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Risk Evaluation Model of Security and Protection Network Based on

Risk Entropy and Neyman-Pearson Criterion
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Abstract
security system, risk assessment is an important metric to judge its protection effectiveness. In this paper, a security

There is a growing interest in the construction of security systems to protect social public safety. For a

system deployed in an area is regarded abstractly as a diagram of security network. Firstly, a method for risk assessment
based on entropy theory and Neyman-Pearson criterion is proposed. Secondly, the most vulnerable path formulation of the
security network is described and a solution by utilizing the Dijkstra’s shortest path algorithm is provided. The protection
probability on the most vulnerable path is considered as the risk measure of the security network. Furthermore, the effects
of some parameters on the risk and the breach protection probability are simulated, and a risk evaluation experiment
is carried out with a real scenario. The results show that the model proposed in this paper can not only quantitatively
evaluate the risk of the security network but also get a more scientific and reasonable evaluation result.
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Fig.1 The abstract diagram of a security network

A SRR B 1S A Neyman-Pearson #ENH2 H
IR 455 A2 A Bl i R B A Y i ik 2R Sk B 4
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DL S S T8 sk 37 DX 3 R A AR g 4 DXk
W IR 2 AN 71 ORI TE Bl Rl [, R 200 P
T BG4 B 50 W9 65 10 97 97 de g 95 i A, B4 i
59 AR 22 A P Vs 4 TR S, e e E ST AR Y
HROAN[R) 2500 2 A B0 30 FR 48 30 8 B ) 2 A B s )
EHEAR RS 52, JF25 AR R R4 B gh S A0
L S 7 o (N e N o R (L S R Ve EOE =R <
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1 HAXHARNE

LB R GRS S LR R R S (Physical
protection system). 20 2l 60 FAR, 5 H H LI
G0 I P A VR0 B 4 A 7 ot A P ) SEAA AR 7 R
S (1) R Be AN KURS PEA BEA TR 9, FRIELLE 90 4FEARHI
TEURX 5 T o, HEN 21 A, B (S BB
R P AR B A AE 22 A Biva T i) 2 A8, Sk
TR R G NI IR AN D3R SEAAR G 300h B 7 7
AR B N BT PRI A B 2k A ds TR 7 2, 56
PRI 5 20 B MR8 s DR b 3 e A2 AR Ak, UL 2 Bl
H 911 FAFRR A, A3tz 4 O S A% [ 5 Y
) @, BT N B BB e B 1 2 AT SR B Ve RE
(Y S AA LRI 28 58 TTURAP N T 21 23 3L 22 4 ) AR, 170
TR G HE BRI S AT R, SEAR R
RGTIRRERRA % 2P RG B L 2 RS (Security
system). I IEXAH R SCHRBEATBETT, 200 2 425
G BG VPN B Tk E Iy S T R VA
Feba 1 T VR RS REE e 1 kBl TR T A

