RAE2EHR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

[doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.007615] [CSTR: 32375.14.jos.007615] http://www.jos.org.cn
O A B S BT RSB Tel: +86-10-62562563

ETF it R e R NIE e B R
ARG TRE M K (48 HEE| $AR]

"E B R  THENLAB, WIF KD 410073)
2(FEFHFZEBE, J65 100091)
HEEMEE: EBH%, E-amil: wwyyijjl971@163.com; #i#k, E-amil: liulin16@nudt.edu.cn

OB ENBHERN LR, ML AN ME L EFH, LERZHEFS MEAM (advanced persistent threat,
APT), P EH b £ B REAFAARE ELHMTNLATE. BF. WERRARFLENGETET, REATHE
BEALAHT VT VAR 53R & P 4 A 69 A B8 ) (2 A LB F 0 MG R BHIBN, A 4 % 5k G ESH I 4
B BEA ST ARARNE G S L AL AR R A ) AR R A, B M ASIEM R E . T BE L
5. TTALM M F ARG 8], SEHLX R EAT A 6 5K B . RAEL 54T, iR 2Rk B R AL K R R,
T —E# A F £ ZF EAS B A W& AR B — 455 A) SEILAT AT A 6 B R R, SRR
st XA P 482 A, B RAFO R MR Bk A A4 AT HF BB anaBMERitsmBtes
FMH. RS TR G, ATAE TR B W AT A 6935 KA B RAF4O 7T o014, i% 7 . NSL-KDD. UNSW-NBIS5
F2 CIC-DD0S2019 ##% % L3477 Ik, s R A, FTIR H 69 K87 o xF P& BT ) 12 K I & /B A & 6938
B 89 B B 7T vA £ FAC RAEST R F) W &R ZAT A, 11T W AAT A 69 7T YL M B 4R 5, ANdn 38 3480 o5 ik 69 =T ik
. B b, B3R 69 A 7 AT W AR BT AR R 2.

KEBIA: A BAME M, 4R IR RAE; A LSS

FEES IS TP393

thoc ] IR M BRER, 5 ZE, MIAK, (4R, R TR, TR e U A I 2 R A D B A e S BRI, hittp:/fwww.
jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7615.htm

J3C 5| %0 Yang LM, Wang YJ, Liu L, Fu SJ, Zhao BK, Su JS. Detection Theory and Application Based on Flow Spectrum for
Network Traffic Threat. Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7615.htm

Detection Theory and Application Based on Flow Spectrum for Network Traffic Threat

YANG Lu-Ming', WANG Yong-Jun', LIU Lin', FU Shao-Jing', ZHAO Bao-Kang', SU Jin-Shu’
!(College of Computer Science and Technology, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410073, China)
*(Academy of Military Science, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: With the rapid development of network technology, frequent cyber attacks, especially advanced persistent threats (APTs),
seriously affect national security and social stability. Under the continuous evolution of encryption, obfuscation, and camouflage
techniques, intelligent analysis of network traffic is considered an effective means to improve threat detection capability. However, when
processing massive volumes of network traffic data, existing methods still suffer from high analysis complexity and weak model
interpretability. Flow spectrum adopts domain transformation as a unified solution by constructing a more accurate, highly separable, and
observable description space for network flow data, thereby enabling efficient characterization, representation and analysis of network
behaviors and effectively addressing the above issues. Inspired by the atomic spectrum, this study proposes a novel flow spectrum scheme.

The core idea is achieve a concrete representation of network behaviors by mapping network flows into a one-dimensional spectral space,
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and to detect network traffic threats through flow spectrum comparison, in which the design of an effective flow spectrum decomposer is
crucial. In this study, the flow spectrum decomposer is constructed based on a semi-supervised autoencoder and is trained by jointly
performing reconstruction and classification tasks, enabling spectral line distributions of different network behaviors to exhibit strong
separability. The proposed scheme is validated on the NSL-KDD, UNSW-NBI15, and CIC-DD0S2019 datasets. Experimental results show
that the proposed scheme achieves high detection accuracy for network threat behaviors while providing differentiated representations for
various network traffic behaviors, significantly enhancing network behavior observability and improving the interpretability of threat
detection methods. Therefore, the proposed flow spectrum scheme is effective for network traffic threat detection.

Key words: flow spectrum; threat detection; network flow; low-dimensional representation; auto-encoder
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Hop, 1 FoRfa 4 1 B AR, WL D IR df, Ron I w WEEH LT i IR KA FE F 2 Xt
D {5 — A e, TR AR T

D=|d| =

@ ey

=diag” (N)N (10)

d 1

w

K
U
24
j=0 weY

VAT R ISERE D ot £ R T i ISR E T 200 w ISR, R, R0 B o ) o 3 B0y s
JEEE, B £ =, ().

AN L IR 855 18 22 0 84T N I 0 A AR 22 5, IXFh A0 A 22 5 S B R 5 VR (U2 AP R 1), O T R s b Y 4%
AT 93 AT 22 538 J IR RN, P AR AR 52 o D90 2% 3 5 rh S () 0 28 47 9 PR 40 AT I 0, 26 ) 22 R0 0 R R I 2y R 2% 4T D 1L
B, WALE & A= [, Ay, A ], WIATAERERD 34 D W50 MAUE— 452, Hatk & T
d 1

K
U
2,
J=0 we)

XTI A S & 7, HO AR N 8 o = [p)] FIIICE p; Fom X7 P A REA I A s 2L i
(KIMEAR. T2, AT LARE A 2 AT A AR R B R SE B RAAS IUAE 55 BLARTI 35, AR IUAERE F 5 AR U 7 &2 o 3R
FARD AT S L1 Lo i 2, 328 5545 L B A Aar il ) 26 i 4 8 T A R LI 8 A7 R R, fJim mT LAASE FH e R fBh
SR THDT AT BN 5 R BT R AR

y= argr;linF(r = argmyin diag (1) D diag™ (/ITD) Do (13)

3 ETHINERREF[NSERE

AT LA I T W B i A A AE RS T AR, JL IS ARG A 3 IR, 20 s B T A A R 2%
gik et I Id 2 A 55 VI S HO A R W 2847 D9 B AR i 2 A1 By R RT3k, 53 4, AT IR i v Ak

F= [ f;]wey = =D diag™' (1"D)D an

F= = diag(A)D diag™' (A"D)D (12)




8 BB oo e b g e

DA i B b 38 7 AT /e 2.

