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FRAHANRERNSAZTOFRLIHERATTEL BB ERFTXEREGRRAKART E2H 5 £ . A THEGERT X,
ATHRAGAERFTF AT GANWARFT F A TERAAEARFT ZARL T EBG A RT &, @ik sb48 % 5 e, 3%
BARGE AR RATTRE,
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Generation and Application of Adversarial Network Traffic: A Survey

WANG Jue, LU Bin and ZHU Yue-fei

School of Cyberspace Security, Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou 450001, China

State Key Laboratory of Mathematical Engineering and Advanced Computing,Zhengzhou 450001, China
Abstract The spurt of artificial intelligence technology is profoundly affecting the strategic landscape of cyberspace security,
showing great potential in the field of intrusion detection. Recent research finds that machine learning models have severe vulnera-
bilities,and the adversarial samples derived from this vulnerability can significantly reduce the correctness of model detection by
adding some minor perturbations to the original samples. The generation and application of adversarial images has been extensive-
ly and intensively studied by academics in the field of computer vision. However,in the field of intrusion detection, the exploration
of adversarial network traffic continues to evolve. Based on an introduction to the basic concepts, threat models and evaluation
metrics of adversarial network traffic,the research works on adversarial network traffic in recent years are summarized,and the
generation methods are classified into five categories according to their generation methods and principles: 1) gradient-based gen-
eration method;2) optimization-based generation method; 3) GAN-based generation method; 4) decision-based generation me-
thod;5) migration-based generation method. Through the discussion of related issues,an outlook on the development trend of this

technology is presented.

Keywords Cybersecurity, Intrusion detection, Machine learning, Adversarial sample
T V2 BIRS R RGE Y AR B R T ML 2% 2 1 IDS /o
=

0o 2% 2 AR AL 2% FR Al B it 7y 7 L A R 43 0T BT 2 )
SR I 0 B . ARSI R 48 (Intrusion Detection System,
1DS) 7 4 W 90 2% v () 3 AT S 7 R 2 2 O R MR T,
JEAFE K, 15 235 T HLES 2% 3] (Machine Learning, ML) Mg B FEH
DL RAHC T i 2 8 R TR . N T RE B R B 7E 4517 45l R
R ARG E BRI TEXE ., RTS8
B9 DS 7T LLKE ) 26 A AR A 00 170 R0 A Bl — A1 % ) 445 & 1Y)
G S IR) L SR )5 H A% e AL 2 2] B0 TR B2 %% 2] (Deep Learn-
ing, D) GEAT /3 2 000 . Bl 2 0 2% Ui A 119 8 B 4 A

ST - K AR TR R A3 L A 42 (2019QY1300)

AT DL B B A 0 2% v 48 BUREAE 19 125 4 1] 3 DA RS I A2 T
ZE TR NG W) Z kR,

ER 3 BT 98 R WA L MLA 24 S AU T BR 45 5 3% 3% 4t
PR X HAG T fig 7 A AU RS W . Szegedy 451 & R,
I 45 LGS T PR HE LA 43 3% 1) Bt 3 of 8 2 0 G 4 I 4% 11
I3 ZEAE R I MR B R AL, T BOR A TE 7k A5 B I A 1 4 2 5 R
BRI M X 28 i T M 3l 9 B A 2 R X BT BE AR (Adversarial
Example) . % JRUCE 3 B1 % 48 (19 45 805G 15 8, 28 i fu ke
AU R S A& SR EYGE RIS, PO
45 (Fast Gradient Sign Method, FGSM)) | 3 A 3 £ 1=
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(Basic Iterative Method, BIMD ™ | 3k T # 0] He Y B 2 8 /& 3¢
ot (Jacobian-based Saliency Map Attack, JSMA)!M)  DeepFool
LU0 CRW M A R MR () 1 s AL B
175 2L 00E B PR R RS B . 7RG # R B PR AL Y
S H B BT Z B 84k (Zeroth Order Optimization,
ZOO) U2 5@ F %t 5T #E 31 (Universal Adversarial Perturba-
tion, UAP)™ | A= 1 % T W 4% (Generative Adversarial Net-
works, GAN)M I 25 #: X 45 #Y ( Training Substitute Mo-
deD) ™V 45 M £ 1l o S W DU B Ry 45 5. Fawazi %% Goodfel-
low 407 Tabacof 4557 2% 12 % X P A A 7= A= 1 Jgt I 3k £ 7
fife e (H H T A AR PR TR B iz 3R,

FLIT B R HORE AR 1 A 5 R R 5T S B AR T AR R
Iy, B IGE  VF 2 0158 3 T U6 X HeRE A BOR B H 2
AR D 45038 o A AT DA UL S A B R O 2% ORI A TR B O A
JRNH 4 X 4% i F ( Adversarial Network Traffic s ANT) , L) ik %
FET AL T IR E K S5 AR, I T 3 AL,

ARTCERIR T X e 19 4% 3 A 14 e T AOF ST B L O X i A
AR R JERFHTT TR, i O A il 7 2R 5 AR ]
A4 X B R 26 R AR TR A R LT 5 2K DR TR
B A2 T 155 2) 3 T U0 AR A A T #5530 kT GAN Y AR LT
P DOREFURRW AN T E D ETEBNER T,

ARSCHE 1 AT X P 2% U Y A ME L R AR
RSP A bn 58 2 WA A T TE ER 4 AU T & U R
B RO B0 B0 SR 55 3 W A 2T X P M I 4 O A A
BT v 55 R 5 B8 4 T X T T 4 R e AR OG IR AT T
PHE i JG B g 2SO R B Ak,

2 XMMHEMKRE

2.1 EXRES

2013 4F Szegedy %5 7 R 43 2 UK B T X TR BE
25 I 2% 119 o R B O B2 L TN TR AR R ME &L X BT AR AR
(Adversarial Example) j& & , 7€ J5 5 35 4 b @ o N T8

Network Traffic

Benign Traffic

PRIRR AR A 0,k 7 2 A 38R 52 i 5 A% 7 1A BIR T AL 1) 40 sk 2 30
A BEAS , 33k FEREAR 2 T B0 G5 g O B LA RS A B 4R
I IRFEA R A B 2 25 U oo T g4 18 2 g
R CBH G5 D B IR B & AN AL VR 1B SO A, 3t S 4k 1
BlLds 22 2 B 1 — A L RHR

52 2500, 2ot B X 45 O A S 0 o TR R R R N A Bk
BT RRAE TR NP 2 of S5 BRI 0k 3t 1 0 4% O k. 5 M
B FUT B e e L A S T A3 3 R TR X B 4% R
AR A PR N 20, AR S Bk TR R A 0 R T 2
T S R E M T BEMERRAE O T R R 5 R LA A A A
I 1) AT AT P 0 ek e ot e D 4% T A R R v 6 2
K B0 B 0 i 7 B 24 SR 7 ey AR ) B R AE 4 B R T AT S
Po B TR 4 5 )5 1130 o 55 /0 3 40 6 0 A, WO A R
R HR 4% 207 1] 14 U 1k B5OHIE O LK 90 o BACOHE M A 25 1) )
AR 233 [A] 7Y B S 2o A2 2 R AT 30 RS R AR 43 o PR O o T 46 93
TERRAE A SR/ WS S O R 4% . 2017 4F Rigaki™ B Kk 2238
FIH FGSM il JSMA ¥ ¢ B A A B A I B8 21 A = 46 90 451 3
2018 4F Lin S04 T — BB 1 GAN AE4E IDSGAN, 52 #
TA IDS B AR B Bk . 2019 4F Liu PV 4R H T —
Toft 5 388 1 B 3k A b 4% R R T L, S T I
2 W 25 BT 0 0 38 SO RS I, 2019 4F Tbitoye %64 Fl|
BIM 4§ M & B0 SR B S IL T B X B SR 58 R IDS 19
POETIR A ST g sall B i
2.2 BiRpER

