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Study on Internet Traffic Classification Using Machine Learning
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Abstract Internet traffic classification is one of the key foundations for research works and traffic engineering in Inter-
net. The categories of Internet applications and the number of Internet flows increase fast last years. The technique chal-
lenges are coped with development of traffic classification all the time. A research was carried out systematically in In-
ternet traffic classification using machine learning in the paper. A mathematical description was given for the technology
of traffic classification first. After surveying the technology of traffic classification based on supervised learning and un-
supervised learning, we commented on the data preprocessing, classification model and performance evaluation etc, three
aspects,and indicated the shortages now in these studies. Then, four common issues were summarized, which are data

skew, label bottleneck, attribute changing and classify timely respectively. At the end, the prospect and our going work

in this area were pointed out.
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FEA Internet FUBTAIN FITE R A H 489 K, R UEE M
FEBLSOTRRFERZEN., MBS EEETREAL
TEAAYE R MR F BT Internet AR 55 38 4t B % K9 2%
FRHAT QoS BEHRFEX S MBE LN MBEZLFERIE
BWE., IPYE SIS AR FI T B A R 45 B 98 Fi ) 48 B2
R EZERRM,

SR, .56 I oy FRBCR B iR I A R 2 I B 2 &2
THMERB SRR EIGE PR, HENOBERER,
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HRBES LR RE R R,

HETHL88% > (ML, Machine Learning) 43r255% iR 31 M %
R IE AR BT R, BRI T B s 1 5]
T I PR 2R S R 45 7 P, TT R 0 P A 4 B B B (traf -
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X TREXBE AN HTERMBERSELNER.

EXREHFET ML i#17 IP B XM, Bkl
RTBENPHTIPRBSIRNEBEESGIEHELE PR
BARBARIFENT R, FRET ML #7 IP WS KHH
AREEH . 52 WA BRCEEE, X EET ML #17 TP fi g4k
BT B AT R, I B E TR N B2 B B
MR T HRIEMIEHR. B3 VEAME REMT LT
BLERE I BT B H P IOR R AR AL 28 | r 285 70
DRV 3 DT EIFRE RN T AR, G A
AR BB AHR IS . 35 4 T RS BN B T HL AR
FIW P RBESRBFT PR R R PURS BB
SRS 5325 4 )7 I SERE R, 45 1 T KRR BRI
M. B BSEFEANR T EATFRKTIE.

2 ML7IESIP 5%

2.1 BXEEE

B[ i (Uni-directional flow) . g1 3£ 5 ST4H (five-tuple)
1 TP ]R3 (packets) 4 iR, 5 TLAL AR/ B 1 1P it I8/ H
) IP %5 1 S R 45 B RS .

X a1 3% ( Bi-directional flow) : fE {8l — i/ H 8 P Z 888
TCP b, 0.8 J7 a) A BB P 1 8 1) 35E 1 8 38 B 1) 3
& EFHRELT (Full-flow),

WEEH (class): —MMBRUEHHEH - RENH
FIFI4 N RIS R 1P Hi k.

3L (instances or examples) : 3 % 5 8 161 3L , O] E R S04
B i R ERE R AR —Fa. & ML, 4%
B th —MFE Heature) [ M B KR, B MEEEREX L
B —Rh R,

HLER S (ML) R A B AU B S A 8B 2%
AT R, VKB MR B R ERAH A C A WA,
B2 REHE A G, WESHE ML WA R—NEH)
£ (IR i B4 A AE B, dataset) B L B B B AR
1% R ‘

1P i @Ay K —AFHEFHC . (DN P BA RN HT-
TP.DNS.SSH. P2P. ¥k 2508 4 30 S iR B 3E 3 U R A 4
HEAE 97 IR  IFELRWE X Conline game) WY, P2P %5 (2)
X4 IPRAF P ARG XS, IHRESLXERS
— R,

— MU, AP IR B RS S R B R
Bk, HRTATF IPRESHEMN ML R FEH Nw3. 08
%3] (supervised learning) FI3E Wi B % 3 (unsupervised learn-
ing),

2.2 MLF&%

WEXIFEATEOENOBIEE, QB HMA
ZIEIRE R AN (532528) . BRI 43 25 85 40 A B R SRR IE
MERHNEC MW AT, MR A L RE R E
(flowchart) .t # (decision tree) 2 43 2K M ( classification
rules), WrBF¥ W BASRBOELTBRUERMLES 2
I BBt (training phase) {833 #R%% (examine) YN 25 , My H 43 26
7% s B UE BBt (testing phase) R A GRIF M2 288 3 K B AR IR
FISEBIEE (FE R R ML HIE) .

