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Abstract: To detect attacks in networks, it is necessary to detect not only known attacks but also unknown
attacks. In this paper, we propose a method for detecting unknown attacks in NIDS using Autoencoder and
deep reinforcement learning. For the evaluations, we used NSL-KDD as the dataset, DAE as Autoencoder,
and DDQN as deep reinforcement learning. After categorizing the data using the proposed method, we eval-
uated the results using the micro-average Accuracy, Precision, and Recall for each category, and compared
them with the previous methods. The proposed method has higher micro-mean accuracy and better overall
prediction performance than the previous methods.
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N5 (LUF, RHOBES ) 720 Ot
HIEMT A, S5I28EB L P CIIER RIS
B & L7z NIDS CTORMOBEA MM L5H$ 5 Fik
PR_ESTLEELI, =%ty s NSL-KDD #fiH L7-
SR %l L CRESTROFR L RT.

KR L OMHIE, 2 ET NIDS 235 & L2 o
HFHIZOWTOMEMNEE Lo, 3ETAMEDIRET
FOFME, 4T TIRENXNOFFHMBRE & R IOV TR
N, BETELE, 6HTEEDELHOBEERT.

2. BEME

AETIE, NIDS 2B 2 RO LR & R R
BOMPIZET HFFEIC DOV TIN5,

2.1 FHOBERRA

Pérez b3 % v b7 — 7 BB ABANZ BT 4574 T X
WO EN/T =8 BFIHTE LW L2 HIERDOFEM
BTOMMPBHETH 5 RNOLEOHINE 1 DOFREL
LTHT, SEORED-DIZ¥0 Yy gy MEEZREE L
724 Eavay FMERHIEMEEO 1 OTER LT
TWI I AT AL HWE L TWA. Pérez bl
BT —45 1y b2 ED L) ICBEMOBE L RNMOWE
T B DPDOERET, IREREHAVSEZ LTEEE
1772, Revathi 51, NSL-KDD 7— %t v bk %#fli-> T,
BEROBMFEOGHBELZFHL, COoT7—Ft2y I3
RABH S EZ BT 20126 TH DL L ER L[5
Pervez 513, FR— X7 ¥ —< v (SVM) & W72
M7 NVTYALERZEL, NSL-KDD 7— % t v b CEEAl
DA HREELZFHM L, TOFMELZRL T,
—77, RAOBEIZOWTIIEH D LWWZ & 2R L7 [6].
Zhao H1E, RHMOWBED GBI TH 2 #AH L,
NSL-KDD 7— % = v b & fifi o THSEM ARG EE % 5P L,
ZOHEMEERLTA [7]. Yan 51E, BEHIOBEDLE
WEMEIC AN —AF — v a—FEEHL, ¥R
N7y =< (SVM) & W7o HERMEZIREL TWw
% [8]. Alom 513, RADIEERAN R & RITH]
WDz A— Ly a—=F LR ERV Y=
¥ (RBM) % v C#hiiZe LRBSE % @M L, KDD-99
T—=%ty MM RARBE LS L, ZOAMEELR
LCTWw5 (9. HIERE 2L, Xiao b1F, 708v 27 1) &
FCHMTELZWT 4 v ¥ 7 A4 @ URL H% 2 URL
PEREE 2 R L 728 A AR =2 —F W hy T — 27 &5l
HL72[10]. F72, Sarker 513, ka8 2 Mg L72RA
BHY ) —HoYrd2) 74 EF)IVEVI) T FH—F 2R
ELTWw5 [11].