B it 3 N — R 51 L 2 A T 0 4% 0 0 T A L
o B3 ot RS [R] A0 T 0 I 45 97 R A Bl 9 R b i 3 T PL 3R 2
TR 25 AR AL R R R A R 1 TR, I
i B AR AR ) B 3 B R A R AR X M 8 4% 3 A
T E AT T Y R M AR R R B R O AR R . R
IFi) 28 510 1) Xof i 1 ) 46 90 4k 2 1y i o R B DA PR 4 2 40k
HEAT T A% 040 R 0 0k R e, A f A T X O o O R
BB HE 28 55 5 O ik

(training data)

Adversary Benign Traffic

(test data) —|

Adversarial Attack Adversarial J
Techniques Traffic

Intrusion Detection
System
.| ML/DL
Algorithm
Y
| ML/DL Model Classification
Output

L1 XL o % R A 22

Fig. 1 Adversarial network traffic threat model

FeATIR F Papernot 8557 &1 X AL #5% 2% > 52 45 42 1 19
PR 07 5 O A1 iR (Adversarial Knowledge) Fl & F
H #5 (Adversarial Goals) Wi~ 4 B 45 XF 470 1 9 25 3 12 A9 A A
s AT E 2
2.2.1 #F%min

MR T i o R 5 4 06 PR I IR R 2540 I R 508 L e
TiE 58 G al 5 24 ) 00k 45 A0 DG A5 L R X 01 90 6% 0 4k AR 1T
o AHaER T SR asdE.

(1) A& XE (White-box Attack) : R i & 52 2% 48

5 HARBRIAE S B BT A (5 B 0 S 80 85 M IS oR RS
FE AR B T, Bty 2 AT LA sob SRR A TR i o OC T4 A B
Sl SR At T I 246 3 =

(2) 3 & 1 7 (Black-box Attack) : I 3% Y 5 # %J H #5 45
UM T A e A B 78 BB T L Mok & AR 4R L A SR O
A TR I i L H S R e — A T T S PR A IR O, B T
RS20 B
2.2.2 %F A

HR B T 3 100 20 1 A A 28 A Wl R R (e 3 T M o
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R ST S S KN A 37 R i e S S IV EE S0

A BRFAYED Ry 19 % — Pk CBE X Pk AR ST 8 % 1 )
26 i B AR 55 B AR 43 AR B bR X A E R

(D HE B #r M (Non-targeted Attack) : 4= B A9 X 31 14 K
i g ik H AR R A R 43 S R BV AT L I 48 8 B s B Y
g R, EERREHERA S S, B ERAE 2 M
IS i) A B 17D

(2) H#p 2t (Targeted Attack) : 48 & H b5 8 5 )5 i
PR IF s Ol B AR Mo 28 i e i B . TR RS gy
FE B 3 50T S X B 4% G B 06 20 5 T S IR B Y s 26
IR —B, P, B AR B 5 Y S it ik B2 D K B R
A R
2.3 EMIERR

X B 2K i a1 P HE AR E ) AR
VIR IRy
2.3.1 #®3

Xof BT 199 2% G e 08 i Bl S B B 1 — D B R R
Ji i B A 22 (R Y 25 S R A8 0N DR TR i i B 3 AN L KR B
it Y PR L SR U R B A R AT AT I N . X TS
TR 2R Ve O AT 8, 1, 3RoR p B B 43
P NANE

lall, =S a9 S8
Hoodo o1, R LR 3 R LTS L TR RA TR
P Z BB R R L L T IS X B W 4% i i S
L e 22 T P R IREE 8 L L TS e TR Z 4R sh AR E P i
BRI EE.
2.3.2 #BRREK

FEA BSR4 1 i B b A & BGE 5 R & GE
IAFTER AR AL . & B P B3k AR B 3 B 48 0 RN B
HAE A 0 18 SO, B D i 32 A R R R DL 1 X
P50 2% 3 et 2B R R A0 A A R o A A BT R R A
rh A 2% A TR B T B AR R AR R A 7 IR R B, B D B R AR B
TR TR A Bty A, DA /N Bl Ok AR, PRt 2 AR
HAE 2 X ) 4 A R A G B — A M R AT .
2.3.3 mAE

X470 0 2% 3t e ) AR B B0 T T O AL A 2 ) B
PRIt AT Lk DA 70 s 0 P 8 I IR 2 88 >fe sz ik JHC T3t A 1l By
F, O TR AT I i Pk Be SC5E F AT RLR] T ME 6 R (Accura-
cy) JHE i 2R (Precision) . A [8] 2 (Recall) , F, {H #1 ROC HH £k
SRR MESEAT VAL . AR ECA RN T, B & E
A B 2 3 o I TR e M Bl A er 7R 2 AR KR
A B S F R B T U R R AT — DR SR E A
2.3.4 &K

XoF BT 9 2% G e 14 A A L TR L S B ISE v L A o
A R T XTI 0D SRS W B 0 5 AR . — O T, R T AR G N B
50 2% Yt T e 2 52 B Wk 7 A IR 2K 0 5 R G el HR AR B S FR g
mh R T A X O I 2 A Y — A B AR oy — T L B
I AT R 45 Tl o7 0 R Wk P B R, R ) 4% 9 A T R 3 2 By
AR BRI B R T — AR AR . AR R 2
it a5 R 1 i U R A TE R [ R 5 R B BB B 2
74 15t

3 ERXMERE R
AT ARG 7 R R A& AR g 5 R &

Yk W28, % 2 T A B0 BT AR A 1 3 SR g BEAT A 4
I 4 Ll R AT A 4 43 JE U A T K T, O B 9 K
PR AT AR GBS B R R I S 42 (1 T B A A S8 5L
3.1 BEXWE

3.1.1 Bk #EAF S &

Goodfellow 5 1Ay o % 00 A% J2 4570 75 o 2k B % i)
TN AR B T A IR R T PR AT Sk
FGSM Ui & BANRRAE 6 FE AT 5 (19 5 1) AT — 20 456 B2 T
A s .

7=esign(VI(0,z,3)) (2)
Hrp o BFELHRMPPL S e 2 E W REH TERIES 7 W
N0 JE 53 FAE R SR« RTINS 5 AKX R (9
TERAARZE 30y x, ) A2 VI SRt 28 00 2 e 09 4 2% ek gk, AR LY
XHREAR 0] PR R 2 =a+ 7,

FGSM M5 s 2 2 O HURE A HOR5 2 — YOR 5 1  3
e, HIE S H e BUE 04T IR ™ 3 52 e 0l 1 R ) %
3.1.2 AA#K*E

Kurakin 555 R 25 b1 B8 B2 F B 19 05 ¥ . % FGSM # 47
R R T IR . BIM #E 17 A — Rk R EAL A
AR/ IR B AE S0 2 R AUE 5 B B A 4 AL kAR
AT
28 =Clip,. A2 +esign(VI0, 257 ,3)) ) (3)
Hp, o RRENE | WERFE B X PO, 3 — K %
TR H LT Clip,. (2"} AT LAGE LK

Clip, . {z'} =min{255,x+¢,max{0. z—e,z"}} (4

BIM 3 i 38 i 45 5% ok 85008 18 R /N 38 Al AR 4 & 4= A2 4k L (B
B B A8 A2 BB R 2 I L 38 5 R SR B AR .