P ey

[ MSE(.) s |
I, 4 BARR
o |
1 CEC,) \
o0 k X\
e.0 N
100

B Falint iy [ —
-0
‘ 48
o Yifih 4y N oW
LB R K

B3 LTRSS A A s

3.1 DIESRMBERRT

P GENL &2 >0 v (4 e 4 D V2 8 T30 P 7 3. TR T SRR, IR e A e e 4 T v T RE I AR e Ui B IR A
FeGE L 77 i 95 AR T TN I 5 B L (1. DR, 75 8 5 PR T RS I8 I 2% A 4504k 2 1) 465 #4 ) 0 e 4 SR A i
ik

T G 55 1 2 I G e o A SR T . B D AR (AR)™ R — R N A2 I 4 i, HOK NS
YEDu 521 F b, AT LATE M (7 20— B AT 3R AR 20, % T8t B . B B S5 40 iy G B 2 A A 2
PR 3 K 8, K 7330 5 SN ¢ (- :0,) My (-:0,), Forfr ©, 10, 737y it 2 A A5 25 AR TR S 500, 20 hsd 25 2
F DT N 2 1] e S5 ) 2 2 1, T 92 0 T 2 2R 3 RSB [ g N 2 ), DT S I EE A A B8, B po g () ~ .
g i 25 5 R MR @ Ay LSS A5 a0 A\ Bl B AR 2215 Bl d /), B

$,$=ar%1;linI|X—¢OW(X)II (14)

FA NG AL GEI 1 i) & B AR T i N B0 a0 A s 24 A EE A . SR, H A ) AR A o R R I 2 ) ik = 24
ST AR E O Ak, S ON TN R AN G D4R O AR R AT R 22, TR I R A R AR e .
EREA ® BB RIDES ¢ (-5 0,), 193] “IRGiD4Es R, A

Z=¢R)=doyod(x) (15)
o, PGB LRI AR R I B 224 O, .

H T 1 G e 2 — A O M I D5 9, DRI i) SH X o 2% 30 K 1) T £ R AT BE K B P 4 B U 0 RATE 55, L&
FTREANH T2, FTEL, £ 1 2 i 4% R AL R oA 0 B I 2 i) N THREAT 51 2. W] DLl 2 AE55 22 ST 75 50
A5 FERESS TN E E i i 25 HORARAE S5 o, XA ash 22 190 28 S5 R PR 1 BB E 4 4% (semi-supervised auto-
encoder, semiAE)**). 155 % > et B FIAE 55 2 IR AR AR 15 2 e v, S A9BSR ] LAGR B 5 128 ST ROR. 7R
HE A gt th, 7 AR A R T G B o PO a0t 4 SR HEAT 19, (52 B B 2 0 20 X288 X I 2R A0 2 [R] I HEAT ().

MERUE BALAFE M 28 i, Ferb pr & (0 E B T2 e WS B AT E R, fT e E R
FEAEAN R T B A B 20 A [X 70 PR PR W 5 R AIE, X282 Bl T W 50 20 IR BAE 55 0. AT A5 B 9 I 4%
TiAE Brb T S R AR, Xt R4 2 K A B B, (B AT B T MR 7 SR BIME S5 B TE
B AIE KPR 55K, 2 WAt 45 R Al MRS B S AN AT VAR IS TR A% B 2 3 BAE B E 14 [X [ R 2K



WBEAS 5 A TR N &R E R I 2R B ) 9

FEAR, T 75 210 20 ff 2 A i 2 Hp ok X 28 3 (1 PT PR AE B S AN AT 4 A5 AT 0 5. Rk, i R B — D
RIS TT I B i 88 45 4. FEAR SO tH 07 2, ¥4 B 9wt 2% 00 SRR AN &G, BI0R 2, A 2, Ha A= M
ZMBAR AT S R 5T AR, B
7,2, =¢(x), X=y¥(z,2) (16)

13 ) g, F @, 23 02 I 8% 2 ) TR i T 2 2 ot i 2y T 2, (R AR

AT A R AT AR BT 2, 1E 9 IR AR T S fE, X U A 6, ().
3.2 NGHKESSRERE

AR I R RS S B A AN 3 AT 55, TR BT IE A Rk SR aE bR R A, SR UG HHE R N X 45
SER T R B AT AL R, E AT b RN S AT bR e A

B HE A AT 55 52 43 At s SICIINE DR 24 A 00 M v 2 2 ) 38 9 2 ) PR 4 1 B B0 AR, LR B TRUF I i AL i
ITRERI AT M. FEAR T BRI Y72 2 (mean square error, MSE) 3K 5 543 i % O E0s AT S5 A5 2%, HoE X
R

1 n
Crecon: - Ai_ iz 17
2 2 a7

T %o 2 2 N 5 4 4ot i 2 ) B R VS ALt R, o FH G R 453 2 R 17 5 SR G R AR i o S 5 EE M RE AR Yt 25 SR 22 ]
5. BAKT S, 20 F2 48 4 25 R BN T2 48 6H% 2 (mean absolute error, MAE), B 4mfid i 55 Ay

n

&
Lo =~ > 122 (18)

