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Abstract: Network anomaly detection has been an active and difficult research topic in the field of intrusion
detection for many years. Up to now, high false alarm rate, requirement of high quality data for modeling the
normal patterns and the deterioration of detection rate because of some “noisy” data in the training set still make it
not perform as well as expected in practice. This paper presents a novel network anomaly detection method based
on improved TCM-KNN (transductive confidence machines for K-nearest neighbors) machine learning algorithm,
which can effectively detect anomalies using normal data for training. A series of experiments on well known KDD
Cup 1999 dataset demonstrate that it has lower false positive rate, especially higher confidence under the condition
of ensuring high detection rate than the traditional anomaly detection methods. In addition, even provided with
training dataset contaminated by “noisy” data, the proposed method still holds good detection performance.
Furthermore, it can be optimized without obvious loss of detection performance by adopting small dataset for
training and employing feature selection aiming at avoiding the “curse of dimensionality”.

Key words: network security; anomaly detection; strangeness; TCM (transductive confidence machines);

TCM-KNN (transductive confidence machines for K-nearest neighbors) algorithm

B RNE&FFAANERZAAZERATRAF R 69 A E A E AR, B AT ARG EEFERFRE . dHE AN
AOHEEZRTE. ELLORNERETI T RE"NYmmFHRLEMNERGFAMA K TRy
TCM-KNN(transductive confidence machines for K-nearest neighbors) E12 EALEE 5 3] fik 4238 T —FF W 455 4am)
893 7 ik R B AL B BAS LA UL F AR D 4R 69 B AR AR O R #ATAR MBI K F A T F 449 KDD Cup
1999 HHE & 69 L 10 A B H AR TAE 409 7 F AR M 7 ik A PRIER HA 0 E G ATAR T 0 BULIEK T R3RE 5 91, E
W ER VBT HIE TR E LT, B8 R4 5 a9 M 8 5T AR R A PRI BB A T 8 5 4
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G T AT AT IR S ARAC AL B 5 | 2o 48 5 AT BA 2 49 HURR,.
KEIR: W2 FAR I, 5 8, A4 X A5 AALTCM-KNN ik
HEESES: TP393 SCERARIRED: A

ARG 2R 455 52 190 % 22 4 917 A4 R 1 — 1 T 20 i 4, e GO S I 0 R0 R L R e O B A R AT AR
VAT ARSI G v 2 A5 A R 2 A SRS 1 A BB R R AR, R R B ) F A R R

LR, R0 N ARG 00 52 AR 3 A 9 o 5 AR 00 A0 S5 000 358 P 00 2 3 7o o8 ) 0 ol A 2 2 4 1
3 T VR AT AT 0 Bk E AT R A IX — B SE b (1 AR F AR R S8 e O i BRI AE A R G55 AT S
it AE N SR TR AR K R 2 (intrusion detection system, fiiFR IDS ) T W ML 16 544 5 %0 IR e v () B b B =X
ATUCEC. 2 K IUAT VEEC B WA k7 NAR R 2B AT fo 82 A I AL o 36 b 3 AR (99 A0 i 2 T LA ek 6o 42 e 37 7
R NAR ST 2R 458 1 R R ARG dif AU R AR 60 PR N AR T BN B L 0 AR 3 30 1R AR S T e D 3, B0 AR A0 4 B IR, 7
BN ST AU S R B T VAR T R R IR R T AR R, B IR TAER AR e 9
RN H P ERGRIAT A R @ R B Ry i AN R S B R G
P19 X5 6 56 A ) N AR2 0% Bl T, S5 G R e 7 2 24 10 )T B 6 B O 5 I B B LU, S s i B S IE R AL R R
Az S O 25 BT RN A 2 AR, AT fi R AE AL s S A O 5 R R AR G I D% T T R e e K IR AR SR A T
e AT H DUHT AR H B3 i) Bt T 92, A58 ARG W0 IS 52 20 60 R 55 1k ) B ), 88 T i 4R 8 3 vy