XA T3 T A 21 22 4V 2R G KU VR AR PR A AT 9
JISCSRRIT T I B ) 7

1.1 ETFTHEITERIRNAE

1996 1 2006 4, +E A R A % K2E PR &
AHH A BB ITH (B ANAR B 57 KRG VAT
AP REVEA — YR RS VRN i
FUN , BN 2 A7 2R e A VA vl 8, 2t A X
B VA FR bR A RV BEE, LA (e ABhe TRERIAR
FRTE ) il s SR PR IARAE, WA & 5 L e PiTu R4
JRVRRE P9 78 DL, 3 Jo £ M 1 4R AR A T B 22 A By
RGN VPAl 45 R, fo MR 45 56 2 40 1) R JdE
A7 ARG v A 1) E PE VP, 2010 4E, Sendi M 4
A R G0 S VE AL R 5 I AR S I B i B
NL— PP L TR bR RO L SRR R SR K2 v
35 R B R BN R bR AT 5 VPN, A DR At A5
R =R AL 1) I FH SR B oR B e 45 T g A
FEVH X TR (0,1) PYAHR (IS, B A 5 8 25 R 8
2) B[R 25 3 S bR B0 8 T bR HEA T B IR DR A
3) X 4% B DR 2 3 E R B A T AU AR 1 TH A
SEARIBRE, B GA VMG bR. g Rtk
0 FRWIZ, il 1 RV LE, M SEBLNT 2 4
75 Y00 R 48 R B 5 B VP AR 0. 42 7 VAR R RO PP A
FERRPP A IR SN BEAE, — e RS ek T
FA) T HR AR VP 7 ¥ 50 RIS e DAy (1 e 8, (L S
A J3E R BB B B SR S ), R R AR AR
TR HMETE S N A IR PR 25, S e A506) fp B 4 S A
YRR b, 7 36T o R UG AT R UGS Ay
P 2 4B RAVEM AR R, IR E R
A B VPSR AR (AL R G 3¢ J8 1 R B A
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JER G MTRAE SRR ERRAR T AN FRAn LR
(K A 28 A58, RJZ R AT ikA B s+ WY
Al 5Tk, TRA 2% )2 i b i) — SOPEA 46 4 P2 A $i
JE M, FLAE KB PPl Fa AR J= k] o BB A7 AEAR A
BEPE, T 2B RS R AL o 22 e UK,
N5« W5 A0 95 AR e 7] — A 2 kil 4 D kL.
2012 4F, Xu %6 e bt B s LA 1 2 4B v
RGNV, 235 R I L 0P 7 A A i
B (1 53k, BUARSEASO L VP 2015 3R A5 DAl &5
Jei, 38 PR B R n) G5 SR AR AT 20 M, DA A
P KRR A AR 0 0 ARG, (I A T e A2
R 2 BEARF A AR, FERE I T Xt P s it
MIgEtt, WREHE SR AN K, ek 45 Rl L
RZAENE, IXLEAHE VE 22 W DAL 45 RN
BE.

1.2 EFHRFIHATE

R T MR GEut 1) 07 v 3 B i B B
R HFRIBEAT A, GEvt IR RIS g, LL
PG RGN HARBEAT B 3 R S 22 4By
YO RGBS, HRA 2R 0 KRS VP AS 45 SR AN [R], kT
MER G ) vk Loy o =28 e VR . S F
WrFnsE P 5 e A SE G I VR, T ) 56 B S
T K S5 % (Sandia National Laboratories) &
HIECT P AR (Adversary sequence diagram),
TR B TN A Bk B H b s S 1 (1) 254
BEEAG EAT 3 A, AN TR H bR B 24 &
g8 RS 43 AT (AR . AR T A1 AR 2R 0 IRV (1
i — B PEVEAY, EDRER A AT AR — A
B EEGR. AETT e SRR 2 5 HY IR B B A2 0 A
BN 22 B8 AR I3 AT AR R 0 i AT T e S AR 2R g Al
U1 Doyon ) x4 & 474 T, SR EESURIER I 2% 1)
GARPNERG R VAL, 512 AR BT, X)
MNAR B AEA R BT B 47 H AR BEAT Bk I 4 A
MR AE A 2248 KU P Mk, Hug A1 Giampapa
XA N R 22 A BT 0 R e RS EA T PRAl
75 Doyon!®) [¥j3Aih 1 2% 18 R G5 (¥ R S R4
K, LA RGN HEAT VAR O, R DAl 45 3
I T KU () 58 PEVEAS . 1998 4, Hicks ZE1 HEH
BT BOA - R 0 KRS DAL D535, i R RE I 22 T
TRIAE R AR R VAL 285 2R, BARRBIAY 4N R

Risk = P(A) x [1— P(E)] x C

Hh, P(A) AW H s BT R, P(E) A4
RGBT I H AR BGE ER, C BT H bx
I B 27 VEAE IR b SIS 1 52 U
fiti. AEILB 5 H bR e Bk B i T o £ A 0
BRI I s S5 2R, IR A A

ANHfEPE. 2001 4FA1 2005 4F, 5% 8 b SL 5 =
()2 # Garcia Hi T The Design and Evaluation
of Physical Protection Systems'? 1 Vulnerabil-

ity Assessment of Physical Protection Systems!'®!