FGSM %[ F % — K i) BIM, 2GR HIFL % T
FGSM = BIM iy 8tk J5 % , Tramer 2512 78 FGSM ) 2L 8 |-
By BEVLER R S T BEYL R AL B 4S5 1k (rand- FGSMD .
Madry 452 46 BIM 3Rl L 3l 2 20 55 18 B0y BR ) %5 40 4 5
A BEAL R 75 L 3 T R B T B (Projected Gradient De-
scent, PGD) 5%,

3.1.3 A THETIG ZEMALE

Papernot 2557 ) EIR 43 285 45 2 114 5 257 161 o 0 B R UK, 42
T TR LR S R . JSMA JE T IR 3 P A 1
A& A R AR A, (08 X e 2 W 235 10 4k B0 % H A 5 AL o E
g iR E ORI A . HRIT R TR A x 1Y Ja
cobian % .

_IF (o) _ [QF] (x)

dx dx; ],€|_...‘M.)€|A....\:
Hor F 27500 28 T 26 (18085 — )2 1t (logits) , H R FRAR
FXF R R logits; z; AAREMARIE @ Dor 4,

SRIG S SCHRCOJRE SCT T i o 0 1 8 PR iy 31 3 5 =X, LA
TR TE B YR AR P B R R R AR 3 S R A R AT 48 Bl
400 WRHAE BRAT T R 97 0 BB LT AR . JSMA RE S i 7R
b B Bl 2R O BURE AR L (H R B R OR vk AT
3.1.4 0DeepFool 7 &

Moosavi-Dezfooli %57 A JLfaf 43 #7 H %, #2& T Deep-
Fool J5k. & X F Jy 432 a5 5 V10, F={x: f(2) =

(5

~
NFG
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0F Hih f(») =o'z +b KRR 4 R KB # AT 1H
R R 2 AR TSR NS WA B U7 18 R 2 T E
T F AT, KRN Al )

rv (xo):=argmin || r | ,
S (6)

Tol?®

& 2 245t T DeepFool J5 78 £ ¥ — 43 ¢ [ v (1 — 4>

ISR

s. t. sign(f(xo +9)) =sign( f(x,)) =

Bl 2 Ay Y DeepFool Jriklo!

Fig. 2 DeepFool method in binary classification problem! )

eI AT AR 2 2 3 25 IR BB, SCHRC 10 ] WA B #23K 5
A G5 S THT Y 5 A RS T 2 4 UK T BA R B AR PR T U T Y
BEES SRS R SR/ — & 43, 8 5 2 Uk AR 18 18 08 0 43 2
i, 5 FGSM Al JSMA i H. . DeepFool J i85 Bt 25 ) 45 1 %
T SRR B BN AR R S B A S A 28 0 £
W2 RIE AR R .

3.1.5 CQWisk#

Carlini U HEH T CRW i , X & —FhFE A & X
WE MRS BGEROR AR I k. B9, X —FEi
SRR R

mvin I 7l ,+e-glatp

(D
s.t. xt+7€[0,1]"

M HACY G FARRE S () =1 g () =0.1 %
N EARXIPUREAS 2V 09 70 EAR 45 . TEX B E A0 T BE B A
ST LI SE Ar Mk . AR 42 i Horh—Fh B bR R g 7T
LIS SCH

g(f’)=max(rlI¥1/;<(Z D=2y —k) (8)
FO L Z 467 softmax AL & 5K BEAS 9 50 h B 25 2 —
AR EGEEE. R)F. ST H AR w A RE
AR SEIXT E BRA HUREAS (1930 L

mviﬂ I Y] | +e- g(%tanh(w)ﬁLl)

9)
s. t. 7:%Lanh(1‘)+1*1

X FH AR IE N R e, i Z Ry kR B
BIEMIHE .

C&W Hrili J&—Fh 2 TR iy ok, T LR B LA I 48
RAERST R HOREA F 2 B 10 S w . B2 . 5 FGSM AHL, i =
B F ek BEE IR CEW Bk i Ty A R
3.2 BEWE
3.2.1 ERH-#it

Chen %I T —F 3 FEM L 8k X #F 8
T CRW Bk i g eR K HAE S — AT 1R B AR

g(r/):max(r’rlalx(lg[f(x)],)—lg[f(z)]y,—/e) (10)

AR AT CRW Bk rh Y 45 2% bR B0 AT T R S
B AR O pR TR B bR BRECTP Y o L TR O X R

223 i (Symmetric Difference Quotient) X} £ B FIl Hessian %1
M EAT A I
If(x) __ f(xthe)— f(x—he)

oz, 2h
1D
P f(x)__ fClathe)+ fla—he) —2f(x)
ko h*

Hobe, BaRE i MER 1 H R A/NFEbRMERE MR,

PR Sy i i B0 AR BE SR L B BE L B R DL R B A
BEVCE P BEALTR . A2, Z00 1 iX Fhkk
A RARRL Y B 7 2K 13 3R AR R A iR RO TR A
3.2.2 @A sTEKS

Moosabi-Dezfooli 2% #E DeepFool 77 B 19 F &l F hn A
T ARG B RS AR T — R S s A T ik
FAR Y — Tl ad A8 3 Bl o O

7l <e

P # () =1—6
Forboe BRI T S8R B (0 KN s 6 T A A PURE AR 1 R
V&S

X T8 WREAR, H DeepFool J7 38 15 — AN &1 X 8 — WK i
A e/ MREA Sy, I W) R e 2 R O B3 o BN R 2
BB HRAE A B (P<<1— I 2 B3, B 3 A T —
A58 AR 30 i 1% AR 2

(12>

Fl 3 skl
Fig. 3 Perturbation iterative process-'?

3,200 3N EAWMAEAR L LR . KR A Y43
FH . SEAE Ry B AR B R AR Y B R A B, AT o,
TRARYEHT G « $RFN 2 R, 1R 30, LU 28 4fe i 200 3 4
8 v,

UAP 7] LA # A 1R D TR — 43 A 14 K045 48 v 14 8 43 4
AT T, I 05 A [7] 0 2% 45 44y g A5 0 24758
3.2.3 ARAHRML

Goodfellow JEM 4 H T — Bl i 52 X B0 3 72 Al 2 ks
IR HESR A X BT 45 . GAN B0 BLAEUSR IE T i ZR e
A AT B ML S 5 R A B 4 i D — A A AR R 4
(Generator Network) Fll— /™ 3] 5] #% ® £% ( Discriminator Net-
work) , Az BUAR 38 1 2% > TS 04 BOHE 43 A R M S AR RN BT
PEESCHR | T ) 500 2% ) W] g 2% OE 6 0 0 A BOHE 2 ok B B SIEK
P Aok AR LA o AE XTI R 0y b R v, XUy R v O f Ak
AR 4, % B4R A O BLRE ) AR B RE ) L e 2R )
a1

GNA A5 B4 % 7 FH A9 1R) 80 2 5 1 1T A 458 2% e 2 AR
it 2 W X b AR RO A3 A TR TR SR AR A Tz i
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GAN 457" BRI 4 B .

