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Abstract The APT attacks are hackers created a variety of security threats will continue to attack applied
to the network of a particular company or organization. It referred to as intelligent sustained attack. After
securing your PC after a particular organization's internal staff access to internal server or database through
the PC or remove and destroy the confidential information. The APT attack is so large, there are two zero-day
attacks and rootkits. APT is a process of penetration attack, search, acquisition, and is divided into outlet Step
4. Tt was defined in two ways how you can respond to APT through the process. Technical descriptions were
divided into ways to delay the attacker's malicious code attacks time and plan for attacks to be detected and

removed through.
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3. APT(Advanced Persistent Threats)

3.1 APT(Advanced Persistent Threats)[4]
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Fig. 3. APT Attack Processing
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