PIAL 2, A% T Fischer 2511 £F 2004 4E 1)
2% Introduction to Security " ¥ FHMERAERE . I
SR B RO G 59 P B X Y A B SRR 6 2R XU TR
GBS, $&H T 022 200590 5 G0 1 KU VRAL 715,
Crbis AR Mrids s W2 43 ATV fH AR — 2 Rg 4y
Mridont 22 4= By R e AT KRS VRAL, 78 KRS PR AL
ZIB P RGNS, CLBGE# 2P H A
(1) 17 47 3 55 6 AR A Dy 2 e AR PEAS Ak B, 2010
i, Xu 08 fE 2 A7 R G0 AR VPAT L B 5N
Dempster-Shafer UF## # B #18, FEGE TR 4
THIPEAL &5 R A PR, ST 45 Rl KT
A AR, B SN KU VPG &5 SR VP e bR, Bl S
A8 D-S B IE ik ZE N7 HESRN U HE T DAk 5 B T
fFRE. D-S i JE T A e HER vk, 75— e R b
AR TR S0 A e 2, 2 D-S #gHE S
(1) 45 L T A5 B2 G LA PR TR AR (R 40 ST AT 25
[PIET o0 IEFEAE B, X — fANAE RS _EAFAE, 5K
PR e AR K, IR Z) HIL— S B e i . i 2
AL AR bR 2 TR B KOS R, AE BE 4 AR
R o N ] AVE S R 1 E BE 0. 2012 4,
Dai 25017 78 Hicks 20 Fil Garcial'? XU P45 3
WA b $2 s oA — W a2 H i (Benefit-
cost analysis) XJ %4 B i R G R RE AL, KRS PF
[y itk I

Risk = P(A) xp(r)xC

b, P (A) AR H b BGh KER, p (r) 9Bt
RN IR, C B H SR, 1% 5A R
Wb nT SBLS PR K T PEAl, (RAERE BT H Ax
BT FIME R B BUK AR AN RERE T N e, Sibs |
Bl E AR AT BEANRUERT I H AR, DL XU
PN &5 RAAIRAFAEAR K 0 TR RIAN 5 1.

LR P, e 2 A AR g KU AL Y
WFIT T A AR TR TR AR R AR I R SR BE A,
O A E VAL i b I BRI A PR
K3 LB PPAl T S B 2 Ay v 2R G KU BEAT VP A,
FAR mE 5 5, BRI EAL, VPSR
FR g N7 R i FCASCHE F e R b AT W] REAT AR W
IR, PRI PP R e PR, ANRESS 2 B ITE
i, TRV _E 3 VAL U5 ik 32 R BT ELAS 1 2 AaBE
ARG VAL, e LIS — S XA (19 22 A 22 42 Bl
TR GEAL K 22 4 DV R 2% 1) XU BEA T HERF PF A
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ZRPERG & NEIRRG, M5 HAR K
DRI ZAR 2 DR 2= 5, B0l 22 42 B Va R Gewt H AP
P RAT AN E M, A SO 2 A B R G0 X s A By
I H AR I DR3P AN 8 1R PR T i R eI XU, )
NG RGN 2P M g, HEEE
BT H bR I8 47 55 99 1R B AT JE 22 4 B 90 I 28 1)
PR, [A] IS, MRS R S, 55 BaR i B
R R, ARSI AR M, AR XU AR
JE B2 A BT I R G B 3 AN 1, I a4
LRSI 4 0 AN MR FR e XU 2 TR PR A R
JERERR.

2.1 Neyman-Pearson BriF{&#Y

LARYTERGN Hs AT IR T 247 3 NPT
PRI S SE IR R . PRI A2 45 A R B i 2 i Bt
AT 05 SEAR At i 30 2k 2H 2R w0 B 1R 87 47 g S 4 3R B
IR B AT Dy Wi N R 2 B ER A H AR
WBCEAT R 5, XFBIP H AR R I CR AT 3. PR,
LRI RGO HARIIBT 5 R ol hh G o —
PSR, B o R Z2PITE RGN =R
R MY Neyman-Pearson FUU, 22 4Fh i R G0xT
FIAR BT 47 () e A A5 A T A B R AT FOVF AR R R 0
FIRTER N, RGO ORI R B R .
JEFE AN 22 A P R GO B3 DN 2% 5 1 B
PR, A S % A2 7 0 3R G0 IR I Ak 2Ry
(173 P e 2 L B A 5 AR IR I R, et 3 T 4 4l
ZITE e 7Y RGN EWNE S, RAEE
ARG HR, B EIME R 0. TTEH o 1)
hndE i S (Additive white Gaussian noise),
5 1 iR B A PR 2 1) 0 S s B g, o AR
FAG T WIS, d,; AR XN B P A (R AL
Ho 5ZEPERE S; ZMMEKICEES, p,; A&
YRS S; 1 E v WP M. w T
Neyman-Pearson #1224 55 R G By 47 455 280 4n
¥

pa=t-o (000 =hLar)