ETWEEIWRBIXFEHRIT .
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WINGHIEE TS B M B N ML HE R, N

TS={{x1s31)»{xz o317 s+ s {TN s IM)} (§))

BNEGILATCH (s 3 )RR G=1,2,-+ N3 j=1,2,,
M), HH o RRE i MEGIMIFEEA R, y; Rl
FI{E INGRE TS PBRIREHEE R {3y dm ) ¥
B RE S EE A TS RFE X TFRARE 15 B R
B () OEEBRPHEXSE.

MWHALE (25, testing datase) L& 545 TS —HH R
PR HBE v ye s v ) RERE M BE, RIS B o
YER AR, FIFS 2588 f() 5T os BEATHEBRGT, H-BEATHERE
T BB RN SR ER R — S B 688,

BWECARDUWBEIBRET IP RESA, Mk Ei
(Decision tree) & 1k £ 01 H-# (Naive Bayes) B 845 ; 5
2 T A SR B MR 4L .

FE BB 2 078k XA R B % (clustering) ik, 5B %
MFEEZHETREFTELERTR B HEN 3,52,
Y} s MR FE A 7E 3 & 3R (internalized heuristies) J5 ¥ #47
BT A B 0B M 19 3 B ) B B A (clusters
or groups) . AHRIME h BE B B Bk DA R A R S R JE B B v
#R , IEKEC 23 (8] (Euclidean space) . ¥iE& i siig i =X
ARERESEN, BMTANBR T4 LB ER
(overlapping) . — /35 ] BE & AR R HE R HE A JLAEH G,
BB ERB AR LRSI (BIRE LM
SHEBE TR ITERZATERLE, S5, BEIEM
J& A REFEXN BN B TR R, mRA K 3
(K-means algorithm) B3k , ST BB He B8 18 01 53 1L 3 s %
FH3% B B (incremental cluster) B ¥, M £ R R E R E K
SHATEA ; R BB 2 (incremental cluster) B 3k , 34 5B R,
RAEHEREL, BENEAIARRMHE RS
2.3 BEBTMRIEER

WELFEAEE N MR, AR —RE, B R 155
H) m(m=2) JL5r KRB R B .

£1 mitsERBRRERRERE
Prediction
1 2 3 n
nyy ny nyg Dy
z n2 n2) ng3 Mom
Actual 3 n3; N3y ng3 N3m

Classes

m Omi Doy nma Teney

HETFHHREITN IP HR SRR P, B IIFN R R
(A, Accuracy) 2 — T 5 Ay 2 68 0 PP A 48 4R (metric) , B R BR
T 53R EEXT R AR 59 HI W (decisions) BB Sy MeAM BH T
TR 4 B2 5 2 BE (P, Precision) F173 [B1 % (R, Recall) .
AR —ftk, 3f 2% 1 Bl m oo 25 BT = ifhk., &
MBILEREFN K X,k X B8 X, WA ERE A B4
KBRS, B 1E 5020 26 B9 38 BB & 35 B (instances) B3
BIH Ay b B % R B ER LR X LA S X L6
BRABLHELEE P HERHSAER X HLARSES
EHR X WEB SBEE S,

FBX 4 NPEFERER B (FN,false negative) ,fBIF
(FP,{alse positive) . L IE (TP, true positive) FIEL i (TN, true
negative), & 2FRET 4 M PRBIFERS -% X. X ZH




KRR, WH FN B RSER X AR EE X S8 838
W E 5B FP- SR H X MRS X KA B
BIE ST LB TP BIE# KN X MREAR L X KREF B
HHAWHI(TP=100% —FN), (1 Z E % R; TN gL IE#i 4
Foh X RS X A BB TE 2 L #(TN=100% —
FP),

