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Abstract: In recent years, Internet traffic classification using machine learning has become a new direction in
network measurement. Being simple and efficient Naive Bayes and its improved methods have been widely used in
this area. But these methods depend too much on probability distribution of sample spacing, so they have connatural
instability. To handle this problem, a new method based on C4.5 decision tree is proposed in this paper. This method
builds a classification model using information entropy in training data and classifies flows just by a simple search
of the decision tree. The theoretical analysis and experimental results show that there are obvious advantages in
classification stability when C4.5 decision tree method is used to classify Internet traffic.
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9 T IE R Internet B PE K P 5 25 A8 00 B0 LA 25 S0 5 3 Ak BT 2 2K ) A >
T P90 2% 00 AR, Y — A 37 L RURIF 9 B S0 P L8 2 =0 7 9k A B 374 2 2% ) I, 0T 5 £ %) 4 — 41 L AT A
[ 5 JCALQUR 1P« H B AP Y50 1. 3 A 2 D) UL () 23 4L 31, BT R0 26 38 (Flow). F 5 A B30 i 412
YDA 6 A8 PR 0 T BB P 10 46t 5 Akt — L B0 BB R KA £ B A 1 R, S o R 2 2 g L 2 T 1)
A TR I, LS 2 ST 00 A B R, A 20 26 B J T LA 5 0 7 C AN R R A B T ={T, T, T AR B
SR ) A X ={X e, X F I B0 S04 1) FH ML 88 27 20 77 955 300 3k 0 2% 190 45 0 4 45 () 2 307 R My S O B
M £ 0 X —> T I LU TR 0] 2 700 5 460 14 190 45 U BB 4T 49 2

TR 2 53 73 b B0 0 324S5 10T (L) 34 24 00 10 4% 37 ok 1k 1 g
J T4 (2) LR Y LA 2 ST SRR A 4 SR N AT ORIT 9 R SR R, 2 5 Xk R 2% DL 9 1k
NB(naive Bayes)™ 34T i f5k L, AN 2 28 v Afl 4 A v, 70 EL S B0 F7 0, Kb R i 280, 6 P P A X 282 4 D 25 DL
T 7 e — A TR P 2 B T T 12, 3% 7 I KRB T 20 R AN 1) 5 6 MR o A R A % D) i
SR, 7E 052 () 190 26 355 Hh 199 208 0 A F) 3 A1 2 30 25 28 A0 By, 7 FH A 3% DL 307 75925 £ 5 4% 1 T 3k 0 A2 .0 U,
S S e B 2 0T R R 2% DL e T B B K B A R 2K ) AN RS R TR T
C4.5 P i (decision tree) (37T B 43 27 192 1% 7 W A4 VI 25 850305 42 v 9475 S (information entropy) sk i 42 43 2%
FEEIR A P 2R 5 AT A R 0 2K IR S0 5 M 408 000 46 7 JaR A AL 11 00 1) R AT BB, o 2 B b ) 94 4 0 2 254 o
TR 2 TR W] R CA.5 PSR 7 ik Ak B 4 2K ) 7 4 R TR B A B R A ]
A3

ARICHE 1 LR A 4 2 2B ST BLR, WA A& B E B KI5 2 TR 2 DL 7
TR, BINIE T CA.5 YR 43 2 75 V5. 45 3 741 (AT U ) S U PR 55, 405t S 0 B3040 SR 0 201 65 R 55 4
A B LA VE A S5 5 ) SE I 5 R HEAT AT A 6 R B A SO R SR ORI T AR

1 AR

TR B TG I 1 A TR AN BT 8, I 4% I D 1) R 3ol 398 K AR AR £ 25 Y 2 0 2517 O T — R A1k ke de W) ) 3t
T3 205 AR T E M M i35 R WK LANA(Internet assigned numbers authority) i 52 5 11 IS 26 345 52 i

118 D09 2% 37 £ K1) 43 S AH IV P 194 4 I3 AR T, B A P2P RN 2l FTP 4537 2 1o 28 W FH 11 H 3 YA T, K 5 1 B L o 11
e FH T B A i, M 3 B0 6 T 3 1 AR 90 4 28y vk g s vk 2,

2005 45, SIHF K 2F 1) Moore 25 N B T 3 REAE 7 B (1030 58 49 28 0 10k, 3 3 gk 4 A7 580 43 4 1 2
JZ AT DU AN R I P A1 7 B SR K 43 I 488 37 o 12 7 ¥ R 0 A sk b R 0 LA 1 16 D 1, 20 K 22 e
SN R GEHTR A AR T 7 VR AN T 50408 43 400 1 P 23 638, i AR 6T I P 1) 4R AiE 7 B0 A 5 22 1)
N FH 2 SO AN T S 5 K, 1T LI A B8 A SR AN 24 B FH P B AR 48 1t b 0t 4 47 2800in 2% B R sl R
TIE 7 B AR (1 9 24 I3 I 3% 5 YR30 5t 2 T e 11

et o A7 B0 % A ) R 0 K 2R 4 AR 1) Karagiannis 28 NIRRT — R TAL 82 AT A IR R 4> 26
75 BLINC(blind classification), i% 77 v2: I FI AN ] 104 265 W FH A £ B o2 32 12 A5 2 22 S SR Jal o D9 268 97 o, AN KM T
G A, B BRI R R AR T %5 VAR T 48 N BOAT R S AN 2 5 B A R 48 N B 5 A ik
T8 25 355, i HLARL 23 B8] 2y 190 4% B 058 BRI AN [ 1T 5 385023 2 1 i 0L 000 25 1 4.