Discriminator 5
Network
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Random Adversarial
Noise Network Data
Bl 4 GAN 45 f R 21K
Fig.4 Structural diagram of GAN
3.2.4  DGHRER

B B G Tt B Papernot AU i T I 250 AR A8 A
(Training Substitute ModeD) B #E &, HE 4k i, B0 35 7T LU
o TR G BT N A R R AR AR A 3 0 0 SO [ RE AR T 7 AR
PR TR By ) 22 5 L AR 25 S5 0 A TR 10 2 SR R AT A L R
FAAG T 09 300 5 AR G — A A ALy B AR B ™ A o RS PR
A B X HUREA AR A AT IR BE A AR AR AL S A R

SCHR 15 16 X 2R BBk T 19 R BE i 4 X 45 (Deep Neural
Networks, DNN) i J§ — B A ol & M 2% AT AR5
FIFH FGSM Fil JSMA Az X HUAE A (75 DNN #5343 28 T
84. 24 00 MXT LML A o I 2R AR L i1 Oy v AE /N BOHE R I
SRR [ e B R AT SR I TE I AT 0 5B AT 2 1) K di AR
HBA sk BE TR,

4 MmHEMZRENERS N

TEAAZ AL A0, B 3 E 4 N ) R 2 ot B i 4%
it AR R I TR D ke TR e IR O A g T =R R B
AN TR] S 845 % B 4 Do) 4 O A A 26 B B Bk 5 28 DR T
BEB A BT 55 2) He T ARG A 7 7530 36 T GAN Y48 i
J7 ¥ A0 ST USRI A2 T ¥ 5 5) 2 T RS I AR T ik
4.1 ETFTHERNERAZE

TR EAGEH T H&EYGE . BehEE x4
AR ARSI SR S5 S5 B TR T Ll AR AR B Y R T
Ta] b S AR 2 2k 1Y BT REAS 5 I A AR 1 D SR R DL AR R
XHLPER . HATS 280 05 & # T FGSM, BIM. PGD
1 JSMA %5 BG4 25 G380 109 T30t SR w0 5 8 T 4 4 AN TRl
YT IDS YA I ik 3

Rigaki" g7 ¥ 22 1800 % AR A B AR BIAA R A 0 450 11
i I FGSM Al JSMA. 3 il 2 o6 138 ) T s 556 e, 1) T 22 )2 SRR
AL (Multilayer Perceptron, MLP) %} NSL-KDD % 4} 42 5]
AT GR LA BT 0 1 P 2% 3 dt, DR 3 2 1 4 Bl AL 25 2 o B Y
VE R dd B #n . e 3K B (Decision Tree, DT) | fifi HL £ #k (Ran-
dom Forest, RF) | £k 4 32 #f W] & #L (Linear Support Vector
Machine, LSVM) Ll K £5 A& B 3 #8528 14 £t 22 J5 B (Voting
Method) . S50 8 S PEAR T 3 T JSMA Az & i X T M 0 465 3
X bk 4 RS 9 R R A HERR L Fy (AT ROC #hk 3 A
A BE AT ITAL & L LSVM Z B Y5 e K, 3 A 18 b F- 2y %
I 2850 s RF MR I T S 4 1985 8 1 L 3 A48 45 - 38 LR AIK
36 IXKE I S I A5 R 5 7 R 43 2 ST P AT 1Y — LU R 5 45
WIEHFAHI o )i A ATEHE ) : FGSM 2 i 15 Ji 4 3 o 2 U
P 4 T P AL B R A B3/ A B L TSMA TSP 3 HAE BT 6%
B HRRAE X B R E JSMA 1] RE B3 5 48 31 A A2 A6 00 451 3
Fe 5 UL TR G AN TR I FH 450 6 2 LA e T R A EE M

A E XM 2% (Software Defined Network, SDN) && — Ff
RN G O R R O NS W S L A G O T P Sl

G3 B Ik B AR A IR R b I RS I 4 Y A rh s A R
Huang %7 5% IR BE 2% 2] ARG B & #6477 3 F SDN
XFBUPE T S0, R T SDN 5 s H R 1 T B R g it R
b e A, LB T SDN 0 0 4 T SR 4 L B
FGSM,JSMA, JSMA-RE B H F 3 Filt A [7] B9 TR S5 =% ) L .
ZZ AL B L 4 W 4% (Convolutional Neural Network,
CNN) K58 W32 42 M 4% (Long Short-Term Memory, LSTM) ,
TR R R Y] T JSMA AR I X 401 P 25 i B X IR 2
TR 1 R R A5 A, AR AL ARG I A oE B BEREAIN T 1496 ~ 422,
T FGSM A= gkt 1 M 19 2% I 1 A9 FH B o 08 1B 8 30 2R
B, XERY JSMA F] A8 5 i& H T 90 3 3 il 4, mi
FGSM M55 H T sh YA AL, X 5 Rigaki™'*) 19 8F 52 45 18
BA AR,

Ibitoye %5122V FE M) 1 M (the Internet of Things,loT) 15
TRFGE T X HUREAS R B TR BE A% S (1 IDS RS2, AT R R
FE% W BB B b B Y BoT-ToT 4 4% 77, Fl
FGSM,BIM I PGD 3 B ik 2 o 5 s 3o B I — L 4 22 )
2% (Self-normalizing Neural Network, SNN) Fl {5 # 28 (] 4%
(Feed-forward Neural Network, FNN) & # % o . %] 4f 6
ik 95. 1% 19 FNN, 76 # 52 FGSM X 4t A A i i o iy
R 24% , FIH BIM Rl PGD X £ A 8 4 52 50 5 B %
SyRE S 18 % 31% . ABATTHE T s %  H MR F %2
A BEREARME L3 T SNN AT FNN B 88 8 0% fi L & B0 7F 22 YR 52
I FNN 9 £ I8 A5 16 2446 T SNN. {HJ2 . 4 [k FNN, 78
L X AS [] 08 X6 e B A e o i SNINHL 7 BT i g & Bk . e s
A - TE Y HRE PR T BUHE AR B R AE BRI A 2 0 B TR
22 1 DS B £ M ™ A= BT 52 ) 5 24 i A BOHE 19 R A B YE
FLHT IDS B R B T 45 0 A6 I 1 A o (02 B T 45 ) 38 52 X it
FEA Y B

Papadopoulos 21280t 1] ] BoT-ToT #t 4 4&E 0F 58 1T 4y Bt
R85 N B T AL 24 2T 09 DS 0 £ M Im] A, 8 K I B B
fEATTFI A FGSM 4 XF A T pf 28 W 2% (Artificial Neural Net-
works, ANN) A X HU e 4 31 & 3 T H b5 iy 5 9F H A5 B
o WFSE R I, B TE W) R EK e 2B W38 0 3 1, 455 TR0 1 o 4
FEORR WA Fy (855 P B4R bn AR & A4 T W] AR i B
% FGSM HE H b doati Lo B s Sl B 05 25 09 4 52 ), 7
36 35 A I f [ B 23 39 IDS 1k . {HZ . FGSM, BIM i
PGD #2x 15 25 R FRAEAS BEAF 5 1Y 5 1) 047 6 B S8, i 7%
i % AN R BE LA G0 0k 40 BT R O 2R A R R L e s ORI
& BUE 1Y 19 28 3 AT AR DR 455 A [R) /23 68 5 AT 4 , Papado-
poulos™* 5 Tbitoye Bl - #R ¥ 47 % F& 3] 1X J7 1Hi A9 7] £
4.2 ETFRUBERFE

