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Abstract T, SEIEREBA F =Xy MTHEE S 15 loT(Internet of Things) DRFRICIEWNT, £/ ZHERE L
Teth A N—BRARGINIT D Z LIIMHEADEREL 72> TN D, A N—HRAERITHI AT L E LT, BARIS AT A
(IDS, Intrusion Detection System)23& 573, IDS Tid, &3 L H PV A N—HBIIHISTE S LIIRL 2. F2, X
2 UT 4 NMAREDND, WBFHEOSEZBELLIZWE NI ER S D, AT, BHIRAA=2—F LRy T —
7 (CNN, Convolution Neural Network) & iV T, BEAIK B A RAB L ONET 2 A7 223 L, FHMERICEI Y 20F
HAMEZMR L. £72, CNNZHWZ IDSICL > T, REABEBEZRANB L OODHETE SR bR L.
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TR A NI TN D — R %5 - TV D ZHUTEED,
YA N—BEBE LT DR T X7 L(DS, Intrusion
Detection System)?3FEHZHEH T\ 5. IDSIE, x> bV
— IRV NRAOBET X EER L, BREN S HEET
— X ERAMLTC, FEE BT S, IDS BB E AT
HHAELT, ¥xrFxMIDS &7 /7~ UEA IDS
BoHbD., AIEOY 7 FF ¥4 IDS 1, BEMOBEE 2 —
VET AR BFE L TTEE ER LW AEET —
HEDNRE =~y T U T BEERIMT 5720, K
HRBEE AN TE N E W ERS . —FF, BHEOT
J = URRAEL DS 1%, BfF7 —4# & IDS IZEFIN T
DR OFERINE Z A > CHCRZ RS B 726, RABUE
ZRINTE D0, BBRBRANENE W REND 5.

X2 VT 4 AR E /s> CTWAAEH, B
OFEFEIC L » TRRIEN B2 2 720, BCEOFEIERIZ /358
THMERG Y, BEEEOKREE X O BB FAT T
EDHVATANRRD LN TN D,

Z DX H 72 IDS DHFFETIE, KDD CUP 1999 Datasetl?!
NDHAWLILTWS. Z i, 1998 DARPA Intrusion Detection
Evaluation Data Set DEET — X &t v ¥ a VEMLIZINT
L7zTF—4Ey FTHD.
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KDD CUP 1999 Dataset (Z1%, 4,893,980 {07 /7 —X
(kddcup.data) &, 7 /LT —H DK 10%%HHH L7= 494,021
4:>F — # (kddcup.data_10 percent)?23d 2. AWFFETIL,
kddcup.data 10 percent ZFHHT—%, T A MHT —%
T THERT 5. FEAT —2 07T — 2503 345,791
h, 7AMAT =2 ORT =28 148230 1 TH DH. *
112, KDD CUP 1999 Dataset ® 7 5 A, F~YL b 75 A7
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Table 1 Classes, attack labels, and number of data.

class label name number of data
train test

Normal normal

68,946 | 29,232

Dos back, land,
neptune,
pod, smurf,
teadrop
U2R buffer overflow,
loadmodule, 31 21
perl, rootkit
R2L ftp_write,
guess_ passwd,
imap, multihop,
phf, spy,
warezclient,
warezmaster
Probe ipsweep, nmap,
portsweep, 2900 1207
satan