S R (1 JEL AR 5 L Denning £ R P RIS I W U AR 4 W 0 Sk b AR B4R (0 S o, T AR i

anomaly detection) 115 5 5 & #: il (unsupervised anomaly detection). X T 5 &, RG4S & — NN IEH
FEA I B4 6 T — R A B AT EFRAC IR AR AT 55 2 4K H X S8R bR B8 2 15 5 15 5 10 s A i 29 Mt 2 4 0
SR N T s R Bl OV T % W AR T, 1% T T T S A T I B ok
A RS 2R XA 53 % I P 408 5 I R AN R A 1 R TT E SEE Jo v (R R AN SR AR Sl R TS R G
B 45 € — AN ARBRAC I U ZRER, I HLAS B TE I 2548 rh WR Lo S50 40 2 1E 55 11, OB LB 0040 2 53 00, b 3t R A I v 11
5 B A% .Columbia K 2% f) Eskint 25 A4 H (0 35 1 5 28 10 i o 503k . B0k i K-35 48 J7 % LA & one-class
SVM(support vector machines) s i2: #5 J& T I 280 W IX 26 05 v AR S 47 48 5 5 R vk, 48 T Ve L
SEINTVZ AT AN T B A e I B A A L A AN T BRI 1 VI A R IR R R AR T S S ok
Ui b7 46 Kk 2 $0 G w5 o0, 16 7 300 1 L R3E % 5 98.5%~99% A A5, 1 S B0 Hi 1 1%~1.5% 2 45).9F H.,
one-class SVM J7 1 B 6 I & ik 98%, 4K 177 HL iR 4R K Rl RE L i (715 10%).

confidence machines for K-nearest neighbors)% %, 1% 5. M4 Kolmogorov ¥ 53k b AL B8 2 — R Rl 5
T EAGEEHURI NS 2 3 U7 vk, O 4 72 s 8 ) TR ) B L 0 VE R I (fraud detection) & B9 70F 4 il
(outlier detection)®V 454514, 31 HU 5 T B4 10 S B A% SR A SC 1 VK JE 2 T AR G 0 S5 4 A 0 AT 08K, I 0 L3
AT T Bkl R AL T A KDD Cup 1999 s 48 1) S 3 6k, B ik 1 HAT Rtk %07 V4 5 HoAR 7] 28 7 8 A
W7 A L, AT DUZE ORUE e A 00 28 1R T 48 1, AR K i i 2D i ik 2. T Dy o Pt 70 I 0 R A 7 M 3 s 1 T
P, LA B AEAAT NREAR N GRER R BRI v, S0 I8) fi ORI A8 o (R A U 12 .

AICH 144 TCM-KNN S0 BR80T 50500 2 715 4 1 9 3R 5 T2 B0k 1) 0 20 S 5 AGr il 77 923,28 3 1 4
B IR S 4 S X S0 &5 S EAT A0 AT R EEL B 4 15 4R AR SR 45k

1 TCM-KNN EXELE=

FEGETE 5 o) B AU, L4 X (transduction) U5 7208 H 2 80— AN REAS (R S8 030 T vy LA o ) R A
Fhi v 10 BT AT R AR DR SR A T AN A A8 FH A 2 (41 U3 49 (induction) J 2 R FH AU 5 50808 wh 43 1 10 38 FH R U £ v oK 3k
A7V 33— AR A ) P AL 2 > AR, DR Oy e L S A il R (B A U 2 A LU B I 5 1 R
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SR ST HLIR) 43 A3 (). 91 B, '8 I AN 75 50 18 AR A B3 19 43 A1 S8 20 UL K oy A 2 80 ELEAS FE ML (transductive
confidence machines, i #x TCM ) U} {f Fi] Kolmogorov [ 45 35 B WL BE 6 5 37 7 — il 3 I3 90 FEL A o L s 27 o
B {5 B (confidence) HLiI. & # H ke iy i — ANEEAR 43l s T LA R LA A BI R 5 FE BE. TCM AP BRI &
B LA I T B LA A0 8K 177, Martin-L ol W 10, 55 o AL S0 00 2 AN AT 458 1y DR e B AT 06 2R ) — ]
A Ll & Kolmogorov 14 5572 Fill AL 3 145 1) Bl AL G W00 B 000K of 12 045 P58 R AT Aok B0 3l A 9 e 0 1) (19 A P
B FRATTIE K P AR A8 SUA A 73 A AN R T CATAE U 2ERE A2 [ (1 R 6 JLAR G T i R A 2% I 7 sk, )
=Ry E NI EIN A iy SN