HETRACR AN TSN T A &BGEWE N TR E%
o WOl &K BT 0 B AR A SR f NS % S — Ak
[R50, KI5 ) FHAS T) 1) 3 s - 4 e D0 DA A X B A A 7R
ARG G B 584 BR T 4% DeepFool . C&W i . ZOO Fi
UAP GI0E SR HEAT 2R 3048 1T —Fh 2 38 4% 0k 19 0
PUREA A 1 T5 2

Zheng™ £ NSL-KDD #4548 L5 T & TFIRE 2T
IDS 1} 55 1 ) B0, 6 8 T 4 AN [] 1) o it 4 T < o g T
Wit 22 J2 ML L WEA 56 T8 2 1 A iy % L B FGSML il TS~
MA , B FEF A6 1 A 15 35 5 B DeepFool F1 C&.W Bk,
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M ROC 23 A~ 4k B #E 47 P4l & B0 0 T i 4 B8 28 MILP
T 72 AUCHE 0. 94, 78 JSMA Buai F 7 A7 4k 25 531
i) AUC {HEBK T 0. 55 24 % gh FGSM 3E B #5 ¥ i) » Normal
SN Dos 261y AUC {73 3 i — A B AR A 0. 21 A 0. 15, M7
AREHE I 1P B AUC {HARFFAE 0. 5 7847 5 R ] DeepFool
J5 BB AT L3R AR 2 LAY 3R, Normal 281 Dos 25 ) AUC {8
J39 0. 15 0. 14, B H AR 5 19 - 2 AUC {8 [l 7+
#] 0.7 Ze A7 s FGSM H A5 By ARAG (9 28R B W Sk, o7 A 500 2
B -2 AUC HALH 0. 445100 CRW T 3RAF 1Y sl SR B 2%
A Bl 25 -3 AUC {H %5 3% 0. 8. B2, Zheng™ & J5
W R RIS T Hdi & I e 3R O B 5 A R, TSMA 2] 1
MRS A Oy 22 I B W51 )5 C&W B 1 IR AR
AUl 3 Fod 5 o AE 24 TR Xk — 2 5 S 3 0 I A SR s e £ 3
PR B A R

Hu 22 # H] FGSM, DeepFool #1 C&W Mg 7 A= i xf
HUREA X LeNet-5 ¥ & 4 TR 28 [0 2% S0t 1 B o 7] 8
¥ T Moore H#iE 25 ££ Flow-level f 12 Fh i F 3¢ %) 3%
88117 Acic sk A U P bk W 45 i ik, S B &5 R 9T, 3 A
AR P B A= 7 B X ) T AR SR O RIOR o 1R A X
PP 45 9t =22 Wi, LeNet=5 X B 5% W 265 9 o 38F 47 43 25 1
iR 9 99. 04 26 . FGSM 1 & P9 B0 R fie 5 2 99. 0506 (H /R
R RE 7S B4 I ] 8% 1, DeepFool 75 ¥ B 35 9 280 56 1 A= i i
Jia) J o, C&W Bt Y S0 3 S R IR AN Ry 67. 97 06 o H A=
X BURE A IR B[R] dpe J87 . A AT 3 2 3 . BROR SR BRI J2 6 H AR I
i AH R 3 Tl 7 5 TR0 A [ 0L P 28 S At e A 2 1 e A | R A
AR S 1 i e b 2 22 ) A AR LR BE L2 0B I ok 5
50 25 R A Je R U1 45 S B e 4 26 A O AR L R R AR B
A8 53 2 2o TR TS E X I 00 0 418 B R AT ™ K 249 SR WL TR 58 &
TEHf A 25 08 B W 45 0 8 ORI IE R 8 E 5 B R )
[F) 3L

Hartl Z:02 36 CIC-IDS2017 i 5% il UNSW-NB15
B EPY M Packet-level I Flow-level AN £ J2 1 43 1) %t
TG 24 M 4% (Recurrent Neural Networks, RNN) [ 7] i B
PR BT EEVEIEAT TG . B 5E. 8 LT — MBI PR 4
R > BN X ¢ & 422 P PF 4> ( Adversarial Robustness Scores ARS) ,
M T IFAl FGSM, PGD, C&W I i 1) &4 R . 55 55 25 5t % )
C&W B 248 T S B U2 fE . FGSM IR e 22 . kL B
A T HFE 8588 )% (Feature Sensitivity) FHE &, T & 1k
B — Bl R AE 7R 22 KRR BE LT DAY ma R Y (0 T &5 AR O 4 B
T A B R DT R IR — PR A B RNN R, S0
S5 R W RN 0 Y 45 R 32 A2 45 O P AT LA BoHE L Y
S, T S5 S8 1Y I ) 20 B b 48 BORA IR SR A RS 2 O H B AR
BE . BT 0 S I B TR X M U R AR )F (Adver-
sarial Training Procedure) 0] LA75 %0 2% fif >k B X 470 1 I 2% 3 1
B

Sadeghzadeh %57 PP Al T — 4 45 B 4 ) 4 (One-Di-
mensional Convolutional Neural Networks, 1ID-CNN) 7£ [ %}
X BL 1 P9 2% I h ) ) B R L M]3k ISCXVPN2016 ¥ i
DI T UAP A O B 9 4% i B I EIOHE 6243 25 (Packet
Classification, PC) . 5t & i N &5 73 28 (Flow Content Classifica-
tion, FCC) FIEUHE it i [8] )57 51) 53 26 (Flow Time Series Classifi-
cation, FTSC) 3 A [a] (¥ % A 2 (8] &l BB G Bty . 51 %) 3 b

A ZS ] BT 3 AR UAP ek 56 ms . Bl AdvPad 1
i AdvPay ey Fl AdvBurst Ty L ) F AE R R 4 1R F,
18 3 A~ 46 bi %t B Y A P BB OE AT AN . SEER 45 R R W, 1D-
CNN 7 Jt A5 iy A7 (] rp o5 B v AR AR, BB 1 ik <5 I R st/
HIHE 3l o 35 B A s AdvPay Ui X 9 4% 3t 2 7 in 79 4 58 F
B B/, I B S 3 AT T A 0 B 25 0 1 R TR 7 T X
AN TA] 14 B A0 55 W& 15, AdvBurst Zids AT BE £ 36 B0 i 1 &
Bk, MAMA & B, ID-CNN X $ 38 4 A 54 48 75 IF 86 i 19 5
B ST 5 B R, X 5 Hartl™ BB IT 458 ML

