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Techniques to improve Web application security 
 

To keep web application secure besides standard 
firewalls, various types of solutions are used in application 
layer: external tools – web application scanners and 
firewalls (WAS, WAF) and internal – the application itself 
must be self-defending [8]. 

A web application scanner is an automated program 
that examines web applications for specific security 
vulnerabilities [13]. A WAS uses the negative logic 
(blacklist) based filtering algorithms to detect 
vulnerabilities in web applications. Negative logic filtering 
built on signatures of known attacks and allows security 
systems to prevent any requests that appear to match the 
attacks’ signatures from reaching protected servers.  

A web application firewall (WAF, Fig. 1) is a firewall 
that operates in the Application layer of a web application 
server. It is kind of an intrusion detection system (IDS) but 
does not operate on the Network level of a web 
application; instead, it is exclusively applied on the 
Application layer [14, 15]. A WAF can work using any 
web traffic filtering mechanism (positive, negative, or 
session) and it either works as an embedded firewall with 
the web server or as a separated layer of security in a 
reverse proxy form [16]. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Web Application Firewall infrastructure 

 
Positive logic filtering allows valid requests based on 

a signature set (whitelist) detailing what types of 
communications protected server’s know-how to handle; it 
prevents any requests not known to be valid from reaching 
secured servers. 

Session based filtering (also called event-driven 
dynamic rules) utilizes positive logic based rules but 
allows the inclusion of variables in the rule set. The values 
of the variables are set dynamically during user sessions. 

The disadvantages of positive logic filtering: is 
requirement of large vulnerabilities database based of 
regex rules. It causes poor bandwidth, requires more 
resources, hardly adaptable to large web systems. By 
reducing the number of rules, in order to improve 
bandwidth, decreases vulnerability detection quality.  

In order to increase the WAF performance, 
bandwidth, WAF developed using artificial intelligence 
techniques: Artificial Neural Networks [17], fuzzy logic 
[18]. These systems address two objectives: to set models 
for ‘normal’ traffic and to detect 'abnormal' traffic, blocks 
it.  However, this system is still experimental; challenging 
them to "train" also can’t "see" part of attacks (up to 20%). 

Since WAF can not to detect all attacks, it is not 
suitable to protect applications which use application-level 
encryption of data streams, so it uses an "inner" security 
measures integrated into the application when developing, 
there are established methods [19]. However, this method 
is work intensive, development of web application 
becomes more expensive and takes longer. After detecting 
new type of vulnerabilities may be a need to redevelop 
web application.  

 
Our proposed solution – Embedded Web Application 
Firewall 
 

Considering the experience of WAF development and 
usage, to eliminate main problems we are offering to 
embed WAF into web application i.e. embedded firewall 
model (EWAF), whose structure is represented in fig.2. 

 
Fig. 2. Embedded Web Application Firewall structure 

 
EWAP is a modular system and consists of two main 

parts (Fig. 3).  

 
Fig. 3. A functional scheme of EWAF 

 
The main components of EWAF: EWAF main 

database (MDB): vulnerability detection modules (filters) 
for each type of vulnerability: Injection, XSS, CSRF, etc., 
whitelist and blacklist. Particular modules are based on the 
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positive, negative and Web traffic filtering session 
mechanisms to discover vulnerabilities in input flow. 

Configurator, the graphical user interface module: to 
create a firewall for each web application and supporting, 
through the MDBs. It works in two modes - manual (the 
initial setting, the correction) and automatic (EWAF filters, 
whitelist and blacklist update). 

The primary input traffic analyzer. The analyzer 
parses the request (if necessary, decodes it) and determines 
the filters that apply to the subsequent analysis of the data 
input (the vulnerability detection). 

EWF filter parses the input data to detect certain type 
of vulnerability. 

EWAF decision-making module evaluates results of 
filters and rejects request if the vulnerability is detected or 
redirects the flow of data entry to the web application logic 
part. 

EWAF is embedded into any web application and 
configured according to its needs by activating the 
appropriate filters and firewall rules sets. 

Disadvantages: more administration because of the 
need to configure for each application separately; The 
advantages: bandwidth, efficiency (because of problem-
oriented), flexibility – it’s possible to analyze encrypted 
input flow. 

 
EWAF evaluation 
 

To evaluate our approach, we have developed a 
prototype of our solution EWAF to implement and use a 
firewall to ensure security of web applications. We realized 
the SQL injection detection and neutralization module and 
used this to secure web applications. 

SQL injection detection and neutralization module 
parses input data from HTTP requests GET, POST, 
REQUEST, COOKIE. Module is based on positive and 
negative filtering mechanisms. DB of vulnerabilities 
(whitelist and blacklist) is stored in XML format. 