2 TRFFERRBIERER

Prediction

Abstract classes

X X
X TP FN
Actual A
crua X FP N

BR MBS EBAHE FPRFN BUN W E LT
BSRKNBERR WERE A HER R AEE P A5 5%
RA

_ (TP+TN)

A= ENTFPFTPFTN <100% @

R=TP )

TP

p=—LE x100% @
2.4 BIRAE

BT MLEIPHEBSETE HXBEMBEIHER. B
B4R AIEBIE WAL (Data Preprocessing) M43 25884 i,
(Classifier Generating) B§&84>, i1 1 fizs.

AXBINE II

ARBLR
1 ks

B AL B O B0 45 0 R A5 B R A R/ (R
4 B BB 24 1P Jiig 3 (traffic traces) ; BT 258 s X &
T FHT8E 1T A0 HE (flow statistics processing) , 3R BV &
FRMHE G E K ARkt E R R R BREK.
AP I ] E] B AR, M IR A & B4R R HE (Data
Sampling) #)# BHa R (EFENGEMNIREL .

ARBEROFNGERATEN TLBEL BT ES,
SREGHEL B SRR RIS A B 2688 s B LR T 4
FIVEFNTEAG , FIB A R AR AT S — B AL B o
%2R,

3 #E;MKR

3.1 HERARE

FRBENREEARE, BVISSIMES LT ENE
Bi. EAH Internet WBER B E L, 1 H X5 BT K
FRETLBER. WMEFRBARXSnE, XAH
—EREHEMREY, REETAARF RS, iR
i A B ot B0 4E B (flow generation) JHFE 2B (feature ex-
traction) , JFAF ¥ (feature selection) FIRAEMIE HIBEE S &
AT,

BE 2 R 48 B RO Y A A0 R 46 3R TR RO R T, I 445 B F 25 5
3, R B SO BT R B A B R UAHEFF g K, T B
BRERTRERAIRMAT. HAWMERESIER L

EE S

PP 71 R E A AL TR 5T, PR B BB IR UG #
— LRI, B, B R BT
(L P BRI 2 R 45 B R B 4335 (HUR R B A L S 15 =22 [A)
HISCERPE . U WA R — W48 3 B2 A S A R SC R 51 B BB
TR B[] i AL » o BB S BRI R B ) 3 =2 TR A DR TR 4
HMBAEXRETERBRAOMKE. HEREHHETK
T (o 95 ) B 9 S T SR 4 R — S B » R e L ) 3 B
Z AT XHA% M4 OB EBIR.

FEAE SR B IR 8 i X MA FU R R R AR AL AR TH B = 4
HARFMEH P4 AT B9 BB B ¥, Roughan 4 A1 2
Seff A IR #5722 At 18] (flow duration) . - ¥ 3 3C K B (mean
packet lengths) F3i SCF ik [a] R i+t (@] 3% & (inter-arrival varia-
bility metric) B G M EFRHF EARF K QoS & Hl., AF
REER T EIUR B Y, M4 R L goiLag b R 43 2 B R
N FH BRAES R IR R R R AN B S 1 DA% 4 25, Moore
SRR BT R M RS FRAE T W R
248 FhGEIT R, KB N E TR EIWMBE S AR ETE
FKBHES.

SR, Williams 1 Zander 25 AU $5 HY By F W) 4% ok B 8¢
BAERNBEERNRELRPEFAIRTAIEERT
T4, QRN 45 R HE AR AT IS IS AR e 2 A i
BE TETEMEAEEE, ik, IR T 22 MR
B e B R AL MG AR R. AT — S ERNLE
S H A ITEL 40 25 B8 7, Bernaille %5 AU 82 1 W B 454
TCP % £ MR 5 BRSO BE SR 15 Bt 43 26 /@ 1 1
B, ik REALEAR A ERRFS B ERERNSH
EHMHEF RSB THER NI FR RS mER. BT
5k bk B 48 I RO AT A AR AR A B st ad B R h AR LAY )
8, Nguyen fll Armitage!™'1 £ i} T & F Ji # & (sub-flow
modeD , %7k o N 4% B # B R R 4 R T F 3L 8
HHEGETFROBEHESKHUEFNRBESE., ZTEE
BB SRBOERE, A TFRESOEERBNSZTR
BLEY IR, B B B A e A i — P&,

