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Abstract: Web attacks that exploit web application’s vulnerabilities are still occurring and detecting un-
known attacks is still major problems. Anomaly detection is effective for detecting unknown attacks, but
it also suffers from false positives. To reduce false positives, we propose a novel anomaly detection method
which creates abstract structure profile for each HTTP request component. The evaluation results show that
our approach is superior than existing methods, and performance is practical.
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Table 1 # of vulnerability discovered between 2014 and 2018.

4F Web B | 9XC | Web BEOEE (%)
2014 2,148 7,937 27.06%
2015 1,784 6,487 27.50%
2016 1,228 6,447 19.05%
2017 2,308 14,649 15.76%
2018 2,133 15,998 13.33%

B\, FDT, i Mgt 2 B T AP Ik
FINCBAET DR TH D LEZS.

WA ABRATEIIE Y A F v A 7/~ ) B
HD2ODT Ta—F0Hb. V7 FF v LAY s
DINA P D FEEI 2 & BRI D 5\ 13N A M
TERHLZV 72 F v 2500 LOoMEL, MAXTRTH
HHTTP ) 7 AN I AF X IZvy F LIGE, K
BLLTRATAARTHAL. LaL, #ifbsh gk
I— FORARL, oL 742 F ¥y 2HELTBLZ
EDTERVRHMLBEOBRIMIIFTE RV L H5EE
THhb., 0O, WFLENBE T — PR R Er
ELRBDICIET /IR LETHS.

T ) MAEIEE R HTTP U 7 T A b 2 %8 L CIE
HETNTHETU T 7 ANVEERLTBE, REMNRT
HHHTTP V7 T A D707 74 V5T L7258,
WEELTHRATAHRTHL. F0, 728 2%
I— FHPEADOBDE R 5728 LTHHMT A &A1
RECH Y, RMWELRTE WML H L. Web 77
VA —3 a3 O URL/NT A% ZEHTAHEICNT LT
/=) BAIFAC Kruegel 5 OF i (1], [2] ®° Kim 5 OF
% (3] %% 5. Kruegel 5OFHETIEIHITP V7 ZA D
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TuT7 7 ANVEROEEEAL, 07 7 A IVOfEEE
INT AT TN LI ETHEZSRBLEY)ELT
W5, URL/XT A %7217 C% <, HTTP ) 7 T X b &xfk%
g e LTl FEICIE Wang 5 OFE (Anagram) [5]
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INSDOTFETIEVEFNRS HTTP J 7 T A MIHIHT 5
LFEHNFEDH DM E L THWDL D, 7774 VE
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T7ANWNA, e A=VT FLALEWENPET > TW5
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Z21¥, GET/HTTP/1.1 DX 9% HITP V7 T A M ¥dH o
72856, b—27 UFd (GET,/,HTTP/1.1) & 72 5. “FHEE
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DWTHHARY PIVALT 5. RICHEFIICFEZRE 1OF
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7 Y ERGTWSYS, FEEOFHEE FERRISSITEGZ Db D
PHE L e 5T b, 72, Luo b DFE [6] X° Betarte H
DFF(7) TEHTTP V) 7 T A MIHN D SFH] % i
7 MUEL TH#EE L Tif>Twab., 2o k)12, BAF
FHEIWITNLFHFICKBEDO T -5 2 5.2 5 2 L5 HE
LE, HAHVIE Web 77— 3 yEBERDE T Y
T UV DARTHRE NS & ) B BAL R A DA iiﬁ
FATE52%, 8% Web 7 70 r— 3 Y IZBWwTidi
BAEDSHEMLCTLE ) &) BEEDFAET 5 [9).
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WKHNALFHFDOLDEFNTTE 7 7 4 VEVEKT A
WCHE L Twz, ETFETIEAN SNLEHTR
TxIEHAT L CoOMEEMNET A2 L2 HigT.
BARBNZ I REFE TR AIEDOLFH &2 LT T L1
EFe Lo LT T ANOER LT, LFH O & B
TAHFOT 7 A IVEERTA.
REFHOMELR 1 1IRT. REFHEFE L BMO
2 ODMIIZRFI SN AL, FEIFIZIEF % HTTP Y 7 =
ArEAEL, HTTP YV 7 T A M2 BERZT L IR L
BRITLIZTO 7 7 A NVEE T 5. BRI R & [
BICANENHTTP ) 7 T A M2 BFEIIHHRL, B
TLIEE LT T AV ERAL, REEERDS.
TEBERED D & D COfRE L 7B EZ B 2 TV LI &f)
EL, TITHRIFIIEE EHET L. DT, M1 0OKA
7 v T CRTEH EBRMOFMIIONT, KHTHRRS.

