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Identifying TLS Communication Using Randomness

Atsusat KANDAL2:2):P)  Masakt HASHIMOTO!

Abstract: The use of encryption in the Internet communication is rapidly spreading. While this trend will
improve user’s security, it’ll make us difficult to distinguish between benign and malicious communication due
to lack of information obtained from the communication itself. TLS Fingerprinting is one of the solutions. It
uses surface information, like headers and handshake parameters, to identify Server/Client. However, attacks
that try to evade such detections by randomizing parameters or modifying handshakes have already been
observed. Our goal is to identify encrypted communication in a more robust manner against these kinds
of evasions. We focused on the randomness of encrypted communication, and we propose a method that
identifies encryption algorithm and/or encryption library by using statistical features of random number.
Our experiment shows that by using only the encrypted application data from TLS communication, we can
identify encryption algorithm (without considering the key length) with accuracy of 89.6%.
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BEEXaUT7sV)a—2arhMEILRLCED

2y VY= ETHBEIT 22X 2V T4 7747
ADERDERER BRI B R R 2BV H 5. HlZIF,
WAF (Web Applicaion Firewall) 1&V = 7385 DZEHIMA
IS U TR 8 E 20w, FREEs 225, HTTPS ALY
raryyryVERZIENTERLILD, URL®PaY
TYVHNEICY v F T2 T 4 VRPN L 75 2 ATRENE
BB, FAXALIR=ZADT 4 V&) 7% DoT % DoH
EHERALEBEIIEIZVONEER2 Z e 3 TERLR
D, RXA VAR TYDONERIGL T 4 VR Y ¥ IH
TERLIRS.

MG e LT, SSL/TLS #EEX—E/KIHL, Tax>F
222 TEFaVUT 42T AV a—varddHih,
EEt - EBENED DI Y RT—BREY ) KR
BIZEMT 2 a X MEIRRAEARD 2. £z, 7—X
EEETATANEDZb - oN RV EEX
TV THRICHNZ AR S H D, TI4 Y —DBEH
LYRGIMEETH I BFELLRV. =Y FRAL Vb
IHABITEF 2V 7 4 OREZ FHLF % EDR (Endpoint
Detection and Response) G THE{LE N2 FTDERE
EHT2Z 23K D 1 DoTHS. LrL, 2TOHKES
KES5WolzyVa—ar2REETI2OERELL, FiC
IoT(Internet of Things) IS5 & 5 t¥IRIZ— MMy
KavBa—74 ¥ 70 Y — 20D 5 OMEEZRE
N7 6 X 22/,

EMEELREEEOHIDODELED
WENES(LEND L, AIGHEENS -, WEREK
ETHELNZIERSBIRT 2. FIR, BYEEBRUEST
25 BBELRREBIBOTE, BEEZE-E 2 EEY
MIETERVWZ epE L, FUERE TR H/RE
NSRS Z HIW 5 2 DB D 25, BHEDOL—F DIEH
(B Z2BEIEEEIND X512k 2, W EHR
EXh, BHEEE L RIEEEOHRD & b —EREc 5.
SSL/TLS i@FICBWVTEH, Ny XAV R¥ =4 7D
HRELSRENCHEOLNZERIDD, £ 0o 70F
W oI —N/2 5472 OEREHE T 2L LT
TLS 74 Y H =TV T4 v IHH 5 4], [5], [6]. TLS
TAYH=TVT 4V T@q ANy XN R =4 7 DIF
WMEMAZREOTE2 74 v H =TV Y MERE L TT—
RR—RWZEHEL, TDT—ERX—A%SRT 5 Z & Thii
RKEWET 2D THS. ZhsiEr—eA@E» 22—
FERBHTIHBCHELONZZEIHZL, YLV T
BEOFHIMNMHEONDEZbHB. EFRIC Althouse H 1%
JA3/JA3S 22727 4 =7V ¥ MEBERHWT
N = 7EEPHATEE LTV [6].

