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Abstract Currently, some traffic analysis technologies with packet capturing are being developed to
observe the usage of the network, because of the rapid increase in the speed and amount of recent
traffic. For this reason, some low load methods are proposed. These methods can analyze encrypted
traffic without scanning the payload. At the same time, these methods can be a threat to construct
secure communication route by encryption. We proposed a method and design of a tunneling application
that hides packet’s length and transmission intervals against the traffic analysis. This report measures
throughput and packet’s number at several packet’s length and intervals, analyzes the characteristic, and

investigates the optimum packet’s length and transmission intervals.
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