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i E OAZEMNAZAA(D)AERAML L EoaEB L B ERGEMNRZA WL P Kamad &2 IDS @ Is 69 Pk,
EFIRRERBARAEFFAMNTOBEELTEZOERN BAAGFTERSEARGUERFILEDG NG X SEAR “”5‘
FMH X, AR RET —HHETIAFETRELGRU G F BH ML RLEFF K05 % (SEMIFGRU), #7% &H# % B
@IV B A 2 M % (MLB-GRU) fe ik st 69 i 4 A 2 M (FNND A A R AR BE LI R BB AP LB EF I N4 T X, 2 A
Zh kS o £ XA B RNLRETFF AN LR, 4 A NSL-KDD, UNSW-NB15 #= CIC-Bel-DNS-EXF-2021 4 3 4 # 47
WiE, 522 MR F I EA e DNN,ANN FREFFJEA AL, SEMI-GRU XA A E HHE B0 R RREFR FL 5
HEHRH L AN EANEMH, £ NSL-KDD =4 %47 % 5 k124 F ,SEMI-GRU & F1 534547 LA L T Htb o5 ik, 558 4
93.08% 4= 82.15% ; f£ UNSW-NBI5 =4 %40 % 4 £4£4% ¥+ ,SEMI-GRU /& F1 4% £ R IL4E F 2k ik, 5 5 4 88.13%
Fo 75.24% ; £ CIC-Bel- DNS-EXF-2021 # U4 s F 4B £ = 5 £ 4545 1 . SEMI-GRU A7 A7l X #0483 o £ 5,

KR ANEEMNAG;F BB T; 5 BRI EL; 5 BA7 2 R % ; NSL-KDD; UNSW-NB15

hEESES TP181

Semi-supervised Network Traffic Anomaly Detection Method Based on GRU

LI Haitao' , WANG Ruimin® , DONG Weiyu® and JIANG Liehui’
1 School of Cyber Science and Engineering,Zhengzhou University, Zhenzhou 450001, China

2 State Key Laboratory of Mathematical Engineering and Advanced Computing, Information Engineering University,Zhenzhou 450001, China

Abstract Intrusion detection system(IDS) is a detection system that can issue an alarm when a network attack occurs. Detecting
unknown attacks in the network is a challenge that IDS faces. Deep learning technology plays an important role in network traffic
anomaly detection,but most of the existing methods have a high false positive rate and most of the models are trained using su-
pervised learning methods. A gated recurrent unit network (GRU)-based semi-supervised network traffic anomaly detection me-
thod(SEMI-GRU) is proposed,which combines a multi-layer bidirectional gated recurrent unit neural network(MLB-GRU) and
an improved feedforward neural network(FNN). Data oversampling technology and semi-supervised learning training method are
used to test the effect of network traffic anomaly detection using binary classification and multi-classification methods,and NSL-
KDD,UNSW-NB15 and CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 datasets are used for verification. Compared with classic machine learning mo-
dels and deep learning models such as DNN and ANN, the SEMI-GRU method outperforms the machines lear-ning and deep
learning methods listed in this paper in terms of accuracy,precision,recall,false positives,and F1 scores. In the NSL-KDD binary
and multi-class tasks, SEMI-GRU outperforms other methods on the F1 score metric, which is 93. 08% and 82. 15 % ,respective-
ly. In the UNSW-NBI15 binary and multi-class tasks, SEMI-GRU outperforms the other methods on the F1 score, which is
88.13% and 75. 24 % ,respectively. In the CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 light file attack dataset binary classification task,all test data
are classified correctly.

Keywords Intrusion detection system, Semi-supervised learning, Multilayer bidirectional GRU, Feedforward neural network,

NSL-KDD, UNSW-NB15
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TE 00 2% Yt o e R DU 7 T R R Y B AR R R TN
2R IR B EHLHEAT WA IR 40T 4R P AR TR 1 UM R B
TR KIHFATH .

R A8 B8 ok PR AT LK IDS 43O 56 T LB AR A R 48
(Host based Intrusion Detection System, HIDS) Fl%& T ¥ 2%
i A=K 22 45 (Network based Intrusion Detection System,
NIDS) . HIDS Af Lh&h B 5 AL # 1 2 8 b 7 A 1 25 Fh B AS
BAHEIERD . NIDS 3 F £ & 24 LI R4 R h
FH T DA 0 255 vl 4l 2 100 5080 40 v B2 MR R L B0 DA T 46 S8R WAt
TEIUE B . 7% R A, NIDS B d 4 9 5 F 5% 1 NIDS
(MNIDS) I 5 T 5 ) NIDSCANIDS)!

R A I 7 22 TR DS 43 g Bk T 28 44 B9 A AR AR I 2R 48
(Signature based Intrusion Detection System, SIDS) il % F 5
WA R K R 48 ( Anomaly based Intrusion Detection Sys-
tem, AIDS) . SIDS 5 JII# 3 VC B £ AR % 8L 2 0 g e i L (8
7 AR 0K B ) F ) 4 B R e B 8RR ., 40 Snort
B2 AT 800 2L B4 i ST Y R0 SC 1 L AR 3R A ) BE 4 2
HR . L SIDS K il B A 5w 09 e (5 T8I K R
R B PR T 58 R B (0-day) T il 25 s B A

VLK O-day I T 485 < 2 25 ok 8 im7 » AIDS A Sy — i o
A7 0 A D7 58 RE 8 i 88 1E B BT AT O B E Ol S R EUE A
12 FE VN 5 B Be Xt 1E A7 A AT A8, 70 I i B BOKE fi 2
TE AT A5 20 090 205 Jad e 5040 G R S5 o U i ATDS W] f
FAEE T Gevt i 5 W 0 T HLES 5% 1 19 5 Wk | B F AT R W
B LA 20 T i (O R R T AR S — R G R L 5
R B S [ G T 4 SR T G Sy B R G M T A S
o A B 7 AU B bR aC i I 2 2 L T i O X CIn SR 2 43
BTN 8053 43 T 55D Ak BLTE AR G0 I 2R e . SR AR e AL 4%
) VR EAT S U ARG 0 2 TR I — S R X L T R Y R
He A R AR T8 9 TR XE LA KOS BB A R R B 2 ) 2 e i AR &

