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IDS 77 5 — MCX 9 2R ABIRAEDIRE & 7 D

sHA WMALY MR A RAIEA? EE B2 dke 2 &4 8wl

BME: XY MV RRET 7 ANPSFELIFED DL L TRAME S ZF L (Intrusion Detection
System: IDS) 23% 5. IDS XY AT LAY NV =2 2BEHT L2 LT, RET 7 ADIMEERKRAIL,
EHEIENT BV AT LTHS. IDS 3% < DFMRA (false positive) ZE LM RREDT 7 — &2 ¥
5ZEDHIONTEY, ZOHPSERIITONARET 72 A2 /AOFHL, MELHELRITINIERS
B, TDo, IDS ZFAHT 2 ICIEEEAEMAGIEREI NS, UL, £<DkFa ) T H4E
BEFaV T4y Ty MIET 2 HRRAHEE L TORVEWS Bk H 5. IDS DHT LT 7 —
;&2 HIE 9 5 FED—DIZ Spathoulas 5D 7 7 — b O HBEBHEIZE T 2/ HEAWVEZFELD L. e
TldAy b7 — 2R IDS(NIDS) 2042, 77— FORHBE LTI 722 v 72 HWEZT Z— HOHl
BWFEEZREL, IDS ORAZENTLIZIL2HNE 5. REFETCRMAFELIVEEVHEETDT
Z— ~ OHIEIZ I L 7.

¥—7—KR:IDS, 77—, iR, DBSCAN, xv h7—2%FaV 5o

Proposal and Evaluation of False Positives Reduction Methods for IDS
Alerts

NAOTO YOSHIMURAL'® MASATO IKEGAMIZ TOMOHISA HASEGAWA? TAKAFUMI ~ HARADA2
HirosHI KITANIZ MASAKATU MORIi!-P)

Abstract: Intrusion Detection System (IDS) is one of the means to protect the network from unauthorized
access. IDS detects signs of unauthorized access and notifies administrators by monitoring systems and net-
works. IDS is known to produce a large number of alerts including many false positives, and it is necessary
to find out the unauthorized access actually happened and respond to it. Therefore, abounding knowledge
is required to use IDS. However, many security personnel do not have sufficient knowledge about security
incidents. Spathoulas and Katsikas proposed the method to reduce the alerts generated by IDS uses the
features of the frequency of the alerts. In this paper, we propose alert reduction methods using the features
of alerts and clustering for Network IDS to support the use of IDS. Proposed methods succeeded in reducing
alerts with higher accuracy than the existing method.
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H5. IDS 13% < DFEMAI (false positive) % &L IF K&
DT I—FEFETEZIEVHONTEY, ZTOHHSHE
WZHONIRET 72X 2 /EOITHL, WEEZHECRITNH
W o\w»., 20720, IDS ZFHAT2ICERry hT—2
REFaVTFaA YTy MIET 2 EEREMARE
kInad., LrL, Z2<0tFaV 7 HYEF X045
ﬁ%ﬁbfmavtmoﬁﬁﬁﬁé.

OB E RIS 57212, IDS DFET 57 7 — b D
PoEBEOBBIZE ERINLT 77— bOAEHTIL,
ERZBEITN LU TERS NZERET 7 — 2 HIkRT 2
FEREZINT WS, Spathoulas, Katsikas (2010) &
7 7 — b OB IZ B S KR O 72 BRI PR T
ZIRELTW3 [1]. Spathoulas 5% DARPA 1999 7 — X
v b & IDS O—FETH 5 Snort & W72 EEROKER, 4
BINTZT T— 05 T5%DEMAT 7 — N ZHIHL 7=.
ZDFETITE—DT 7 — MR DEREZIT TR, EE
DT Z7—hhroRondERE, BRRMOHEHNTH
5. LnL, FHoONIDOFEOEES X CiRMEndl ki
BEDRHM %247 - 72453, EEOWBIZ L D ERINZT 77—
FORKLEADZSULED T2, HIBRTE 33T
T—MEDPINS KRB D bhroT-. —KIZIDS OF|H
ZHWTIE, HEBEERRNZHFALTTHHEDORRL
ERLTIENRkOONE. TDD, KETI— DR
U DBDIRNGAMETOBRMBAEIFROMERENEE L 5. £
Z CARTIX Spathoulas 5 DFIEIZINZ, 77 AZ) VT
ERWIZ7 4 VR EBMT 28T, BEFELVSEN
METODT 7 — MIRFEZRET 5. ISCXIDS2012[2],
CICIDS2017[3] ® 2 DD F— & v b % FI\ 72 FFAI D fi
B, WET 77— ORBUPDLROFMETHEFELDD
% < OEMHT 7 — b DHIFIT BN U 7=,