2004 4K I ] £ 56 7k 2% (¥] Roughan 25 NP1 56 5| X T K-32 4% (K-nearest neighbor) A1k 1 4 5 3.4y
Hr (linear discriminant analysis, i #K LDA)IX P Fl £ fif 5L AL # 5 =J 07 1052k AR 313t 43 28 1) L K-NIN 7 VA 7E Ak 31
TURRE A I 75 22 A b F 5 DU R A R0 I 2R A 2 1] R AR ABLRE AN B R I o S T4, i L2y 2 P Bl &
2 3 A RS 1 T 0. LDA  J7 VI T A AR 1 TAL BT R LUK 22 2 A T B — 2 5 A) 8 A PR RS 2K 1)
BN, 25 N KBB4

wx FEASCHP, 73 JEARGE P Y LU 73 S HE A 500 A A IR 0 20 A1 1) 00T P, AR PR B, e R
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2005 4, 4= K2 1 Zuev ISR ¥) Moore 25 ATT5| N T 36T W5 B 200 () b 26 DL Jy vk 1% 5 1 B3R
2215 53 25 1 45 T Je8 Ak 45 A1 e N7 T LG v 30T 3 A SR 7 A 9 4 A e e U 1 D) 4% 0 kA O AR M
R4 R 2% 7 3 0 SR A HE R R L 65% A5 AT Ol T R 4K A i ST B R R U 3 A A A R 1 Y W S
Wi ,Moore 25 AT HY 3 T ¢ 6 4 PR 8 1 9 WL ) FCBF(fast correlation-based filter) 5% 92: F1 &% fif it (kernel
estimation) 57 A 1 P Bl 55 8 X 46 KRR 28 DLt i 5 YR EAT T SSCE AT 1 SE 6 45 SRR R L AT R — T
T SR s S i 3 S R B v 1) 900 LA L, SR FH WA ol Sk SIS I 11 23 S UER 2608 B T 95% A A

T 3D AR U B AR 1 S B, 2006 4 KR I AT 411 BLUK 24 1 Nguyen 28 AR T %2 7 ifid
Al (multiple sub-flows model). 1% 75 5 4 9 25 A4 B OB AR IR AS [ B B Xl 40 2 4 4% 13, SR G 43 i) ok 4
G L) 3 R PR 1) e, O LA MR DAy R A B e ) i I R B R % T VT U P R BRI T Y 4 SR AT A
L ISF A6 20 S5 4 100 4% 98 445 R PR A A K b w8 1 43 KR TR 1y S Bt AL SR Bl B ) R K A, L S MR E 75 )
% 3 4 24438 A TR A5 0 S Wi T R 2E AR A, DR 25 R I A P A 5 T — 2D IR IE.

2006 4F, 152K R LK 2 1) Erman 2 A5 O\ T 5828 05 0 Ak B IR 4325 il B, 12K 5 A SR K0 R
HR G 2B R I 5 R A (10 25 284, DR T A SR 308 4 288 254 15 o e S U7 28 199 8% o2, 40K T Al A1) 2 2R 25 45 3R 0 200 ik
AT e LA S I 2 300 5 (1 90, 90 KR8 R A 1K

It 4h,2006 4F 75 LIP6 5246 = () Bernaille % A\ MOL&4R R TCP &4 i 5 ANl 40 41 1K 2 17 47k
ARFAHRL I PG ABATR A T K B s iR A B8 (Gaussian mixture model)F1ii 2 2 (spectral clustering)ix
3 R IR ST 1R AL T I 2 o 3 2 K 4 A ok i 1 R A AT £ S s SR W I SR BN e g LUt
90% I14) ¥k £ - A7 25k Hby 43 2 01 4 IS T 0 1 44 9k o, 7 L 3 A0 K 3 3 2 2R o s S 2B ) 4% O b i kL el T
Bernaille %5 AR I 9 4 U0 I 1 A0 8t T 20040 43 AL 110 81008 Ly , T 7SI o ) 2 B 5 v 08l 4 2 ol T B i 2 & 1k
2% B A (AT 9 5 S5 PR 308 5 T 32 IR I 213 T, PR b Bernaiille 25 A (1 75792, LR RE A0 S P A TG R

71,2006 4F, B 97 Ak 2 BEAR K27 (1 45 4 N D213 ot 3 5 1 F L SVM(support vector machine) /7 i
T FH ) P2P 3t 1 VR 530 45085k At AT 11 FE 19X 48 326 482 HOHH OC 1 B U1 Jid 4 I 4 3 67 5 1 40 ok P2P it B P2P 3t 8K 1
AT FH (R0 GR T AR I P 1 3 A X TR 12 ¥ 5 B A A 2 AT O 1 R B VR D VR AR, 43 2 s R 1
Tz A S 52 31 190 208 1855 (10 S ). TR 4R b 28 028 K 1 L 5 N TSTERE R 7 — R 5 A R 4 B8 RS A% S0
(R A 2805 AR X — B A T IR AN AR AL 2 254 £ B4R B HEAT T /NUBEIGAIE B 45 th S IR
DTk — 0 L 5 4 HT

2 MESERZE

21 WMENMEAEHTR
AN 22 VU307 5 32 2 — iR ) DL 307 i BEGT J Ph AE A AN R AR R 2 () A R o R HEAT S IG J k IRL O A A
HINB 759240 B 37 40 25 i) BV 06 T4 3 W 48 30 X D08 TR0 Y (R R Ny
P(X |Y)P(Y) "
P(X)
Hoh SRR P(Y)RRE MR ES PR BRI N Y 1R 435 b 16 EL ;2 4% 14 (class-conditional ) i 28
PX|IY)RRAERAL Sy Y I ZE i R I 480 X IR ;40 B P(X)ZR7x M 48 3 X HE DRI A%
1 M3 X W% o e T (A AT BRI (L) AT B R
_P(A,... A, [Y)P(Y)
PIYIA,..A)= P(X) )
FEATH NB J7 75159 B B R AT IR 8 4 SN, 75 B A — SRR I 48 U X 23 i S L BUCAS A Y A1) s 6
HESE PY|X), A H 35 S5 60 Ak 236 5 K 1 2R AR g 3 SRR 1) ) s 5 L I, 2 B POX) s A AR 258, DR A B 2 i
PLAME AT R T — S R R Q)M JFGA10 NB 5 VRS T 4% 1 i 7 A8 50 A0 15 307 43 A 48 1t , BV o s
A A, AT IR i AT S SN R % 2R P 1 e R SR A T 4 A 1) 4% T S S