MO 53 AE 55 7T LA A 4 S5 B AT A BT REAT J 160 190 24 0 500 LT AL 360 e 4 (0 S 4 [ 1), AT
TR AT 9 A 26 (0 40 U (535 2 e AT 5, MR 840 47 M TR A, 65 T 1 2 50T S8 o 1 4 075
ARHE TE 2, i 2, BRI T 49 238 HEAT R 40 0, FUR LT 265 1T 40 PEA L ORI E8 T8 2, MOt S AT 5527
ST 77 AT 256 VIR, 0T LA 25 S0 190 2% P S50 P T 4P A2 L S5 R T 43 (35 B 0 0188, T 06 T3 75 T 40
15 BRI TE 2, KA LR . 15 A 77 % th I 22 XU (cross entropy, CE) Tk B HOR B ik 40 AT S 5 2, 3o ¥
R

L
L= ;;%ymbgpm (19)
Jrb, Y NSRS, v W 0 B SHEA x, FTRE DA RN BB, po EEA x, JB TR0 o IR,
T2, S L5 R SOy T S50 5 5 S5 R RO LR, 35 S
L = @Lyoon +BLenc + 7L 20)
b, oy Ry RIRTHAE ISR
3.3 iEimAIsER

R JE A Hh 4 SR T S 1) R P, 5K R R 1 A S I 16 A T i T . R 1 43 A 2 B
T I R, T 552850 X ) (-0 P S5 1 25 23 A 40 /. 1 S SR 1) R M B R RSB R, 76 B T
BRI ]S 4 25 4 A AT G ST, A 2 5 2 ELAR 1. DR 7 3 3o 48 24 19— % — W, 5 st T
75 [ 10 {0 A R 6 6 e, AT I 00 0 R 1) 5 2

I T 71 26 5 (tanh) 2 TG BRI 1) 45 BR X 1 BSR4 P 732 R B0 M R BIK ] (<1, +1) (9304, F
B Fh L R SR, AR B2 1 8 B s X (R B KT M 1 BT T 0. e T 552 ¥ I 6 F10-00 75 35 1 254
AR ST SERIS BT DRI [ 396, SO0 T ) R K e 3R (AP M3 I 8 A 90 6 T oo T 2 W 2 (0 B 43
A, FETT A0 15 B8 WS S A+ 1 [ 358, AN T 36 4 R T BRI 16 495 D o T s 8 25 2k o e 2
G A B T B R IE47) B 1 AR PR R ek, LT T DA A (B B A 8 2 43 A PO LB, 57 T X0 i



10 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

V) R B s B S R R A
N T ORISR A T S B0 6 e A O DX 3 AR P TR AR DR B, 5 1 S SR R 1 B REAT bR AL b
RN 0, bAEZEN 1), LG ISR, TR T A SR 2, BRI

N N
mean = % Z &> (x;) std = J % Z (¢ (x;) — mean)* 21
1 =1

SR 5 R O it T ) R 5N A 1 P it 482 £ A SEZ 0 T ke S 2105 R SEARIX (8], T2 A fRas d () AT N:
s (x)—mean)
T - std

Hep, T AR SE, TR0 IEY) R BN TR, R, AT B E = (-1,1).
3.4 AN RAE A IR

TR B R 24T Jaar U U7 v S B R o A i R P eT B2 AR SRS TRk A B R R . 7R
RS RS T, RANELE T AT SRS, SO AT IR FEAE A& B TEVE & B B T A 2
M LEAT RSB BEH BN 0. X AR 250 B TR0 0% AR U= A 5 . X0 RE e AT R, W S A B I N 437 2 18 %,
WA KB i, AR B 42 mT LA B — P 4 20 A . 4 A hen UGt 3 o R IR i 2R T, 60 PR 48 AT R 1 2 4
A AT AR 5 e B afr AT 1 T 0 3 28 11 50t R R v 2R 5 P 48 AT S R SR S8 B, G M RT DA SO X R R 1 2 P P 24T
R BT I

1% B At 1T (kernel density estimation, KDE) #2& % F (AR 1% B s 20t E 5 1%, J& T-3ES 4 30 7. X Tl
SERIAI A n MEA AT (x;), 2 KDE 1A R B R () WF:

2= %ZK(%%) 3)

o, k() NIZBREL, h NS E (BBERR A T B E 1), 78 KDE H i s B A% B 202 Gauss 1% BR 3R, H S
FRONAZ MR 4Y (radial basis function, RBF). %A% B #0E XA 25 () T — f B FP o 5 2 18] Buclid 8525 (1 51 68

d(x)= tanh( (22)

K(x1,32) = exp (=&, - xf) (24)

Hih, e RAMSE. Ay R RHET Gauss K E# KDE 755063 45 4 A 15 L AT 00 &
4 SLENRE

AW 2 BN S0 15 B AN S L AT N A, ISR ERE . RIIEIR. RRIRIE R SR E.
4.1 FIESEHER

AAE NSL-KDD. UNSW-NB15 Al CIC-DD0S2019 X 3 /NP2 NAZ 46 I BHE B b 55 V7 i 4 0 20 SR 3k A7 9
A7, FFIE T B X AN R R 48 B i A7 A kAT T

NSL-KDD ¥4 45 P & KDD CUP 1999 (KDD99) $i#5 4E 11 e IR A, 32l 48 N AR AT 72 1% 405 4
it T KDD99 FdE4E A 1 70 A AR TR ) @8, Hetl 7 I g4 5 R EE /Y 2 A, 3 FL o038 F T 28 22 SRR
SESJTEREN. ZER RS 41 NEHIE, W EREARHIE . A BRRFIERR B S THE, RS ERRES 4 K3
M2 F47 4 (DoS. R2L. U2R. Probe). SLIRH% IR 2:1 LL@ kI 73 Il 25455 M 4E.