3.1 ¥E

RETFHFOFE 70 AILT O A4 DODAT v 7 THEEK
5.

Step T1 : Parsing AJJSN7-HTTP V)7 LA %
URL /YA, URL /87 * ¥ @ Key & Value, v ¥ ® Key
& Value, Cookie ® Key & Value DEHZ T L (25T 5.
e ziE, LTFTOHTTP ) 7 T A 3% - 72354,

GET /index.php?id=1&name=alice HTTP/1.1
Host:
User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0
PHPSESSID=1234;

example.net

Cookie:

URL /¥ A2 (& /index.php, URL /¥ 7 X # i3 {id: 1,
name: alice} &\ 7z Key-Value £\, ~\v #d {Host:
example.net, User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0} & 5 7z Key-

TRAINING
T1 Parsing T2 Transforming T3 Filtering T4 Selecting T5 Profiling
AN.A —— ———
I;:;lzsl + img2019.jpg Character Class | Freq. ¥ Pr

HTTP . ANA Sequence l_<>_l ———
Request - 1 AN.A 0.9

; path ter : (key, val + ././etc/passwd ANAN.A 0.099 AN-A (AN}

: z::;f:f;k.ey, :’2]:; ue} s JJAJA [IAIA 0.001 (seq) (set)

* cookie : (key, value) ...

DETECTION
D1 Parsing D2 Transforming D3 Comparison
HTTP img2020x.j LCS(AN.A, ANA.A)
« img X.jpg . A, .
HTTP Request — ANAA =09
Request —
* path S e * .././etc/passwd * LCS(AN.A, ././A/A)
« parameter : (key, value) ... _
* header : (key, value) ... — JJA/A =0.1
« cookie : (key, value) ...

Legitimate

Attack
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1 RETFEOMMME
Fig. 1 Overview of proposed method.
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K2 XF7 T ADEF

Table 2 Example definition of character class.

XEs A @ Bl

A TIVT 7 Xy h {a, ..., z, A, ..., 2}
N i {0, 1, ..., 9}

T EABLUY T {u, \t}

Q 7 F— b {,"}

B 5 {60, .}

M NV F A P {\x0100, ... }

. S {.}

/ AT vy {/}

Value 23, Cookie |3 {PHPSESSID: 1234} & \» 57z Key-
Value E3 125 S L 5.

Step T2 : Transforming KEHED ANEDO LT H %
T T AN . T T AL IITH O R E
WLTHEY, MUXFREOLTFREILZ 7 21283, &%
FHETER 2 IPIRT S L) LTI I ARERL TV
L. 12&ZE, XFH) ing2019. jpg KANETH 554,
DTFoX) s I AFNIERENS.

img2019. jpg — (img, 2019, ., jpg) — AN.A

TN e LT T AFNI AT B LA % Algorithm 1
WZRT. 9, HHICHW AR T EERT 5. ccmap (F
HOMPLOEGZONDLI LTI TADEHRTH 5. x[04] 1&
X x @0 LTFHDS 1 XFHOEBG LTH) % Bk L
T, len(x) 3x DESZRTHKTH 5. ZLHLH
E3Oo0BE N, %Y, 3203 2D PREFIX-
MATCH, GET-BEST-CANDIDATE, GET-CC-SEQ %
EFRT D, B PREFIX-MATCH 13 AJJ L & 3 55
T I A5 e LT, XFH 2D BRI E DT
T ANAEEINBREOLTH & BT LB 247 .
% GET-BEST-CANDIDATE 136 52> L0 EF SN T
WETRTOXLFE7 7 A L TE%E PREFIX-MATCH
ZEM L, M PREFIX-MATCH D& R & 7 5L
FUIAREIMIEAAT) . B GET-CC-SEQ 3%k
GET-BEST-CANDIDATE % AJJ O SCFHNIA L TH
BIEM L, AJMEDOLTF 7 T A5 2155 M %479 .