P(Y [ X) =
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BRI LE S B (19908 5 43 20 I 80 e 4P b S AR 18 AR s 30T 0 A A s 200 5 e DA A2, DA 20 2 1 30K BE RN 4 ALK R ) 4
THE N 1 BEAS I3 A 1A 5 T 03 41 0 3R N b o A S 3K B W 3 2 () B AT BH 5 B I DG R eV S AR
TR AR, TR 4% U GE T 8 R AT A £ T 25 23 A1 (multi-modal - distribution)™, B 454 v T 23 A I SR
ToVEA B A A W 48 R PR Za vt 2 A DR 70 B4 P AR 1 NB J7 923 3R Ak 1AL 15 43 I ) IR, 23 S v fiff 26 2
47 65% 22 A7) WA Z500 S A 1) NB 7 134T el
b X T ) ) 3% 37 S AP ¥ DA A 4% 2 b S B AE R s 3 20 A 1 ¥ PR 17 15, Moore 25 AR ] FCBF 853k
FRIEPEF G S AR AL BV IV 8 k74 R T 3 TRl v AR AR 36 Tt NBK(naive Bayes using kernel
density estimation) 5 ¥ 30L& I 4% Ui 8 P 11 22 TERES 40 A0 AT T S 06 4 SRR G A8 L IR P R et S m s
AT LUK I B 23 IS IR 11 7 S MEAf 2 N 6594 13 21 95% /i Ay
Moore &5 A IRy S0t S5 e B AR A RUCHE w5 T D 28 DU 0 7 vk A B JAE B 43 A Il IS R A A A S HE AR 2 AR T, A
A FR DU 37 5 VR I SE AR S B 5 (L) SR A 78 LE A ) — I 48t s T AN IR R B I JE B R R POY X)) B, i A8 1 S AN A
TE T REATFHEZE P(X|Y), B AL S B ME=E P(Y). AR, TG 18 A2 J5U 46 (AR 35 DL 37 5 VA8 /& NBK J7 8 R oG T 26
ZAEER POXIY) T3, LB 32 P U 0 5000 41 v 5 R A 1) ELABI R ] B TR 25 28 FE AR SE IR AR PY). X Fif
AT AL 1) T S B LA P ARE 8 4T 1R SR A AR K AL S5 B B 855 P 1R Bl 25 AR A0 AR, X 0 AR & T B S HE A PR 1
B4k
2.2 CASREW A
PRSRW J73002 DLSI A9 Sy BEAth 1R U 2% 3T 8925, '8 A — A TR IR« TG DU ) SE A9 4 4 o H 4 HE — 4R T T
SEMIZRN I ). B 20 228 60 FEAR LUK, PSR 7 VEAE 2. T . R0 T A A A3 38 Tz N A
) e SRR Ak B4 28 ) BRI AD B 1 D R IR AR G I A S TE O SR o SRR 5 2 2D 2R
FH A2 R e SR SR 0 288 200 SR 0 B R AR R AT 4 288 A A8 P R SRR AR TR SIS TR SR SR AR TEAT 3 SR AR ST
(3 30 R ZREAS IR 8 M REAT M, IV A A R ) 43 32 1R AT AE, B 28 BIA JEAN 1 i, B I I s B AR ) S
B Ay 2 A PRI A TR T, g st T DAL, R SRS 007 95 R AT 9325 (10 5 2 AR 0 11 R 1 ) S e S5 M 2 2 A
ASCRHT BET) 2N T & By Asn) CA.5 Y i 8%k, i Bk (5 531 25 % (information  gain
ratio) >k 12 MR JE P . DA SR (9 9 B 40 28 0 2k B A R S IRAE AR AE S ={X, Xy, X 3 H AN ARTT BLH
AL m I 4 R B (A AT R R LR Ay AT K NS I, 4 MR A 1
AR T LB FEALE S %1404 C,Cy,..., C 25 k AN TFAE, UL T LUAS HEFEALE S XA 2R 3815 B &
H(S) :—ilp(cp)logz P(C,) @)
=
ﬁ*ﬁ@gﬂqMﬂasmﬂ%%%mmW@ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%m¢MEEMEEWEWE
PEA@Q<i<sm-1) 4 Hl B A FEE t DAFKIRE a, A<q<t) IBAMRE A FIIBE AT LS S 270
S1,Sy S 3L t ANTAR BT LUK C,C,,...,C 1K kK ANTARIE— 2P RI0 N kxt AT, BA T Cpq K/RTE A=ag 1)
T ETH p BREARSES o 1< p<kl<q<t ik R BB B A BT R0 5 FEALE S
X or BB B
t k
H(S/A)=-2.P(C,) —leP(Cpq)logzP(Cpq)} (4)

q=1
Herp, P(Cq)=i|cpq\/\s| (P(Co) =[Cpl/IS| TR AR A RE S HEAT R4 B £ S8 4 25 (information gain)fa(S,A)
p=1
RS TEHT A X S HEAT R 70 AT Ja AN 52 P B O REE B
fs(S,A)=H(S)-H(S/A) (5)

PR E M AT S BT R f45 818 25 R 4% (5 G 25 5 5 4 #1045 )5 & (split information). bk, 84\
DECER
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f5(S.A)
(5. A)

o gy 5 BR £ (S, A) = —i(\s,\/\s\)logz(\s,\/\s\) ST B A X SR P, CAL5 e SR SR B Ak
1=1

A 2 ) 1 S 4 g A A0 4 88 SR AT AR S e R LA e A A 2 R 1 S A D U 1, C4.5
PRI T3 1% T 5 RS R SRR RS R O TR R R RN 5 S IR 2 SR CALS DRI VAR
PN ZR 50 2 ) A3 IR AR X 26 B (R 0 G ke S BT 17 B A 308 110 75 1) 55 25 () CA4.5 PSR

WX CA.5 SR FL 4 BTl LAA H, 5 NB I NBK J7 754 Lo, R C4.5 Y SeB 7 vk Ak B9 2 43 2 1)
ALEAT LT LA 3

(1) CA.5 YRHEW J5 AL R Koy S FIAE A TN 2L At i AN I 28 TR AS B 20 A DR i 7 VA RE A 3L
b e G X 2% U RE AR T A AL A Pl R 1R 5 i, B AT R IR 2 SR ARE T

(2) 7ERIH C4.5 VAW B XS A 43 FEFE A BEAT Ab B I, AN 5 LA 45 4 208 U A°F A Jags PR AFL B T0E 1) M 32EAT L
B2, R AT IE PR 25 B0, Ak B S 7 P, A S e ) 0l Ak B

fGR(S’A) = (6)

3 SKEINE

3.1 RIGHUE

T AR LA AR BT AR SCRF T W AN S 56 2038 4,55 1 A2 Moore 25 A AE SCHR (L]0 T F 1 s 56 S b 454
TR 5 BRI Moore_Set. 28 2 ANzt F AR SCR AR 45 It i Sk (trace) S BT K, TR Bk A CAS_Set.