2. EARHY AT L (Intrusion Detection
System: IDS)

ZAMII Y 2 5 2 (Intrusion Detection System: I1DS)
EIFVATLXAY VT =0 2ERTEHI LT, RET Y
L ADRMEEZRAIL, BHEIENT LSV ATLTHS.
IDS IFEMA SRR ARIZ L > TREE NG, T
FRRIZED 2y FT—2HIDS (NIDS) &F X MLIDS
(HIDS) (@I N5, NIDS iFxy M7 —72 LOiEE%:
BEARL, BbULWEEVNHNIXEEE IEMT 5. 207
DEMET DI AR DEAUTE L TS, HIDS F&HA b
(=T IF714T7 V) OARY MNEESL, EHTRN
ANV M EERT S EEHEEITEAYT 5. HIDS & NIDS
IZHAGERAIEIMENZ EDBH SN T WD
FrBAARICLD Y2 F ¥ (LEMHE) &7
< VL (RERLE) IoEIhE. Y2 F YLD IDS
%, HorUOARIN TV ARELV—IVEZRAL, V—

06/18-09:41:18.415580 [**] [1:518:14] "PROTOCOL-TFTP Put" [**] [Classification:
S VURF ¥ DAR
Potentially Bad Traffic] [Priority: 2] {UDP} 192.168.5.122:40900 -> 131.202.243.90:69
FETIPT LR - ¥FERIPTFLZR -
- &S R— &S

1 Snort ®7 77—}
Fig. 1 alert of Snort

Ve —HUBEEZBRENUEMEE ICBRITS. VI xFy
B IDS (EBERI OB DA BN T WA XE, L—ILD
EHBRINTVRVWRIOEEZ BRI TERW., T/ <V
DIDS FIEHELIREZTEHZLTEE, TOEHEI NS
REZ BRI UEHEIENT S, 7/ VMO IDS kv
FF v BT LRI S WD, REIOKREERAITE 3
AREMED B 5.

AFETIEY 73 F v 8D NIDS 255 & Uz Tk 2%
T5. — iy 73 F ¥ O NIDS BWEKT ST 77— b
RIRA, Y72 F ¥y DNE, FELIP 7T RLVA - R—F
FE, REREIP T FLA  R— b HEREDOEHREED.
X 12 NIDS O —FfET&H 5 Snort D7 7 — b EHlE LT
R

3. BEMRE

IDS DFEMAEIRTFIRIZET 2HHEIFE<fThNTW5

Hubbslli & Suryanarayanan (2014) 1% 2" % F ¥ % NIDS

DEBHBIRTFEIC OV THEL, %27 [4]. Hubbslli

HIZ &k B L, BMRAIBIRFIEIIRESTD 9 DI

ns.

Signature Enhancement: & X DOMKRAEE® * v b
7 — 7GR Y OBREN#RE VI 2 F v OV —L
A BZETY AT v DREZM LEE5.

Stateful Signature: R®D IDS IFHE—DxY FvT—72
NIy Ny T2xF v T —RR—ALWWE URAZAT
DM, EED/NT Y MZh7 B EOMENZ LT 5.
T THEDOREBEZAERFTEZ L THEHED T Y MC
U TR Z ATREIC S 5.