TCM-KNN K& 43 85035 K-E4AR4E & 78 TCM i SR BE B 5 0 7 VR (FEAS SO BE AR 2 [R) g 8 1
SIS TR AT REAE i EAT )R A 20 S 1 s A L s AT 43 28 X G 7E TCM-KNIN o O 1o 5
RrIEEA T P AR, BRATT i S—FFR b 47 5 {1 (strangeness) (1 4 b5

TEN L. R AR AT T2y 075 S8 8 Loyl

_ 254D (1)
! 2Dy’

Horh, DY ForkEA | 5250 y I AT REA I BE 25 (¥ )5 51, DY WIF7R 1% 79 th 58§ AN e (0 26 295 [ B, DY AR
FREA T 5 HADIN (285 y S AT BEA BB B9 741, DY TR RE R ZRAZF 51 b 38 AN B 1 3 1. 2 4 & )
TN TRA] I B2 LB ) i Al A B H B 1 e SO AE A A B T RE SRR AIE k) B R R AR 2 AR B ok
BT IR — ke, 7] 2 500 R A A bR T AT AR DL, e AT PR R FIE o o AR E 2 1) b 0 3 A L AT SR AR R AR 2 )
Y B 8 LR /N AS [ 28 3] BOARE AR b 1 E A A S P T AR AE 1) S AR R 2 1) L ) 0 A1 B 4 O B A 2 TR
PR 25 LUK AT A SR B FORAFRTIIRE A § 5 F5 DN 1 S8 v FL A AN S5 /N 1) kAN BE 28 2 R0, 55 FL A ) rp R A 11
Te /N K AN B B 2 R L3R

FEE S L RS A KT AR T VR4 T 37 RE I S, 91 HR A Euclidean 25 (MK G B9) K VT AR A 2

] PR 8, o 5 5 A R s
Y|
distance(Y,,Y,) = /Z(Yu -Y,,)? )
j=1

FLrp Y RTY 23 G R AR A AR (FRZAE AR IR REAIE ) 523 7)), Y 3R 7 REAE ] 2 Y 0 28 4R 5 A | Y| ) 2 7 AR 40E ) 2
YRR E 4R 5L
gl X1, RATTT BAZS H TCM-KNN AP (8 (193 F 52 07 340 F s,
TEN 2. FERTIREA @ M F2800 y /9 P ETFE N
p(ai):#{j:ozj >a;} 3)
n+1
Hrh #RIREA W AN A RS I E NG a R IR AR 3 80 B A AN o R R
B PAEEFEAS I BT SR AE. R, P A8 wT DA ﬁ(j Ky A R R T AR IR A | A S R AR50,

I HAE VT ST AR A TR — IR A — AR R P B X ) 24 [0,1], 9 H MO R AR A i T8 25
Sy BRT Re K

PLaE S 1 FE X2 LR TCM-KNN B8 AR 5 b 2A 3 2R A0 A0 R 30 4028 1) R 1 B P o e iR B H
KIANCOA SR P IR R AT EE R b YA IR T — AR SR RN 2N T H T
VAT R K A o B o ) g AR D0 75 2 DA 12 288 e T A A A T U ST (L T R R 4 R AR T
TP ARG B N N T NG b R — 28 A o B AR — AN I P B 75 B2 0 g BRATDRE A 2 B A
KI5 BRI P AR TR IR 28, 9 FLIf e R0 43 R 00 B A5 FEAE O 158 2 Sk P {H). £ 11 TCM-KNN SE 4R
4~ s,

ik 1 £ TCM-KNN 5k,
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YRS HO W KGEIR M T 484 B ) mUIEREEFEARZH). (B 52550
i N e (R R DI AR,
iy e -class_id (FEAS I 251 4 5.
PRI R
fori=ltom{
MR & LI GREE D R FEATHS DY, DY JHAE 4,
HR 20 (1) TSN R P A FE A I 37 S0 o T A7 A
}
forj=1toc{
St T2 IR AEA FEALIF (DY >dist(t,r))
B, IR () EFOA AR A R o
St F ALK AR FEALIT (D, >dist(t,r))
FErIIAZE), IER A 2 (1) B A FEA O R A R o
SRR IR A T O R T 2R AT e
R R R AT ST B T 2R PE;
}
PR IURE A r VA4 P B S K I TGS B (128 1% 70 S 4 IR ) 5 B o0 (36 2 K P H),return class_id;
PR R