Moore_Set Zi#E4 R H 3 NAEM AT L2 M 4% 13X 3 NS B LI K40 1000 ZAFFEAN G
EHEN BRI AN BEE 1 4T IR AT LUK M BE & B B I EC M. T IR GG R R i S AT S T
2003 4 8 H 20 H 0 B FF U 24 /NS N 28 12 0 45 H 1 BT X0 1) I 4 97 ot 4000 o3 D Kb ik, Moore 46 AR
FHHIRE 0 77 925, 43 BRI 10 AN E55 00 1) I 4% 9 0 ) 9 1 4RO 10 AN I 1 4R 19 T 38 il A B ) K242 1 680s
I T ¥ R IR T 2 R R i Ky 3 Moore 45 A FE K i S2 6 BOdE 4R I, Uk HIE U5 K TCP AL
i) A Ay T 28 SR AR 0 AR S0 TCP ¥ 1 S50 31 ) 1 2% Atk ot DA 56 2 1) 48 F- 1 72 (SYN-ACK) FF 45, HL B 56 24 1)
1B T3 R (FIN-ACK) 45 R 19 TCP i i ™.

£ Moore_Set %45 L4, 5% 377 526 AN S AE A, B 2> A 10 P28 20 A S 10 BT A0 25 10 B 48 K
8 P £ L I B AT A7 19 L9 W3R 1.Moore_Set H A 4% 4% i BE AR & A — 4% S8 381K TCP XU Sl 4 M =K,
8 249 T M, L g fa — T M 2 H b 1k i B T IR R A S A S (R 5 1 TR RS 2 T Ay
&% TCP 3t (Y5 s 115 A0 H (1) 15 7 388 G0 0o I F ity 1145 5 (190 K80, A SC IV i S 50 30 A A AKX W /1 I
42 246 Folr o4 286 3t g 1 1) B Ak i 3k ] ) SCHR[15].

Table 1  Statistics of Moore_Set
%z 1 Moore_Set £ G5 B

Type of flow Application names Num of flow  Percent (%)
WWWwW Http,Https 328 091 86.91
MAIL Imap, Pop2/3, Smtp 28 567 7.567
BULK Ftp 11539 3.056

DB Postgres, Sqlnet, Oracle, Ingres 2 648 0.701
SERV X11, Dns, Ident, Ldap, Ntp 2099 0.556
P2P Kazaa, Bittorrent, Gnutella 2 094 0.555
ATT Internet Worm And Virus Attacks 1793 0.475
MULT Windows Media Player,Real 1152 0.305
INT Ssh, Klogin, Rlogin, Telnet 110 0.029
GAME Half-Life 8 0.002
Total 26 applications 377526 100

CAS_Set K4t 55 R 1 v [ERL 27 e SE R 70T 1K) 14 265 1 1 AZBIE SO0 94T K20 1 000 £ 44 04 1 5 2% A i 3 =
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—A LB/ FATHE N 20Mbps [ 4882 2N Internet. AR SCH3E T 2006 4F 12 H 12 H R4 14:00~14:59 2[4 £
I i2% W 48 3% I BT AT M 48 o T8 T3 E AR SCS % Moore 25 A TAEAXRHE X531 TCP k4T 4347
FEASCH BT TCP Y LI X 48 370, LR 289 575 1 AN 40 4L IR0 % & 7 11 1 A 2% 0 488 7 A Wi T 26 2 ) 1

CAS_Set 4L 17 684 551 455 4L AL IR TCP L, = B4 4y 7 PP ARk AL Bir 40 2 18 . 44 FR
25 M 2% 0 B0 LA K AE CAS_Set H BT 7 1 B 451 L 36 2.

Table 2 Statistics of CAS_Set

#F* 2 CAS_Set HflitE g itf5 B
Type of flow  Application names Num of flow  Percent (%)
WEB Http, Https 401 338 58.63
BT BitTorrent 106 975 15.63
ED eDonkey2000,eMule 76 291 11.15
BULK FTP 70 194 10.25
PP Pplive 19994 2.92
MAIL IMAP, POP2/3, SMTP 9454 1.38
INT SSH, Telnet 305 0.05
Total 12 applications 684 551 100.00

1. Moore_Set ) 249 35 i 45 3t J& 1t rh A7 100 22 J50 e 11 2 3 ) HEL o AR 4 b AR 5K 10 A S B ) o0 55 3405 o,
Pox 2% 3k P2 R B gy, AR 2 A A1 190 0% 9 0 11 30 0 BB 0 ) S B0 T A U T RO R A I 296 A R AT 1 L AR
e VTS SR DU O e, FRATT AV B T SR £ B HH R R A L KP4 Netmate™®MH CAS_Set w4
Z XN 1) TCP AL Ail G A A A0 5 34 T 194 £3% it Jas M1 1 Jed ek ) 2, L A ) Jes P ) L % 3.

Table 3

Description of flow attributes

£3 MR E ML

No.  Abbreviation Description in English

i total_fpackets ~ Total number of packets in forward direction
2 total_fvolume  Total number of bytes in forward direction

3 total_bpackets ~ Total number of packets in backward direction
4 total_bvolume  Total number of bytes in backward direction

5 fpsh_cnt Number of Push packet in forward direction

6 bpsh_cnt Number of Push packet in backward direction
7 furg_cnt Number of Urgent packet in forward direction
8 burg_cnt Number of Urgent packet in backward direction
9 min_fpktl Minimum forward packet length

10  mean_fpktl Mean forward packet length

11 max_fpktl Maximum forward packet length

12 std_fpktl Standard deviation of forward packet length
13 min_bpktl Minimum backward packet length

14 mean_bpktl Mean backward packet length

15  max_bpktl Maximum backward packet length

16 std_bpktl Standard deviation of backward packet length
17 min_fiat Minimum forward inter-arrival time

18  mean_fiat Mean forward inter-arrival time

19  max_fiat Maximum forward inter-arrival time

20  std_fiat Standard deviation of forward inter-arrival time
21 min_biat Minimum backward inter-arrival time

22 mean_biat Mean backward inter-arrival time

23 max_biat Maximum backward inter-arrival time

24 std_biat Standard deviation of backward inter-arrival time
25  duration Duration of the flow