O E I M B 5 H P, Lk (rrelevant) B T4
(redundant) REAEXT 3 2S8R FMERR 1E R M E £, B2 R
AR R U R B RITRENR., BFEAX BN
AEFERRITE R P BB —% . HHENSHESEF
3 A 2 BOAFE BB 45 7 B2 230 B8 J 35 (filter method) #1603
J7 ¥ (wrapper method)!? | BB R T —REBOERE# 1T
BAE  FEHATHLER % 3 Z R G BB T4, B X HLER 2%
SRR RETARE , W E R it B R R AT MR, ER
REORUESE D B R AR T 405 . 4036 B 4E F 4K (subsets)
HESBPHETISEIEE, BE K FEHTISE
iR, BREMMSEIBERAE R, AR EEA DR
FMEFE, ARENRSETEFSE X AERATRER
e,

Yl grsE Fr X B 35 4 (datasets) : TH X B AR A9 R IR 52
Bl , FEHITHWE R B ARARNERBHNGE
AR ;3% ML Bk mig R E RIE KM%, B
B XA 2 BOCHRBF S il BOR R 30 S5 4 IRBER 4R , #ETT X
SRR SIS e, (R BB AT IS SN SE S ML
B REBITFRIREIES W EHRA N EFZEXRIE
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(N-fold cross-validation) B2 8% “ B — " ¥k 45 BN 45/ L 46 ,
o5 B009% 3 /IR . AT 3T SR 4 O Bk e R AR S ()
MHRE M, NRERRERRISS. Bk, kR
RGN AZ B SEEZRINX R ARESERETL
B e, R EER REHEMRIRI.
3.2 SR

SR TERI I E I B R SEAEENGFS BN
SEEN, BRT. MATHRESBWIBRFIHEEERTR
B (supervised) 22 2] J7 g5 FIHE Yo B Cunsupervised) 2 3] ¥k

WBEIFEELREENG S REL, ARES T
MABARYIFIFRIR. Roughan F AV KA K E4H
(K nearest neighbor, K~-NN) . £& 1 #| 3] &, 4> #1 ( Linear Dis-
criminant Analysis, LDA) 1 — & 3] #1243 ¥ (Quadratic Dis-
criminant Analysis, QDA)%¥ 3 Fh B KL 252 I BB M 45
WRH#ATHE. A K ES T EFEZMTEMN LS
YA Z (Rl AR DL BE , AL BRI 45380 K T EL A Stk BB 5 32
PREHARAN TR, NI, Zuev Fl Moore {2 Hy T & THE#
BRI B ANE UL 0H3T (naive bayes) ¥k, B BEERSEH%
F&RERGM BRARTSH, ERESEME S, K
BESESRAER B &M, AZ T BB EmERGE
BB 65975 h . R I SR ST AR 5 43 AR R R, Moore
& A U752 B FCBF(Fast Correlation-Based Filter) B 3%t B4
E 4TI, HE A TEAG (kernel estimation) £ AR B #b
ok, T THESIRBNBEERERT S
95004 o Auld A2 H 0 B F 0Lk 57 7 Bk 0 1o 42 I 2
B, SRR R B 9976, W H BBH 1L 95 6 M HEM R
S 8B UERIMA R R, Williams il Zander 25 A1 3¢
NBD(naive bayes using discretisation) , NBK (naive bayes u-
sing kernel density estimation)™?, C4. 5 (C4. 5 Decision
Tree) . BayesNet ( bayes network )| NBTree (naive bayes
tree) ™% 5 Fh R BRI WE I BT T LS. SREH,
FEX 5 ML R T NBK F TR TE 80 %A 4, Hifth 4
FOTEREEE T 90%, [HRMAIM MUY TN IERERE
R A FRESHEEXR XM ER, R ZEAE X
BHBAR SR E FTREFET LY, HSE B XA HRFIL,

b, B HRERE SR PN AE LR TN EL
88, (HRAE R P TAR IR BB S AR BT
ARNSPRERSHEAERT. HEUEYIFETER
RIEFERKR , X F LR L A 45 5l R LR i 43 28, FEZEXE LA
RIS, WAk A TR AN RAER, , AEEANEE
BEBATFREIEBH