2 ETFMGHAY TCM-KNN B EBY W45 55 40 N &5

55 11T 1 TCM-KNN 3030 A 5T Bk i — Bl i T B A5 B 1 40 28 05 Ve LB SR 2 XY AR R AT 7] 43
A 140, HAS T B 5038 A% AR 43 A (00 ARSI HDURI 2 50, DR 3 Wk LA TV X R 59 A 4 4 PR B AR AT A e 5 A 2%
SIWLES L MR A LA R Z AR IR AE T, 6 AR AU ZRRE AR 75 31— /0 T (3 ) 0 0 /5, A0 b ot BT A o S AR
HEAT A b R4 1) ) BT 3 P 27 3] BE AR — 8 7 AR SRR 0 P 4R Bk AT, R R A AS AR e 2Rl 1% o 1
R EPAENE RS PN 2L

SR, e JFE N T - A G 000 (1 S5 0 000 A0k 7 S — 235 o5, 32 S0 TR A S A 0 O S 5 S ST 4R
SRR B0t B, N AR B 16 4 25 R b, AN TR) A58 TR 00 R AR DU, 8 AN A — o 1 B 1 3 2% el AL, i AR B L
7[R R 0T S SR TR BN A e A 8 — A A T A e 0] IR AT 0 TSk DA B T — A
4% S5 R I E 44 04 S5 A 5 44
2.1 Hi#HBTCM-KNNE %

o 285 e 5 KL 0 P A 45 2 AR R L U1 2 62 s N RS 2R, ) 5 R ) Sl I B e i AR TCMI-KINING 092
{1 040 5 SR, BT AT LK T T A I (R I R B s S A TR 48 50 vl I 09 LA 0 AT O B R AR AR A
FEA DLICARAE [ 228 s, H 22 R A0 AT 52 SOh 1P Muhikst . 3 105 . PRl TCP R4 5 B4 X 3k H
LT KDD Cup 1999 ##s 48, HAF 4% il s #8042 UK 41 AMRRAIE. I 4 381 R 1 e 5 R DT 45 sh 2 7 2 1)
AR B AR AE 1) S AH T 15 U SRR A S SR EAT e 3 HLAE S W R b N e b U — 2R 10 W s,
AAFTEZ S T LLIE A2 1 345 Frid, FoAl 175 BT 15 0% S50k 2% AR OC 1) 37 e (LA T J00 e S, 3000 X F:

TEX 3. AERT I RE AT X T 15 28 Ay (0 &7 5 (2 L aiy A

Ay :z l}:1 Dijy (4)

Hop BRI E X5 Q) S84 X BT,

B B SR AN B T 1E 3 AR 1) 7 e ABLIZ 08 KT 78 1% 1E 5 8 TP R A 1) 77 S 1L, TR 6 7 20 ol R B
HE 5 07 HOHE HEAT B 35 (isolation)”. 1% & X4 J5 4 Daniel V1 AngiullitOMgi B 5z ik o AR T AR 4 TR IX 43 25040
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DRLE A SCAB A 325 SC58 3 19 (R S 060 45 SRAAAIE ) 17 12 SCAE S AL 0 A0 PR A7 A
IO FET A SN PRIV S5 0 0 S 2 AR TR AN A R 0k 2 45 T AR SORT B A e PR T 1)

TE YN 0 — A A IR A 208 g Iy e 00 B0 DA R o 2 o B e 1) 15 I 3 B v BT A AR ) e, R AT
AT AAS B R B RE A AR T IE T IR AR PR, W SR A/ T Pl S A (B 5 24 0.05), I FRATT W] LA LA A
JER 17T 1B LT 2 95%) K0 58 3 ok e 75 A A 3L 1
Bk 2. Sulk T S R K TCM-KNIN 535,
VRS HU L KGER M T 484 B ) mUIREFEASH) . e EREEBE
A (R R AR AS);
i H:normal B3 abnormal.
PREETT IR
fori=1tom{
R & LI GREE T A FEAR T8 DY F-A7
R = (4) TN GR AR T A FEAR 1 BT S o A A
}
FRE 2 (4) TH AR AL A v 1) A
48 X @) v AT AL A r 1 P AH;
if (p<2)
DU BE (1-2) 3 & KEASr ky 58 return abnormal;