Horb, @ () D sl RT3 AT R A, RoRBENLAR B AR
mx BRMBREIES A6, L AR 2P R G
PR EAE S HEARCR, s E 5 AR 1
JE R AR, AR LI Y 1) Mot 4 5 2 4 B v R e )
IR EE . v R L EVERSEMFEELL,
EARARPUT IR, BB 4 M RPITRE, RS
Bz 1 Prow, B e B 5 Bl s i H bx
[] R B AR R AR I 2 s,

1

09
08
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Protection probability
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0

w0 %0

dym

Bl 2 RPIREG Si, S2, Ss, Sa Pid R IIAAL LS
Fig.2 Sample protection probability of the four
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2B R G IR A AR G R U )
fabs, BLSOh Tl BB v ARG B B S HGR
4, WAETEH — oA @ T 0.2, BB R iE, R
AR GUBCR B, e W BHLSE g 0 B 2R N B A S
RABURK, A [R5 ot B A= FA i A 0 8, 4 ik
B, FTREIR NI, EAT DU R A
X 2R, X — il 2 P RS Sy
Sy ATLLE . ARG EMRLE v ER AR RS
PUTIRESE, R REAAGTT PO, WA T 4%
B3P fe 1, AT LABE K — AN 2 AP AR Ge I 4B XT3
e (B R 1), FEASL L 55 X 1Y
MR Y B B AT O, R KB R ck
BERD KM AT 4534 25 ~ 50 MoTFky iy, 4 2R 42 B & AR
%, HORLIN ] A 22 BN D3 TT3RAS B 2 X ) 2 A A
KL 8T R BB fE ke A A BEAEL L AR S

Rl ANZYRSEEER

Table 1  Parameter values of four security systems
BT R RER o RYAEWLL v (dB) FEA$ L Bitr sz % n
S1 0.1 20 100 2
Sa 0.2 20 100 2
Ss 0.01 40 200 2
Sa 0.1 40 200 3
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fEWELE ~ #RT LASE i 22 42 75 0 3R G K 4 0] 47 3B 97
TR/, B4 e ) g 2 BT T i R G A
ZAl S R L AR RN B RE ) R S, IS
XA D] 22 4 70 2R SR BT B fie 0 s i AR B
K= 2 ZRPif RS S, KB e 120
T LU . RIS N 2 WA, B R R i 3
K, L5 B4 R Iy —AMEE E. X
ol e A (1) SRIBRAF LLUER], 23070 BL d — oo,
L—0,7v—0Fn— oo Xtz (1) KWLM, 455w
T

lim p,; =«
dyi—00

lim p,; = «
L_>Opvz

limp,; = «
v—0

lim p,; = «
’I’]*}OO

— AN EAEYIE RGO H bR /N B AR A T IL R
P AR A I S R A 2 T e B AR O
At

I B E 2 A LA RS, XL A
ARG AR DL AP IL%, R4 N K2 4B
RGN LA PE M S I 2B . BRI AL E v 1)
Ui p, A

o, o Ry DRI B IR 22 B R A

AT ST 4 DX A 25 AN R BT A R
XF B 47 DXCIREAT R A Al R A B R 977 4 DX AR
B S ZE B IE T . MRS ALARER 5, B4 X 45
A G A B R RO R ) 1L SO
AR 1) 023 AR B 47 DN R 47 5% B B A
(AR B4 DI R g A2 5 S

R BRI N, S8 M, 53 4EAkR, 4
ATz BORTy A N — 1 S50 M —1 %55y, KB
1B SRR N (24, y,), e 2, =0,1,--- | N—1,
Yo =0,1,--- ,M—1, Hl v REATE— 15 (2, 90) W
W7, v="y,N +x, + 1. BRIKEDIRAN L S5
WA v =0, BIFRNRIAERME LN v = NM
+ 1. FHFERE Cow € C(NM+2)><(NM+2) AR IR 5
RIPEIEFR. cpm = 1 KRS v Flgi w [HH—
AL, Com = 0 ARG RRIEAT B4, FEIE AR E
P&