Evaluation criteria of developed EWAF: 
 Qualitative characteristics - accuracy of the firewall 

(if detects all modeled vulnerabilities): 
o detection of positive vulnerabilities, 
o detection of negative vulnerabilities (false-

positive). 
 Quantitative characteristics: 
o Time delay (or latency) during execution of web 

application, 
o Increase of server load. 

To measure accuracy we used Acunetix Web 
Vulnerability Scanner [20] and based on OWASP 
recommendations threats and threats fractions list. Specific 
web application form was tested. Test results shown: 
Vulnerability Scanner detects 6 vulnerabilities while 
firewall was off; and 0 after turning firewall on (Fig. 4). 

Special text file with the familiar 408 false attack 
symptoms was used to test for response to false 
vulnerability. EWAF did not respond to false attacks.  

To evaluate quantitative performance EWAF was 
simulated access to the web application transactions, using 
a predefined randomly generated data file access and 
NeoLoad software [21], which is used to test web 

applications by simulating the same time existing 
customers. 

 

  

a) b) 
Fig. 4. Vulnerability detection test: a – without a firewall; b – 
with a firewall 

 
Were measured at login time and the number of 

queries to the web server and DB per second when EWAF 
was turned off and turned on later, by simulating the 
number of users competing for 4 to 10 and sequentially 
changing the number of connections from 100 to 10000. 
Table 2 shows average results of measurements of turned 
off /on and the percentage change. 

 
Table 2. Query execution time 

Simulated 
competitive users 

4 6 8 10 

Average response 
time(s) 

0,49 
0,531 
8,4% 

0,738 
0,774 
4,9% 

0,971 
1,06 
9,2% 

1,25 
1,34 
7,2% 

Queries per 
second server 

7,1 
6,7 

-5,6% 

7,1 
6,7 

-5,6% 

7,2 
6,7 

-6,9% 

7,1 
6,8 

-4,2% 

Queries per 
second server DB 

7273 
6780 
-6,8% 

7143 
6742 
-5,6% 

7273 
6957 
-4,3% 

7194 
6849 
-4,8% 

Test duration (s) 55 
59 

7,3% 

84 
89 
6% 

90 
95 

4,5% 

139 
146 
5% 

 
As can be seen from the table, while EWAF turned 

on average query execution time increases by 6.5%, the 
number of requests served by web server is reduced by 
approximately 5.6%, and queries to the database - 5.2%. 
Time depends on the number of simulated users, but it also 
depends on the server capabilities. 

The goal of stress test is to ensure the EWAF does 
not crash in conditions of insufficient computational 
resources unusually high concurrency, or denial of service 
attacks. The following studies to evaluate the blacklist and 
whitelist mechanisms of influence on the stress test results. 
They simulate the flow of queries from 100 to 10,000 
during the, holding that each request is an attack and a 
whitelist or blacklist checking filters. Table 3 shows 
average results of measurements of blacklist and whitelist 
filters. 

As can be seen from the table, WAF with whitelist 
filters works faster, with a high number of queries should 
be limited to whitelist filters. Using a blacklist filters, 
server load average are at 350 requests per second, 
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approaching the limit (0.5) value and a very sharp upward 
trend. 

 
Table 3. Stress test results 

Queries 
scanned 

100 1000 5000 10000 

Duration (s) 0,33 
0,11 

2,96 
0,83 

14,51 
4,61 

28,53 
8,48 

Queries per 
second 

303 
909 

338 
1205 

345 
1065 

351 
1179 

Server load 
averages change 

0,01 
0,01 

0,01 
0,01 

0,15 
0,06 

0,4 
0,14 

 
Conclusions 

 
Security of web application is actual problem – only 

8 – 16% of web applications are secured, 75% of 
vulnerabilities goes to Application layer. There are various 
tools to improve security of web applications: WAS, WAF 
and safe programming methodology. However, using of 
these technologies has some problems. 

In this work offered to use Embedded Web 
Application Firewall (EWAF) for ensuring web 
applications security. EWAF model was created by using 
blacklist and whitelist filters, prototype of it was tested. 

Research was done by using well known web 
applications evaluation tools, it had  showed that created 
EWAF had detected all tested vulnerabilities, average 
query execution time increases by 6.5%. Stress test 
analysis shown that whitelist filters comparing with 
blacklists are better when loads a higher. 

EWAF model can be used in developing new or 
improving existing security measures on any web 
application platform. Created SQL injection filters also can 
be applied as a single security measures in existing web 
application. 

 
References 

 
1. NETCRAFT. Web Server Survey, 2010. Online: 

http://news.netcraft.com/. 
2. WhiteHat. Website Security Statistic Report, 2011, 11t ed. 

Online: https://www.whitehatsec.com/assets/WPstats_ 
winter11_11th.pdf?doc=WPstats_winter11_11th. 