else

PSR ER*

T AT B3 b7 12 SR I B T S A% B0 S, Ok T A S A I B R % R 1 A R, T HE B O(mP) 1
IS TR) TR L T T SR s I AR G DA A 0 7 L, DU 85 2 O (sm) A T 1) 41, 1 o4 5 FC AR 2 ey P ) 22 0 (1]
TFASO(m). ANHMER 55— I TA) T4 K 1R 5745 SR A AT DA S B 110 57 3 0 D00 v 3l o — o s e v 51007 A5 21 0F

SE B TH ST A5 H T FRATT RS I ASE 2 e IR — AN FEAS 1 0 18 T v DR R A X 5 ) A B9k N I R 8 1 s 2 A
FAE AR BOE AR R DL R R A BT S . R AL 1) e ) 40 L A Sz e b BT e wT DL I A7 s DL BRI B TR) T
B AL 3 T 4 0T b LA S 56 5 I S A T SR NRE AR I R [ A A R ) R AT
2.2 EFTCM-KNNEZH 5 & NES

AT R SEEN TCM-KNN Sy 3 T — N WX 4% 5 1 R M HE 28, 18 6 36 W 4 4] o8 SIZ o wp 4 T 32 7 9%
BEAT S A a0 B 1 BT AR 7R 2 B TR 343, VIR B B (training phase) S T & 37 SE B 3 H IE B VI ZREE )
TAEE BRI T JLHE

o EHEEWAE (normal data collection): M I 45 o SR 45 BE A S W3 FH 1E 5547 4 I 2508 AN 45 S s AT o 5

o LW B $ (data selection): 24 T FAARAS SCHT IR 7 VAR A B TS0 i 1 158 IR A8 U KT S 80k
T A5 S P K I ) B, AR S bR N TGS IE I 45 B 3R AT A AT R Ik 0 SRR L G AR A T 1
(Http,FTP,SMTP %) [ A [7 346 HUAR 3R M 1) i 2t 40 — e (0 o I 0V B SR B 8 VA5 B (0 22 B Py I 5%
H SYN Al ACK/SYN [y b 5R) %5 J7 vk T AN A 6F BT A B %00 10 BT A7 o #0380 40 4 N 1) G £ ) R e v
nK;

o FRAEIE SR I 4k (feature selection and vectorlize): 2y 7 38 #h BE B 140 b 45 AT BE A8 3 £ 4 3 )
LK T KR AR AT R X B AR5 K BT A L5 50 WISt o 0 i 0 R AT 0 N T S R4,
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A Ay S G ) B VR 2 (baseline).

Bl 1 o 45 T R B (detection phase) 1) 32 2 T4F:

o Hi¥i R4 (data collection): /4 B4 R AR M B 32 T A 57 M T M 25 110 I A D9 245 B v AU 2 Ji s 1) T 6% 4 i
T R BR ARG . P 2% J2 MMAE  J2 1 B8 IO 4 R

o K ¥u kL7 (data preprocess): B T+ Btk () TCM-KNN S35 4b BE R0 5 2 B AR E 1) | e A il b a7 2 36 2
FH T S5 G000 P L 1) B At pl 22 AT TRD 23 AT R TR SRR T DA TR B 47 B K I B e SR A A
Herb i B2 R 1) D R BOHE i JHUSEE o . PR o 2 i I IRREAE, A PR R X AR AIE 2 TR AR AE 1) A8 B
Jo BRI b P

o SR (anomaly detection based on TCM-KNN):iZ 5 I F 2403k (1) TCM-KNN 87 AR 38 1E 7 I 4k
ST (R T A REAE ) 00 387 SR 1 Bl — A — AN AT )

Anomaly detection
Data Data
collection ’ preprocess based on TCM-KNN

Detection phase

Training phase

Normal data Data Feature selection Normal dataset
collection _’selection-> and vectorlize »> (baseline)

Fig.1 Ananomaly detection framework based on TCM-KNN
Bl 1 JET TCM-KINN S S G i HE 4