Step T3 : Filtering 7/ < VHBHIZBWT, ¥HF—
FIIREBROBEEFMT LI LB THY, TOh
IR BZER LD EEN TV A EREND 5. I
BTHLT—VRFHELTLE) 23BN 3 ES
HHEKREZ->TLES. 22T, BiATy S THhILESR
WOWTHEZEHOXFE 7 T AN LT A NI L%
L, & 577 7 AN OHBFERD & b TERWIA,
CNEBNT AWM LTS . T —HEI % Web ¥4k
TREBREOBEFICEINAIHBIIEF 2BEICHLTED
DTHLVIRTH B Z L ICESHTWE, BIRIZIED
53T 7 AFNOMBIERPEME o (0<a <1) KilDH;
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Algorithm 1 Character Class Sequence Generation

Require:
ccmap = {A: abed, N: 0123, ...}
1: function PREFIX-MATCH(X, cc)
2 for i, y in x do
3 if y not in cc then
4: return i, x[0:i]
5: end if
6 end for
7 return len(x), x
8: end function
9

10: function GET-BEST-CANDIDATE(cands)
11: be, bl = null, 0

12: for c, 1 in cands do
13: if 1 > bl then
14: bc, bl = ¢, 1
15: end if

16: end for

17: return bc, bl

18: end function

19:

20: function GET-CC-SEQ(x)
21: ceseq = ||

22: while len(x) > 0 do

23: cands = [|

24: for c, cc in ccmap do

25: 1, z = PREFIX-MATCH(x, cc)
26: if 1 > 0 then

27: cands += [(c, 1)]

28: end if

29: end for

30: be, bl = GET-BEST-CANDIDATE(cands)
31: ccseq += [bc]

32: if bl == 0 then

33: x = x[bl+1:]

34: else

35: x = x[bl]

36: end if

37: end while

38: return ccseq

39: end function

&, SNEBRINT S, 2 21E, B URL/ST AT DAT]
7S img2019. jpg, img2020.png, ../../etc/passwd D
30TH AW, LF7 7 A AN.A DHBERIE £ = 0.66,
XF7 T A /. /A/A OWBHERIE § =033 L2 b. Ml
a% 04 LE, XF7IA /. /AADBBHENENS,
COMBIZ X W FEBRIEFIC A XE LD L) BHET— 5 %
FELBVEIICL, BREEhOEELRC.

Step T4 : Selecting AJIMEOFIZIZT T/ iiHED ¥y
A MV XY MHD L)L, AP ET > TR nE
HEDEWANELFET L. 20 L) B ANHEIZONT
XF7 T AHD L) ICHIF OBV E L Tdo 5 &Rk
MAECCLEIRRNE 2D, RETHETIS ST
TAEREVIMETEAT D, WFE7 T AERLIILT
75 AN T 2T I AR L CEES PR L2
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BETHY, LT T AFNO X P Z REEL 0.
RETETE T 7 7 A VO E LTXTr T A5 &
T IAEGONWTNEN L EEINT L, HHEDS
WATMEDY A, R ICHIR 27 WLy 7 A G %

BHL, BRE o 7 AJEDS 6, MR ZHl#) & 23
FrIANEHEMNTHZ LT, BRAMEETSEOD, M
HRNDSEAET S 2 2B BARWICIE, &2 ZHE I
LT, BiAT Yy 7ECTILBEONILTEY T AOESIE
FNLL=— 7 T T AROEKEn L L, BES &
BT 5. n< BOWe, AEEHEAMEET S &R
L, IXRTOANENSHEONTLTF7 T ARG %2707 7
ANET D, n>pOWE, AEIEBHAGEZ 2V
DERLL, BONIZLFT TANNNL LTV 7 AER%
ko, TaTrrANETE, 22, AMEPSELR
7B OLF 7 T AHIHS (AN.A, ANA.A, A/A.A) L5k,
LFy T AERT{AN./} LB,