Vulnerability Signature: —fiZ IDS O ¥ 27 % F ¥ &
ANV Ty FUTRERRAPHONE N, Z
NoZBOEDL LD BHELHA TS, ThoDK
BEMHT 27201, BRONZWEEEICHLTHE R
IPREEMIT IV I xF v rT14 v %H
WTELY 5.

Alarm Mining: IDS D4RKT 57 57— MIEENS IP
7 RVZ, R—=1+&FS, 70 barinlomsr sl
BHAITHET 77— e ZEITRVEDEEHRNITDT
F— M MHEEEROITHRT. TOEODOFEELT, 75
ARV VT, M, —a—F)Fv b7 =2, HEHER
R—v= A=V TR EVPHNONS.

Alarm Correlation: IDS ®7 7 — b 23R DIERIK, *
IMHED LD BRIEN TN P2 W 2I12IER
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ToRGENRE N, TOOHBEOHET T — F2HE
MUTHEYF Y X2 LT 5.

Alarm Verification: MRFAEA =X LZHNT, f7hh
T EDRIN U=y, R R BMEN R -7y
N2y N7 = NHEERIEU 0 E2RGES 5.

Flow Analysis: IDS ZE O VERHRTHT 7 — h
BT B0, @EROT 77— REROT 7 —
~DENESHTT S,

Alarm Prioritization: %7 7 — MZEBERIE % 5 2
5. BEREMEZ5ZDDI1Z, 2y b7 =27 bR YR,
IDS DJEME, IDS DILER EHBHVLN5.

Hybrid Methods: EEEDAx vy v 7 —27Tl, $RTD
FEPIEIZEDEIZR S WD, 74V R) VT F
BT =~ v Vv ITFEEMAGDEFEE A
W3,

Alarm Mining IZf8 9 5 F#E & LT, Liang 5 (2015) ®

K-Means, Fuzzy C-Means (FCM) % W72 F3ED3% 5 [5].

Liang 51327 52X ) Y 2L D BERIMTH LT 53— b A

BENDITIARE, EILHBIZLET I— M EEND Y

TAREDHEST B & &AM, Liang 5% DARPA 2000

LLDOS1.0 % W= EER %217 > 72, SR IXEARA D

%% T ER, WET7 77— POR#UKERT F-ER,

HIBR T E D > 23N DE &% RT M-E-R D 3 DTH

%. K-Means Tl ER #* 64.90%, F-E-R 2%6.77%, M-E-

R 2¥35.11%& 79, FCM Tl ER »¥ 80.77%, F-E-R ¥

16.58%, M-E-R 72319.23% &7 57-. F7z, HlFS (2018)

& DBSCAN % H\WT, #hliZe UEERENIZ X 5 IDS D4

BAHNEIBRFIEEZIRE L2 [6]. &l S ITXEPEROKRETF

EOMABLENSLY, EEORBIZLVELLT 7—

MDY TR F ¥ BIFERIIERAITH ST 77— b 2 ITRR

HIEAZERT EER, —RNR IDS h S ERINET T —

MIZBOTMEH L DOKRET 7 — ML ORI NS

ZeMH, T I MINUTEERMEZITS Z L THET

F—bDOAEHHUL, BRAZHIRT 2 FELZREL 2.

HFSIZZOFHEITL D EBRIZ Ay bT =2 2EHRLTH

5NT2T 7 — N OHIBRZIT, EHEK 100%, #HEF 14%,

F i 24% % 52 U 7=.

4. FRRIAT S — b DHIER

ARETIE, 4.1 §iT Spathoulas 5D 7 7 — b O HBIBHE
AW HIBRFIEIZDOWTIER, 4.2, 4.3 fi Tl Spathoulas
SDTAINVRIZTTARY VI EHAWET7 4 VX EBIML
72 2 DDHIRFEEZ TNTNRET 5.