UNSW-NBI15 #4842 5" & o R I8 A /R K2 (UNSW) 5538 KK [ 5 3 86 & 1 4 35 T 2015 4R &
A B 28 NAZ R I B PR 4, B T2 (05 S0 MG U B 52 W 2 IR 5 o 450 . 28R 4R 3B & 9 MAS [R) A P 285 ML B =X,
JEHIREE TR E BRI ERmESdE. EEGRE TSR T 49 MEIE. SLIGig i 2:1 a2l g8 5
REE.

CIC-DD0S2019 %#i 4 P2 & thhn s K4 22 W 5Bt (CIC) K AR R X0 A7 :IE LR %% (DDoS) Brai i iy



WBEAS 5 A TR N &R E R I 2R B ) 11

2GR, Z AR R T 2019 % 1 H 22 HFI 3 H 11 H RPN &, IE % i ER T B-Profile R4
A, G 2 ALY DDoS M AT M. %54 H CICFlowMeter 12 P MR 46 4% I B FH R ER T 80 %
YERHE. SRERAE A 1 A 22 BREAEZATIIZE, J-/H 3 A 11 B REEE7 I
4.2 THiEER

AR SCSRIG VT ELAE PN 7 THI, ELAE AR PR AN R 2 1 P 4. TR P R DO 4% I B O (1 B B R A, S8
R AT AR FoE IR INIREE . AUC X H AT 8 S VAN AT PE RN 2 TS B I 2 i i R Rk
TEBCSR B PEA, SO oA 6 58 2 BN 28 py 288 1) R 25 bon gk A7 8 VT

W) 28 MG I A% 5 — A Zar I L 0 S SR UE R 1 48 b U AH S S BB HIEW (true positive, TP). i
1E (false positive, FP). E 51 (true negative, TN). 515 (false negative, FN). #iffi% (accuracy, Acc) & L

HIVE TR R, T B IEA 2 FERIFE AR ST o5 b2, How Lk
_ TP+TN
T TP+TN+FP+FN

TR (precision, P) M HEARVEEHER, KRN G R E L KRR &5 1L HdE . AR (recall, R) X
MAEE 2R, RESLHIEE 2 KEE A EIRNGE R, BiRNE B R — XA LT &R N T P

F, AR5 (B R E) RN A R, BART S, 3 MERRIIE SR
TP TP _ 2PR
TP+FP' " TP+FN "'~ P+R

PRI ZK (false alarm rate, FAR) N WRAERE R, BIHMR, RoRm EFHERERAE N ERERPLR. K

HF (missing alarm rate, MAR) 3R/~ 75 FEAR B R B 2 N IEH FEAR I LR, AN e 8 LR
CFP vape PN
FP+TN TP+FN

FAh, KT RS, AN [ R E 15 B 38 <= R NHUT 4508 22 $e b 7= A2 284k, Rl i 22 ) ROC 1 28 Sk PPk AN )
ARG K MTERE. ROC HIZE (receiver operating characteristic curve) s& MR HE— RFAF B E, DMRBHTES (FPR)
FIEFAPESR (TPR) R\ ALFR 22 11 #l 2. AUC(area under curve) {H#% € X ROC Mi£k T B AR, BUE TSR [0,
1]. AUC {EBk$E 1, NI R Gt ekl AUC $23T 0.5, il R Gkl Ba AL

B 2B (silhouette coefficient, S)°° i i 45 & BEAS B P S8 5 5 0 10 B Sk i i SR 2R 45 SR b ke A A R & F .
THEFEAR i RN REASF I E B a() S5 FEAR BRI FABISI P FE B (), Hlid i T A X EAE B MEA i 1
RO R A

Acc (25)

P= (26)

FAR = 27

~ b()—al)
SO = X ib0).a@)]

T B R BN T A A ZAE P50 BB R BN E RN T [-1, 1], Bkl T 1 43 A R E 0 5 fE #l A
KHEEAL. SE SR FE R L (D) & NN PR B 5 280 P FE B i bU A, Hoat B AR

Z]x[—x,]

Yi=Yj

D=
Z]x,-—x,|

AR RN |22 B TR R A R SR A HLAN RIS A 43 . DRI 48 bm ] A T S [E) I 4847 SR 1 1 T 4 .
43 IRIMERBHEE

SEE6 (3B 4T3R5 Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5222 CPU@3.80 GHz. 128 GB RAM £l NIVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU,
H:F Python 3.9.12 JF /&% SEE ARG I 7E Ubuntu 22.04 248 EHEAT LI, I 22 SIHESL N PyTorch 2.2.1.

TES RS2 BT, 277 S48 F BT SRR 5 1) 22 )2 A B I 4 R A 1 ) 9 5 AR 4%, J2 11T R 410 tanh
B INGRRL R, A7 R E I AR R BB S 8909 1, FFEH 2221309 0.001 1) Adam AL 25 2EAT I
G, RO IR o () 3 T R P T 3R AR [ 9 48847 D19 A 158 100 PR B ) B TR A 1



12 BB AR R B B )

5 SEIRSMAR

BT 4 WIS RS, ATl — RS A SR RS T SR R REAT IR, AT X T
TR AR RGN T 2% B A B AT IR O AR [ S8 8 A 28 4T DR B 2 20 A 1 VL IEAT PRI 0T AR N o A
A S S P 4% R 1 2 18] 0 3P K0 20 AT 8t S 5 A S A (1 D 488 O A7 b AT 1 R AR ALLRE 34
5.1 BRI S