WA R BE 2 2 5 Wk 32 g BT L H AR T R
SRUE T A HTS) S A, ¥ R A 4 T 45 AT A pf 28 I 4% B 2 Bk
7T S il a0 O T (R AR TR 2 . TR A AR 2R
PP 4 (RNND Y 5 58 vp s R Z R 58010 Al 1 /9 4 3 1 ie 42
(LSTM) M £ Lb 14 25 5896 (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU) &
HKWSPR R T L2 TR EER B RET S, 2R
DN 25047 S A7 TR 0 AN P B B4, A5 A SRR A B A7 7
R K AT AR S T BUC R A AU DA B R A o B A AR
FRIE. AR Z 050 A B 2 i 75 =X 83X b 5 =0t ok
BRI, 21 58 B AR 10 AE A B/ I 23 25 1R 1 1] 25
KPR, SR I B 2 > J7 U2 G AR 4 1 ik L e
A1 F TE AR 28 K080, [R)RE R LGk B0 A W B 2 ) 7 i AR (B
JE XX AT BT TR 2 . LSTM S AR 45 7 s i AR 24 i
i A ke TR A R A R ol TR R A2 I R Y R
W 2 H TR RER NS, GRU RN LSTM ) f#
e A 28080 T8 D R R T 35 2 F0 LSTM AR B8 78
S UL R I U LA — S R S 2E ]

AT o0 2% JE B S5 5 ARG W0 9% 1 A 6 I A 4R T A 25 I, R R
FRAL R B AR B — > 7T 4 32 B0 L A U0 — D R A B i

WAEAE—E W R . ABFFE 09 5 RS2 6l Bk /9 GRU #22
W 2 D SR R AT S R R T B R X SR A U 1 o
R AR AR R R . RS T — R IR TG R
HIT 4 W 4 (GRUD 19 2 W8 4% 3 1 55 % 4 0 O &
(SEMI-GRU) , ¥ fai B 1Y) GRU #l 28 W 2% % &}y £ |2 (Multi-
layer) FIXL ] (Bidirectional) , JE & T 2 2 W in] GRU i 28 (] 4%
(MLB-GRU) , T | F i 4% #f £ B 4% (Feed-forward Neural
Network, FNN) Al MixMatch"**) %} MLB-GRU #4741k, 7
SCHEH 5 Bl Sl SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-
sampling Technique) 351 % Il G B A 3JE 47 B8 3 58 L SR )
K FF A B T A R 22 I 4% R 8 MILB-GRU %y H 18] & (14 4k JiF
SR FH Bt A 0 3 2 W B 2 S BB MixMatch 78 8L 1 48 2% o
BB AT 2 W R T, e BT RS R £ KA 2015 W
4 (UNSW-NB15) Hdln 41 B 2 ) 4% %2 4 5 50 50 = il
7% B (NSL-KDD) ¢ 4% 4% 1 CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 % %
TSR 96 T 48 7 Tk R

2 MXIIE

IDS AJ LA P 45 3 5t v & 3R 45 v (39 3 ) 2 7 . DDoS i
d ARG S E R % . S R AR AE IDS & HEE EH KR
FH o AT SR X 53 AR S G T A 1) F 5 S A R AL A ST 1
BiAR VR BE 2 2 M N HLAS 2% > B 3221 3 40 vl LB H T A
2RI R G, DT HE AR X 25 B0k . T SCKE 81 26 5 AR S0 vk A
SE M F S B AR M HLRE E k

& 58 04 S R 7 2 AL B A28 SVMEY G 4R R R
ZE00T R SR S By PR OR TE e A A R AR . X SR R
T, 0 W 1 35 R 2 20 () O B R B AR T 45000 A
Sy BB i #0 Y Rt P A S D AT . R R R MR
A G T S AR SRR I R AT AR — TPk R

Radford 45 7] Bl 16 35 1 28 19 45 11 545 21 19 4 80 e e 7R
W4 3 F S AL 8] /58 15 )5 80 L F U R R 4 O
A AT LSTM 3K X 37 )3 4 S AR, L2 AN AU P 3 e 90 v 1
TR/ B s S AT R A AT, %07 1 R AR 4R i 1 B
BYHT 10 A>3 17152 B T — > 3 15, B A 30 A R
Wang %5125 4 H 7 FH V€ B2 28 I 465 0 2 2] 43 J2 i 25 AR AE, A
T B0 AR o Al 7738 3o ek Sck[ 26w i B ST 42 T 43
JZ I 23 AR AR I R G5 CHAST-IDS) , 6 &b BE 467 B TP
TR ] 1P A, fH 2 I 2R B0 1Y A S 15 5 30 HAST-IDS G %
23] B R A5 AR R ARRAE

Vinayakumar 5727 B H T — F IR A 0 I B A& K 4%
(DNN) Z5 4 FH T A A=A I L A8 4% XoF I RASE 1) 450 4 £ 0 AT 5
Bt A H . 1% Xt NSL-KDD $# 45 £ 432 1 = 2 260
WEBA 43 1 78. 50 % 1 80. 10 % , X UNSW-NB15 Il 32 fry v
25 58 66. 00 % 1 78.40%

Javaid R T —Fp B 22 2 (STL) IR B 2 ) BB+
ARG . A E i [ 3h G A 2% CAE) 3847 JC W B Hb 0 A
LG A T4 R 2% CANND Fll Softmax 52 B 43 25 i
NSL-KDD #4447 22 45 2 40 25 09 5 8 4 I, 03 199
HERAFE Y5 79. 10 %5 70 88.39% . Ingre 21V fdi f ANN [
HKEEM BT T —F AR A R 4. 76 NSL-KDD % 4% 4 I+
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243 JER 4y 2 A B HER R 435 R 79. 90 %6 AN 81.20%

—BBRF Y 56 T B T 2 B OR O i [a) B, Wa SE50T M T
CNN F1 RNN #47 NSL-KDD ¥4 4 4325 i WF 9 . M fiT42 i
T — R AR AN B8 HOR i R AR 288 1) S A 14 T 8, A AR o
HUEE R Ge AR U8 11 25 48 vh 45 A2 BIRE A F B0l R 3 . #E b A7)
B2 50 T, CNN YRR ZE S 2%+ RNN, 4 NSL-KDD #4542
L2 dMR M HERT RN 79. 48% . Al-Turaiki P T —
i CNN R26 454 . ] SMOTE #EA7REA 3 SR AF . i ] Deep
Feature Synthesis(DFS) ¥ # ##fiF T.# 2k . NSL-KDD #5454
HRAREBUSE 22 (W RRAE AR 8, s Ok 42 T — Bk R 3% 42 (Skip
Connection) i T3 CNN H A8 6] 1) 45 BUZ . 72 03K 4 - i
TTEA R 2t 5% i A D, AS T AR EE I RCR . *
NSL-KDD #5 ## 45 £ 43 25 F1 = 43 25 Wi 1 o 6 2 40 00 ok
81.10% % 88.81% , % UNSW-NBI5 $#E £ 4> 2 Fl — 43 3%
T3 A 9 B0 2R 43 1 A 69. 46 Y0 FT 90. 25 % . Altwaijry S0 2
1T ] DNN R 45 45 # 33F 47 NSL-KDD $ #5 45 fl UNSW-
NBI15 84648 — 43 25 2 43 2809 5 % i 1 ke U, %) NSL-KDD
B 45 2 40 JE M 4 203K B HE B R AR 77, 55% AN
84.70% X UNSW-NB15 ¥4 £ £ 73 25 T 43 2 03 1 o
R 5 62. 87 % 1 80. 63% . Xu 25 3 it wle ik 1 3
% A5 W 2% %F NSL-KDD #§ 48 4 3547 AR A6 00 B 53, %1% 2
AR AR IR B HERG R 90, 61% . Raj 2504 fd1 F] 43 2 4
THE AR R AT NSL-KDD ¥4 48 — 73 28 il 2 A6 i, R0 1) of
Wi 99. 9250, 0 J2& K i R A1 3 W% 43 ) Ry 79, 42 % AN
80.00% .,