3 KRRHELRS

AT TRATTHRe XoF B ) S R I T vk (A S AT B UE A T DR UE S 58 1) R RN A AT SR A
AR 3L R A W R AR B R ME R B s 4 KDD Cup 1999 #EATMNR. f T 503 S i e 4% 1k, st i B oot
SERCT B 1 A IR U R B I R o AR AT R A S 50 o ) R AT A R 1 SR URRRAE R B A R
ST S E A A4,

TE S5 b, 1 A BRATTHE A SC TR U5 S TR HR B R A R Ol 2F 44 I Cluster vk K-IE 4B U7 VE
(K-nearest neighbors, & X KNN)F1 one-class SVM J77% BL & 5 F (¥ 3 4 25 ) 4% Rl L T B BRI (quarter-sphere)
2 [A K53 B SVM J7 VI e B A DU 8 R AT T ARG AR  BRAT TP A T AR SC B ik 5 VR AR U 25 B v 1) 1E 3 B 47 7
U A (B ) TR I R g5 AT AR T 12 5 VA AE B AR AZ BN 1) T8 (R I /MR AR 119 1 1 ke
R TEAT I 5 LA SO I 5FF AR SEAT B 4 AL S 15 01 (1 75 SE 88 b AR SR FH B PR 8 b 2 181 B 3e FH £ s )
K (true positive rate, @ #x TP) M3k % (false positive rate,fij FX FP)$5#x.

3.1 RWEIEE

AR KDD Cup 1999 $i¥ S5 4135 K25 4 900 000 4 K10 5%, B 4% 45 2 A\ 25 J7 I 4 FR 885 v bl B oy
JIT A 0 T 1) 8 090w AR 5 0 1) 40 SRR ARSI EE SR 0, B AT 2 3 I 4 B 4 VM B IR AE 1) i L A AT
5 25445 :DoS,Probe, R2L,U2R X 4 8B fidl (L 24 BBl A0 LR 16 7 Hdi.

h T HET IR LA S5, AT KDD Cup 1999 AR AR HEAT T 4RI T AL 1710 5 63 § 5 Al
T WS B s AT A BE LB S P SR ER T 196 485 4% 1 H Bl A1 2 050 £ Mol B (45 ik 4 2R B0il;), W
TR BN RO ARG 19%,3X 3 B T WAL TCAR S R 5 1 7 SR UV IR S B A ST A AT
TSR HOYE TN DA B AR S S A o) R A 5 00 R R IE R IS R Ik A R AT R AL B B B S AT T
T A P AR 20 ke A A IR S 50 v I BATE IR
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3.2 HuETALEE

TEAZHAE AR PR B 41 AR AR, 2 224G P SR B 28 B (L BN 44 3 21 T W TCM-KININ 09238 47 51
B 1 5 T N L A ) B B B 3k 4T VH — 4K (normalization) b 3, B Sy 75 S S IE g ) PR IR LG B B T %
PH 2 45 oy I T (S P 2 S, T 32— A IO R 5 ) g — AN O B O A B0, T DA RR EE X e A
AT EE A — LA B T D TR

T8, 20 T S N A AR A AR I S 2 1) 380 R b 4 72

mean[ j] = %}Zn:instancei [il (5)
standard[ j] = \/nl_lzn:(instancei[j] —mean[ j])? (6)

Ferinstance; [jJR /R YIZRFEA T 125 AN J@ P e om FEAR £ H
IR e, T RS U R b IR A S 4 T 3 e

newinSiinceljje instance[ j]—mean[ j]

standard[ j] 0

AT, 3 (7) S B b2t e R AP 98 B 2 46 Ay 3k /1 B i 125 349 D T A 94 222 P % 00, 3 AT 13 T AT, AR 1Y) I
PEAEINE B O ERAE 2 5] S 21 b HE 1 AR 25 ().

o T H B A P SR B | Rk 5% 2R B A A2 U B J e, TR DR H A A MM HC(EL 7 ) v I R A
AT hRHEA, SR, 3K 2 J 2 1) B(EL 2 [ 4 B B 7E 0~1 2 [,
3.3 5#EXIT{Eny3ttkeis