LoL, BAITOTLS 7 4 ¥ H—FV > T 4 ¥ 7 &BEHEY
Va—a IZiEHT 2BoFEIIRENREHRE - T

WA, BENBERGTHD L VWIETHS. Akamai
fhiz X AUX 2018 4 9 AED S HIEEED 72 912 TLS D%
TR=RAAY T =Y ark Ty RLTT 3EEIEHX
AR, 2018 4F 10 A D 5 2019 4F 2 H DRI 20% b 8
MUZZE WS (7). F7MAIERED 7212 SSL # K& LT
FALTWE<LY 2 7 dREICRE SN TWE. BiRiRE
il LT, BADCALL[8] %, TLS D> K>z A 7 %L
TV ko IcREr i COlEEED R THES{LT—4 %
Rhe T EEHET5.
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KIH2HDTH 5. BZDMANEAMIIEX TLS 7 4 >4 —
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Ry b A XRBERERZED T 7 4 v 7R E R
BICTAEMR DD 20, KfERIEZEH 6 ORBICK S
HDTIERL, ZNOEMEMTT 2D L THEMNT
5. F72, BEBILINT—XRERSID, TIANT—{R
HEOBREDP LT -2 2EE LT 2 Z L ZEHNE LRV,
AFNCBVTEZOHE L LT, EFEZEBRETHZL
fibh, WEEDHMHS 2 DZ W SSL/TLS IZOWT, B
BbENET TV —v a v F— R o R et L,
TLS D= a YRGB R A — b DA% 1T - 72 45HR 1D
WTHRET 5.
REFLEOEMEZ LI TITRT.
o TLS OIFE5 A4 — MEFELZ, FHIT Frequency (Monobit)
Test ¥ Runs Test OFENERTH 2 Z LR L=
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FETHIUT100%, BB 7 LY XLMEETHIUR
89.6% F THEEM L).
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2. HIXHEE

2.1 EESHfe a8

LS N7 7 — ZFFMINTIIE =Fr o R b Z12
BB LR ARV EHETH 5. ARBIFETIZELR
HROMEZ TELEME (Randomness)] &M 22t d
5. SEMEofle LTid, FEHBME (EE L WHEETH
Bg a8 SPERANE (Ho B S@EDME L M LT
BOEAER L WIEE) REpZETFohs. GRS

AR OMAEREE 2 1 DOBETH D, AMED B 7 — &
BT 2B L VRS L S A 5. BE, B

FRUEIC B 3 2 WS REBE C & 2 K E o E N AT HE AR I 55 A
(NIST: National Institute of Standards and Technology)
Tl DES 2 2 #1722 S AES 205 LS5 o
PERERHii i #2378 > NIST SP800-22 TER XN TV B HE
FEERWE 9.

2.2 ABRTE

BLBORGE &, ARSI N2 T — X O & ELECE
AR DERE « REMMEHET 2 2 ThHS. REMRELK
BUE DFE L LT NIST SP800-22[10] %° Dieharder|[11],
TestU01[12] R EAEITFHN 5. Th o OBETEERD
ETIIRE & A DR TREINCEBIEZ HE T 2.

2.3 NIST SP800-22

NIST SP (Special Publication) &, NIST 23/~BHL TW
ZNETHS. ZOHTH SPR0 >V —REtF 2V 74
WS % SCE T SP800-22 I3 BOMETFEEZREL TH
D, MEFEERELZY —LHFRFFICABLTVS.

NIST SP800-22 Tidt v M2 iR L LTRHT 15 &
HOMETHIMEFEEZER L TS, SHETIXHEANY
BOEBMERE Lz BIZZDE v MIBEK I N B HER
ThdplazEHL, AEAKME 1% % Lo 75HE1E
BEDD 2 HMs 5. 2720, MrxomENEEHLTY
SEBOMEIZRS 720, HROWEZHAEDE, 1B
73D 1000 LA _F DA U CRUE %2 0 L TR A
Brd o 2 2MEL TN,

MO E L, DI, AW TREME LTHRALE T
DDOBEF ROV THED AHRAT 3.
2.3.1 Frequency (Monobit) Test

Frequency (Monobit) Test [¥XRE v MlicBIF3 0 &
1 O MBSEE 2 eI B E 2 FHME 3 5.
2.3.2 Frequency Test within a Block

Frequency Test within a Block XX RE v % E X
MEYFZTEDONEHOTOY ZIZHEL, 70y 70
1 o HBSEEE % Je S LA 2 A5 5
2.3.3 Runs Test