B I FR AT LI TR R, AR E G
BRI R, cluster)” , FHEAT h B BI85 B BT, 2004
4E McGregor % A\ 19 W32 i P9I B8 K AL 3B ¥ (expecta-
tion maximization, EMD 5 5 2 3% 5 g 5 B AR A9 RO 48 1o 284
MABREFASWETFREERN LB, Zander %
NS F EM B 3k 5 — F 38 B (AutoClass) Xt K 7 15 i
SBEMEREAIT T 0. AR REH, A AutoClass
TR RB A RIFRAAEEWELD 87% A . Erman % Al
%t K #J{8 (K-means) , DBSCAN( density-based spatial cluste-
ring of applications with noise)3f1 AutoClass 2 3 FEEKE
AT T X 7, 45 R % B0, AutoClass B 1k A8 B3I 2k i
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B B AR AT R R K B RRRII gR
)4 4, LB (A M A R B 1K s DBSCAN BBk 93T Mtk B4
KRR XA IEAOLRE S A BB YRS TR, 7 HLRE
AR M RIL RS BOLA RS, B BT 8
41, Erman 2 AP24% AutoClass B 855 S8 r P A &
DUt 5 R AT T PR 4H RY H 3, 45 R WY AutoClass 3R
MR B T AR DL B 8, 35 8 91. 19%6. B4R Auto-
Class BB 2R b (AT X FAME kB oy o (B E REfE
SOV HIM B M BET 50% MBS, U™ R, I Auto-
Class B MBI HES, TFH A B ET 03 BH 8 A 3R
BEAN AR T R G Aad (0 FF 4. 75 Bernaille %
AP R LR B R, RAT K WA BHREH#
#) (Gaussian mixture model) Fl il ¥ (spectral clustering) %
SFEME B, ERRVIXEREEEFNEHELIEN
905 MERR A B4y K5 2 N R, T ELREB LL 6055 9
HERUF MR .

BRI IR IR KR A S R AR B RE 2R 00 A, B 3%
KRS A T . BE 5K RS AEE——X R %
R EFESERE G0 B AT S SIBRGT , H 5 R 5
B~ AR RERE L EF - RAREEEER
FHSREHTEIFBEARNER, MHEFERFLER
BHEHEH., BT, BETERERBIBPHRENRAER
IR 448 1) L FH 7 1

TR W H I GE Tk, AR RE ERRIT
# T AR, ARG EBHRRER KT —
BT,

3.3 HEBJ/EM

EREDLP X TEEERE A SXBE P.AERE
R&HiR, HEN AR . AR Q). X R(DOAUF
W VR bR Z M AR 7R B M, BB R B R A 37 P L
&EBET MLE IP B 5 XBR M AREE R, P EiR6
e, A E AL UL B H R ERE (ROC, re-
ceiver operating characteristic)” 8%, “ Z3 8- K /R # #E il (NPC,
Neymarr-Pearson criterion)”, ROC #iZk#35T TPUENHED
5 FPUE R BARR) Z RMBE X R , & F 74 B{E R Bl 454
RUP:6E;NPC NI Z B T4 FP BEARBAIREX TP,

REFHRIFRIEIRIT R DR Wk F" R,
KBLOR , BN B/ R FE W 28 R 4R, B
WA I SFE R FHESRBERIIR, Eman $A
% Internet 28 K ZH“H” /ML (mice flows) , X L6 Hi & P 4%
BT REALEIE /N i Internet FARAB“H” A AR (ele-
phant flows) , 5 TF W LR B AL XTS. R TRE
IP % QoS MR % M7 B 432K & HIR MR 2R BR LB
P R T8 BRI AT PG M SRR 00, W
FHHE.