% b AR 37 5 5 Columbiadk 2 I Eskin 4 A\ 4R HH IR 3 Fh 8 44 1R JC T8 7 K 00 45925 1) 1 o, BRAV 4 S 36
HRE T BER LR ER H R ) 196 485 4% 1E H H 8 Al 2 050 4% Bk it , K H 9728 S AIE (ten fold cross-validation)
()75 3] T 4 2 Fizs IROC (receiver operating characteristic) i £ 7 i &1 (B 7 (145 4« ROC il £k 38 o 1/ 25 4
S PR B AS B) ANHEE H AR ST B A AR v RS 0 2 [ IS ORAIE T ARG (0 R A 2 RO AR

-3 TCM-KNN
=& Cluster

- KNN
" =&~ One-Class SVM

True positive rate

0.0 L L L L L L 1 L 1
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
False positive rate

Fig.2 ROC curves for contrast experiment
K2 % Eses ¥ ROC s &K

(R I,k 7 SE A ) Hade W AR S5 3 A R0, B AT TR 3R 1K 2 050 2% Bty B4 4 g Bl 3r 3k 48 A ST
T LB AR o PR AR 00 A TR 5 A SR A L P R T 25 19 4% (neural - networks) M2V T BR 1T (quarter-sphere)
23 VR 43 77 3 B SV MU I 77 3k BT A 0 250 SR AT 7 VA0S Bl 45 SR 3 1.5 SRR W AN Sk 7 vEAE LK Atk
et R R 0 28 S b 25y B S AN T At T 3k, e 43 BOHH T AR SC P IR T VA I A A M AR T, 7R U2RFH R2L X I 28 B 11
RS 5 SR L A A B v X T B PR IR S BGR AEAT O 5 1 AT D A SO AR AR e DL 43, DR T A
W FEAS S A3 BRAR 3K TUF 0K 18 A FRATT T — 2D A I A ) 2 5
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Table 1 Comparison of true positive rate for each type of attack

R FICE I I R L

TCM-KNN Neural networks Quarter-Sphere SVM
DoS 1230/1230(100%) 1123/1230(91.3%) 1187/1230(96.5%)
Probe 708/710(99.7%) 623/710(87.7%) 641/710(90.3%)
U2R 52/58(89.7%) 37/58(63.8%) 39/58(67.2%)
R2L 50/52(96.2%) 41/52(78.8%) 48/52(92.3%)

3.4 “BRECFHFETHE R MR

P - £E 52 2% 110 DX 6% A 15 AR R S5 ST U T 75 2 1) 1 U R 4 A2 58 439 1) DR b A X P R 8 R B
R IAROH: P JE O B A DUDR 4 3 BOR R AN 4R DA R ke, AT T R M R B A A D i I i T DL T
SEEAE DU A DU fE 22 5t/ T b — 7T Bl e bl SIS A SO SR F R 5 A 0 e B R I I 2R 4R (Ol
TR TCHR T ORI v IR ), DR TG AE A S B v FRATT A 196 485 4% 1K AT A 2 050 4% B B 43 S S
43:106 485 4% IF % Bym /5 g U1 £5.4E,90 000 4% 1E 7 FdE Al 2 050 4% BUchi B 11 b 27 (9 3R 45, LASGIE A 53 1)
PERE. W S A5 7 v A5 B0 25 A 72 AN K, W BE 78 43 Ui B S SO I 7 VAT AT W R 5 v R
REJIT 52 R W AN K I T LM 1 SE 50 45 SRA5 31 T W36 2 Brom (K S50 B0dE A3 rh ] LU 31, AR S0 48 1 I

AE 3 AH EC 2T 4 28 0 4% 07 105 A T I mh VR A M o 000 (0t 500 ) I A 0 4 ) A DA ) B 3K
B EERE NS T Eskin 85 N 3 B &4 LR 5 7 W A I &0 DL quarter-sphere SVM 55K & 75
SN A A D B BRI T Uk, AE A S AN AT L, B DL AR I AR e AT TEAT LR AL

Table 2 Results for experiments using clean and unclean data

R 2R TR MR Bl 1) S g 4 R

Clean dataset (%) Unclean dataset (%)
TP FP TP FP
TCM-KNN TP=99.44 FP=1.74 TP=99.36 FP=1.72
Neural networks TP=85.78 FP=8.73 TP=76.68 FP=5.89