26 min_active Minimum of active time

27  mean_active Mean of active time

28  max_active Maximum of active time

29  std_active Standard deviation of active time

30  min_idle Minimum of idle time

31  mean_idle Mean of idle time

32 max_idle Maximum of idle time

33  std_idle Standard deviation of idle time

34 flow_type Type of flow
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TEIX 34 TiJm P v o5 i — TURR Sy 2 T3 e e B T 12 D9 48 3k i P I FH S 2 98 4 1Y) 33 1 Y 8% i e o e
FEIF AT 3 2K:

(1) ZrAHBCRAHICE M IX R HE 5 WS b 5 20 180 B AH OGN GE v e 1, 32 AT T IR B R 43 4H 1V B 4 (total
number of packets in forward direction)Fl 5 7] 4% & 4320 1] = #% (total number of packets in backward
direction) . AN [l [ £ W FH 75 43 20 450 AR G 8 P b T RBAE AR 8K 26 5, LA FTP S FH AT SSH . FH 4y 441,
T 00 T RSO O A i, T S 8 T S R A DRI, T R ) (5 ) % oy L B E
Fmm KT 54

(2)  Zr A ARG B M X 2 45 5 P 45 3 b 2 A AR OC I G v T 1, 32 A0 K 11 17 % & 00 21 10~ A G
(mean forward packet length) 1 J5 [6] &% % 43 20 (1) °F- 5K J& (mean forward packet length)%%.Erman 25 A1
PRI S 4 L P2P It 5 5 4 5l FTP 308 U 1) AR 5 X 30 gl A T, T 22 X 1) s A i T i 28 2 B 1)
He AL b e T WL R T S I R AP I A B R 22 e T LA O X A 4k B FTP Bl it fl P2P
AE/

(3) WS IAJAH 5% J& 13X At i 55 04 28 3t v N () AH 5 1R 48 o1 JB8 P 491 Qi 45 82 1) 1] (Flow duration) BA K T 17 %
53 40 1)~ 3) Bk (A1 B (mean forward inter-arrival time). i [A]AH 5G J& 12 2 ) 26 vl J 2k AR 6 2 T3 3
) — 2 AR T E AT e — B R b R A R X 3 A [ P 9 45 . FH . A ) 4% i i 452 1 i) Ay 467, A
SCAAR A A R H ) FTP 3, H e S R ataze 2 - LA 50 Sk H 19 1) Web it

1T CAS_Set JJ7 457 I 1 0 28 3t J& P AHL X A5 20>, O 77 A FCBIF R0E S5 T R i S AT sl R = 34 JEL o i Y 4%

it S8 P T SR 14D ) 38 e D0 2 ) L, 7 4 FH CAS_Set S5 5 i, 04 SR FIAT o] Je8 12k i AL A6 Ak, b1 T CAS_Set i
) O 24 i Jeg P K 22 J T R HACECAEL, IR TR AR AT A OC S IR I VR R NBK U ik T A ) D 3 DL S
(naive Bayes using discretisation, i #x NBD) s ik ciedh fb 28 UL 4 5 vE 5 10 4% 3 Pk 1 ol

32 A IAMER

SR P9 S0 T FUR Weka-3.5.617 % 1 FUIR H T 1 226 AT K Witten #0324 AT A0 TP
TAEP G A% SR Java 5 LB TGS FR 3R DU S 22 BEL A 24 51 T Ik A EOE TR A AT Bl
Internet 143 WA G I 4 3 L 3KH A SCT ) 55 30°F & — 43 %3 PC HL, 3L CPU Jy Intel Pentium-4 2.66G Hz, 4
174 DDR-667 2G Bytes;izfT Windows XP #:/E R 4.

4 JE{hTRES

0L T LB 22 S B 40 WA rh RS20 S A 2 8 76 TR B0 4 L I8 AT 0 5 40 R AR I8 A7 45 L
A543 ST 75 R A0 B 4 b A BRI R 4 2 ) S B8 . LA — A m TR e 43 3 ol J A 0 (B A R B AR E N
S I £ REAS, 23 50T T m ol 000 2% 17 FE K780 8- F I 14 Y 5 4 (confussion matrix) .3 4.

Table 4 Confusion matrix for m classification

R4 m TSR 2> S RV R

Prediction class
Class1 | Class2 | Class3 | ... | Classm
Class 1 N1y Nio Ni3 Nim
Class 2 Ny N2 N3 Nom
Class 3 N31 N3y N33 N3m
Actual class
Class m N1 Nm2 Nm3 Nmm

EFRPERES Gt 1sism 1< jem, 33 0 VRRIEAI N | R A B0 | R A

i1 j=1
BT DT R 2R AL o R
(1)  ECIE TP(true positive):sE B H0 i FRE A i g 23 2R 2R 1E A TR0 PR FF AR50, TRi=n;.
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(2) R4 FN(false negative):SBr oo i (FIAEAS thBl 23 JERL G 4 HAB B IO REA S, PN =y

J#i

(3) fKIE FP(false positive):S<brZ8 R Ak i AUFEAS sl o3 BB ARRAN A KA 0 FEAS R, FR =) n; .

j#i
FEF DL MRS, T s w1 o R HE R PE 1Y 3 /N FH FR PR MER K (accuracy) . ZE AT & (trust) FITEE 44
HETf % (overall accuracy) 1B AL 3R .

H i R % A = TPT+PiFN_ @)
L ®)
TR
B % OA=— T ©
Z(TP. +FH;)

i=1
FEE3E 3 TRPPAG R b, 20 ST ) B AR UE R A N T ), JLF- N BT A WIEFTN B3 IR, e I e 1 7 R A Y
T8 AR A B N0 e B B9 2R T AR HE B R L AR T (K A A T 4 0 OB R T Al T 0 R A T o
(7 EEAG. S T [ Af 3 8y, 4 ] AR TR SR TR O i (A ) D8 LA SR 7R F) B R /b S i (1 ml i R s A
Moy AR Ay i FRAIREAS S | SERIREA BT o 1 LU A1) 288 i 1 A B8 g, 2 W] SR ASE R0 G A 218 2R )
FEARAN i I U BB b S T A HE G R AT 5 B2 S T 70 SRR R 58 2R Y 1 70 K BE o ¢ T 1F
i 73 SRR /N SRR (R S A K AR AR A G D A0 ) (K A B ) AT B B 1R X