3 HIRAE

RNN A9 &5 e 348 B IS A2 45 M o7 LAAR 4R 1 — At ] 25
A A S e e R 24 S [ A A A I R B 24 i ) A 1
H AR ) 2 B2 B 2 A I IRD 2B 1 AT SE B . 353 RNN
B B o5 2 N R ICAZ A B AR A, [T A A 3 S M R O R il
ST S R AR & 3 4 8 A 1 I Rt R S THT A R2 A, RNIN R A
PR AR B 9z 8 3, 40 B2 LSTM fl GRU, LSTM 1 K
RNN i —Ff 512 3077 2, JHe Py 3 5 A 4 A 1T L 3 s ] AL A A 17
RS L v TN RECE AT NS SN E L BT
1C B TT it TR A P2 A . TR R TR AR TR
flifg LSTM BA T K22 s, GRU Ml LSTM # K 1)
RFEEF GRU B BT ATTE IR T —A“FH17,
T 25 A5 P 25 HH AR I AR S T K i 1 45 SRR S e AR A S
1F) Ji5 A B 3ok o B D 4% %) B AR B £ 78 9 T i o
3.1 SEMI-GRU 773k Bk 2244

AR GRU BRI R LR B GRU B9 J2 50 J7 [0 & 1
Al LI B S50 IR R B MLB-GRU #8 Ht GRU ##
14 2% 3K RE 7 T 58 O 6 L B A 1 4R R T — R RO T AL B s
4 A B e il RR AT 2 E R SMOTE 7 ik i 17 20
BBEREA T R SRR A MLB-GRU F1 48 H 4 %%k 45 ik
FNN [ 4 4544 (Symmetric Reduction FNN, SR-FNN) # 17 4#
FE B2 B, 5% 5 4 9T 4 11 19 MixMatch 75 22 5 £k B 1) 24 4 45
RREOT G AL MBI, e 408 T SEMI-GRU J7 ¥,
T4 SEMI-GRU 7k | 3 A~ 258 43 4 Bl 43 1) 2 MLB-

GRU,SR-FNN P4 & MixMatch 77 Z & ALIR, i E 1 iR,

13 ¥ AL .
HAEHAE | B
1
204§ v 3.9t
[ ozgE | [ g | l l
EERT
il WE | [WRE
[ e frx
MLB-GRU MixMatch %
3 7 2 by
/f;"‘\ P
SR-FNN R K -
e
2L | eana —Y—
(7 WK ) R RN

E 1 SEMI_GRU J5 i sk 44y
Fig. 1 Overall architecture of SEMI_GRU method

SEMI-GRU 3 % 3 4~ 3 % 0 By B, 43 1) A& 48 i 4 2
YR AN B B . 78 VI 25 B B 3k A7 B8 7904k B, 79 4k 2 58
ZIE B AREANE S 361 FEATHINAER/IN . R T R AL B4t
BB A GRU Bl 25 0 26 v, A4 4 4% B008 X0 I 1) g A
R 4R 19 AN B R B AN B B RN R 19, FE
YRR B % 433 SMOTE 33 2R # 7 1 25 48 iy A B 7 o] A
193 28 SO 2K L TRVRE 8 28k SMOTE 28 SRR 19 111 25 48 0 )
IR AR AT Ak 19 MixMatch i fh A 80 o m] DA 21 2 W B 46
P o FRATTHE 22 SRR I F2F: Wa A 40 2% A g A 401 2K v B, fifE
A0 ) 2 g /NGB S R B O A 1R AT U . e TR o B L oK
32 B 0 A YN G e 1 A R0 e, A 0 T 4 bR 2 . K T A
2R B S B s EAT X L, T LA S T A 45 R
3.2 HIEsEHR

AT R FH W 2 L B3CH0R A1 R — ol A5 1 0 S I 2%
PG 4 L 43 )2 NSL-KDD s 45115 \UNSW-NB15 %46
AU CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 3 4£17
3.2.1 NSL-KDD % # %

NSL-KDD % 4% 4 2 F F 774k AR R0 3R 58 19— A~ 55
B AE 2 KDD99 i 4R (9 Uk IR, & 9k #b T KDD99 %5 i
£ R IR ERBA . NSL-KDD $CHE £ (19 Il 2k 4 b R 4 & TT A il
SEEET MR A A T A B9 AE S I 2 AR R 4t A R A A
BE AR, AL KDD99 34 4 , NSL-KDD %k ff 4= o fE i &
— AR E IR .2 15 T NSL-KDD i 264,

F 1 ARG T Bt

Table 1  Attack types in different attack categories

% A LEF & MR EHAG I HXE

back, neptune, smurf, teardrop,
Dos P ! P apache2, mailbomb, processtable
land. pod

Probe  satan,portsweep,ipsweep.nmap  mscan,saint

warezmaster, warezclient, f{tp-  sendmail, named, worm ,

R2L write, guesspassword, imap  snmpgetattack, xlock, xsnoop

multihop, phf, spy snmpguess
rootkit, bufferoverflow, load-

U2R httptunnel, ps,sqlattack, xterm
module, perl

ZBE A DU R I 250 L 4 2 4 45 IR 55 (DoS) 5
£ i P # root X i (U2R) G 2 B 7 #5126 iy (R21),
WA 22 Fh Bt 230, WA A 38 Fhch 26 78 (A 48 1 3K
SRR 16 A UCE A RD . EUE 42 b e fu & 41 AN RRAE,
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Hodr Ay 3 A B EURE - B 1 28 B (protocol _ type) \ it % (ser-

