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Evaluation of security assessment tools Part 1. Penetration Testing

1. RESULTS

Evaluation resume

Internet Shadow NetClarity

Criterion MaxPatrol Scanner Retina Nessus Security _

Network identification and

application fingerprint 108 66 80 98 = o
Vulnerabilities detected 163 51 38 81 69 57
False positives 8 3 4 7 36 14
zlsflrngilities detected 155 48 34 74 33 43
False negatives 70 177 191 151 192 182
No in database 63 170 165 59 150 179
Authentication required 0 6 16 36 0 0
Other reasons 7 1 10 56 42 3
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