5 RBERSHH

5.1 ERRMHEIRRR
5.1.1 Moore_Set [¥45 %

h T RE LG BT SR RS 2 DU 7 75 70 a0 S AR 1, T ke Moore_Set B 3 4 S WA BdE 14, 2
5 & Setl Fl Set2, 7 3% W A it T4 Hh A AR A I LU 55 Moore_Set 55— E5. T M Setd 43 Jil il A 28 3 FH
0.1%(Z D 1 AN MIAEA K M 2. th 45 Moore_Set 142 1] 249 I (4 2% 37t J& 1 b 1748 A 22 I TU 4% JB P Rn X oK
e P I 6 e (A7 E AN AN 2 BRI 23 AR 7R ) T 0 256 T L 2 A K b T ROBE ARL () 5 47 3 DALk, v S A
FCBF 77250 U S 5% SE 00 AT 1o 08, 48 J5 11 58 B B8 VI 2R B4 4 143 3112 4T NB,NBK,C4.5 31X 3 R il #s 2% >) Sik
DAIRAFAH L I 30 B2t 43 A 2 Al P ok 685 200 70 R 50 0 41 Set2 b AT 50 UE . B 5, P55 Y11 25 B8l 4R (1 RS 21
$E 1 H] 1%,10%,50%01) Setl. A AL 10 ok A3 scin 45 Rl 1 fok.

100% - A
95% |
>
g 90%
g
S 85% r
s
S gow | X—NB
O —6—NBK
5% —A—C45
70%
1.0E+02 1.0E+03 1.0E+04 1.0E+05

Size of training set
Fig.1 Overall accuracy with stratified sampling

Bl L JrJZAhFE T IR AR ) e

© HEEREETOR

http:// www. jos. org. cn



2700 Journal of Software k13 3% \Vol.20, No.10, October 2009

1 rf X iR FH R AR b R s N R 5 B T R A TR S B Y AR TR 23 SR Y [ A O S M 2.3 4 il 2 oy
SRR AEAGE N 191 TT4RZE 5 1 %] 1 889,18 876,94 382 IIF,NB,NBK Fl C4.5 HiJAE 10 YU se B (444
53 R UERA FE I3 (A.

B L R LA L NB 5 32 DR B AT 37 o0 AT B R TG VE A R A T 48 37 e 1 3 A 3804 43 2 &5 SR i (B 4
Z2.0M NBK J7VAF1 CA.5 J7ikeiX M Su B A4 Or i AN AR (I B0 T, BEUAR R B 0% DroRr 26 iy 1) 20 SR ME A 28 (L 73 2R AR
TR ) VR A 2R ) B A N R B 4 () 388 K R I AR k] 80X T R FCBF S v2 e AR 4l I 25 Bl 45 1) = 345 B,
X FEAS J PR AT I ik, T vk A4 R A X S P ) B AT AR A 0 R £ 3 U M BRI R R AR, T 5 R 43 2
TR 26 HH I A2 2 A8 A0 e D NBK 07 125 B 75 A8 i P 3 L s A A2 4 R B ST AR e, ] B S 2 R O Jeg e i
PEATL R D o 30 B A0 Ak 0 B 0 IS 5 SN AR s R b, dan ] A T 8 e A 0 38 ekl T SR R e L M T
T BRI 73 2R G5 RATEE X B e — A B — DRI ) L

1 ARG T o SRR AR 3 S A 2 A B I 2R Ei i B /N B AR AL R I 0L AR B A DSBS 4 TS e mT
1,53 FEABE R AL A 1 1R AF DS e b 1 EL S R R e 2 R AT (5 O T3 — 2D LA 3 MhHLER 2% ) BIETE 4y 4 Ff
T SEHER I, 5 FIR 6 23l 4h th T U ZRE B R/ 94 382 IR, %2 10 45 1 FH 1) SR kAl A2 R ] (5 2

Table 5 Accuracy of all type with stratified sampling
F 5 MEHFE T SRR RS UER
Method WWW MAIL _ATT P2P DB BULK MUL SERV__ INT _ GAME
NB (%) 9821 8773 000 231 105 2296 1157 8.83 162  0.00

NBK (%)  99.36 90.87 2.58 3.09 8.85 14.88 3.97 0.01 0.00 0.00
C4.5 (%) 99.70 96.77 68,52 41.07 9215 90.17 72.01 66.90 40.73 0.00

Table 6 Trust of all type with stratified sampling
w6  JRIFE NS FIER I AE L

Method = WWW  MAIL  ATT P2pP DB BULK MUL SERV _INT GAME
NB (%) 95.22  82.04 0.00 6.90 2043 66.06 13.36 1.29 5.59 0.00
NBK (%) 95.68  77.97 1250 20.64 49.93 96.13 9.35 10.00 0.00 0.00
C45(%) 9882 9819 97.08 79.53 9490 9245 9137 66.94 71.32 0.00

M 5 FIFR 6 IR SE0 45 v LG A0 LL I /N R AR (K R Ul e F1 S mT {5 R I, CA.5 W Sievt U7 v B AR
T NB HINBK 513X F= ZEHE PR A A 35 DU 307 B S0k S92 300 02 AR R A4S Sl 3 W 26 1 U v, A2 (L) B SR T LA
W ZE LA A A R TR IS B0 T, S5 30 % POY)BRR, S5 B0 AR POY[X) R 78RR R I AR 3% DL 307 B sk 3509 i 43 4y
AT L QIR 43 28 1n) RBUIN H W SR A R T R SRR A (R R A A B R A A FE AR S AT 2 )1 CA.5 PSR
T ARG T FE A S8 50 W 43 A1, I Ry DA 2850 e 43X P A 0.

h T HE— 30 43 Wk 38 DU 7R R SRR 1 2 5 10 ) AR S 50 R R TR AR AR S, AR SC AN Setd (14 9 4% i 4 Y
430 5 FH 1K) 100 4 BEHLAEAS (T MUL,INT,GAME 3X 3 Fh 2R R (1) B A B A5 20, DR I 78 A 52 36 vh 22 i 3
HRIIFEAR), B B — B BRI S U4 R FE, F5 56 R FCBF S35 I R SR kAT 3 9, P03 B A7
NB,NBK FI C4.5 iX 3 Fiil#s &% > BVLSRAFAH I (0 8 2 43 A 8 3 DL AT R/ AR AR 4K Set2 BFATHIE,
FEAR Vs I 508 45 b A5 28R AR i A $d = 21 300,500,700 A1 897 (1 T-7F Setl th ATT 257y M £ i BE A R
897 M) EE MRS 10 Wk T3 sL B8 45 HuE 2 Fros.