4.1 77— MOBBRBE%EAWEHIRE

Spathoulas 512X D IREINZT 7 — MO HEHHE %
AWZHIBRFEICOWTHAT 5. ZOHIBRFIEXT 1
RERHWTT 7 — hOHIRZITS. 740 XI1E3 DDy

F—=2 YV P THRINTED, ZThEhoavyFR—3x v b
X7 7 — MOREP S/ SN, EEOKE L [EHEE
ZHITE7 77— MOMBBEEICET 2REEMHEL T
5. ThEhD IV R—32 2 N THAINDRHE LTI
RY.

NRA (Neighboring Related Alerts) : FEED k%
W&, BEL/EELIP T NV AIZHELME 2RO
LFELEODOT I— MEVERINS.

HAF (High Alert Frequency) : FERROKEIZLD,
H—DY T2 F X IZLDERINAZT T — NHRE R
DEEEL B.

UFP (Usual False Positives) : FEBAIZY 72 F +
NEMA 2 SR ZITHETHINTE 5.

TNETNDOAVKR—F3 Y N TRET 77— b DBRET 7 —

M TH B RE 2 R TAMMEE BT 5. &7 T — MK

BTHhrhOHER, ThEThoa v R—3x v N THEHZ

N7 FEAME O B K Af, BME, FEAED 3 DD S B nITh

MEREU-BMEth 2B Z TS, BE%2EX %

Not27 7 — MIDWTIHHIRT 5.

4.1.1-4.1.3 TIEFK A v R—2 ¥ MIBT 2 FHEED G

FHEIZDOWTHRAR S,

4.1.1 NRA OBEWHE

NRA OFEAMMEITFEBEOBBIZ L D, RE0/KEL IP

T RVAHLUEZRE V0L FLEFDDOT 7 — MEEVERK

TNBHEVWHSRHEFIHLCEH I NG, FliEz B

BB, 2DDNT A=K tg, | ZEHTD. to LR

577 b EBABBIZHATEXA LT FUDY

A ZX%RL, LAY NUET 7= MZE 0D S 1 DEK

ETHRD XN D FMAEIZ LW T ZBICHW 5 FEEZ £ T,

&7 T a (i) KR LROEEEEETT T — b a (j)

D nray AT Y bT 5. 772U, {sip,dip} 1FiE(F0 [P

7 KU Asip ERELIP 7 R A dip DflERT.

Lt —ti] <to

Zeft 2. {sip;, dip;} N {sip;,dip;} # 0

INEVEHLUAZBMEI ZHVT, 77— ha (i) THT 3

D3 YR—3 > b OFHHE bNRA 1%

min(nra;, [
i _ min(or) "

THRINS. ULHL, Spathoulas 512 & 5 & Z Dl %

IP A 4 —THERR— N ZAF ¥ Vv E2#HITERP o7,

% D7-& Spathoulas 51X 2N S DBEEZFATE B LD

PP DN RATP R R L, T Ol DYRA XD Bk E

WiE pNRASYeP £ = 3 Y K — 2 v b OFEifE & U7z,

NRA; = max (b} R4, piHAsveer) (2)

pYRAsweep 13 pNRA |2 B3 2 7TV b E BT T — kD&
2EUTFDEME2 DL SIZEE L= HETHET 5.
M2 K2 1R 24 D5 b 0T R,
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o Z:fF 2'.1. sip; = sip; and sub(dip;) = (dlp])
o A 2.2, sip; = dip,; and sub(dip;) = sub(sip;)
o Z:fF27.3. dip; = sip; and sub(sip;) = (dlp])

o A 2.4, dip, = dip; and sub(sip;) = sub(81p])
7272L, sub(ip) X IP 7 RV ALRHKET A2 712y hD
2V hNT—=OT RLAERT.

