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A Study of Security QoS(Quality of Service) Measurement Methodology for
Network Security Efficiency

Jeom goo Kim* - SiChoon Noh**

ABSTRACT

Network security performance evaluation is a complex and diverse system environments, a single, specific
performance measurements alone performance evaluation measure itself and the meaning of the reliability of the
evaluation results do not limit the number of days only. In this paper, we propose a method to measure the security
features of security, QoS measurement techniques using MOS satisfaction. MOS(Mean Opinion Score) Rating
specifications for network security, QoS satisfaction and how to operate the development and operational model for
future customer’s satisfaction for information systems that can be used to evaluate the QoS measurement/analysis
be utilized in the field. Objectified in the form of standards and performance measurement system provider (supplier
development) and consumers(users) all the results available so that how to develop a system. Development is the
development of information security features, the performance of these two features networking capabilities and a
comprehensive evaluation of a three-gaeyoungyeok Correlating performance measurement methodology. Systematic
measurement environment designed using the proposed methodology of this study, when the operating system is on
the satisfaction of the security, QoS can be calculated. Forward In addition, a variety of performance metrics and
performance measurement methods by extending the network security system satisfaction rating upgrade by the
way will be.

Key words : QoS(Quality of Service), Measurement, Methodology, Network Security, Efficiency
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