274,017 | 117,441

Attack

797 329

BETHD. ZINHD 3 DORIIWT G EE LT
HY, KWFFETIE, XFINCK I —EHAEA Lz 122
WIS AE AW CHGET 5. F72, F8 2Rk
OAHI=W, BT —Z Tk L TEFEEZITS.
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WEROMRMEB L OGHICE, BHAB=a—T xRy
k7 — 27 (CNN, Convolutional Neural Network)z H\ 5.
WEORAL, BET—2NOWRBET —Z 2T
L. bbb, BETFT—ZE2BTEEET —4 LWREBE
T—ZIIRET L. pAFETIE, WREFET —# % Dos
A, UR M, R2L Y, Probe BLODE 4 FEIHIC T 2.
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B 11Z, RHMBEBOBME X ODHEOERFIEEZRT.
ETIETHE, RFFOBERT VA KRB L LTS
KB FAD 1 HODORET NV ETAMNHT—2 L L, H
LB T ADT A NAT —ZUANDOELET ~ )L %5
BHT—% L\, Dos B, U2R %Y, R2L %Y, Probe D
4RI T 5.
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Fig. 1 Experimental method.
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CNN OAZNMEEREET 5 72018, WROBRR L 0%
BOSHEIT TRIEZITV, 28/3—t% 7 b (MLP,
Multilayer perceptron) & O [ri 328k 1 2175 . F£7=, CNN
LD RABBEORAB I ONHEORIELITY. Fi2,
FEAT =2 BOHNT T ALDINT T ANREL T
WA, FEAT— 28DV T T AR & R
LT, EHHT—2HDOENT T AORBEIR LT LE
W, TAMNHT =2 RNFHRAT -2 8DZ\NT F Ry
HIND & WD RE)EENIAET 2 /THEMER H 5 .
FIT, RVAT AT, FEHAT—%, 7AMHT
—XZ LB, 17T A, L KTH 1000 A > AKX AT
HESICHBEETo-. £z, AFETIE, BEREOKH
BIOSHICEZ ZEL 720, FHHRE(recall) & 3AM ALY
ELTHD.
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Table 2 Result of comparative experiment I.
MLP CNN
class normal attack normal | attack
correct 983 2334 985 2349
mistake 17 16 15 1
recall 98.3% | 99.319% | 98.5% | 99.8%
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WD /3FETIL, Dos 2, U2R £, R2L %!, Probe %!
OF A FIHD 7 T AT DRI 21T o712, &
318, ZORFEERT. CNNIZX 2 U2R &, R2L Bl
BHHEIIMLP &2 5720 A, Dos Y, Probe &I DI
RIIEL 2o TWDL Z EnbhDd. Lizd->T, CNN D
FFBEEINBZBED BRI HENTH DL EWZ D,
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Table 3 Result of comparative experiment II.
MLP
class Dos U2R R2L Probe
correct 997 12 327 996
mistake 3 9 2 4
recall 99.7% | 57.142% | 99.392% 99.6%
CNN
class Dos U2R R2L Probe
correct 999 12 327 1000
mistake 1 9 2 0
recall 99.9% | 57.142% | 99.392% 100%

Fed FTAM EFRAE R
Table 4 Result of evaluation experiment.

class label name number of data recall
Dos back 2,203 0%
land 21 100%
neptune 107,201 0.8%
pod 264 98.106%
smurf 280,790 0%
teadrop 979 90.194%
U2R | buffer overflow 30 63.333%
loadmodule 9 22.222%
perl 3 100%
rootkit 10 20%
R2L ftp_write 8 75%
guess passwd 53 0%
imap 12 0%
multihop 7 71.428%
phf 4 0%
spy 2 0%
warezclient 1,020 2.1%
warezmaster 20 100%
Probe ipsweep 1,247 98.4%
nmap 231 98.701%
portsweep 1,040 99.7%
satan 1,589 99.2%
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CNN (T & B RmMBKBEORMF L O EIC B+ i &
RFET D720, KIS T AD 1| DOBET ~ )L T A
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L Ml ER AT 72, #4110, THMEERERE 7T, =
DOFEFRNS, CNN IZFERL L 72 KRB O R L O
WA THDZ LoD, KT, Probe B FIHZEN,
Oy 5 ZADOFHRRLLERTEL Ro TS, FDJF
K& LT, Probe BT AR— F A ¥ v 72 EOBERGIZ %)
TLIE, HELZHNTLIRETHY, WEBET —HX 0
HRLL TWABMICH S Z ERNEZ NS, LML, R2L
FIDFRRL, MMOBES TR LN, Ko TWAS,
R2L B IAMER D B R DY — N7 CIZRIER 7 A
TEHILEEAMETIHBETHY, BT UL ->TH
v NI — 7% —E R EOREN R D Z EITERT S
LorEZLND.
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TR FEORF 2T LD, RAEEOHIE LW
SEOREEN &> TV FETHS.
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ARFZE T, CNN % W CREABUR O R X OV 5
TEHUVARATLERRFEL, MLP & OLEERIZL > T
CNN Z# W R AR AT A0 MM EHERE L-. %
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