AT IAE 3 A W25 N LRI A 4 (NSL-KDD. UNSW-NBI15 Il CIC-DD0S2019) b i il 4 fife 25 ¥ 5137
R IAE 55 1 R AT 7 AR, SEI6 45 B UnR 1 s, 48 NSL-KDD $da4E b, i ) ff 35 7T SEET 0.964 0 HIHERRH
F10.9618 [ F, {8; /£ UNSW-NBI15 H#i4 b, Jil il o0 i # i HER 2280 F E 34 0.98, H AUC {HIEH 1 0.9823,
HIRHEMLE 0.000 2; £ CIC-DD0S2019 H#H4E I, Jiils o e MUAEHER M F E L& 0.99, i HH AT LUK
R RRIR B WIEHITE 0.01 LUN. 2645 BB, BT 21 08 A gntidh 35 (T 5 228 T LU &34 SR AT
%%, FE AT ABUAS R AT A AR

F 1 EARFEARE LR S 1RSI R

ik HERIZE (Acc) FifE R (FAR) TR (MAR) AUCHH
NSL-KDD 0.9640 0.9618 0.0138 0.0598 0.9726
UNSW-NBI15 0.9891 0.9891 0.0002 0.0205 0.9823
CIC-DD0S2019 0.9942 0.9957 0.0046 0.0063 0.9982

AHTZ JG LA CIC-DD0S2019 H4fi £ Jy il Xof 2 - v 1) D0 28 Jgl Jo A6k W0 40 280 SR 4 A T It i PRI P 4847 S8 o M
TR BT RAYEMSEAT AT DDoS BUai 17 4 1 I 45 7% (10 0% 2k 3 A A ) 38 A6 U0 5 ol i ot — B T Py 119 R 48 AT
DI I A U 2 4 AT ] e WU AR RO AT R B S SR SRS . A SEES DL 10 s DR A [A] (8] B, 7EHE € I BN
R DTk (1 A 8] B3 PR A B 8] A 7 A (18 TP 28 i B 5 (5 PR S0 S A0 6 BB AT A 66 T AR SR HH I i VB A
[ DDoS i AT 4 AR H 24 DA KA I B A5 itk 2 o, Sl l b ml DU HY, WS o 4 K 22 Bk A i1
DDoS B4 AT LLSZEL 100% FIKE .. Horr, %FF LDAP. MSSQL. NetBIOS. SNMP. SSDP. UDP. UDP-
lag Al TFTP iX 8 i DDoS Bl 47 A ik AP 3 BE FEIA 2 7 0.99 PA I iZs2 6 48 R, AR SCHrg i 3+
TRV 4D D 288 J PRS0 7 Y R AR

# 2 CIC-DD0S2019 H#E & H A E XA [F] DDoS K47 A (Al 35 2R

I 1] B JaG et FEL A (min) AT R 1) Fy i A K2 (%) BEIGE
10:35-10:45 NTP 11 52 52 100.00 0.9457+0.0332
10:52-11:16 DNS 25 66 66 100.00 0.9853+0.0275
11:22-11:32 LDAP 11 56 56 100.00 1.000+0.0000
11:36-11:47 MSSQL 12 59 59 100.00 0.9989+0.0001
11:50-12:00 NetBIOS 11 56 56 100.00 0.9971+0.0021
12:12-12:23 SNMP 12 59 59 100.00 0.9992+0.0045
12:27-12:37 SSDP 11 60 60 100.00 0.9989+0.0002
12:45-13:04 uUDP 20 55 55 100.00 0.9989+0.0002
13:05-13:15 UDP-lag 11 20 20 100.00 0.9909+0.0395
13:18-13:29 WebDDoS 12 3 2 66.67 0.6669+0.4711
13:30-13:34 SYN 5 28 28 100.00 0.9889+0.0051
13:35-14:05 TFTP 31 131 131 100.00 0.9991+0.0002

52 FEIMEITARIELS BT

BTG, AR A R W 28 AT D9 BT 2 0 A 5 DUREAT 20, FER T 4 B B 4R SR (0 0 i 1R
NFELTT RS AT R H A

AT X CIC-DD0S2019 i £ - AR N 28 AT N F TG HEAT 20 M. B 4 o (2 IE 3 2% 47 9 Al DDoS 4



WAL 5 KT R0 R LR E RGN 3 B )

13

dAT TR L A I DL, B 4 sRRT DUA Y, TE% W8 AT D9 IR W0 243 T 2 R AR 26K 22 il 4 3 73 A 78 [—1, 0] XA
W, T DDoS X A7 4 FA) W0 2 3 e A 1 (K 18 2K 22 70 A 7E [0, 1] DXTR) P9, PIARR I 2847 A RO 1 2 3 A1s AT B S ) 22
5. 1B 5 JE7R (02 IR M 2% 47 9 A DDoS B AT 9 (A 24 7 A1 2 2 o K, HC AT DUSE AN b ) Jee s 1 b R AR o
(e 2 7 A MR 5 . TR % IO 46 4T D R T R P ATAE [-0.8, —0.2] XTI A, JH 5% 4 3 2 A A 1 Aol I X3
DDoS BidifT NAFAEHE W] i 2 5¢.