2 A X BARFR NG AR & P R SRR AR I B i Y iR 7R 43 I 2 ) M 283 4% it 4 49 ) 3R 7 I 5 54
AR TP R 2B RE A K iR A 100 TT 44 7% 45 88 i %) 300,500,700,897 If,NB,NBK 1 C4.5 592 7F 10 7k S o i 48 4k 43 25
TR 2R (13 (A

M 2 BTLLE L E B 3 FhbLas 2% 2 i 4y 8 45 b LU CA.5 WS S0k (K JE A oy S ME B 2R bt 4 1)
YRAR B B3 AU 38 T A 5 A U A3 0, 10 NB R NBK 7714 10 3 2R ME R SR AN A B A 11 4 50080 45 Ao 189 K
T2 1 A S 0 B A YIS 5000 202 P 388 KT B 38 R B X AN T FCBF 7 23 A JR il s P 2 i e Sk I -3,
TR TEA 2 DR R N Rl SR R0 s AR vh & SR AR A A AE AR BOR 78 e T 2 T DU 7 @ B2 1) NB FI NBK
J7 LR AR VOG0 2 ORAr AN A 23X — R B S AT TGV AL 15T NB T NBK J7 VAt At it 2 2 k.
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100% r

90% F A A A
%? a0% | /— o
5
(&}
8 70% | —6—NBK
E —A—C4.5
3 60% |

50% F

40%

0 200 400 600 800 1000

Number of all kinds of flow in training set

Fig.2 Overall accuracy with uniform sampling

2 SYSIHIRE R B R T 2 SRR R

N T BE— S BT SR S AR 3 R HL s 2 21 7 iR I MERR L, AT IAERR 7 A% 8 g il T I Skt 4k
T SEREAHCN 897 I, 4424 I 4 1N FH (1) S UEffy 52 AL 2 T 45 2

Table 7 Accuracy of all type with uniform sampling
F T BSHRET &R OTVE IR AERG A
Method WWW MAIL BULK ATT  P2P DB  SERV
NB (%) 4433 8267 17.38 23.38 2264 3829 88.50

NBK (%)  55.74  87.30 1357 3754 40.11 6529 96.16
C4.5 (%)  89.81 93.87 91.70 73.99 84.13 98.54 97.29

Table 8 Trust of all type with uniform sampling
=8 WLIHRE R A FIER S

Method ~ WWW  MAIL BULK ATT  P2P DB SERV
NB (%) 98.17 85.02  28.43 027 280 1310 16.37
NBK (%)  98.32 88.40  67.98 063 415 16.23 27.96
C4.5 (%)  99.69 97.88 55.80 16.87 9.79 83.88 60.83

MR T RIFR 8 JIT/R IR SE 590 45 K A0 3 ST MR I 40 1F 1, 3 FiL 8 2% ) B JIT A5 40 AR 280 A Kb 3L I 45 Ji
A REFEAR WWW RSB R 39T i R, P CA.5 Ysi 7 FIE T 10%45 A5 3% 32 222 IR A VI 2R 504
RAH 897 4« WWW AR ARG T BN 4R 20 22 )74 WWW K Ut SRAE AR X AN 2, NI 5 350 K 45 R 1
HERF I W AR B AR T, NB FI NBK 7 72 A T AN ), B AT T WWW 2R HERf S T % T 50%70 471X A R SR
TRE AR AN A2 17 SR — 8 (A5 BB 2, B0 ol T35 50 SRR 0 20 T IR B0Hs 4 o (M 58 B0 % £ 8, AT 5 30 WWW- )
FEUETANZR 2 T B ph b vy L, 2 T D S0 3O AL 27 30 O 1A A BT A 43 S D) N T A 2 50 R A
HEGWHEHAL.
5.1.2 CAS_Set {14 H#

H T HE— PR AT CA.5 BRI NB 3575 14 (1 73 JUER 28, A SCHE CAS_Set a4 by kAT T 4 2
FHRE ) S AR 1) 52 560 E T S50 28 SR, 0 715 48 e i, SCASOR R S 50 3 5T B AR - S UE RS e 3R AT LR

BATTE AT 4 E AL I 9256, CAS_Set ZU¥n 42145 %l 45 24 W AN B35 T 42: CASL Al CAS2, 78 1% Wi AN £
THPEEEARI LG S CAS_Set Hdli A4 HF— 0N CASL o143 Bl AR RN T 0. 1% HIAF A F) i I 25 80305
£E (T CAS_Set [ INT 2 [{ R A KR AR KT 2D AR L 0.1%, IR A8 A T CAS_Set I8 BT AT 9256 P #0Ks INT BURE
A ZMEAE) ARG AL ER 4 L2y 9384T NB,NBD,C4.5 3X 3 Frbl 2% 2% >) S99 3545 AH I (1 0% B 40 pi ) 3
i FH 36 6 43 RS ok b B SR BHE B CAS2; B 5 FKE 11 25 $Udi 48 (1 RS % A 4 = 81 CASL 11 1%,10%,50%. T
5 ERSEH 5 R TSR A R LR 9.
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Table 9 Overall accuracy of 3 methods using stratified sampling

RO A R A AL IS I R Bl S, 3 b 23 T 1 A AR A 23 SRR %

Training set Testing set NB (%) NBD (%) C4.5 (%)
0.1% Setl Set2 55.60 80.80 86.08
1% Setl Set2 45.91 84.86 93.26
10% Setl Set2 49.87 87.79 97.22
50% Setl Set2 58.45 92.23 98.80

M 9 B AT DU HY NB 5 vk T T 4240 v 0 40 A BT I 1 2 A T 48 Gt e 2 4 A RT3 28
45 LA G 45 22 NBD J7 72 C4.5 7 VE AN LA 58 1 (1 43 S ML 28, 1T HL 23 S E T 2R 8 5 U1 2 300 A2 U (1 1K
IM~FAS BT AR X L NBD Al C4.5 J5 k4 a5 A B B LI tH,C4.5 Jrik oy R e RAR 24 T- NBD JiiiX
2R TR E AR S (1) 52 30 5 A v 1Y 4% 9 R P A AE — 8 RS R A S R I 5 B0 NBD 5 ¥ 1) 4% A A T AR e
DABRIIE, AT 5 3020 S0 ZR AR O A1

555 5.0.1 W SRR — A FEREAT Y S IRE S N AR SR S A CASTL IR 4% L v et BCRE ol S T 1 500 4%
BEMUREA, B il — A 3 R ARS8 S 1 U R 42, T340 24T NB,NBD il C4.5 1% 3 FipL i 2% > S04k LA SR AS AH Y
IR By OB I DU A AE MR B 42 CAS2 b AT U6 AIE . T AK UK U1 25 s 42 vh A R A 1R 4 e v 2
1500,2 500,3 500 F1 4 500(tF CAS1 * Mail B[ M2 imAE A e 2 U 4 727 46). 5 R LIRS 5 K T8 SE5
45 1 L3R 10.