T ML 3R R — N B A ),
BRBERERIRJERAEAMZRTHT. FRMHRAER
EA AR SRS R, 2N FAHRNR I, EBUR R
HESRRA RN RETFRAIBIBARARMRE. LArT
RBEPRERR T 208 BN “ B BUE R B H b
BANR R RAR N LA BN REHILESR. i
A 1R B B v LA B 43 25 BB B 1T MR A 8 A R R AL



B RIE R B4 B RAR IR/ SRS KR R T AT A
RS,

Halkidi 2 A M 4 55 #E W) Cexternal criteria) . P4 35 #E N
(internal criteria) FIAE X ¥ (relative criteria) & H B T
BUERARE. ShE0 IR A 98 58 4500 L T B TE SR 2 4%
S POERHE GE A B BRI B S SR TR B R R M
So o U B AR SR S RO B AR R LR e

SRR IRCRRIE R BR M R A M7 B,
PAAT B8 X ISR AR b7/ 2Rt DR R . REE BB
PR B 00 H 25 4R 50, A0 2588 M BUR M T R 48 T BRI AR 4y 3
BELNEE, Bernaille S A\ MEHAL S HMITE
BEREM RS HRER., BAMRAE TR RO AT
RIEFERAEMETRIES LS BN S &
Hes BB, Williams 2 A LE4547 5 #PL38
L) E N K IE A4y 2 3% E (normalized classification
speed ) FHIR AR BPOR, WA IR E, F
R C4. 5 Jesfuant 43 25 28 43 24 5 FE B M, NBD, Bayes Net, NB-
Tree Fl NBK /9 3 2833 AR KIS .

SRR R 4 AR A0 T8 KRR A 1Y B (BT R E PR
HrRESy. BHIRIRRE M A A VE R R BE I SR A R A
BIARIMEENEREERE. Aud S AP RABS5I%
HIEAME 8 A IR EE AT TR E 5238, i
ERERRALT N EIHESMNENRESEBET RITH
RHEIRRE M. SP2ERRRHET Bl 7 LA 43 2638 v B 1k Bl U il B
RS BRI BTT=E 1 22 R AT PPl . Zander % AT F
FAARRI RS WEERENE B CA. 5 BURN B IR 288t
17T 3 X UE (cross validation) , TEf& X B4 2R A Bl 3T HE .

4 REHR/ESHE

HFVBEINRBEL>RBERAWRR HRTELTES Y
B, FEEMSN AN YGER R, EREEREA L, K5
KR RIEAREIR. Yis AU N g A K
(a1 E i I R A AR IR B AR (b I se e 42 % 4
SR AR PRI I )R
4.1 HiEmHEE

AR RAHA R — RS D ARSI S & 0l fE
HERR EMEN, SEBRADEREERE SR AKTE
B MR BVNEFEA I 5 M R IK. SR, 7 Internet Jii
BPARBBWMERHBEEFERRER A ERET
HLAR2E S Y & 40 2 B 57 304 (R A4 1m) LR TRk 4, X
Moore % AN By 3086 45 R #), Ji sk 3 B ¥, WWW Al
MAIL S RE M HNE L&, 1T P2P f1 ATTACK %
IR A RS BE R T 3024

#3 BHEARBRS5MIEEILL

WWW MAIL BULK SERV DB P2P ATTACK MMEDIA
Flows 328091 28567 11539 2099 2648 2094 1793 1152
Precise( %) 98.29 90,56 66.66 36.73 80.88 28,92 10, 38 76. 91

J1t , Ermant® fl Zander™™ % AR T K fliBEB A (an-
dersampling) 3 4% ¥ il B3R 48 o KR A REACRRL , LIA B
FIBARRAHOBIR . SRR 7 S48 F 7 2 TUIg i
& HBAEE  X 3E TR SR AP 2 S B2k AR DL
BEBER T REEN, MERXEHEERNATIEHTE
RUMIE, AT RE R R RPN S 15 FHIE , AT S BUr K w3

BETH, FHIL “BETHE%I MG ESLE”IEH S ab 58
B RsHE B A it — BT
4.2 FRIGEFGEE

PRTE eI G i T e AR B . BEE R
SO H 234K, RS R R R H 3 2. A TIRIF 3
ARHIHER R, R R RRAR R AR IR A X R T s
PR fEmoxERE , R B/ SRR 0 e . a0, BE AR IRIE X
WFELTF 3 MNEHE.