T 7T

Benign |

pvos | [ |
-1.0 —-08 -06 -04 02 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(a) WEER I At L
15+ — Benign
210} — DDoS
g 5t
|53
a 2t
0 L L L L AAI\/\"./\'\
—1.00 -0.75 —-0.50 -0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
(b) R A1 2 P bR BT
Kl 4 CIC-DD0S2019 i RAEATHAN DDoS Mk AT A It i
Benign Benig
-1.00 -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 -1.00 -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
DDoS DDoS
-1.00 -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 . 0.50 0.75 1.00 —-1.00 ‘*0,75 -0.50 —-0.25 0.25 OAS‘O 0.75 .00
I The distribution of spectral lines . The distribution of spectral lines
2 5| Benign 24 — Benign
Z 4| — DDoS Z 2 — DDoS
o 2 o 1
5 e & i
leOO -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 *ULOO -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
tanh(x/T) tanh(x/T)
(a) PCA (b) t-SNE
Benign Benign
L[ IO [IIITHD | |
-1.00 -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 -1.00 -0.75 -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
DD DDoS
~100  —075 050 _ 025 0 025 050 075  1.00 -1.00 075 050 025 _ 0 025 050 075  1.00
. The distribution of spectral lines » The distribution of spectral lines
22 — Benign 26 — Benign
Z — DDoS z s M M — DDoS
j3 |53 4
0
-1.00 -0.75 —-0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 *01.00 -0.75  -0.50 —0.25 0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
tanh(x/T) tanh(x/T)
(c) UMAP (d) H4mhs s

LRMERELETTVE.

5 CIC-DD0S2019 %i#E4E

T A BT VR RS A AR

SRIG, ARTTHG T2 B B i 2% S i U 5 8 P B PR 4 07 v SE B A IR 0 1R AT 5 Bl e T e 4 [ i AU,
I R4 S T AL T E AL FE PCAPY, t-SNEF, UMAPPYRI [ 4mfd 28 1), Hirh, PCA S 4 Ml [ 28 M e 4 s vk,
1M t-SNE 1 UMAP J& 1% F T s 4E 5000 AT A4k A0 AR 2R M T 0 2 ST S5092%, 177 9 S e 48 D) 35 T o 226 P 4% 45 ) () AR

B3R 4 b B 2 S0k SE LA IR 0 ] AL R A B S BT, SRS BT 40 P A S R AT A 2R Y SR AR I AN 2 A 43 1
Pk B E 4 B SzIe g B Rl UG H, A SO T W i g LT G 40 A R AT LA AR R 4 IR A — S 2 )
HAWERMA . BRI S, 5T t-SNE 1 UMAP W R 2% 31 J7 ik T i i s (B 5(b) FE 5(c)), R M
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AT RFNBCEAT A IS 835 73 B AT AR BE AN 23 8], AXAE SR A0 WG X [A) Y 2 B85 A Ve 0, HER W RN E . X
T PCA HIEFTE SRS (B 5(a)), Fo RAEAT NABCEAT A TS L BUH T R UFHI2E P9 LM, H2 W 1k
AP A X AR L B, LKMo st 2. E 5(d) fiR, BRI R g g 2w 2 2 8
RN, BRI R HEAT N RILEHAT N TS 28 70 A7 [X (8] 30 i A 2 ) 43 B, (R AR LE T2 T2 I B H 4w
T 38 (00 43 R 3 T TR BRI 0 (1 4) 2R P TR SR 55

9T AN [F P Z8 AT 0 T 3 1 AT 58 B AT, A A8 P TR R R 288 P 2K T B 2 L R AN R A SR B4
A 43 PE. 7€ NSL-KDD. UNSW-NBI15 f1 CIC-DD0S2019 iX 3 AN b, {5 F A [F) 7 VR4 B i 1 vl o M e dm 5
Rk 3 Pron. Horp, M EME R IR A SO A EEI T B T s it &)

# 3 CIC-DD0S2019 #udl 5 il 4k 70 A 15 DL RE B 2 Hr

EAEE S ik PCA t-SNE UMAP ERRIEES AT
R 0.3057 0.3211 0.2039 0.3235 0.4423
NSL-KDD e e
AR R b 0.6610 0.6190 0.7514 0.7198 0.5445
UNSW-NBIS R 0.1196 0.1423 0.0367 0.2529 0.6822
i KNI HE B L 0.8996 0.8342 0.9758 0.7106 0.3345
R 0.0913 0.2248 0.0688 0.3659 0.6611

CIC-DDos2019 NN HE B L 0.8468 0.7141 0.9364 0.5925 0.3531

SR S5 T DU W, 5 A RE4E (PCA) AT 4 2] (t-SNE Al UMAP) Bt SEIL ¥ 5 vl 2 P 95, e,
7E UNSW-NB15 #1 CIC-DD0S2019 ¥#i4 b, 2T UMAP Sk BT AE i i 56 3 R B 2 0.1 T8 N 28 A BE By
LLEEIE T 0.9, T PCA BVEFTAE BRI TS D40 B8 R AN £ 0.1. SL56 45 T U W 14 G2k B B 4EFDIR ) 5 o) S0k
o 45 3 22 A B R RAEAT 55 0 IE REEAS B, T 5 SO AR pAR B 22 . 6 T IUA J7i%, 7E NSL-KDD £ 4k
I, t-SNE B3] DA S 30 5 £ 6 B 2 5070 1 9 A 28 W] SE IR AR i) 28 A S I BE B L ; E UNSW-NB1S Al CIC-
DDoS2019 F#E4E I, H Zmi 375 W IR AR L35 i t. Rk, AH LG oAt 7 vk, B niid &8 10 o0 4 B A i i)
TG 2 B B AT 4, 3K 150 BR R 0 D 4% 235 1) e A B i IE LIRS A AT 55 (R, ARSI IS 2 AR 2
BT 5IN T 2RI B LS E AL, B A B B 10 7] 2 Ve B 250 T2 T B G B3R 1 o) AR 2. SO0 25 SR 3 i
T AR STV Sy i A 2 MR B SRR A R BT I A ERE