vice) FbRiC (flag) FBE . 41 ANFRAE AT LA 4r R 3 4 AR i & 5 2

PRI A B AR REAE 2 B AR I B 1 T I L O A A S B

FRR I N H 2 i He B R U SRR 7 B, Ak 2 o L 1

YR 125973 it AR MR L 8 22544 £ 5%,
2 HWEHEEIFA RS T

Table 2 Statistics of the number of samples in each attack type

# 4 %  Normal Dos Probe R2LL  U2R Total
Train 67343 45 927 11656 995 52 125973
Test 9711 7458 2421 2754 200 22544

3.2.2 UNSW-NBI5 4% %

JRE NSL-KDD 4l 45 w] LA g AR R 2R 4 ) 114k 4
AR AT 2 ROHE R WA R — B i Y B B2 . UNSW-
NB15 Hfis 5 H ORI T B 4% % 4 0 (ACCS) F 2015 4F
g, b & R o 288, Hal a2 i
Tepdump T B4 2K th B0 92t 5 1E 5 B0 26 3 2 AL T &R 19
B B AT 9 BT A R e BOHE 5 98 )5 1 T Bro-IDS T A I
B b TR ) A L AR R AT A8 AN HRAIE Y CSV SUAR
SO 0 S N SCAS SO b Al M — B B A B S A 44 DR
fiF \175 341 252 3091 25 % (UNSW_NBI15 _training-set. csv)
FEA 44 AL 82 332 30 A X 42 (UNSW _NBI5 _
testing-set. csv) . TZEHE LA 9 FpAS R A9 e 5 28 AL, 430
J& : Fuzzers, Analysis, Backdoors, DoS, Exploits, Generic, Re-
connaissance, Shellcode I Worms, UNSW-NB15 )il Zx ££ 1)
GeitfE BNk 3 il MR it (5 B ANk 4 g,

%3 UNSW-NBI5 Il Zh % 25 9150115 4

Table 3 Statistics of UNSW-NBI5 training set for each category
kA HE %A #HE
Benign 56000 Reconnaissance 10491
Generic 40000 Analysis 2000
Exploits 33393 Backdoor 1746
Fuzzers 18184 Shellcode 1133
DoS 12264 Worms 130

# 4 UNSW-NBI5 Wl {5 4 20 5 HE B
Table 4 Statistics of UNSW-NBI15 test set for each category

] HE %A #HE
Normal 37000 Reconnaissance 3496
Generic 18871 Analysis 677
Exploits 11132 Backdoor 583
Fuzzers 6062 Shellcode 378

DoS 4089 Worms 44

3.2.3 CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 & #% &
CIC-Bell_NDS-EXF-2021 %4 % J& — A~ & 270. 8 MB
DNS i 2 1 B H a4 J2 38 5 itk i A ) Ok /DN A28 20 iy S
FRERY . ZEEE i DINS HOHE i 5 Uk A A A4 5 S
RS AV SR W i . B SO B R E MR
YA 6 RSO AL, AR L R 48 S0 L exe BB L SCA
AL, AN — Mt AR SCR 2 Sk e it o 7 7 A i H
AL LAY peap SRR S I8 8 40 ok 44 & AR SCH B i 4
B, B wmd g B E T 7 A peap XA, 43 B2 be-
nign. pcap, light_audio. pcap. light _compressed. pcap, light _

exe. pcap, light_image. pcap, light_text. pcap #l light _ video.
peap. FAH T H D peap SCPF v e BE 0 50 20 42 B I A
OB o) A, ) 3 DI 5 B RN KR 18 T 4 A R B R AR
BE L 9 1, 52 3O 1R Bk b 4R vh 4% B0k 28 e A B s
T 5 prl,

5 RSP Mo G A o O R AR i

Table 5 Statistics of the number of samples of each attack category
in light file attack data set
%5 il % & BLUR=: 3 R E
Benign 31667 3519 35186
Light_exe 14804 1645 16449
Light_compressed 20965 2330 23295
Light_video 11079 1231 12310
Light_text 7171 797 7968
Light_audio 17789 1976 19765
Light_image 1359 151 1510

3.3 HiEmAE

S T Ak 3R T A D R I A Dy P 2 T 4 Ak Y
BT B G . T RNN R4, S A B0 04 4 5 J2: [ nwm_
stepssinput_dim ], o num_steps Fe 06 5y A BB, in-
put_dim FrRHA 0] A 4E)E . NSL-KDD 4 £ & A 3 4>
BHUA B AE : protocol _type, service 1 flag, UNSW-NB15 %{
Y 46 RIREAETE 3 A B WA 45 1IE « proto, service Fll state, X T
B REAE RN S O (i W D i S0 B AR B BN AH R Y
BHUEM NS T AR, AT ARBZRERMNE
{8 o PR 0 AT g A B A 425 o 45 v,

NSL-KDD ### 4 & 4 42 > F# A, UNSW-NB15 £ #E 4
EH A3 MFIE O label 5 B Al atttack_cat FEREIFZE) .
VB WO R AR WU S AR JE L BOE AR T TR
WA BB 25 B . Int64 HI Float6d, & 50 5 M 8 A5
A, B, NSL-KDD #iE £ &AM 42 M5B b
336(42 * )/ F A N AF, UNSW-NBI5 i 4E 43 /> FE AR 1Y
A3 FBIA G 344043 « ) FHNAFE. BT 336 Fl 344 3
/NTF361C19 % 19), B IL AT % NSL-KDD Al UNSW-NBI5 4(
PR — DA WG S — A 19« 19 M EIE B &R
B A AR R G — A, 45 R BT DR i Ak ok AR
gl 5 T B T 5 TE I 28RS I AR B AT DK R A S A )
i, X TRERK BN B, wT Ll FHEE 128 #F71H
o T — T M BE I B 0~255, Al ] 128 3 71
T M S RBE R AR, W T NSL-KDD % it
LTI 25 F A9 N A X T UNSW-NBIL5 045 48, 77 31
LT FAMNE.

3.4 FEARTRHE

I S B A7 AE S B AS 7 i 4 B A8 RO BE 78 4 M
A DI REAR (2 50 rh A ) B2 28 B RRAE . R A 2 R 4% T
10 17] T & A B REA R 22 ) REAS I R AR L R AEA
S AL B A T L B A BRI R A B, B AR
B T7 AT R SR A L AL FE T JC W B 09 & Bl g A A I 2 L AR
BRI 2% T B A A 45 A L (SR X S O vk 1 s R R S B
R, BEMLAE SR AE Y T 202 S8 I 2D B3 A RE AR T BE AL AR T
F AR RE A N B B B b, KRR Ty R O R R TR B R
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AL EWAUE . MDD R AR (SMOTE) 2 4
T BE AL A SR A 1 — Fh e T 48, SRR S AR R X D B R AR
BEATHE (H 2R N LA OB AR IR s m B Bl i b, Bk
WRERNT .

