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ABSTRACT

The objective of DDoS Attacks is to simply disturb the services. In recent years, the DDoS attacks have been ev
olved into Multi-Vector Attacks which use diversified and mixed attacking techniques.

Multi-Vector Attacks start from DDoS Attack and Malware Infection, obtain inside information, and make zombie
PC to reuse for the next DDoS attacks. These forms of Multi-Vector Attacks are unable to be prevented by the exi
sting security strategies for DDoS Attacks and Malware Infection.

This paper presents an approach to effectively defend against diversified Multi-Vector attacks by using Reverse
Proxy Group and PMS(Patch Management Server).
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