Step T5 : Profiling 24T Tld Key-Value JERX T
T 77 ANVEFERT S, 707 7 4 )VD Key (& HTTP
)7 IAMDKEFHZD Key 1M T 5. URL/ST A 5%
~ v ¥, Cookie 7 &£13 79 TIZ Key-Value DIERIZ 7% - T
WA, BEEDKey 2FDFEFF 707 74 VD Key &
LT . F72, URL SAREEHZD Key DHELIZLE
I— FHPMFASNDREMSEDS & %729, URL /YA, URL /¥
F X5 D Key, ~v ¥ D Key, Cookie D Key Dfiiz Value
ELTEBZ, ZRENERNOTO 7 7 A VEERT 5.
LoTERDOHIOHITP )7 T A ML > TIER SN D
TOT7 7 ANVEKRPIZUTOL ) ICh D, pla) ZASE

x TR ENZTO 7 7 4 Vel ET 5.
path = p(/index.php)

parameter key = p(i
header key (Host User-Agent)
= p(

cookie key PHPSESSID)

P = { parameters {

name = p(alice)

Host = p(example.net)
headers =
User-Agent = p(Mozilla/5.0)
cookies {PHPSESSID = p(1234)
3.2 1RA

MHNZIEZ3DDRAT v THH LN, WD 2DODAT v
7 D1, D2 3% BEDOAT v 7 T1, T2 LR LTH5.
DF N, R FRICHRAN RO ATMEE LF 7 T AK)
T L. FDH, Step D3 Comparison (2 TZF DX
FrIAGNETAT 7 A VOHEYEER RO L. HUEDOK
OFZFEE L7077 A VOO L > TR 5.
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TO7 71 IIVDOEBHIXFY ZX5DIGE TuTy
ANIZEINE B8O =2 R F7 I A, TNE
MOV TIHHAR RO LT 7 7 AF| & DRIt 5
(LCS) [10] k@, FHPEEZEHT L. HEE slZ220
XFErIANE x, yeTbE, UFTOXTERINS.

_ |LCS(z.y)
o] + [y — [LCS (. )

7L 2Oo0LF 7 T AK] AN.A L ANA.A O L
B g = 08842, HNLZHLEOESE
S ={s1,80,...,8,} £ET 5. RI, HBENTHEROFDEE S
DHTHRRDIE mazx(S) Ko, 7/ < fEa = 1—max(S)
ERMEY (0<y<1) 2T S, a >y DA, 7077
ANEDTEEENRE V2D, TEEHET D, a <y D
&, a7 A NVERENLTwAY, EREEHET 5.

TA771IVOEEINFISIEETHDEE T
T7ANDLT T T AEE R E,, RANEOXT 7 T A
IS oNbLTr I AERY E, &35

E, CE,

Thoge, EHEHEL, ) TRITFTEREHET
b, WFT T AESIILTF Y T AN, RSt
RNV, RN E S S A RS E V. %0)7’:
FEHIHBE L 2WLFEZ TAN 1 DTHIE L2 5(
BELTHATA LI mLWEHFEZRAL TS

4. ¥

WRFELFEEL, EF—F Ly b E2FH LM%
fiote, F—5y b, KROE, TS L O
R BHICTHENS.

4.1 T2ty k

S DHERIZASE LT B D Web H— N TEHl
LZHITP )7 T A 257 —%+ty & LTHWZ, #F
flild Ak =V F 7 bk [11]) 2 HWTH o 72, Web =
TEICHER T S BT - S R 12 DEAETHEL
FRF =05 HITP LARY AD AT — 7z:—}#
HPH [200, 400) DAV E B B T8 B LU, WL TNLD
FENTT =7 2RI L7,

BT = DA T — 5 X0 AR wEEIE Web B A R
OWEEEE L7720 THDH. Web A4 MIEH AL
HAT DI L W REMED S <, HH AL AT b7z H
707 7 ANV G ERHFERETLILENRDL. ZDT2D
FRT— 5 0% R WIREER ME L 72, FRIC ~wh7
v MEE SR L Z2E L, FEBO Web 4 b BEH AR
BEHE 5T 225247 720 TH D, Ak, Web A b
DHEFRMAREE DD B LRIEEIIRT T 52 L0582
SNA. ZJUAN)F—3 a3 ED L) IIT— v e ikm s
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£3 7Tty OME
Table 3 Summary of dataset.