(DX FLEE PR — DA, UBIREE &R e 3
BOEFEARE R TR REA M BE 2 A3 50 £ 3045,

(2) AR 38 A AN - M L 9] 58 T — A SR A L 81 LA A SR A
fEHR NN TE DD HEEREAR 2, WH B iEsE T
AFEAS AR BRI AR H o,

()X F 4 A~ B ML % 09 35 48 0. 2 31 5 TR BE AR e B8
H (D AR B ™ A I REAS

Znew =0+ rand(0,1) * lo—zx, | [@D)

m=E 2 Fi 5, X NSL-KDD %48 4 (9 Il 25 4 ik 15 4 47
R2L B 8 90408 995 A~ BEA, U2R Bili 8 9l A& 52 4~k
A A L A B KON T OE Bl R AR R D, AR Sl
SMOTE %35 43 51 % 3% P F 2 < 288 ) i A7 &b 2, % R2L Wiy
FEAR G RABE A TFEOR Y 10 5, % U2R Mo £ A o R A R ROk
B9 100 4%, AbFRSE N 2 5 R2L i 245 &4 10000 MEEAS,
U2R Wi 200547 5200 A FEA, Xt T UNSW-NBI15 4 4%
B, RN AT o R AN B, W 0 S0 TR AT & B X UNSW-
NB15 $4i 4 % B ad SR AF b B IF A 25 1 35 35 T A5 0 ) 2 51
X AT RE R B R i BOCHRE A 04 I 2 AR R D 3 4 SO0 0 A A Rl
N
3.5 ZEMNE GRU # 2 (MLB-GRU)

GRU M It LSTM ML #TE T E e g LA 5/ 1) 5 8m 52
IR A KK R 6 0 T R A AR A I S TR,

E 2 £ 2 GRU # £ W 2% 7~ 2= 18, 3 5L A (9 I ] 25
S NS T AT HEAT 0 . B HR R I 2 B A A AL SEBR A
AT LA U] ) B A 1) 05 45 BN A 1) 22 T i A . AR 2R
— et E R R B GRU W2 80k 2, 78 55 BRI 2k 1 2 7
Al DL 2R AT R A . XU B GRU BERL, A A7 ) #B 23 1%
) — 2R %t T2 B b fE GRU B8 By B 5 — 2 7T LU & O
1 — 3 Hy i 22 )2 XU GRU A6 25 f iy 1 )

2(0) y@) y(2-1 y(2)

z(0) z (1) z(2-1) z(2)

K2 £)2 GRU M2 M 4%
Fig. 2 Multi-layer GRU neural network

B BT — M 18] 25 e — 1, 240 (] 25 02 ¢, 24 i i 8] 28 1
BN o) o L — W1 2D B B Ry o AR A SRR ] 25 Y
i oy, BT N2 FrR . KT A AT AT A
I AFBUTERTNT TR TR IR b — 2D B AR B 2
FRF ¥ 25 f) i 1

2 =c(W. * [y, 1,2,

rn=cW, [y, 1.2,

yi=oW « [r, %y 1,2, @
yo=0—2) %y 14z *y,

BT A B E APy, PR — R R TRt . M
TR R[] (5 GRU 0 28 [0 25 B35 1 140 19 46 #h 160 5 h ow puct
filﬂﬁ%ﬁ?.ﬂIﬁJiﬂvm,ﬂK/A%%E@%tﬂl»’ﬂJ%ﬁDiﬁ(S)
Fs

oulpu[:concat(m,m) (3)
3.6 XTERZERL FNN W& &4

A SCBE T T — Bl i 45k ol 28 00 2% 45 A4 L AR 4l L 45 M R A K
HoAw 44 %t FR 46 98 FNN /) 2% (Symmetrical Reductional feed
Forward Neural Network, SR-FNN) , 7£3% M 4% 4 38 . 2 50
WA B L RS 2w R AT R ARG . 56 I 4 W 4%
AR A S A 73, v B2 GRU W45 45 7Y 11 fii
I A B R S5 b, DT R R B ) B 0 4E . SR-
ENN (1) W 24 2548 40l 3 o o

LN

3 SR-FNN [ % 45 #y
Fig. 3 SR-FNN network structure

M3 0] LFE Y, B4R i FNN 48 250 st a5 9 A
EEREE . H PR A MR A LE GRU M4 W 4 1 4.
1% FNN &5 % 3 410t 3 a8 2 P8 7E — & 1Y M
AN S — 2 M 48 45 W 4L FC1,FC2 Al FC3, 45 — 41 &
FC4.FC5 Ml FC6,55 =414 FC7.FC8 Ml FC9, Hrfr, 45—
20 W 2 2y FCL AL FC3 A i 4 B2 AR ], 55 — 41 b FC4 Fl
FC6 /i s 4 JE AR [, 55 = 41 v FC7,FC8 Ml FC9 Ay i ) 4k
BERB A . B A M S R R R — A e 52 FCY
) S 0 T 8 A X 4% A e 2 0 S R, TT A ER B L BR — Al
TRIVERS 2L IR0 4% 445 A ) i s 2 R T R S /N Ry R OR ) — 2 R
J5 B 2 B LA 0 /IS 5 52 56 2 B ORD 4k SR 0/ IN S K E Y
SERII SR T LA AR,

3.7 FBEIl%

M E RN BRI —Fp s, 2 2 T
DA R 3 oA s 10 5 9l 0 A 20 0 B4 b 8 B 2% > . Berthelot
DY MixMatch Jy iAW 2> A S0 8000 Bt £ 2
B 2D B BDNRG BE 38T A W 2% ) . MixMatch J5 35 8 £ b
2 W B Ik I PR A B BLHE — L AN SRR AV IE A BB R
FRIC B 1% 8 F Weight decay 88 L2 1E W4k, LL K i FH
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T Mixup™ X Fp 83 795

T MixMatch 775, F A4 i T —F MixMatch 771 19
AT Ak A 5 DA S A 45 2 R B P s i — A 2 W B 4 e T 2
TR 77 Ak iR AR . 7R B MixMatch J5 &, X — A4~
YRtk X (Batch) AR EHE « Fl— > Batch B9 RFRICEIE «
PEATHE T A5 3] 1 A4 Batch R3S 8HE o f1 K 4> Batch
B oo FEARSCH AR HE AT BOHE HE T 22 WK AR iE B 19 Batch
AR L BE 19 Batch 1% 8 S A1 55, DT #E SR b5 0 B0 d0 1 T
PRS2 T IO R 4 K A4, Bkt 72
ME P R,
ik 1 ik MixMatch 22 %%
Input:x,y.u
Output:loss
1. for(xy»yp) in(x,y)do
2. p,=0One-hot(yy)
3. up=next(u)
4. gpy=model(y|uy;0)

softmax (qp)?

q, =

ot

sum(softmax (qp,)?)
inputs= concatenate(xy, » uy)
m_inputs= MixUp(inputs, shuffle(inputs) )

targets= concatenate(py ,qp)

© o =N o

m_targets= MixUp(targets,shuffle(targets))
10. logits_x=model(y|m_inputs[0])
11. logits_u=model(y|m_inputs[1])
12. loss; = —m_targets[ 0] * log(softmax(logits_x))
13. loss; =MSE(logits_u,m_targets[ 1])
14. loss=loss; +lossy
15. return loss
16. endfor

MR 1 AT LUt 78 BT 32 0 00 17 AR IR 9 MixMatch J5
b A R A8 B U R R JE A 45 B O AR 4 A
) 0 B P 25 T 4 ey L PR O PN R S 1 AR A — R B A
BIPUR RECT . TER 0 R B 2 18 B Y 2 R 4R iR
[, AT fof 2 M 5 2 0 M B 40 2k — S A i 3 T A
Rz AL AR T FIRICR .

