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As the growth of the Internet connected open systems and clients, security has become
an important role for many software systems. Security patterns are reusable solutions to
security problems. Although many security patterns and techniques for them have been
proposed, the use of combination is difficult because of a luck of research on integration of
patterns into systems.

This paper provides a survey of approaches to security patterns. As the result of classifying
of the approaches, we illustrate a direction for the integration and future research topics.
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