F2 TR, AT AS [ 28 B 1) S AT 9 (1 28 43 A HEAT 40K e AT, Bl 6 FIEE 4 42 Bl ER T CIC-DDo0S2019
AR A A DDoS BUdiAT MM uk & Hak 4/ A gt 5 8.
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# 4 CIC-DD0S2019 HAN[E] DDoS Bk ik £k 43 4

el “FHME PRtz Q1 Q2 Q3
EHFATA -0.5396 -0.1786 -0.7659 —-0.4826 —-0.4404
DNS 0.7904 0.1519 0.8143 0.8144 0.8193
LDAP 0.8148 0.0082 0.8144 0.8144 0.8193
MSSQL 0.7329 0.0409 0.7131 0.7278 0.7408
NetBIOS 0.6887 0.0290 0.6787 0.6787 0.6954
NTP 0.6541 0.2367 0.653 1 0.7395 0.7516
SNMP 0.8101 0.0411 0.8142 0.8193 0.8193
SSDP 0.7322 0.0219 0.7070 0.7437 0.7460
UDP 0.7307 0.0208 0.7070 0.7437 0.7460
SYN 0.5787 0.1086 0.5870 0.5870 0.6349
TFTP 0.7309 0.0128 0.7206 0.7323 0.7359
UDP-lag 0.5639 0.1599 0.5870 0.5870 0.6555
WebDDoS -0.6135 0.1643 -0.6957 -0.6135 -0.5314

QL. Q2. Q3FR/RNILLRAEA MY HrEL

MEL 6 FIZR 4 Hal LUE H, AS TR 48 BUai AT A IS 28 23 A1 17 0 2 TB) B 825 1 22 St BT &, MSSQL
W AT AR 2 S iR A1 7E [0.7, 0.8] X [H]; NetBIOS AT M £k 42 H 43 A 7E [0.6, 0.7] X [H A, {E.£E [0.7, 0.8]
HER A B A D BTG LE A, NTP B AT RIS 2k = BAARLE [0.6, 0.8] X B2 4, {HAE W3 H A4 B 1
TFAE B B0 TRTP B AT A TP /3 A FE B 4AH 0.7323 MR AR A . 340, MR 1 28 20 A i 0 T L
H, — £ DDoS B AT A Z [ FEAE A BUME:. BRI &, DNS. LDAP. SNMP iX 3 f DDoS ¥ di47 N4 [0.81,
0.82] DX [a] A2 Fh I B 1 R 2 [RIRE A% LIS H BLZE | SSDP A1 UDP Wiff DDoS A7 NIiAIE b, HIH7E
[0.7,0.8] X & A4E B T K EHELL; T SYN. UDP-lag W DDoS 17 4 [ 1 £ MY ISITE [0.58, 0.65] FE7E 4L
LR HR 43 A1, JEIITE [0.1, 0.4] X IA) P 7775 35 2R ) 23 Bl 0 A X B33 28 23 A1 (49 M 5 L4 DDoS MU 47 itk
K.

Sk, W 6 F ] LUE H, DDoS BUi AT A 1% 2k 43 41 Bl i 2 A [F] LA DDoS il 2k 73 A (i infn, ix A~
TG A ST T R T A 12 7 9 2 AT .
53 TNEIMEEITARER S

Xof AN R ZE 2 (1) P 45 A T 2 2 AN RO AR AL AT 0 A A Bh T S0P DGR 28 B AT N 2 TR B 96 &R TR 2 — 2]
AT B 5 43 A VG 28 BT AG A AT B, DRI L T DA 3 % 286 20 A7 OB S 52 SCIE RS ROARULEE . X T PR 4847 1 i
A, FC TS AR AL B SR

1
sim(i,j)=1- Ef|g,.(x)—g,.(x)|dx (28)
F
Hor, g (VAN g, () I IAIMERATR (A TR A3 FERR S, RO, thERHEAE [g, (1) — g, (0] > 1g: ()] + g5 (%)
gk

sim(i,j)>1—%[(|g,~(x)|+|g,~(x)|)dx= 1—%[fgi(x)dx+fgj(x)dxdxl =0 (29)
P11k, AEABLPE BR B sim (-, ) FEIECN [0, 1].
XF T AN E P 4547 R 1 2R o ot AR e, S TR A AR BE A T (KDE) 177 200 AN (7] 04 468 47 1A 1% 2 23 A1 it
AFAEr, SRJE VSN [ AT A R 6 2 I I AFABAREE, 22 AT A FRE 8 e LA B i % [
X CIC-DD0S2019 ##a 4k, 18 7 JEoR 13X 12 F W28 Beabi A7 A ik Al UL HERE (18] 7(a)) 55 2% AT il R
Bl (E 7(b)). TEL 1% R E T, 208 T I AU AR T 0.6 BIMIZSAT ARG 2. AABLRE 36 B DL R i R AT A



16 R Sk AT S A

%, SSDP #1 UDP #ifl DDoS B AT A B i AHBLEE % i1, 7T LAIAF 0.984; T DNS. LDAP 1 SNMP iX 3 fif
DDoS W47 42 6], MSSQL. SSDP. UDP Al TFTP iX 4 ff DDoS B i 47 A 2 I8) 7] £ B 75 1 5 I % AR AL
(PP Z [AARBLBE 35 755 T 0.85); UDP-lag 1 SYN 2 [A] (i AR AR > 0.781, H 42 2 5 T 5 HoAth DDoS BT A
PO AIAUEE. DL 37 v MRACLEE 23 B AT LA, 3 I S8 45 I 4T N 7E CICFlowMeter H5AEHE AT BE AL A X 2847 K
et bR B AR A

