However, the existing system security or network management system(NMS) cannot be safe
on various threats. Therefore, Firewall, IDS, VPN, LAS(Log Analysis System) establishes
security system and has defended a system and a network against a threat. But mutual
linkage between security systems was short and cannot prepare an effective correspondence
system, and inefficiency was indicated with duplication of security. Therefore, an active
security and an Enterprise Security Management came to need. An effective security network
was established recently by Enterprise Security Management, Intrusion Tracking, Intrustion
Induction. But an internetworking is hard for an enterprise security systems , and a
correspondence method cannot be systematic, and it is responded later. Therefore, we proposes
the active enterprise security management module that can manage a network safely in this
paper.
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