3. WebCohort. WebCohort's application defense center reports 
results of vulnerability testing on Web applications [EB/OL], 
2004. Online: http://www. imperva.com/news/press.html 

4. Lanowitz T. Now Is the Time for Security at the Application 
Level. – Gartner, 2005. – 8 p. 

5. Rainys R. Network and Information Security. Assessments 
and Incidents Handling // Electronics and Electrical 
Engineering. – Kaunas: Technologija, 2006. – No. 6(70). – P. 
69–74. 

6. NIST. National Vulnerability Database Version 2.2. Online:  
http://nvd.nist.gov/home.cfm 

7. The WASC Threat Classification v2.0.  Web Application 
Security Consortium. Online:  
http://projects.webappsec.org/w/page/3246978/Threat%20Cla
ssification. 

8. OWASP. The Ten Most Critical Web Application Security 
Risks, 2010. Online:   
https://www.owasp.org/index.php/Top_10.  

9. Common Weakness Enumeration (CWE™). Online:  
http://cwe. mitre.org/. 

10. CWE/SANS Top 25 Most Dangerous Software Errors, 2011. 
Online: http://cwe.mitre.org/top25/ 

11. WASC (Web Application Security Statistics). Online:  
http://projects.webappsec.org/w/page/13246989/Web%20Ap
plication%20Security%20Statistics.  

12. Imperva’s Web Application Attack Report. – 2011   
Online: http://www.imperva.com/docs/HII_Web_ 
Application_Attack_Report_Ed1.pdf. 

13. Fong E., Okun V. Web Application Scanners: Definitions 
and Functions // Proceedings of the 40th Hawaii International 
Conference on System Sciences.  – IEEE, 2007. – P. 280b–
280b.  

14. Becher M. Web Application Firewalls. – VDM Verlag, 
Saarbrücken, Germany, 2007. – 168 p. 

15. Kapodistria H., Mitropoulos S., Douligeris Ch. An 
advanced web attack detection and prevention tool // 
Information Management & Computer Security, 2011. – Vol. 
19. – Iss. 5. – P. 280–299. 

16. Desmet l., Piessens F., Joosen W., Verbaeten P. Bridging 
the gap between web application firewalls and web 
applications // Proceedings of the fourth ACM workshop on 
Formal methods in security. – Alexandria, Virginia, USA, 
2006. – P. 67–77. 

17. Krueger T. , Gehl Ch., Rieck K., Laskov P. TokDoc: a 
self–healing web application firewall // Proceedings of the 
2010 ACM Symposium on Applied Computing. – Sierre, 
Switzerland, 2010.   

18. Moosa A. Artificial Neural Network based Web Application 
Firewall for SQL Injection // World Academy of Science, 
Engineering & Technology, 2010. – Vol. 64. – P. 12–21. 

19. Guide to Building Secure Web Applications and Web 
Services. – OWASP, 2005. – 293 p. 

20. Acunetix Web Vulnerability Scanner.  Online:  
http://www.acunetix.com/vulnerability–scanner/. 

21. NeoLoad. The load testing solution for all web applications. 
Online: http://www.neotys.com. 

Received 2011 11 02 
Accepted after revision 2011 12 15 

 
E. Kazanavicius, V. Kazanavicius, A. Venckauskas, R. Paskevicius. Securing Web Application by Embedded Firewall // Electronics and 
Electrical Engineering. – Kaunas: Technologija, 2012. – No. 3(119). – P. 65–68. 

The paper addressed the problem of protection of Web applications. Classifications of Web application vulnerabilities and existing protection 
methods had been analyzed. The paper proposed an embedded web application firewall model based on a "black" and "white" lists of vulnerabilities 
which allows flexible and efficient development of Web applications firewalls, to assess the specifics of each program. Developed and tested a prototype 
of a firewall, to show an advantage of embedded Web application firewall. Ill. 4, bibl. 21, tabl. 3 (in English; abstracts in English and Lithuanian). 
 
 
E. Kazanavičius, V. Kazanavičius, A. Venčkauskas, R. Paškevičius. Interneto programų apsauga naudojant įterptines užkardas // Elektronika ir 
elektrotechnika. – Kaunas: Technologija, 2012. – Nr. 3(119). – P. 65–68. 

Darbe sprendžiamos interneto programų apsaugos problemos. Išnagrinėtos interneto programų pažeidžiamumo klasifikacijos, esami apsaugos 
metodai. Pasiūlytas „juodaisiais“  ir „baltaisiais“ pažeidžiamumo sąrašais paremtas įterptinės interneto programų užkardos modelis, kuris leidžia lanksčiai 
ir efektyviai kurti interneto programų užkardas, įvertinančias kiekvienos programos specifiką. Sukurtas ir ištirtas užkardos prototipas, parodyti įterptinės 
interneto programos užkardos sudarymo pranašumai. Il. 4, bibl. 21, lent. 3 (anglų kalba; santraukos anglų ir lietuvių k.). 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