4 LWHR

4.1 EWKE

LU R 4K 0 38 55 2 Ubuntul8. 04 #:/E R %, Py-
torchl. 9. 1 fil Cuda9. 0, i {3 5% & Genuine Intel(R) CPU@
2.00GHz,32GB W1, Tesla K80 GPU 11GB .17,
4.2 BBYERE

(DZF RN BE . A SR I8 O 42 ok B 8 X 07 14 2% >
A, R AL B 8 OIS SE AT R . 48 NSL-KDD %% 4
SEANGRAT, = R E R 0,002, 285 5256 56 00F L i {8 7T DAl
P U i FRAR PR S EL A 23 B A R B de U i RS . 24
UNSW-NBI15 $#ifE i, FATTR ) 3 FhAR R 1y 2% 2 %0, 002,
0.02 #1 0. 01,

OAMR/NIBEE . A SCAE#EAT NSL-KDD %48 % £ 7y

Femf K HE RN E Ol 128 FEHEAT NSL-KDD 4 8 = 48 26
SR AT RN BB N 5125 44l ] UNSW-NBI5
BRGNS 2 S R E Oy 128,

(3)GRU #h M4 2 HM B &, FESCg p A& B, o
B GRU MY Z B0 A5 5 K, g & o 10, 88880 (4 1 oot i ek
SARPRE AT IARTS, WRBEHEEAT N mEE R 1,
TR (4 S Sl B A 23 AR 18 . X F NSL-KDD %4 45, A SO
GRU W2 B E M 4.5.6.7 fl 8 X 5 FhAF M. X T
UNSW-NBI15 $#i 4 , A 30K GRU 1925085 J 3,4,5 fl 6
X4 FORREME. GRU A B A5 1, A 28 R FAT & B, 3L
] GRU 528 1 20 PR SR 1] 9 8450 L TRk 5 LK GRU R 4%
WEHRMIE ., GRU % hidden_size % & K 64, [ It 4 )2 (11§
B0 20 BN ECR 64,

4.3 EMIER

PR 2 2 AU, % I VR 48 AR R R R R
% F1-Score 1 ROC [ £k, A% 52 3 ¥ 2R J1] 3% L& 45 F5 XF
SEMI-GRU 75 ¥ #E47 ¥ F 411 .

TP 5 00 Sk 1 51) FL 351 900 1F Aff A9 250 £ s TN 5 15000 Sk 472 651
LI AE B 14 25 s FP AR B0 Ok O 41 B B0 R 00 $0R FN
& T Ay g5 LT A R A

Y R B B0 I B A IR AR SRR AR RO 2 S A
TRBEA B (9 H AR a2 (D FTR .

Aecuracy— TP+TN
CCUracy T TP FP+TN+FEN

X — AR B 28 2 A7 R B R AN R ORS A R
WREFR Sy A i <, 1T ek A AL 4R B0 A OC B AR B RE 1,
LG PR

D

TP
TP+FP
TR AR O 2 A, T A A R R B A HS A G H
FRAGEE T, ML RY 25 O PO 25 R IR Z e 2 2 D ELSL F b
W 6) PR

(©))

Precision=

TP
TP+FN

F1-Score J& & T K 8% A1 4 0] 3R 5 98 A1 2, =X (7)
FiR

Recall= (6)

p 2XPXR_ 2TP
P+R 2TPF+FP+FN

B TE 49 2 (FPRO WL i A i 4l 58, M (8 P . 72 57

D

FPR=—5"T+++ (€))

4.4 MEBETRE

ASCHEF X NSL-KDD % 4 45 . UNSW-NBL5 %% 4iz 4
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WA 4 Tt 28000 53 38 25 X IR U R SR U A J0E
T 4. %FF UNSW-NBI5 Fl CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 %4
BT Z R RN R IR

=

o



386 Computer Science THEHLEIZ:  Vol. 50.No. 3, Mar. 2023
4.4.1 NSL-KDD % # % % % i 8 )2/ GRU IR LIAS B Em i F 438082, 15%) ., F

# 6 5 T SEMI-GRU ¥ ik AN Al GRU 2 # % NSL-
KDD 4% 4 (4 14 KM b . A SO GRU BRI AR
W Ry 2, IF 40 S AT 2 e, SCIREE R RYL,5 ZM 8 E W
GRU BRI R B BT . o A 5 21 GRU BEAIET, Pl 4R
PIMERR IR B T 83. 7956, X AN E AE X L 7 ik PR iR R Y,

A3 B R RS 1 S5 R A3 TR R 1) 3 RS 249, AT LA o A R — AR
BRI LEAIE N TR bR . B GRU J2 500 I B8 i 1%
MEREFH R EH REEE 7TERBT 3.67%., AX
TERRMIR— 2 HERE ) T 3. 15% , 3 F1 4 2% GRU ## f1y
34N RMEMEASK,

# 6 SEMI-GRU F AR GRU ZH%t NSL-KDD 5045 4E 19 43 2 Pk i HL 5%

Table 6 Five-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU method with different GRU layers on NSL-KDD data set
Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/ % F-Measure/ % False alarm rate/ % Training data set Testing data set
4-Layer 82.75 91.62 72.07 80. 68 3.14 KDDTrain KDDTest
5-Layer 83.79 91.18 73.99 81.69 3.25 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
6-Layer 83.73 90. 16 73.96 81. 26 3. 36 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
7-Layer 83.08 91. 36 73.05 81.18 3.67 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
8-Layer 83.31 93. 80 73.08 82.15 3.15 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+

F 75 H T SEMI-GRU 7 & 5 H Al 5 ¥ %8 NSL-KDD
AL LT, IWERFTTHLER T A B FiX —
IR AR Ah AR SCHR B9 O 2 7E A 6 BT ik R AT Lk #

e e IO MEA 3 (83, 31 %0) ey B RS ff 3R (93, 80 %0) Ml d5c i 1Y
FH(82.15%), X SEMI-GRU 7£ NSL-KDD #{#E 4 H
Sk L BA R RIS,

# 7 SEMI-GRU F i 5 H Al #: 78 NSL-KDD ¥4 4 b 19 #4325 Pk fik o i
Table 7 Five-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU and other methods on NSL-KDD data set

Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/ % F-Measure/ % Training data set Testing data set
AlertNett31] 78. 50 81. 00 78.50 76. 50 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
DNNE32] 79.10 83.00 68.00 75.76 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
ANNL33] 79.90 - — — KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
CNNL3J 79.48 — 68. 66 — KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
MCNNL35) 81.10 83. 00 81.00 80. 00 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
MCNN-DFSL35] 81. 44 81.00 84. 00 80. 00 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
MDNNL36] 77.55 81.23 77.55 75.43 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Naive Bayes 72.73 76.10 72.70 72.60 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
J48 74,99 79. 60 75.00 71.10 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Random Forest 76.45 82.10 76.40 72.50 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Bagging 74. 83 78. 30 74. 80 71. 60 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Adaboost 66.43 — 66.00 — KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
SEMI-GRU 83. 31 93. 80 73.08 82.15 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+

#* 8 F it T SEMI-GRU 7535 A [A] batch K/MFI GRU J2
ot NSL-KDD #0484 — o0 i Re L 3¢, i 303t 7 5 2
A6 ZX A GRU M %% ,128 F1 512 3 B AP AL K/, IF 4 R
R DRI A G, LREREZI.FR 5 2Em
GRU M4 it K /N 512 [0 128 BIECR B 4, K/
512 L5 26 2 GRU A (3 R R 8L T KL s B A,
s RN GRU BLRIp HE s 2 . A MR F E# L 6 21

GRU # AT 47  H 2 HAR R (8. 16 YO & F 6 )2 GRU #
AR R (3. 80%0) . NIL AT LU Y, 2450 0 Y 56 SR 45 g )
A0 TR 1Y) 58 I S TR RE D A < AR B, (R IRD 5 B 4 G L OE E
B R R R X SR A R R E IR R,
N AR 3R 8 BT A M S o g R b, R 5 )R 1 GRU BRI 1) R
ROHERA FEMEH 6 2 GRU BRI AU A REZ L+
5 21 GRU 2,

# 8 SEMI-GRU J5 KA batch fl GRU JZ4% NSL-KDD %4 4 ) — 53 J ML RE L 8%
Table 8 Two-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU method with different batch and GRU layers on NSL-KDD data set

Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/ % F-Measure/ % False alarm rate/ % Training data set Testing data set
5 J .batchl128 88.13 97.05 81.63 88.67 3.27 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
5 & .batch512 92.18 93.74 92.43 93.08 8. 16 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
6 2 .batch512 90. 89 96. 80 86. 88 91.57 3.80 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+

# 9 % T SEMI-GRU J5 i 5 # 3¢ 75 3 %} NSL-
KDD ¥ g0 — ke th 3. nTRLE L B T 45 i %
(93. 74 %) W& fIX T J48(97. 14 %), 74 A1 & (92. 48 %) Mg
i F AlertNet(96. 90 %) 4b, Bt & J7 ¥k 72 HE#f R Al F {H

) 2 B F B A X b O 3k It SEMI-GRU J5 3 1 25
AR T A X% . SEMI-GRU £ NSL-KDD %t
WHE L W RIXLET 92, 18%,. FMHEKH T
93.08%,
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# 9 SEMI-GRU Jr ik 54 56 Jr ¥ 4 NSL-KDD $odfi £ i) —/» 5 ML fif LL ¢
Table 9 Two-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU and related methods on NSL-KDD data set
Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/% — F-Measure/ % Training data set Testing data set

AlertNett31! 80. 10 69. 20 96. 90 80. 70 KDDTrain KDDTest
DNNL32] 88.39 85. 44 95.95 90. 40 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
ANNL32) 81. 20 — — — KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
BCNNE33] 88. 81 89. 00 89. 00 89.00 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
BCNN-DFSL35] 90. 14 90. 00 90. 00 90. 00 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
BDNNL36) 84.70 79.45 87.00 83.05 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Improved Autoncoder37] 90. 61 86. 83 98.43 92.26 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
CATBoost38] 99.92 79. 24 80. 00 79.71 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Naive Bayes 76.12 92.38 63.27 75.10 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
J48 81.53 97. 14 69.61 81.10 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Random Forest 80. 45 97.05 67.72 79.77 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Bagging 82.63 91.87 76.23 83.32 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
Adaboost 78. 44 95. 28 65.37 77.54 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+
SEMI-GRU 92.18 93.74 92.43 93.08 KDDTrain+ KDDTest+

4.4.2 UNSW-NBI15 44 & 4 %

ACE X SEMI-GRU J7 3% #¢ A [6] #9 4% 2J # (1o) Al
GRU JZ %, 3F%F UNSW-NB15 $di 4 9E 17 + 40 25 PE g 1L %5
ZERINER 10 T3, BRI RERE N 0,002, 885K GRU
BRI By 3,4,5.6 BHFATHRE ., 4R BR, ¥ REE
29 0.002 H GRU M £ )2 8 & Ry 4 B, SEMI-GRU J i 7]
DL B 4 R 808 S T8 30 1 e o A ME AR 2R (73, 70 20D Rl B i 1Y
FAE(68.34%) . Pk, ol DAE 2B 2 Ry 48R )5 f AN TR Y

2 3] BEFEAT YN W 2 2T B3GR 0,01 A1 0. 02, AT LUR 2%
R FH N 0,01 BF AT LIRS T4 2 R MR B T
80.58% . A B RIKF| T 75, 24 % . Jg I A5 %F bb 7 25 9 & i 1L
MR I R AR TE T SEMI-GRU J7 2 YRR . T
FLRRAR TR, X UGB R — N5 10 1A S AT 2 2] L AT
DA 7485 80 B A T A A A5 SR . G > GRU #8019 )2 A5 ik
H AR K 0,02 B, T RLERAS AR IR R 2. 30%,
PR S BT 2 32 i J A A5 A 0 R G 1R T SR A IR A A 0 R

# 10 SEMI-GRU J5 ik AN [R) 2% 2] L AZH00 UNSW-NB15 i 48 19 + 40 28 Pk i LA

Table 10 Ten-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU method with different learning rates and layers on UNSW-NB15 data set
Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/ % F-Measure/ % False alarm rate/ % Training data set Testing data set
3 F.0.002(In) 72.64 69.92 72.66 67.61 4,21 UN-train UN-test
4 Z.,0.002(1r) 73.70 67.84 73.70 68. 34 4.89 UN-train UN-test
5 2.,0.002(1r) 73.57 68.51 73.57 67.42 3.31 UN-train UN-test
6 &.0.002(1r) 70.15 65.75 70.15 64. 24 3.23 UN-train UN-test
4 2,0.02(1r) 79.77 72.81 79.77 74.56 2.30 UN-train UN-test
4 F,0.01() 80.58 76.77 71.92 75.24 3.08 UN-train UN-test