35 SRA“INEARTFIRELE AL IR IR A E A M AR

T ARSI IR D7 VAR R S T S vl RR O B e TN e B gl oK. REAE 2 H £ 0 5 300 “ 4 K e (curse of
dimensionality)” K& Sz FH 1 74 & () fil 50, 7 532 e v AT 208 o 75 S22 0 I 5 A i AT PRI RN 2 B /D> o B BEARRAIE TR
D FRAT B T RS AT A R NP I R AR RFALE ) 5 AT R A A SR 0 1 110 5 R 00 1 e AT 3K

BATA LRI 196 485 4% IF 5 HHls Hh T UCRFE 45 31 18 369 4% £54 11 A YN 2R 4 8 4% 1) 1F 5 Hcths AL
B AE R AR AR S SR 2 A ) Chi-square FFAEIE H7 V25, 5 Z N 25 82 R AR 1 AT 4R 10 16 5, E B T
fU¥% dst_host_rerror_rate,count,src_bytes S&7E Y1) 6 ANREAE, M TR IX SE4EAE [] 8 SEAT B 4 A 31 AR S0 7 3248 H
Ab B G N 25 B AT B S N SRR AR S I 45 R B R G A B AT R &5 R AT XL, WK 3 Fk 4T LLE
F, TCM-KNN - 77 72 AH % FAtl JU A 7325k 6, R “ANRE AR I 5 0 1 50 R R S A6 /I T T 48 T R A1k i 9% A
FRJE (R 8OR 8 5 10 PR P R S i B A /) X e 28 20 18 W) T DA A T A S T 9 PR AT A R T AT

Table 3 Experimental results after reducing the scale of training dataset
(adopting small training dataset)

=3 PRI LR BUE CRATMREA I ZREE) 1 52 40 45 R

Original dataset (%) Dataset after scale reducing (%)
TP FP TP FP
TCM-KNN 99.44 1.74 99.32 1.81
Neural networks 85.78 8.73 79.68 5.89
Quarter-Sphere SVM 90.28 7.63 84.77 4.73
Cluster 92.78 10.06 85.67 6.37
KNN 91.23 7.87 85.27 5.38
One-Class SVM 98.32 10.08 93.77 4.73
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Table 4 Experimental results after feature selection
F 4 FRHEEEEG e A5 R

Original dataset (%) Dataset after feature selection (%)
TP FP TP FP
TCM-KNN 99.44 1.74 99.42 1.37
Neural networks 85.78 8.73 85.68 8.79
Quarter-Sphere SVM 90.28 7.63 90.77 7.73
Cluster 92.78 10.06 91.87 9.28
KNN 91.23 7.87 91.35 7.06
One-Class SVM 98.32 10.08 98.07 9.83

3.6 LWERN

R K T 45 R T 0 UIE B T AR S TR U vk ) L T R A S A X T ST b, SEC R N I i R B = T
one-class SVM 577:(99.44%AH %5 T~ 98%), 15 4 2 JUI 7 4 35 PRI (1.7 4% AH % T 10%). S 46 3 2 BH W (58 A< 77 325 () )l
RS /D i M H (B ), AR AT e R AIE AR A, DU 2 ARG (R R . 2 4 B 1 BB
FEARBT NI, — B L T BN VI ZREE 1Y) 1%~1.5% 20 A7, 1K 48 L S 175 D0 Rt 2 6 B RN 58 4 BB AR AIE 1V, 573 4, th
AT T BV SR AR AE 1A 2 )P B, SR AR R ok K R R AE A 0 R AE ) RO 2 K ST R R
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PR ISUHID-STF4E B8 HEAT T 5 A I 8 [y 07 VAT T L2 MR AR SR AN T 2R (KA I 45 Sk B (LR 1),
ARSI I T v R W e e 2 X LR R B

A BT SR 8, AR SC P vk S Al I 1 I SRR IR BT A AR AIE 1) R SR 3 Sk 1K B kAT B AT B AR
)PP Aty ST T L 46 v 00 X 4 5 R T 4 1) B 2 408 S, D) SR, 000 3R 1 A e A 8 v 1) PR e X R A
T IEARG A GEMLAS 2 3 i — AN Bk A

A

TCM-KNN SIEAEREARA L B VR 90V DU U AT T 5 P9 1 288, AR SC B3 P o 6 T N
ARASL I (10 7 AL A0, I R AR S A MU PR S B R e W SRR AT 1 St PR T R T SO SR I S A
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