TANA B T R 7] KA (Poisson Hidden Markov Model) F4
S 4 S BRI DA AR 3R A B A AT AR S DT, DA RS T 4K
0 T )@ B il R AT B S S R T EMER. BT %
FHIZ AR R L Liu S0 52 W T — B 3 38045 55 0% 1 st bt
FEA B G A BT o KT R R 0 BN 2% R R O B RO L
£ Alexa-200 B HE ALV AT, W F - ARAE X,
FOXOFRABEA X Bl E w1 3 A9 8%, 1% 5 519 B 1 =2
WINBUN B 5 BAREEREAR X+ ARG R F(X+p
<A—FX+p B8 g /L, xS dip. T2
V5 W B Bh RR AT 1 B0 i de /MK B REAE 19 B 2h AR B B B I D
. TR ST T AT RO % T TR R R 3h R AR
B 2 200 N BE AT T BRI . R R L YOk T R bR
AR5 SRR REAR 22 1) A CER B S . A 0 2 G 3h B ) 1 s o R AT
B B ik O 2R G A a1 B 1 R e R AR AR Y B B R O D48
R TS 30 T 4 % PHMM 19 5 & X 5t B 45 A
5% SR 1 9 oy

Xi=[X!, X! . X7 X1 13)
of o 14 35 % S o A A A Ry

P, =[P!,P! P}, ,P!] 14)
T 3848 Bk v 3 B PR TS R R
F(P)=w,D(P)+aw,(1—E(P)),;E[0,n] (15

H o, Mo, JEW A2 508 i i A28 0 1A
D (P i i3t JF s BE AR R P AR AR 22 [] 22 0 R/ E(P) 3
8 A R St BT R A TR XY T AR AL R S iU, SR 4
SRR AR BT i BT IR X B P 2 R A, o T R
ik 97.16%.
4.3 EF GAN WERFE

ET GANWAERFEEEEAFRELGE. AN E
o8 RO R A R S R S AR R 2R B T D 4% O K0 1)
AN R G A%, HAl.E 4/ £ ET GAN
P4 A7 A HE 28 4 3 7 T 80 A AR A 0 40 3

Pan 559 EF GAN 21 T — Fp 7 A9 HE S, FH T A ot
BUREAS ZAEZR A SR AR AR B I BB R S IE A . 5 55
B9 GAN A LA Bt BLIE 75 Sk A5 Bl 2 i AR TR o 397 HE 28 1) A B 7%
N L 2 AL B T R A RR AR, T T e A R A
A3 A vp TG USSR, 3B M TS5 A DG A Y A L 5
037 5 B A K A0V w5 ) B0 Y1 BT 240 A 55 4 56 6 1 T AT d
ZP s DRAIE X X 4% 3 1 T BT T R I AN B IR L O
PEPE UNSW-NBL5 £ 40 48 o 9 22 v IX 3 I 1) o 3 it i
FTocm . (HE WA M2 S 94% 1 AlexNet K il £§ 75 7 %)
X T 00 6% Gk B ARG U 9 A SR ATE IR R 84 0 A2 A o B B K2R
NER

EFXF GAN ZE I 25 ik A2 b A7 78 (9 86 B2 15 2K A 8, Arjovsky
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R ST S S KN A 37 R i e S S IV EE S0

Lo PR T B A B 3% 55 (Weight Clipping) % 1% i Wasser-
stein GAN(W-GAN), 3T W-GAN, Lin P20 42 17— Ff
B HE 2 IDSGAN. 76 i i 4E B2 ESCBL T 4 X 1DS 19 2 8 %)
bitEkd . T GAN HESR RIS T = 7r 25 7] @, IDSGAN
R 2 I 5 YR R AE 9 NSL-KDD $i38 45 v il 35 — b %0308 25 51
AR P M SRR, T A IR A M AT VAL B X S
] 4 AL AR 3R DL 307 (Naive Bayes. NB) | £ J2 & AL (Multi-
layer Perceptron, MLP) i % 1] J4 (Logistic Regression, LR) .
PSR (Decision Tree. DT) | B HL £k #k Fl K i 4B (K-Nearest
Neighbor, KNND & Z R 8 & 5l 1 B & Bl . b 1 53
(10 D) RE AR 7 T2 Y A R b A R 0 A 18 I R Y
FR AT A D) RE PR AR O 25 B UM P2 i B . IR AS R R W
55T IDSGAN Az Ay % Bt P ) 2% Uik 45t A DL 45 A5 45 7 (1Y
000 9 B SR AR AR B 126 DU IR B T AR SRz AL RE T .

Qiao I TE W-GAN H SRl b $2 17— ] LUK AR
4 i} 45 (Denial of Service, DoS) 3 i i & £4 2% WL 1E # i & 1Y
DoS-WGAN HESL, 2 HE 42 py A A A L 57 30 25 R0 ) 531 25 41 AL
DoS B i i i i P2 s A i K - 1 Xt KDDCup99 48 £ o
DoS 2 il 1 i 12 R AL 3 AT 43 288 K IR 6 TC ¥ 18 B 09 s AiE B
WG 43 B R ik T R A RRAE AR IE 0 “ unchanged” , H 4 R AE A7
180 changed” s 2) A WA 1) BE DL IR 75 A )3 3 G (=) 5 3) 7%
e I df DoS Ui it i B AR AR IE 09 “ unchanged” 1 4 i
5 GG W hRid 24 “ changed” I R IR A0 45 6 o Az WX 40 M ) 4%
it C(G(2), Xpos ) 34) H 51 4 2212 X 40 1E 5 £ X BT AR A
VAEA T E B U1 25 5 5) 38 3 X DoS-WGAN 3 5 Il 25, e &4
B AL T IE H O i B X BT PE DoS Mo . AR K KT it
P W 25 3 1 i A 21 35 BUM 22 ) 4% (Convolutional Neural Net-
work, CNND Hh 450 R 0 (3 K5 i 5 A 97. 326 BRAIR R 47. 64,
$E T DoS-GAN 1E Ui fit P 3¢ J5 1 189 A 21k

Usama 212 3 $& KDDCup99 %t 35 4 # Probe 2597
NI P A 7 T — B BESE TR T GAN R AT B A I X
Yoo XTI 4T Lin S8200 f9 SC E%  FUH GAN AE
XS Probe 28 1 E T B8 1 9 45 FRAE HEAT 18 8, DA A O $0 1k
188 28 37 ik A6 By A 5 L 4R T — B AR T GAN 4 Bl 4 I 2R AL
1 977 0 A AR S AR B0 iy A B8R AT U % 0 AR AR 2 I A
B X B M S #E AT U L 3 w1 IDS 7E T XX B4 2 e Y
BN KRB A WL BRI ALK AR AN
DU B ML AR AR L PSR AR T A BE 32 T (Gradient Boosting
GBYE N B & IDS #4777 8l 5 X P
4.4 BETREMERTE

FET R A BT EIE A T A asERE T RER
o Beik 10 B AR AL W7 52 Ak b A BOHE O A 30 S i AR B
AR ) R SR S A5t B U e E /R D R AU A8 Bt o A
I A: JO B 1 0 4% 0

Mohammad 4§45 FiJ FH — Filt 25 - P 5 19 X T 1 I 4% T 1k
A T ik R CIC-IDS2017 Bdls 4 %5 3 AR Al i IDS 52 K
Ui . fF Packet-level #X 3% T Kitsune, f£ Flow-level ¥ B T
DAGMM Fl—Fh 3£ F BIGAN B 53 Kl 8% . (B 7E A 3
FA B IDS WRIAIEFE XA S8 R AT 3 AWM
B AT BRAE B AR LUAE BN PO 0 46 i i D3R o B R A
BB 5 20 T R BOE A Y R 0k R D M I IR B L, BT
A b TDS @l 74 %8 iy A B (19 5 5L AN 07 b 78 5048 43 )28 Tl