(1, #0<v,w<NM+1H
(Ty — Ty Yo — Yu) € D
Cow=14%1, #Hv=0Hy,=0 (3)
I, Hw=NM+1Hy,=M-1
0, 70

IEEP? D = {{_Loa 1} X {_1a07 1}} - {(070)} ‘§‘§
— TR AR, RN 8 K 4 KB4 X I,
L MREAL AL B S BRI 3 .

) Destination point
Guard field

Secure side

£
(=)
N
;
:
\&/

Insecure side Starting point

K3 B XA AL sl
Fig.3 A sample protection area that is gridded

B 47 DX I 0 s AL A B S B X I AT R
FBAAST NSRSV = {v, v, -+, v}, %R
B R p g R

p=[] (01 =pw) (4)
vieV

DX 3 PA 7 47 g 7 58 A ) A A Y R B — AR AR,
L4 R OB A e K. B A I 47 B 9 B AR A
TR T RR IR S AL AR

max H (1—p1)$”

(i,5)eC
s.t. Z Tg; =1
(s,j)eC
> =1
(z,d)eC
Lij — Z z; =0,
(i,d)eC (k,i)eC
Vi=1,2, SN x M
1, ¢;=1
7y = { g (5)
O, Cij =0
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Horp C AR XIS S BT A T AR, s AR
KU G s, d ARERBT H AR AL E B 8T H br
P, @ Fj REEBTSES C TR A, Y 2y
=1, AR ¢ A j [WAFAE— AR BEAT, 75 T 4
g M BAS. TAEES O a5 s S R 2
X (3) e X.

2.2 XU

52 vk RS K Clausius!™® 75 1865 4k 581K
A2 T R R AL ) S ) — AR R
J5i 48 B R W #2558 Boltzmann X 1 48 v fift B,
TG A — N R G TC P BN PR RS . 1948 4,
5 BB BE3E N SE[H B2 58 Shannon™ I {5 B
HESIE. B EHARERGEERNFAERE, £
SRR A E R A B E R, 5By
T AKAEREN p(x;) BIBEPLFAT 2, A T
1) R AR

I(z;) = —logp (x:)
L, T () ARRBEBLEAT 2 MAERENE, B0 1S

i

LAY RGAL XN FE— R, 3
T AR AR KU ORI AN i M, IX M E
PEAH 4 T 1% OB Bk T AR AU B R e, R ity
BAE B T AfE B e S, ARSCHBIH— R
Bl AN e VAT R B, PROA XU, DA SE BN X
BENATE R — T RE R AR I B B AT e . AR
JE SR

Iv = - logpv (6)

Hrr, p, RELZRPIEMES S 15 v BT,
HoE XS (2), L, AR v USRS

B 3 DI 2 RS AL AR PR, BB XA AR
ST N SRS Vo= {1, 00, -+, U}, ZERAR
IR 1 (V) 5 X

1v)=31, (7)

v, €V

il =X (5) $& 2 X I A By 97 5 1 99 B 12
XS BN Vina, W22 4B 90 X 285 1 RS
R(S) 5

I Vmax
R(§) = LVo) ®)

n

Herp n ARRBI Sl 55 4% L T (K2
3 mEXESSH
3.1 REMEMEMIFRBEFHE

ERBEAE K 100 2K 98 60 AKX IR A #BE 1 5 4
LB AL 2 A B E R 2%, 2 B AL A
BEMKRSHWER 2 Por, BuhmEas sy (0,0),
B4 H AR B A (100, 60). HLHE AR SCHE L ) XUBS: PP
AR, 22 A B 3 I 45 R 17 7 a5 v 58 B AR AT 24 13K
fift 5 RE (5) SR DU, A A ) %o BT H s
3 (5) AL R 1), AR A T

—log (1 = pi)zy;