1.0
DNS -BEEREPEN 0197 0.097 0155 BEELN 0153 0144 0.030 0122 0.104 0.001
LDAP - BRI 0.146 0.040 0.095 REEEN 0.101 0.092 0.001 0.069 0.042 -0.000
MSSQL - 0 0. . 0.897 0.897 0.0540.178 0.000 0.8
NetBIOS - 0 0.400 0.075 (0432 0444 0235 0.367 0304 0.000
NTP - 000 EREEN 0.732 0728 0.1450.359 0.005 06
SNMP - (00 0.133 0124 0.031 0.097 0.077 0.000
SSDP - 00 0.954 [LTN 0.551 [ERCERER
UDP - BRGN 0.066 [UEEEY 0.182 0.000 -0.4
SYN -
TFTP - 02
UDP-lag -
WebDDoS -
o ! -0
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K7 CIC-DD0S2019 5 oA 5] 4 25 S AT 9 A3 Vs AR AL BE 43 BT

5.4 MEESHT
ARSI RE AT EREHEAT 00T, BRI S, SEIRMNR T AN R NHE R ORI R B E T IR RS I i 4E, Sz 36 4%
Bing 5 .

RS PGSR 0 AT IR AT (5)

, . Sy HTE 4T ,
LK/ (batch size) il o Z{H (CPU-GPU)

16 11.8350 17.2782 —5.4432

64 5.9005 6.9628 -1.0623

128 52314 5.0201 02113

256 47270 4.6597 0.0674

512 4.6541 44144 0.2398

1024 5.746 8 45976 1.1492

4096 7.0775 6.0885 0.9890

SIS RAR W, Pk o B RE T 0 2RI TN SEAE A ] CPU I R FT Ik 4.654 1 s, TMAEAE ] GPU I e fk ik
4.4144 s AZRLI I SE T LUSIOTEERD 10 73 2 TR i 100 25 L B SIS 2 B, AR 5 RSB 45 RIE W] A Y, BEE
HEDCHIIE KR, F > 45 ) 0 B it S 2 BB BRI T s 0 %%, HAEA CPU A1 GPU M B e L RN 512
T A LB AR R I TRD T 4. 122485 SRR B, 78 S B 155 8 I 2 2 MR B 1 11k R U 90 =24 (0 B AL R /N ASE B AR (2 7
IIHTPERE.

M s HE AT, SN, ] GPU I ) TR 45 220 T8 AT CPU; T B A iy A\t 39 In, 7
& ZEREIZ AN AR ALK/ Y 128 WL GPU B RIJF 8 T 4RI T CPU B[R] 44. 145 Rt ¥ CPU
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I T AR AR RO, T GPU X LV o (9 A B A B4 1 TG 1
6 WIRSEMRIESTH

AT B AER AR AR 77 REATIRAGT 18, i AR . SRS SEUA AL, I R KRBT
Jr AT .

224 7 DO 45 T 3 T s T A K 2 R AR TR R, 0 e M I R A RTINS R R A PR BT S
BELE 3T N RS 2 A PR, DRI T ARG 285 2R 5 68 PR 28 A7 A A KT AE BB 8 . AR ST Y AR AT 77 508 1o I 2% 37
B0 DA et e 2 ) R 28— i 2 () S B 108 I 26 AT D PR R GORALE, A5 7 8 0 i DR Uk TR A 3R B T e
B LU R U BT S P 2% AL B AT D9 20 AT 55 UG I TR 0 M R 5 1 A R A AT I 5 0 A 5 R B T
AR,

FEAR ST BE S BT AESR T, 3 ik 458 BRAZ O D B < RAE T AR EL A I, LA tH D SR AE I 2 AL AT A 1 — 4 i
LT AR AR FE T AU ARSI o R R 2 R AR A1 BT BT o3 A T AR AR A B S A 2R B R TR,
WIGREEAS T 05 A T7 SR RO REMA 5 25 /N T AR G 70 AR 75 o) 2570 B Jg b 20 A UK, I SRS 172 % L1 ot L i
W RVEREAR LR 2 2 TR B, SOmiiui 2 R A ROE R %37 5t

v VR W 2 BT AT A IR A TR R T I, (BRSO SRATYIRAAAE — S8R IR, &5, A 07 =
T AN T AR [0 2, 3K 5 SR R A RCRARO T RAE TR (AT R S Ah, AR5 S8 AR T 70 JA Y
XA BTN R AR AN BURK, (5 EL 3 gt 2 A I AT SR MO W 28 ) U B 500 . R SR 24 R 3RO N T ] I 2% P58 N 2 T
WAL S MV o s veit, DLEE— B 5Tl (0 0 Rk S AL RE ). RIS NARZ RIS £ N BRI % 4l
SN, DLRFSE 58 36 MUK T B i

7 RESREE

EE XTI W 45 I AT T BB A T VEAEAE R A AT AR S A . TR I SS A6 0, AR SCHR B T — R ETIY
FOEEIE 7 . %07 T FE A I8 3 6 X 286 S e S5 28] — 24 3% 2 [ ST K DX 84T A9 R L B R AE 5 DAL I bt 77 5%
SEELNS P28 AT R AR I, L F RS o A AR A R DG, ARSI TR B B D S R T RS R A R S
F 43RS TE ISR, TS A AN (5] I £ AT R B S 2650 A1 B R IF AT 731t A< SCHE NSL-KDD. UNSW-NBI5
FI CIC-DD0S2019 iX 3 AN £ N AR A I s £ Lo i — R 5 S 38 0012 7 R IA RO AT I AE. £ X W 28 B0 AT
N, %7 ZE T CASI B vERR R AR A AN G, S mT UK AR R S 1 0 48 SO AT N S i AL RAE, {545 4%
AT RT3 B v, AT S8 A 7 Vo I T e e k.
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