F 11 5 T SEMI-GRU Jy i 5 # 56 J7 % % UNSW-
NBI15 #4509 otk Re th . BR T X5 #1 % 5h , SEMI-GRU
5B AE MR E BURA F A58 bR L R BT
. UiH] SEMI-GRU 7E 817 UNSW-NBI5 %4 4 | i £ 43
S H K I AL LB R s R . ® 12 H T SEMI-
GRU 77 ¥ 548 36 97 ¥ %) UNSW-NBI15 $## 4 — 2035 i v fig
A, T LA B A SO AR IR T 55 v 1 28 AR 242 35 xF
FeJr ik . SEBR b, SEMI-GRU 7E#E 47 2 43 28 5 it &2 A6 i fif
%t Benign 2§ A Y 3 A W AT DL OSE OB RO MRS BGOSR
(99. 54 %) HJE B BIRH AL (57, 6 %) s kAT T K w
Wi K U B 4 Bengin 28 M R B B A B R M H W R
(96.92%), # T W EHE SEMI-GRU 78 UNSW-NB15 %4
B AT A 28 R R RO AR SO A 2SR AL - 4y

RBIRVZE G AT o 8 SR A, I — R 4
S4B % Benign 28 51 1R BIHE 8 32 58 1Y 43 SR B b RN
XF Benign 2 i U 4 [ 3458 8 19 43 2SR Y o, X6 I 7 40 4
., A — R AT EE R m Ty 0 TR ERTNCFE
Tk, SR AR 4L R R T 45 SR 04 1) & v xR R 51 E b
BB 0,2 J Ak 2k X 48 — 4 T i 42 k47 b B, HoAh &R
2] kb 76 2 90 1R K 0(Benign) o I 4 44 H B h 1
(Anomaly) . 454t DU 120 %5 95 #4% BE 47 1 B2 4 L de & 0T L) 52
PRI B9 A B . SEMI-GRU 7E % T 4 45 vh a] LA 3k
5 B B9ORE B R (96, 29%), H A 30 F 3k B ME R OR
(88. 11 %) FTEIZ AT 55 v 5 = 1 o 0 %6 (90, 25 %) 3B &
3R AR TR FAE (88. 13 %) MIE X AT 5 h it & 1Y
FAA (90. 45 %) AR 3E ,

# 11 SEMI-GRU J k& 540565 15 %7 UNSW-NB15 A48 4 1 |43 25 P g L4

Table 11 Ten-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU and related methods on UNSW-NBI15 data set

Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/% — F-Measure/ % Training data set Testing data set
AlertNet™31) 66.00 62. 30 66.00 59. 60 UN-train UN-test
MCNNE#? 69. 46 84. 00 69. 00 74.00 UN-train UN-test
MCNN-DFSL#] 68.52 83.00 69. 00 73.00 UN-train UN-test
MDNN.36J 62.87 76. 00 63.00 64. 00 UN-train UN-test
NaiveBayes 45.22 29.67 38.62 33.56 UN-train UN-test
J48 51.50 28.18 21.48 24.38 UN-train UN-test
Random Forest 68.09 62.51 35.15 44.99 UN-train UN-test
Bagging 51.45 32.85 21.45 25.95 UN-train UN-test
Adaboost 51.50 28.18 21.48 24.38 UN-train UN-test
SEMI-GRU 80.58 76.77 71.92 75.24 UN-train UN-test
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Table 12 Two-category performance comparison of SEMI-GRU and related methods on UNSW-NBI15 data set

Model Accuracy/ % Precision/ % Recall/ % F-Measure/ % Training data set Testing data set
AlertNett3!] 78.40 94. 40 72.50 82.00 U-train U-test
BCNNL33] 90. 25 91.00 90. 00 90. 45 U-train U-test
BCNN-DFS[ 89. 26 89. 00 89. 00 89.00 U-train U-test
BDNNC36] 80. 63 86. 00 81.00 79.00 U-train U-test
NaiveBayes 77.13 83.59 72.74 82.69 U-train U-test
J48 76.95 70.50 99.98 82.69 U-train U-test
Random Forest 80. 94 74.34 99. 84 85.23 U-train U-test
Bagging 76.95 70.50 99.98 82.69 U-train U-test
Adaboost 78.13 71.63 99. 82 83.41 U-train U-test
SEMI-GRU 88.11 96. 29 81.56 88.13 U-train U-test

4.4.3 CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 # # £ & R
5 itig

AR CIC-Bell-DNS-EXF-2021 %5 i 48 4% 3C 4 74 i 4 2
FEAENY peap SCAFIEAT AL B L AN peap SCHF AR H 9 52 SC
PR Bt S I AT 22 A 2SR A MR R B T R, %
GRU W2 ER BN 3 2 WIhR 2% 2 R E 0. 001, HE R /MK
E oM 256, 7] LIS F] SEMI-GRU 77 % %f CIC-Bell_DNS-EXF-
2021 B A % SO el 2 4y 2 U PR RE L 3R 13 A,

# 13 SEMI-GRU J7#: %} CIC-Bell_DNS-EXF-2021 #4542
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Table 13 Light file attack multi-category recognition performance of

SEMI-GRU method on CIC-Bell_DNS-EXF-2021 dataset

B3 WHaE/ v BEER/% Fla#/%  LHE
Benign 99.91 99.97 99. 94 3519
Light_exe 99. 14 98.42 98.78 1645
Light_compressed 98. 60 99. 40 99. 00 2330
Light_video 97. 36 98. 86 98.11 1231
Light_text 97.43 95.23 96. 32 797
Light_audio 99. 39 99. 54 99. 47 1976
Light_image 100. 00 91. 39 95. 50 151
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Table 14 Light file attack two-category recognition performance of

SEMI-GRU method on CIC-Bell DNS-EXF-2021 dataset

%A W E/ % ABEE/ % Fl 2 #/% X E
Benign 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 3519
Attack 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 8130
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Table 15 Ten-category confusion matrix of SEMI-GRU method on UNSW-NB15 data set
Predicted
Benign Generic Exploits Fuzzers DoS Reconnaissance  Analysis  Backdoor Shellcode ~ Worms
Benign 35860 1 892 2 0 75 170 0 0 0
Generic 238 18165 461 0 0 7 0 0 0 0
Exploits 1306 6 9749 0 0 71 0 0 0 0
Fuzzers 4592 17 1419 5 0 29 0 0 0 0
Actual DoS 409 23 3634 0 0 23 0 0 0 0
Reconnaissance 171 7 750 0 0 2568 0 0 0 0
Analysis 7 0 670 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Backdoor 36 0 546 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Shellcode 253 0 64 0 0 61 0 0 0 0
Worms 7 0 36 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
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