A MG | FET R MmT — 4 %
BB EH T G
A 3,534 237 11,498 11,735
B 8,658 311 20,426 20,737
C 10,977 414 30,284 30,698
D 6,454 281 31,820 32,101
E 15,948 233 37,446 37,679
F 36,078 176 90,353 90,529
G 20,653 284 99,469 99,753
H 45,006 | 4,298 123,927 128,225
I 59,390 | 2,468 147,085 149,553
J 40,384 140 154,633 154,773
K 51,314 180 163,212 163,392
L 67,659 | 1,074 197,285 198,359
M 88,222 148 226,061 226,209
HEl 454,277 | 10,244 1,333,499 1,343,743

H LD OBEL AT HR L, Web F 4 b OFEFH AR
BHEW)RERINBL AL LT ) 20, EBRELD D
BARED M L LT LE ) WMErH 5. £ 2T, KHifi
T, FHT7— 7 BT — 7 RTINEIC R A L H 2L
2. AT —F A= RFICXBHNEIT- -8 I ZD L
7% HTTP V) 7 T A MINEEEZ Web 7 7)) r— 3 3
BLTWEWDLEFET L AF v OIS L, F8
TREEFL T TRV EHBILZ720THh 5.

FBF—F LRMT— ¥ I2onWTIE, WEIEH,ZR
TINNEMG L. TVF5TIE 0SS @ IDS/WAF
T& % ModSecurity **%* Snort [12], 7V — CHHTZ %
Emergence Threats D > 74 F ¥ |2 X > THBI G2 %
MW LR AL, —MAFTTa—= v 72707,

R 3IFHMEICHH L7 =%ty POMEL/RY. 13
® Web ¥ 1 F 2545 1,798,020 f:0 HTTP V) 7 T A b
IE L, 454277 h 2 2B 7 — ¥, 1,343,743 14 % 5
F—& & L7 PUEMARIE 2017421 A 1 BHH 5 2017 4E 1
H31BTHA. MHT—7I12& TN 0B O A
K283 E&BY)THSL. JLHIO SQLIIESQL 1 > ¥ =
7vay, PTI3Z/SA NI 8=H)b, RCE XY E—Fa—
K47, RFIZVE— 77 ANV v 2V —Va v &k
LTWwa., HBEEORE GENTBY, FHlIcZY%
FT—=Fty NTHA.

BT — & IIEFE G L 2 2o 72 Key 253
TAHIENHD., TDL) % Key IZDWTIEFEHREFIZS
T7 7 AVHIMEREN TV W, BEFICBWTZID L)
e KEE 7 Key (BT 2N IR O3S 5 25,
Al DEERTIIARFE O Key 25584 LA 38T L H)E
FTHIRBRI AR L TVAEEZ, EHTHDLEHET

*3 https://www.modsecurity.org
*4 https://rules.emergingthreats.net
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= SQLI =PT =RCE

2 BHIT— 5 ICEENLYREENOEE (%)
Fig. 2 Histogram of attack type in detection dataset.
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F 4 Web ¥4 MBI OB /FAGREIE O
Table 4 Difference of true positive rate/false positive rate

among web sites.

Fik A (%) AR (%)
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Proposed | 83.5 14.8 | 0.50 0.25
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Angram 59.9 25.4 | 4.33 2.54
Ingham 60.3 27.8 | 3.25 2.47
Luo 25.4 31.6 | 0.07 0.11
Betarte 8.13 10.5 | 0.92 0.56
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Fig. 4 Variation of a (8 = 10,7 = 0.5).
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Fig. 5 Variation of 8 (o = 0.001,~v = 0.5).
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Fig. 6 Variation of v (v = 0.001, 8 = 10).
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Fig. 7 Parcentage of false positive by detected position.
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Fig. 8 Time consumption at training.
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Fig. 9 Time consumption at detection.
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