Runs Test &R Y v MO (6 CEDNEKE L TD

BB oTT2E D) O E TICEEEZ MM 2. BX
k oy E, UMD kEERE L TWT, 5D % DRtk
Rz 2% L 2IREEE4ET. 723, NIST SP800-22 12 THI
EEXNTWS Runs Test TlX, HFANCHEEME 21TV,
ERUE &2 B L7581 D AENUE 2 Eifi s 5.
2.3.4 Test for the Longest Run of Ones in a Block

Test for the Longest Run of Ones in a Block {IX{5RE v
MIZEXEMEYy b NEOTmy Zi2nEIL, &
70y 7B 5EORRME (REH) ZITICilBMEZ T
fiis 2.
2.3.5 Serial Test

Serial Test IFXfRE v FFIZDOWT, £2TDOm E v b
P& — > D B & el ELEE 2 BT 5 .
2.3.6 Approximate Entropy Test

Approximate Entropy Test {ZXRE v FFIZDOWT,
ETOm By b3&— 2 OHBEE % I ELEE % 51
T5. mbEy bEZ—YOHBBHEL N— 12T % /T
Serial Test &[] U72%%, Approximate Entropy Test Tl&
Y hurt— CEIERR) OrUEZ AW E0RZ 5.
2.3.7 Cumulative Sums (Cusum) Test

Cumulative Sums (Cusum) Test IIXfRE v MD 5 5B
0% — 1 ICEHL 72 BUETNC LT, Fif D30I H%A 5
SIEZANE L T o 72 B O Ko HE % TTic SLEE: % 34
95.
3. FEREH
3.1 REREREH

TLS W5 2 4 — MEANCE AR RE R R 2 BT 5 72
HIZ, TLSHED N T 7 4 v 77 —XENEL, FEER
ZiTo7. MUT, EBROFFHTOVTHANS.
3.1.1 F—%tvh

FREIRDEMLTVWET TV r—2arD1DTH5
HTTPS ZxRic, SR FHPRAEN S TLS vi2 &
TLS v1.3 IZHRE L. FEBRTIX, Docker % v T [F—i
KANTHTTPS #— e HTTPS 7 54 7> b, BXU b
FT74 97X T F KBS EL I TT R E2IEL
7z. WIAN D x86(64bit) D Alpine Linux ZX—2Z & LT
BYH, SSL/TLS 74 77 VI X 3EVOMEED HEFIZA
NT, HTTPS 754 7 ¥ MZDOWTIX SSL/TLS 74 7

SVDERZ 2BHDIF4 7Y M RER LT, Zhzh
DFETCITOVTIER 1 DFED .

£ 1 OWREFWT, HTTPS 727 2 AH3AL L7t 13
OS24 — MZoWT, 2H2HO HTTPS 2 5 4
7Y MTH 1000 B 7 Z7E2ALTHF7 4 w257 —2& (pcap
T7AN) BWNELE. F7 747 P TINELT—&
v POESAAL —MIIR 2DED.
3.1.2 R¥HERS

AN W 2 R E O AlE, NIST SP800-22 %X — 2
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R 1 HAEERHER

Table 1 Investigation experiment environment.

SSL/TLS Web H#— N/
oS 7475 72947k
H—n Alpine Linux Openssl Nginx
(3.9) (1.1.1b) (1.17.0)
2747+ A | Alpine Linux Openssl Curl
(3.9) (1.1.1b) (7.64.0)
2747 kB | Alpine Linux Wolfssl Curl
(3.9) (4.0.0) | (7.65.1-DEV)
O NEnNR=av
£2 7—%tv}
Table 2 Dataset.
TLS WAL T 75475 b
Ver. A FOFE S (R MAC A B
1.2 DH RSA AES(128) SHA256 v v
1.2 DH RSA AES(256) SHA256 v v
1.2 DH RSA  AESGCM(128) AEAD v
1.2 DH RSA  AESGCM(256) AEAD | v v
1.2 DH RSA CHACHA20/ AEAD | v v
POLY1305(256)
1.2 ECDH RSA AES(128) SHA256 v v
1.2 | ECDH RSA AES(256) SHA384 | v v
1.2 ECDH RSA AESGCM(128) AEAD v v
1.2 | ECDH RSA  AESGCM(256) AEAD | v v
1.2 ECDH RSA CHACHA20/ AEAD v v
POLY1305(256)
1.3 - — AESGCM(128) AEAD v v
1.3 - - AESGCM(256) AEAD v v
1.3 - - CHACHA20/ AEAD v v
POLY1305(256)