HECHIE U )2 T X X 2% i AT R AT L RS BRIR 2 2 L S
Yol e SCRY AT T e & SC B T A kR, Sl T bR AR B T
AL I FRE AR U 2R 09 1IDS MRS I SR AR T 70% . 3L F
R WAL 2R TDS B IR FEIR T 6800, fdm T ARM
B

Aiken 21 W R BT 5 Mohammad 5I00 5 8. 3647 T
HT SDN B ARG M ST 5T, 4% DARPA2009 %45
SEL ) SYN flood 2851 4 Uit ft . X SDN FR85 f) 32 48 [0l
A BEALAR AR S5 1) AL KO3 4 45 AR A % 43 A X 4
i 46 (Distributed Denial of Service, DDoS) I 5. i 3 X
DDoS i 47 R 43, [ AR £ 1 1 3 i xd $ 4 A0 40 3l #2
B < 335 TS0 A0 A L e AR B A R 356 380 % R A 36 XL o) 3
WAL B TF R T — A X B EIEAL TR Hydra, 56T B & B 0
H AR5 TR R BB 1M 46 2 3 40 7 1) 485 SR % i A T R AT A
BN B AR AT e I sh A . SCIRAS SRR,
FCAR M T kT BT A DN ASE TR A AN (R AR BE s, B A
UFH9Z AL RE 7 5 76 BT Bl A9 A5 T ef KININD A AR T of 7ff
A o (ELFE T 6 X 0 1 e B B T AT Y R

Wu ST T — R B R Ak S X R 4% R
A ONE SRR U O BR e R N R R, M HE SR N T QA
N TN B I N SR N E EIUE L NG R N 7 e D
U B AR YR B B B e 43 X BE A HE AT 2l , Agent 1 55 5
VA0 2 — 2 B 17 SCIF R i i i AT IS B B E . N T T
il L1675 b 3R R BE A RS L 7 i A Bk HE B 22w S 1 A
Bl g A % X R UEAT T AR, 2R CTU-13 Bdl 07
S5 7 TR [ AR B R AT S - S AR 2 W 2 A e SRR . T
ZHEHRAE B X B0 P AR T 4% B AE CNN B3R 13 T 3590 ~
50 Y0 [ AL R 0 FE P SEA L 00 V- B R AR T 1026,
D3 W] BE R B T CNIN RS 8 7 101 Ak 390 75 75 22 50 i U i 4
5 27 480 1 PR B3R S S I B RE A P g Bl R DL R R R R AR
A o 33 LE ARSI sk A ok S

Sharon & 3 iz % 404 42 8 1) 428 38 647 55 9, 76 AN R AR
BRI S TR T 1 R ST A BB TDS 11 i 39 o R Sk
Yol o AR ICIZ M 2 2 £ CIC-IDS2017 Kodli 46 A Kie-
sune FHE 421 A B X PURE AR, X Autoencoder, KitNET Al
Isolation Forest 3 il % % #2 ¥ty . LSTM Y i A J& 1 —
AN B 45 B TR] T8 0% 067 e 7 SR 0 Sk s DA B R — AN BN 4 A0 Y
R AL R R/ . FE v B i Y 5 T, 2 8 AL B GA H AR N 4
B R 2 2% 72 AL b AT O A8 e N B R & o I 2R Y
LSTM A LR 4fg H A 9 45 fr) SE I3 F1 0] Joig 552 Ao i, o] 8 A B30 80
A 11 2% 3% B[] 28 LAk LB G 00 25 1) S 0 . 3 e R R B
£, 1) B R] 38 J8 M X Xl B AT B A o B i 3 5 LA
99. 99 % ML LI T Rk R . &5 R T M ET
Xof P I 1 B A B g L ) T8 ok B R Bl R BT . X
FoRT i 2t 1) B R AR SR AT A 3 A A BN 70 T 46 i 1 3 AR
DUYIE ST RNyl do R T N RS 8 )l e 7
FRAGH R,
4.5 BETEBMWERFE

FETIEB A A T S TR &S . B T Dol
AR IR ) 2 L i S R ) G o QR R o X o A A 2
Sl 14 & By R IR B M AE S A8 H AR AR 5 A5 B R
P& Az B BB AR % AT LB I R B e SR W A
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Ty —F AR RTE

Usama M 88 1T — Fh&F 0k B 4% 45 3B 2K ny B &
BTG . Mol AT DLl H AR A R B AR AT K A5 i R 1
FR&E A B A2 1) T FG R B 25 1 Ry B B X AT A B
ST ARG 32 HL A5 B I R AR R ke ML B A A B 11 e SR 3
BT R X B R A 1) T A% P I B BR A RS, 4% UNB-CIC %4
P Tor 285BI F i L B X6 R BE B 48 190 4% R 52 435 1) L
U220 DNN B & e ey . 76 4R 35 0 0 19 7l S0P
M5 B P B4R T . N B BUBOHE X b i R 0 B BRI Y
FRAEEATHE Bl , XV I i B2 3 K/ AT T BRI, ST 5 AR
FEA 7 T XF R 4T PE Ty i, DNN R SVM (6 7 5 25K
A ERM F, HS AR AR A B T W RN A IE
W T %k A AR

Yang 251 4l F . NSL-KDD $ ¥ 45 % T 5% B i 48 k) 4%
ARG TN AT 3 Fhuud o m LLUAE O SR A 3
SRR RAB R I T L LT ZO0 MY I A3 T GAN I+
W — NP 8GR FH B R IE T —4 5 DNN A #1045
A 1 2 ARG A A A ply T A Bt )23 A B B S A 128 Al
270, SRJG R CRW T £ 3 50 A0 A 0 A6 B P BE A 5 70 5
ALl A BRI ZO0 X DNN & B & ik
HEHE =R, ik # 3ET W-GAN HE 28 4l 3 ke Ax
BE XN ) ) S5 50 5 B AT TP TSR — A aeh R BT
Y2 RABEHY 1) B0 Bl IR M LT die /N, Fo (KD 4R 19 0. 898
A5 0. 687 HBRART 2496 , 4% W I B AT R 2 AR B AL iR N
BI040 b 22 3K E AR (1) Ty 8 R 25 4 T3 o B AR AR 1 1R B
AREE sEH A5 R T 200 1Y I3 8UR i b
Fi fHFE9 T 0,273 {H BT 2 1) FAS 186 B2 T 28R i35
A A ZOO A KIEH TR EG 5 S =AY
L RBEEF GAN I IR T RIFMACR . F BN
0. 350 (HFE YN 25 11 3 A2 v A7 78 25 W0 S0 0 RN A% 7 fid Wt 45 )
T B — T

5 fHEXBEAINTiE

5.1 M7 EREE A=

TEARTI MR 5% Bk % W SR [ i 77 vk 4R
BSR40 P PO 246 38 L O [ B A R 22 IR 4 xR 45 2
O3 BT X R RE Y E AR A T A AR R S R Y T 3 o B A IS
B X BT D 2% 0 e A LT I R R Gl . AR SR B o H
FRASRY I T fif B X A B I P RCRE IR B AT T 4 5L
5.1.1 @assdE

HEAHERHBET Wk HE ¥R S BB AR CH
AR B TGS E G5 s AT . T A T Dk R 3
FR0 A B RN AR AR R A T . R AR AR
FEUA 7 B o 2 AT B ) 1) Lk SR W AN — S8 #BaE
T AR ik