4.1.2 HAF OBEHE

HAF OFHMifE %, FEROKEIZELET 7 — &, FA—0D
VIXFXIK o THERINGZT T — MIBWTRERD
MHEECDEVOIRBERMHALUTCHELEING., Y2 F v
WKET2T7 - MOHBEBENKBIZEST 7 — MTIHE
HWOMEIZ L DEMRATT 7 — MTHAKRE 05 Z LIk
DWTHHIEZEHE T 5. FHMliEEZEHTSI2H0, A
TA—ZmEEHETD. mITRKOEZBEZ 02 1 DFE
Bl TRD I ND FUAMEIZE T DERIZHVSRIEZ KT

#7 7 — MZBWTHR/NEHZAE mtd; 2379 5. mtd;
BET7I—he, EOTI—beHBEBOT IR F YLD
BRI NZT T — b TR RERNRERS NS WEDED
RfflZE e €& T 5. HBD Y 732 F ik D ERINEZT
T IPEFEHELRVE S mtd; =00 35, mtd; 2
WTY T2 F v IZT 27 7 — hOHBBHEIZIRD & S (12

Hlighs.
1

ﬂ:1+mmi (3)
YIAF v TEITHBUBHEDOFIMHEEFIR L, sfagq & U,
P W B HEE nf, ZLATF D& S 12k 5.
fi

sfagiq,

nfz- =

(4)

BB, mZHWTIOHER 0-1 OEIZE#BLT, 20
IVEKR—3 v N OFHEEIIATD L 51272 5.

min(nf;, m)

HAF; = (5)

m

4.1.3 UFP O&H%

UFP OFHifE L, SRMENEY 7 2 F v W33 %2 5] EiL
ZIHETHITE L WO R E AL TEHEINS.
P A HHT BIH20, NTA—ZnE2EHETD. n
RO 7-BHEE 0 95 1 OEUETHRD X 12 A 12 4
BT BBV D RIEE R T, FHEEOREIZIX, KED
W Z AT 5. Koz WT, 75— h
2RI UE Y T2 F Y IZEDERINZT I— M 23E %
NoEEEFEL, A ed5. FHC, EBRIOHE R
ST —RE-ERMILIZKE D, KYshiT—2Z
RV TXFYIZEDERINEZT T - b REETNEEE
EREL, fo 2795 BB, n2AVTIOI VKR
2V D OFHEMEIZLA T D & 51272 5.

min(%,n)

UFP, = — =4 6
. (6)

NRA,HAF,UFP
S

DBSCANIC & %7
ZRA2Y T

a%mw@——‘llill’

2 DBSCAN #% H\ 7z HilbRik
Fig. 2 Reducing method using DBSCAN

4.2 DBSCAN % B\ 7-HIRE

AHi Tl 4.1 i Tk X 7= Spathoulas 5 D FIEIZ T 1 L
REBINTEZETRELREZNILS ULZGATORER
EEARRIZTEFELZRETS. HiziZBMTs7 14L&
121X DBSCAN % HH\», Spathoulas 5D 7 1 )L X TIRE L
HEINZ 727 77— MIHLUTHEIGT S Z 2T, I8
TI—rORKUEHNET 5. ZDT7 1V XIE, —HkiR
IDSDT Z—MIBWVT, %W@&ﬁkié77—b@ﬂ

FIMENZ EEFAEL, SANEEZRATSEZ T, HE
T—heHit TSI ZHNELTWS., TDd h%m
HxMHITEL 2 I ALKY 77V TY XL DBSCAN %
W%, DBSCAN 3B E%2HLIZLTIIARY VI %
TV, 77 ARERERT 5EEOBME & 70 5 KPR L B/
DRBAEREST ZH LT, 77 ARIHEI N VINE
ERHTAZENTES.

DBSCAN %3 % 0K Y LT [¥ 2 % F v ID,
EETLIP 7 RUVA, #ETLR—- MRS, #ELIP TRV
A, EEERKR-FHES) 2EHVWS. 272U, IP 7 KLV RIZ
BILUTIE Ry MIE 10 P S, 10 ERADEHZ S,
Z DFILTIE, Spathoulas 5D 7 4 VX TRELHEI N
726 DB £ O Spathoulas 5D 7 4 VX T L HE XN
7o 7zHih S5 DBSCAN THMNE L L THRAITNZH D
FRBLHEL, ZOMDT 77— 2HIRTS. ZOFiL
THOWHEO 70 —% X 2 1ZmRT.