LT, BWED p ELHEDRPCHELNSHEE, Z
DifiFtEZE Y PRIIGUTHERCEBL LD ZEEE L
7z. 7238, NIST SP800-22 DEMEICIFATIL v FEICH
LTHEREND D, MECL > T3EELyYa>yDT—
XY A A TIEHREEZ BT —ANZ L RE e
TR0, Yy M EOHEREDEWEE 7 IR
ELT.

IREL7=F—REy b (pecap 77 A4L) T TLS D7
Vor—Yaryr—2foszfitiL, £y a VBATH
BLIEANL F VT =REBER L. REFRICBVTIE, K
HI 7 — &% 4 22 FREZREE TSy v a VIRTET
DEFOTFT—XREMHALE. 72720, THEOMEDS b,
Test for the Longest Run of Ones in a Block {ZDWTIE
By FPRIZGUT3EFEIC NI X =&ty bBEDL S0,
NRIRX=REty NERIZA TGS 27012, 2TOT—X
DERNDZ 2y MTINE S X951, 627128y F2ER
57— RITOWTIE, KB 62TL By FDAZMEH L.

BERLERE L ERLREEB XSO T7T— Xty
FEHWTER LSRR R/ME - FEHE - mKMHE -
EHERAEITR 3 0D .

DUF, BRI VTHIAST 2. SToRECHEL
T Mp i) 13 NIST SP800-22 TEFINIMED p (HEF
L, nld7—&Xoty hEZRT.

Monobit Test X— 2 DFHHE L LTI, pEOMIZ, By
Mo D 0 DFsE L 1 Of#z Z2hEh Sy, + S1n & L2
RED Son/n * Sin/n * Son/V/M * Sin/v/n BV, F7z,
Sops FETHMHL TVBHETRT TRLD L D ITEFRE

ns.
|SOn — Sln|
Vn

T—=&% 70y 7B THEIT % Frequency Test within
a Block & Test for the Longest Run of Ones in a Block %
N—2 LR e LT, pEofciE TR LT
W5 H A ZIAH x2(obs) ZERFH L.

Runs Test N\ — X DR R T p ED Mz #H D EE %
Vo(obs) & L7zl D V,,(obs)//n R L 7.

Serial Test I SZ —>H 4 XA m % 4y MZEELT-.
MEIZ 2EED pEE WL =D FRERZ pfE 1 p
E2 2 LTHRIHAT 2 2 &bz, MEDBHTEMT 3 2, -

2 L2 VR - V32 R L. EOHEE L,
FEANIEIZE S 508, EFKIE NIST SP800-22 LA TH 5.

Approximate Entropy Test X— 2 DFREIZ (R — >
HAZXmEILy MCEFELELET, pEOMI o) -
M) v T 4 ZF{EH 2 LIEMT Y b a ¥ —fE ApEn(m)
RV, KEOKE L, 556 HEROFMIE NIST
SP800-22 ZZ X iz,

Cumulative Sums (Cusum) Test {ZMFDITENT & o T
mode = 0 (RIA D SHME) & mode =1 (#7570 HME)
PIFEL, ThZPNOWT pEZEHT S, 2hsdp
EICMA T, MAERORKMEMNEE 2 & UKD 2/\/n %
T 5.

Sobs =

3.2 HAEREKR

BE LR E 2 AW TAE AR (0lAaEbE)
WAL L7z, DO 7 VIV X AZEREHEOHI e Y v
7 DHABEGBIRERB LN Z Y X 67 4 LR 2R
L, 10 DEIREMIEIC LD TLS N—Y 3 Ve IEB R A —
FOAEDEEHE T 5. BRAEINTKEDOIIMEIZED
ZokE (DHAEDE) ZFHlis 5.

REARR T Y E LT+ LA FTIRY FROBPREETT
2, AECBVWTERBEOFSG T 2EE (HEE) %
BHT22enTES0, BEEEOBIAD) S D SRR
% M5 3.