FGSM, BIM FI PGD £ i 5 Ji &3 It 17 25408 149 4 798 45 ik #6
& AEAOIN B SR | TE T ARIE A8 R R TT AT S o
JSMA , DeepFool #l C&-W I J& W 445 & S5 bk ) B S W

WHEE LT, JSAM /Y 3 B 2% 5 fie d AR s [ 0 A 0 1=
DeepFool 1) 3 B 2 55 Bt [ J0 A J8 o, C&W T80 ot 114 1K 3 3k SR
X 452 2 AEL B 1] B A Jie IR . 78 TRT XS R 280 B30 41 4 o B 80 5 ik
i, 48 b JSMA Fil DeepFool, C&W il £ 8 Hh 4P AU RRE

TE AR T, 40 28 DA SR B 250 SR A B TRD F 44 1 £ 32 8 A7 3
#, DeepFool J5 i3 5 0 A3 s 15 I 6 8 1 A1) £ 32 0 A7 e 45
M CEW R SHHNEIE,

501.2 Z&s&

R AU BT, B & B AR R T fif k% A R
HURE B A A B R A A AL e . B T DL RS T
HeAb B A B 5 T GAN B A i i 3 Je 5 A9 28 7
PR F IR R

FEF A A iRy 58 RV P T, 12 AR O R AL
SRR AR A T R AR 40 4R e R 48 R s e KL AR
REHT GAN B4 57 35 AT Lh 2% > 310758 4k 5 2 1 500 4
75 T AN T B AR ST AT 58 56 38 H 2 4 vk R Sy i — 4 Bl
I Az UK T ) 4 U S, FE TSR Y Ao R P 3 T RE s A FE U
SR VB ASE A 5 Wt 5 o) B T O AR O A T
B A B 1 T DA R B R TR S B 4 4 A A R SR B s
Jitl A W (P R R i Y 3% AR OB AE TR B ) TR B AR K
1 [)

FESCABR T n 2R TS B9S2 v /N B BSOHE 4 I I PR ST 4
FE T AL B A s 5 A SR X A9 R R BRI 4R L ELTR BT BT
B I Bt 2 R A0 B, B ek B EE T GAN 19 4R U s
SRR A S R BG4, LR B A TR 28 B R L R %
M SEHE BB T U R 1 AR B IR R R T E R A U
5.2 $R{EHLFHIR M A=A

N T PR HUME R 45 R AT AT M S B R AR L b
A A 2 A T 09 9 TR 249 SRZE fh AR T RE PR AR AR AL ALY T AT B2
P IR R IR A &, B MRS TR R ERIRPI R Y
PHEAT 1D X AL 35 B IR R AR AT A6 B 2) B T TR 46 3
TR R AL AT B . (R U B DA A 7S ) B R AE 28
V1) P Bl S 3o e AN T 30 R AT B4 B L B — 28 Ok AR T L
S TR AG: T 34 3%, LG ] b R D 3 R S IR T A A 5 ok
SRR RTTF RS . B, FRATT A A 2R Ik R R
I A 450 A ot R R 7 2 k16 A ) T 0 LA TR ] 46 B i) A
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Table 1 Summary of datasets used in literature review
Ref. Datasets Description
. Dataset simulates 4 majorcyber attacks:DoS, Prob, Remote to Local and User to Root at
[41] KDDCup99
tacks.
[25] NSL-KDD -Intrusion dataset withDoS, Probe, User to Root and Remote to User attacks.
-Dataset contains 377526 network samples of 12 application categories, with a total of 248
[31] Moore .
attributes.
(457 DARPAZ009 -Dataset .cotnprises DoS and worms which are parametrized to exhibit various propagation
characteristics.
[47] CTU-13 -Labeled dataset generated at CTU university containing botnet and benign traffic.
[50] UNB-CIC -Dataset consists of Tor network traffic provided by 8 different applications.
. -Dataset contains 49 features with class labels and 9 types of attacks(Fuzzers, Backdoors,
[34] UNSW-NB15
DoS, Shellcodes+)
. Dataset consists of 6 types of network traffic in normal environment and VPN environ
[36] ISCXVPN2016
ment.
[33] CIC-IDS2017 -Intrusion dataset numerous types of attacks(DoS,PortScan, Infiltration, Botnet, XSS-++)
. -Dataset contains 8 network attacks,along with the benign and malicious labels for the net-
[4] Kitsune .
work traffic packets.
[37] Alexa-200 -Dataset randomly selected 200 different domain names from Alexa’s top 1000 rankings.
-Dataset consists over 72 million records of network activity in a simulated IoT environ-
[27] BoT-loT
ment.
F 2 XpUHE M g oY A B2
Table 2 Summary of research work on adversarial network traffic
Adversarial Adversarial Attack Traffic
Paper Year . . Detectors/Models Datasets . .
Knowledge Goals Techniques Granularity
X . DT,RF,LSVM,
[19] 2017 White-box Non-targeted FGSM,JSMA . NSL-KDD Flow-level
Voting Method
FGSM, JSMA, Port Scan Attack
[26] 2018 White-box Non-targeted 7 . J . MLP,CNN ort sean 10‘ Flow-level
JSMA-RE Dataset Based on SDN
[22] 2019 White-box Non-targeted FGSM, BIM,PGD FNN,SNN BoT-loT Flow-level
Targeted &
[28] 2021 White-box araete FGSM ANN BoT-loT Flow-level
Non-targeted
Targeted & FGSM,JSMA,
[29] 2018 White-box argete ISy MLP NSL-KDD Flow-level
Non-targeted DeepFool,C&W
[30] 2020 White-box Non-targeted FGSM, C&. W ,DeepFool LeNet-5 Moore Flow-level
CIC-IDS2017, Flow-level &.
[32] 2020 White-box Non-targeted FGSM,PGD, C& W RNN . owrleve
UNSW-NB15 Packet-level
[35] 2021 Black-box Non-targeted UAP CNN ISCXVPN2016 Flow-level
[21] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted Genetic Algorithm Profile HMM Alexa-200 Flow-level
[38] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted GAN AlexNet UNSW-NBI5 Flow-level
SVM,NB,MLP, LR,
[20] 2018 Black-box Non-targeted IDSGAN NSL-KDD Flow-level
DT.RF,KNN
[40] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted DoS-WGAN CNN KDDCup99 Flow-level
. DNN,LR,SVM,KNN, .
[42] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted GAN . KDDCup99 Flow-level
o . NB,RF,DT.GB N Flow-level
[43] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted Decision Feedback Kitsune, DAGMM, BiGAN CIC-1DS2017, Packet-lovel
acket-leve
[44] 2020 Black-box Non-targeted Decision Feedback LR,RF,.SVN,KNN DARPA2009 Packet-level
[46] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted Q-learning CNN,DT CTU-13 Flow-level
KitNET, Aut der.
[48] 2021 Black-box Non-targeted Decision Feedback ' . b o‘enco r CIC-IDS2017, Kitsune Packet-level
Isolation Forest
[49] 2019 Black-box Non-targeted Substitute Model DNN,SVM UNB-CIC Flow-level
Z00,GAN,
[51] 2018 Black-box Non-targeted 7 DNN NSL-KDD Flow-level

Substitute Model
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