4.3 K-Means & DBSCAN % AW HIRE

4.2 Hi Tk R 7z DBSCAN % F\\ 72 BRMUAIHIBRTE 1%, 4.1
HiCRAR7ZBEFOFIRICHEAR, HET 7 — bORKLURN
BWEEIZ, LVBEOBVEMRAEIREEEZ R L. L
U, DBSCANIZ &322 57 2%) v 7 TlX, ANEIZS
FINBROBED, ANEIICSFI N LA A SN,
O BELHEENEE L WEER. FTIT, 418T
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FHALZ 7 1 VRIZKDHERRE, BOT 1 VEZTOY|
ERFIZERTHI L THRE2M LXE 5 HikEREL .
Z DOHIRETIEEBOBRIZ LD ELET I— N, ¥
2F ¥R, IPT RUVA, K= "EBSIZHELUERH B E X
7z. HIRFE TS MEORNZ KT,
ATy 7T 1. TRTDT 77— b ZHHRIZ K-Means 12 &5
TIARY) T
ATv 7 2. TI— NOWBMEE % W=7 2 V& (4.1 fi)
AT w7 3. K-Means THEOLN/ZEK T T ARIZEWTA
Ty T2 TCHELHESINEZT T —FDEE AR %
R
A5 w7 4. DBSCAN D27 5 AR v 7HEHR & K-Means
THEONEEKE T T AZD AR 2 AW HE
TNTETNDRAT Y T TS MAUZ DN THIHT 5.
431 RARFv71
ZDATY TTI, EBOKBIZIVELZT 77— M
VIOxF v, IPT7T RVA, K= ESIZHELELD S &%
Z, WY S—FDENT T AREDRNT T AR %R
T35, 75 AX) 77T XLIZIE K-Means, Fi&E
X7 7= 0RO [ 72 F ¥ ID, #EFILIP 7 KL A,
RETLR—NEE, BEXRIP 7 NLVA, BEXR-IF
5] & Wz, K-Means D7 VTV XL %L FIZRT.
MHEE LT ks S 2AxhLEAET 5.
ErE b OV RS IENT T AXANEDIRS.
B ITAZDHLERD S,
I AZBDDEANIRLRBET (2) & (3) &
IR,
432 RTv7T2
ZDOAT Y I Tk, 4.1 Hi TR A7z Spathoulas 5D 7
T— b MOHBBEEEZHAWEZT A VRIZEET 77— NDOKE
HEZITD. ZOAT Y S CTiHMiiEIPFEEEZBEA =T 7 —
MIDWTIHKETH S LHET S, MEZEBA L7
77— MIDWTIEIRD AT v T2,
433 R7v73
CDATFYTTIEATY 1 TRONEZIIART
2, ATy T2 THBEBEHEINZT I EENDE]
HGARZBEHTA. AREIKITARIZEENET F7—h
PHRBIZLDT 77— N ThHLARENZRTIEIEE RS, Z
DAT v 7T, AR OMEPIEEGIZKE KRB H/NE 7R
507 ARDELENDE Z LN E RS,
434 RATv7T4
CDATYTTI, ATy 7T 2THREBLHEINGD >
727 7= MW UTDBSCAN IZ LB T ARY v I %kiT
W, ZORRL ATy 73 TRDEZ AR ZHVWT, KET
HEDPOHEEITD.

,_ | AR
] AR-1

~— — — —

1
2
3
4

o~ o~ o~ —

(2 5 A& =5l

(Z DAth) ™

NRA,HAF,UFP
FHE L
K-Means|Z & %
IR T

YES
AVG (NRA,HAF,UFP) WEHFE
>th
NO

7 7RI & DBEY]
ET 7 — bEIBARKEE

DBSCANIC & %

9ZAR) Y
WEEHE
FRRANHE
WEHE
EARAHIE

3 K-Means & DBSCAN % fH\\ 7z HilbRi%
Fig. 3 Reduction method using K-Means and DBSCAN

g (b>0)
AL (F DAth)

ATw T2 TCTHREBLHEINLZT I— e ATy 74T
WEELHESINZT 77— M ERWZT 7 — N 23R RA & f
ELTHIBRY 5.