EEI TR D 4 DOBIHD & FHifi L 7.

o 1K EDIHMRE

o 2R R DM A G DY DHEMERE

o ERHEE AVROEREE

e Frequency (Monobit) Test ¥ Runs Test DFHEE DR

AG O FEMERE
3.2.1 1HHEDSEEEE

EELLREEORD»S 1 REEDAZHH L 58,
Frequency (Monobit) Test ¥ Runs Test DR &E D LAf
10fETZLADL (R 4).

*1' mode=0

*2 mode=1
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R 3 TERULFHUERL ZOHEHA
Table 3 Defined Features and their statistics

NIST SP800-22 & R 2N g RR R

Frequency (Monobit) Test p fH 0.000 0.496 1.000 0.288
Son /1 0.479 0.500 0.522 0.005
Sin/n 0.478 0.500 0.521 0.005

Son/\/1 42.15  50.37  69.79 9.823

Sin /v 4215  50.37  69.79 9.823

Sobs 0.000 0.803 3.938 0.601

Frequency Test within a Block p & 0.000 0.499 1.000 0.287
XQ(obs) 53.21 99.05 164.6 13.94

Runs Test p fl 0.000  0.500  1.000 0.289

Vn(obs)/y/m | 42.05  50.38  69.92  9.837

Test for the Longest Run of Ones in a Block p & 0.000 0.497 0.993 0.284
x2(obs) 0.084 2.990 31.45 2.385

Serial Test pfE1 0.000 0.498 1.000 0.288
(m=4) p 1H 2 0.000 0.498 1.000 0.289
2, 0.586 15.04 91.97 8.647

2, 0.033  7.025 6176  5.495

,271_2 0.000 3.020 36.89 3.017

V2, 0.260  8.023  41.12 4.019

V22, 0.015 4.019 24.36 2.839

Approximate Entropy Test p & 0.000 0.498 1.000 0.288
(m=3) () -4.382  -4.382  -4.379 0.000
p(m+1) -5.075  -5.074  -5.070 0.000

x2 0.2594  8.028  41.842 4.021

ApEn(m) 0.6910 0.6927 0.693 0.000

Cumulative Sums (Cusum) Test p fE ** 0.000  0.500  1.000 0.289
p fE *2 0.000  0.501  1.000 0.289

z/v/m*t 0.331 1.253 4.373 0.510

z//m*? 0.345 1.252 3.983 0.511

#® 4 1 FHBEODRMLRE (Top 10)
Table 4 Performance of single feature (Top 10).

LS TNATY XL FEEE (%)
Sobs DecisionTree 47.15
p & (Monobit)  DecisionTree 47.14
S1in/v/n DecisionTree 47.02
Son/V1 DecisionTree 47.02
Sobs RandomForest 46.83
p i (Monobit) RandomForest 46.82
Vi (0bs)/v/1 DecisionTree 46.77
Sin/v/n RandomForest 46.77
Son /1 RandomForest 46.77
Vi (obs)/v/m RandomForest 46.56

3.2.2 2FHHEDOEASHOEDIEMEE
BELRMEOM 2 R E 2 o2 lAGbERS
A, A7 10 fif F T2 Frequency (Monobit) Test DR
DEHTEHDLNLHERE L o7z (R 5).

3.2.3 2HHEZAVROEEE
BEELRHBEORT2MEHA LS EORRHEOEE
ErRHLLMERAE 1, K1 Ths. HEEOBAL

&5 2 FHBEODEMLAE (Top 10)
Table 5 Performance of feature pair (Top 10).

R 1 M2 713V Xa FEEE (%)
Sin/n Sin/v/n  DecisionTree 48.10
Sin/n Son/v/n  DecisionTree 48.10
Sin/V/1 Son/n DecisionTree 48.10
Sin/n Son/+/n  RandomForest 48.08
Sin/n Sin/+v/n  RandomForest 48.08
Son /1 Son/+v/n  DecisionTree 48.07
Sin/v/m Son/n RandomForest 48.05
Son /1 Son/v/n  RandomForest 48.03
p ff (Monobit)  So,/v/n  DecisionTree 48.02
p ff (Monobit)  Si,/v/n  DecisionTree 48.02

5%, REARTIX Runs Test D p fHE %, Frequency
(Monobit) Test ® f% WHRKFELTED, SVYXLTx
L' A b Tlid Frequency (Monobit) Test @ % & L\/ﬁ, Runs
Test D % W KFEL TV 5.
3.2.4 Frequency (Monobit) Test £ Runs Test D
HHEOHEASHE DI HIEEE
Z ZETDOERIZE VT Frequency (Monobit) Test &
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serial_P2
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Fig. 1 Importance of each feature (Decision Tree).
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Fig. 2 Importance of each feature (Random Forest).