AFHRERBICRACENARRR,. REFERAET
BRSO AT AR IR . A1 Karagiannis % A1 5 ok
By P2P i R FIBEDLIR &R, 2 TRING DN R E
AT B LR PR iR P2P S5 R M4 A A .

49,5 N FR R S A R 48 i B IE % AR T LU R B T4 AE
FERAWE ST EAITR R, B Oy R B A8
AR, MH, REMFATXEREIDRZHFBRAEFH L
WROU R RN R B K, B TR IR F B R A AR IR
AR ERA OB R RE .,

T WE ML M AITAE R B 2L B R A 2R 4
AR, BRI B A 2R . M A TR RRIS
T s BB AT L 26 BIAR IR faT B, 5 5 I 45 00 B AR B A %K
TEERREAE, BRRENIEAEEZ RS, BERRE
KR T 5 51 K28 #lE (overfitting) g R 1)
4 (underfitting) ] &R,

Erman 25 AT 4R ) — R 3L F 26 W8T (semi-supervised ) 2
RGBT E T . E R A A BB FIEEAR
KB HIAR AP M A SR M B TE MR 43 2588, TR F AR R
FEASCILBE B MBS SR AN 2 (Hybrid Approach)
HETWEMEREEIER, MBS L ESRRTHRIVE
T, (ERZ 0 R FE S A fe it — 5.
4.3 BHEEiiEE

anfar b B IR e B A ARk, — H R B 4RI
FRRYSCERMEE, M O BEAE (port hopping) $2 A i A B
HE AR XGE, MERBRENEEIIETRES RS
ARWEE, SRNERBEHEZLETHNERRE, Sk L0
PR EMERERAMZUEE. FUREXRB A BN H
RERAFRBESHE IR OBEERMARMBEEA. W
FMEEE 8 M IRRAL, LA EANIRCE 5
K [A]B& (mean inter-arrival time) J945 , 2440 2K 28 BT b () I 2% 31
WAL EE A, ML B RS & £ Bk, W
XFP AT BB A AR T A R,

R T Ry Sl B, 5T A 5 X 0 4% R Fi AT U AT
TIRABPIR, BRBEZHF BN AT RESENHEX
U1, TE4N Bernaille % A fr g, B KBS0 FE
PRER A WRIT HLEE (evasion) KRG . L8 I E 2R AT
R REE AN BB R A, HTX IR B R R
B BB E A U (self-similarity) B R 4 i )8 v, ¥ 2 —
RSB E THR R TIE,

4.4 KRS D)E

SERF AP IR B RSP 25 AN R OB I I L R 4R H MR i
YRETITE. BENETEBRASLBESIRE
A SLaF R R A28 TR P “ 0 o 3 43 o7 W B A3 2R A D R AE
HWEHIRBNEFERERGHSEEE,

Rilil, CH M AR EELEIEMMBHEL

e 30



falfE, 3 B X R @ A TR b, s
BHERERETAFEREMEERSMHELERE. B
#R Nguyen Y2 F F B0 T 3h 87 O (sliding window)
FERBBER, TR RO BAE BRI R 8
AR IT IR, RE R E A5,

P45 L B4 5B R Y5 LB ST 4 25 4 RB AR BN FR B,
H R 5 B s E AR A A B R B A v
SE AN R B BB R B e E I M R B I 45iE

ERiE AXMEMATHHISEEI FERRFKE S
K BT B ERANR SR EA BN ERE B
RTHEBAL R, 46 MR HF VM, e T HFE/MR
B, ERAUAMBERETISZINRESBHARPEEN
BUR RS AT B e 52 4 NILHRE. 18
HRBSREREERMTH BEHTEN TR BRER",

BB MR E 4207, KRR R 55 B
MBI BB ITR B UER A SRR S 37 L HORM
PIEMFE, MELEVSEI AT AR IR
HEBKE. BRITAMINBEI FELERE . BERES
EHEWHEHEAELREE. FREILREST AT
£ R ABRERICMERICES, \TiRicER N ERES
WAERAGERERZKITENASIE., Bil, RIAIRH T —F
BB IR, W RS T LB R
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