B 9 X e R AL AR B, R S i A,
R e Sl o S [T 3 D R B AR )
BB SRR R — log (1 — p;), Mo p; 24
B VE P 28 75 k0 IR, SR Dijkstra ficfi i
PR SE SR B ) B A2 R G B 97 i 95 B . O
LI (1) K 2522 19 R A X3 R A I R 25 T
MBI, g (2) kil 5 AN BT R K
(¥ 22 42 Bl Y P 2% AEREAS ) (BT 3P B Bl 2k B
JORL RN R s AR R 2 Y 2 4 B L R 4% A X Bk
Bt o A —AE R, Wil 4 (b) Bros, Bl
52 Bl AR 2 22 7 1 s I . RO S AR IR LA
SCHEH R AT 4 R 28 Sy R (K 5 477 f 1 55 42

MR JE T B VP A PR R K V5, W1 Sendi 48
P& Y KU PG T3, K 5 AN 2B mi 4L ERY k) 4%
BN RGE, ANV fEbs, 8T AT
o Y AR G0 DR P A 6L, AR VP A5 (T 72 X 18] 25
ARG RGO, ST iR BT 0 kA2 B 1) s
O, BEMN VB J AT — 48842, DT &Rt sty

%2 5 ANRPASHUEER

Table 2  Parameter values of five security systems
B R RIRE R o RYEMELL v (dB) FEA%L L Bitr il 24 n x MbR y Abks
S1 0.01 20 120 2 52 14
Sa 0.02 15 180 2.5 18 13
S3 0.03 14 70 2 43 58
Sy 0.01 30 80 2.2 82 22
Ss 0.01 25 100 1.8 3 12
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TR BT b 0% s N A R R R AE 6 i 1 22 5
FRGUHH R BB AR I B P AR A 3 22 42 5
P2 B R G R 2 AR B A, DRt
SR bR 1 RS VPN VAR ME S A 2 B AR B P %
Bl 28 28 1 AU 23 A 55 ] S W ] 55 S 56 S T 9 1
Garcia'?l 7EHTF 740 B i L al 132 H 2 B A2 1 43
W73, RIS XA T ks AR 2, MR 220515 i)
K7 4 £ 7 B A5 I 2 118 348 DR T 8 3 e Ok P e 2, 3 T
B A Tyt 2122 87775 A A B 28 B 22 5 1 S AE 25 T
RO PR, R B AR DGR TR R BB B B 59 i
2, Ml Garcial'?l 5 79%, CLBTIHE 2 Ay WA T 55
FIALEE, RGBT P B 99 B A2 i 4 A vk B s o
Al Y e

Protection probability

100

60

40

00 0 Length

(a) iy il ss e i = 2o

(a) The most vulnerable path shown in three-dimensional space

%WWMM o

(b) B s AR 1 —4E o

(b) The most vulnerable path shown in two-dimensional space
Kl 4 e aBiaM g B ol 59 e

Fig.4 The most vulnerable path of a security network

B 4 (b) A LL 2 4B W 2% 5 DX A 1 B 377
WA ) AR R L, R EE R 7R DAAS SCH H 2
TR R Bl 4 fe 5 AR R LA BT 5 R
BUE Vi ki A5, ANRER Y, e TSR 59 (s
R A P MRAEIN (8) TISKAT 22 4Bl M 45 i X

K2 0.4619. A B¢ )2 AN By mUAT— AN B 4
H ks, R R 1 F1 LS 9 e 2 2 A Bl i 2
MMUETES

3.2 Neyman-Pearson BFiF#EE S E 5B iP #
) ind -

FES 3.1 WIHE TR ZE RGAME T, B
RO BRI . AT LA 4 PR it 2 4B
Y0 199 29y BEAil], SR SO0 22 A2 BT A
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Table 3  Parameter values of nine security systems in a district
B RIRE R o RG[EWELL v (dB) HEA% L Mitr stz 4 n x AAFR y AR

S1 0.05 20 100 2 50 50
Sa 0.01 40 100 2.5 500 0
S3 0.05 20 100 2 950 50
Sa 0.1 40 150 2.2 250 150
Ss 0.1 40 150 1.8 750 150
Se 0.1 40 150 2.2 250 450
Sz 0.1 40 150 1.8 750 450
Ss 0.05 20 100 2.2 50 550
Sy 0.05 20 100 1.8 950 550
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