5. M

BEFF1ETH B Spathoulas 512 &5 7 77— b DOHBSHE
ZAWHIRFE L, AFHTHRET 5 DBSCAN 2 HW-F
B L ' K-Means ¥ DBSCAN % W /= FIEIZ DWW TS
BIUFHiA T 7. F— &% v MZIE ISCXIDS2012[2],
CICIDS2017[3] ® 2 D% FIfAL 7. WiF—XEv bxtH
IZpcap 77 AN, TR ETB—T—REEALTVS.
IDS 12 &% 75— bk NIDS O—FiTdH % Snort[7] % F\
T, 7— Xty "D pcap 77 IV oEFINZH D%
Wz, EF7-HBBEEL2HVZHIRECBVWTBER, K
BOZWVHBOT I — MEIMT—X &2y MZBWTHED
THoNTVWRWERIFIHDOT — X ZH\W=. Snort IZ& -
THEBINZT 77— FORNRER 1 ITRT.

spathoulas & 1% NRA, HAF, UFP DHWA/XF A —X
BIOHEICHWSEME th iz, KBTS —bDORELZ
INELKULDD KDL DA ZHIRT 55 D% FENLUE
ELTWED, SEIFRELVAEZFELE OO th 12
BLTIZ02S 1 DETEEIE S F 7 2 H#iHEL 72

%ﬁ:{

5.1 FHEIEE
T W BB DO W TS 5. R 21IZBWVWT TP
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K1 T—Xvy bOHR
Table 1 Datasets

ERCN g AR
ISCXIDS2012 229113 9865 219248
CICIDS2017 435296 162341 272955

x 2 AR

Table 2 Evaluation index

W |V
W R

W TP FN

AR FP TN

® 3 HHEULLIT LD FPR(%)
Table 3 FPR(%) for each missing rate

R¥L%  BFFE% (1] DBSCAN K-Means + DBSCAN

1% 77.2 70.2 61.5

2% 70.5 38.9(Ak LK 1.3%)  25.5(5ik L& 1.35%)
ISCXIDS2012

5% 58.6 - -

10% 45.2 - R

1% 99.2 98.0 99.7

2% 98.0 92.6 83.5
CICIDS2017

5% 94.6 73.9 73.6

10% 75.4 62.1(RAE L% 7.4%)  62.5(ZHLE 7.3%)

ITEBOWE A IEL K W & H5E, FN IZEBEOKERE S M
A HE (REL), FP X328 e HE, TN I
A ELUSERMEHELZZ e 2ET. SEEINh
S5EAWVWT, RkLEE, FPRZEHTS. Rk LRIIHE
BUTIZBEBIZ K > THEU T T — b &R & U 7= &
&, FPRIZELHE L7 5 — hDOHIZE £ 5 3%
77— bhDEIEERT. ZTDDOINSDMEIZNIWIED
PRWMEE 5.

FN
kL —
RAL TP+ FN
FP
FPR_}U1+TN

5.2 f&R

3 DODFMA T 7 — MHIBREEZFEEL, FonRikL
# (%) & FPR(%) OfEREZRT.

B 4, B 5 (IZIEETROMR 2R L, TR D7
MiREXG6, MT7ITRYT. /2, KICBVWTRELEZ
1, 2, 5, 10%& L7=& ED FPR(%) 257

5.3 EXR

%3, M6, M7h5EBORELREEHRL -GS, B
FREEHBRUTRETIETRIVNSIWEFPR 25 2
EWamNB. DD, I0EOEBAEHIRTETWS

1007 — DBSCAN

90 1 —— K-Means+DBSCAN

80

701

FPR(%)

60

50 1

40 A

301

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
R LE(%)

4 ISCXIDS2012 F— &t v MIBI) BIETFIED K
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