Table 10 Overall accuracy of 3 methods using uniform sampling

R 10 FUFHE S HFE RIS N 25 B 4R I3 ot 7 07 ik 1) 73 eI

Training set Testing set NB (%) NBD (%) C4.5 (%)
Every type flow num=500 Set2 59.36 83.34 89.72
Every type flow num=1500 Set2 50.39 85.55 93.81
Every type flow num=2500 Set2 48.84 85.52 94.62
Every type flow num=3500 Set2 44.86 86.04 95.35
Every type flow num=4500 Set2 42.89 86.50 95.85

W2 10 7T LU 175 E ik 3 FHLE 27 1 A VR0 4 K48 b, NB 7 vk 0 M 143 KM 28 R I S B
I 5 5 B 0 90K T 9 R 2, 20 B2 0 5 000 S M KT 9 5 W sNBID 7 9 LR 1 3 S 1 i £
T A5 BB K BE A 1 500 46 005159 B A% 21500 Z& I, 45 K MR 4 HH L T 423 R I.CA.5 s ik
F 3 5 5 S 20 7 AR 5L 24T NB T NBID 7422, T ELB 5 U1 25 B 0 388 AR 25 71 s o 00,
CA.5 R AL BG4 3 R 46 4 R P b LA 90 2 P e 3s
52 MEMIEH

T 2SS0 5D T Moore_Set, 57512 4504 48 1Y FOBI S35 24 i 0 1l R MO 047 T P 6. V1 4
BRAERY 22 5 Pz T 45 U A FCBI L9 125 5 45 AT I 300k T3 S0 92 0 0 0125 0 R ) S
45 SR 20 T L s, T AT % — 41 5 0 50 26 00 B 0 P U 99 KBRS 3 BT R I L8
5 S)FERE IR o T ARIIE T4 90 4 U0 P9 45 O AR ek 7E 4 Moore_Set %#iifk Fig T FCBF SLiAf8 %) 7
B X B/ Moore_Set $iCH S 7 8 M5 B HLIEFE I b 10V B A< 1 4 VI 25 B 4, A FEL B0 4% 909
B R A S 0 0 S 4 I R AR5 3 B AT NBNBK FIT CA.5 51V 4K AR I (37 4 S R0 A 5, 1
33K B 4 R AL R 0 TR SR 8. T4 13 S 10 Ik, 7981 1 92 0 4 L6 11,

Table 11  Training time and testing time of 3 methods using Moore_Set
F 11 Moore_Set b 3 Fft 2 ¥R 24 Y1 Bt [va) A0 Xt i)

Time NB NBK C4.5
Training time (s) 0.47 0.48 8.66
Testing time (s) 19.47 51.74 2.46
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TR CAS_Set 4 I 7p J2 fli A A 7 iR AR Al 1006 K RE A S I R8s 42, M A3 T3 A3 1K) 90% 1 il ik £
P AU Weka B 73 MIEAT ik 3 FlbLas =% > Uik A LR S 10 kT 45 R K 12.

Table 12 Training time and testing time of 3 methods using CAS_Set
Fc 12 CAS_Set b 3 7y i AR AL 4y 3 I TR X I ]

Time NB NBK C4.5
Training time (s) 8.74 24.37 103.11
Testing time (s) 166.72 18.74 8.14

XTLE 3 Fh 755 45 R AT LU H,CA.5 PR SO 512 R R Ry Tt el R A S 5220, ¥ s (10 58 2R )1 22 I ) A 85
B CA5 BRI Iy A8 Bt b P P 1 BAT W WK L8 X 2L AR C4.5 g S AR BEAT it it 70 2R
IS AU R AR 199 206 A AR PR Jom A e SR EAT B D £ P LA, AR PR R 55 7 0 NB,NBK,NBD 57
FERE PG 73 JE I 2% AU RE A IS, B 5 1 S U S50 E R A i T A b 2 TR PO B3, 143 N P 328 96 R MR 3 de KR I ] 26 2
A 194 28 A A 10 T Je I 8 v S el R AT B2 3% A S o I P 3 5% o U 2 SRS i B0 T A A 5 T Ay A R
BRI ST R 05 75 R I 18] P A0 BEOK R W 45 378 Rt 55 NB X LSt D7 A L, CA.5 R SR T R B8 & 4
BRI f5t 73 i) it

6 I &

R FE AL 27 33 0 1% A B0 28 43 2% 1) A 3T A K I 8% 9k 0 AR — AN B % RO TE 5 B4, e o D 2 DL
51 T FL A Ak DAL ST BT B L 4328 v T 4K 22 BB N DR T B 52 AR SCI I R 4 43 B R 2R D
J B AER AR BRI T A DA S0 s A B PR TL A 2 ) T R A B R S 2 Il i R AT T AR R ANARE 1, T T
N CA.5 YRS J7 ek A B IR B 40 28 i) JL 7 Moore_Set Il CAS_Set 2 #i4: E#EA T L5256 v LA Hi:(1) C4.5
RS T I AN T 0 48 A A 16 56 56 B R 1 0 A7 205 L 388 9 I 288 70 R A 0 A A8 AR BT 5 K IR T A S . (2) C4.5
TR SR A TR A A T AN 0 O 285 SR A A AN T R AT D (B A A B AR 6T T B AR A B K IR B 4 S ) A LA
3 )k REAL A

P2 3C E 1 BT R 00 1 4% 3 A KR 4 0 2005 A5 X 4% 45 AR R A g 3R, DR AR S 11 7 V0 AN R S IR
FLAE T SC T ) 466 0 20 TR 00 BTt ] 0] D 194 8% S A0 e 14D 4 T 50 e 2L 5 00 oo 268 3 o 1 6 S e B I A 2 AR
XF M EENR TR —
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