R 6 Frequency (Monobit) Test & Runs Test OFHH&EAGDHE
Table 6 Combinations of Frequency (Monobit) Test
and Runs Test.

Frequency (Monobit) Runs
Sou | S | Son | Swo| g, | pfE | Yeled | g
1 v v v v v
2| v v v v v
3 v v v v
4| Vv v v v v v v v

Runs Test (B3 2 RHEE DI DB T 2 FHFE5HRE N
&5, Frequency (Monobit) Test & Runs Test DFFHHE
DEGELHAEDEZRD 57012, T 6 D 48K -1
DWTHEEZIT o 72.

NE—> 13 1 FETo IR T B 10 fLicE
NEZFMMETDHZ. "2—V 2 2 HHEROHMAGDET
DFMRET LA 10 MICEEN 2 RBERERTH . X —
V3B EOEEE TRICHEORE P -2 4THHTH 5.
NR— 41F Frequency (Monobit) Test & Runs Test 2
DWTAEBRTER L2 TORBRETHZ.

Random Guess
|

mmm DecisionTree
mmm RandomForest
Patternl

Pattern2

Feature

Pattern3

Pattern4

0.0 01 02 8 0.4 05
Accurac

=3
w

3 Frequency (Monobit) Test & Runs Test @
FEMHA S DI & 2 o EMERE
Fig. 3 Performance using combinations of

Frequency (Monobit) Test and Runs Test features.

INHDNRE=VITOVWTIRERBIU IV Z LT 1L
A N THEZITV, 10 DEIZEMEE % F2h L 7 fa R0 E 3
TH5.

WIENRD T U X ACHES®GE (1.70%) 12T
BWHEEZEELTWED, ZOHTHRERNEI AR —
20, FURLTALVAMINRE -V ADBREVEEE
FHL LRICED, 2=V 2BXURK - 4 0%
bEMBFHHROMAGDE L EZ LN,

4. FHMEEER

5 3 EOMBHERZH £ 2 T, Frequency (Monobit) Test
¥ Runs Test 2 RX—R ¥ L72FEOHAG LY (OSX—
2+ 4) 1TV, SN OHEEMRED Bl D & 08
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Fig. 4 Difference in performance by classification granularity.
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TLSV1.2:DHE-RSA-AES128.GCM-SHA256 - 0261 0000 0250 0.000 0.000 0207 0.000

TLSv1.2-DHE-RSA-AES128-5HA256 - 0.000 0409 0.000 0298 0.000 0000 0203

0283 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000

0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0000 0.000
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TLSv1 2DHE-RSA-AES256-5HA256 - 0.000 0344 0.000 0349 0.000 0.000 0307 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TLSv1.2:DHE-RSA-CHACHAZ0-POLY1305 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.606 0000 o.000 0.000 0.000 0394 0.000 0.000 0.000
06
TLSv1.2:ECDHE-RSA-AES128.GCM-SHA256 - 0.108 0.000 0276 0.000 0.000 0291 0.000 0325 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
(1]
o
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-o04
TLSv1 2-ECDHE-RSA-AES256-5HA384 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TLSv1.2.ECDHE-RSA-CHACHAZ20-POLY1305 - 0005 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0000 0.000 0460 0.000 0.000 0.000
TLSv1 3:AES128.GCM-SHA256 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0420 o2
TLSv1.3:AES256-GCM-SHA3B4 - o.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 o.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
TLSv1.3:CHACHA20-POLY1305-5HA256 - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0000 0.000 0.000 0446
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Fig. 5 Confusion matrix of “TLS version + Cipher suite” prediction
(Feature pattern 4, Random Forest).
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