2.2 EEEIEFE D NIDS NDEH
NIDS TOYWEMMOWIEIZIZ SRy b T — 7 @ED T —
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DEFNELTAD2DETIVCEMZ IV, Double Deep
Q-Network (DDQN) 75 & FHlEREDT B W I L 2R L
72 [12]. Hsu 5%, ®EmEL7E £ 7D DQN (Deep
Q Network) #N— R & LBCBERHA S AT L 2IREL,
NSL-KDD & UNSW-NBI15 7— %+t v b % fli> CEHi L,
ZOEMMER R LT 5 [13]. Benaddi 513t ¥ o 7 #E4R
LAN ® IoT [A]F 12 [14], Sethi 512 77 FEFIZ [15],
DQN &= & L72BBHAIY AT L2 g KL T 5

2.3 BRRLVERE

BEAZEClE, NIDS (281 5 B O B % ikt ge & L
TWD D, RHOWEL TG L LA, EF#EE
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k7 — 7 BEOFHEIH IR IC - b a— 5, B
L OFHLIR I c R bR AW A Z L i e T 5.
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TERESRAL 8 % F\ 72 NIDS O AR A OB % B 4 &
THFHIIBCT, HHEoMBLIE L FHE0FE B X
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Hich—trra—%, BHRLFHEOZEB X 0T
WP Z TR ERIL R A WA, 4B, RETHEOFHE T
ABETHBTLFE L TWEWY TAZBT ALES T
TYANEGRT B 2 &% NIDS TORMOUBESHIMA &
EFT 5.
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Fig. 1 Overview of proposed system.
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T4, el cE -ty a5 EHWTEHNL S
PR BE T — 7 5 FNFNOREMER 2 it +
L. FETE, BEAMORBEORBHMFER L TEET 5.
FHITIE, FE LBEMORBEOREERI L, AJishi:
WEOHMER L 2 HOWTRANOLEZ FH$ 5.

3.2 RIALIE
(1) #7dVUEHEDNE

J1 7 I F e L IIEEBE S EE TR %, EIER S
FHITRENLHDTH L, WWMFETCRIATNTLT—4
PERIEEL o TWARLEDRHY, TOFETIEII T I
WEELD LD TE LN END, 7T e
AT 5. 77 ) FEEE O FUEN DO 2B I3 =
B2 NRY MVIZEHT D Feature Hashing X One-Hot T
=T TR ECOPFENFLET S, 2D, &
HlZhizoTE, 7)) »r, EilELEFERIL, 773
VEBOWNT, F— T ra—yEEERLFEO T
Ry 787 EICET 5 PMFER%ZE LT, One-Hot = >
I—74 TxHnwbsrZ k& L7, One-Hot TV I—7+4
YT, HAFMEICEEIND Ty Wi R
LT, BT AR LEMES TONRMEICE TN LA
T 1 2%EL, aINLVIESIE02RET 5.

(2) 1Z=#4t

B Clx, AT 57 —% OFMEZ L OBEOH
HOEPKEVE FUIHERESERT T 256055 2 &
5, BEEILOFEOHPADE L /NS § 572051
L2479 .

(3) $>FU>Y

W8 clx, 77 AR Y 25 % & FRITEREAMK
TG EVRHLI LN, 77 ADRY 2ERT 572
DI TN T ELENS L. REFETE, $5HD
T=Y e EbEL L) PHT -y 2T 54—
YT T AT o2, PROT-5 It EbES L)
ST — OIS AT YT T RT.

3.3 HHEHY

R Tl 2=V Ay b T =2 D1DOThAH
F— MLy a—FEHCTEMS W FEB 2 IS
5. F—bIrya—FiIo=a—IF Nk v FT—2 L[
FRICATIE, BEnkg, mligciksn (X 2), AEE
HREIERE R TH LA RN I AT g e g LY
HRIEDVNE W E W) A RO, RESATIERe 1T
LD H/RSVRILTHY, ANT—4% 1 EEML. &
BRI 2R L2k, TORTIETLT S I EnHR
THIREAT) SN TE D,
REFETE, BNORET -5 2 B TEHE2TV,
ERFHDF — T2 a—F B S RO EZ
NENDT =% 2 AJJT 52 & TREAE D S EHE S 720
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Fig. 2 Structure of Autoencoder.
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Fig. 3 Structure of reinforcement learning.
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LN Z 7 — 7 & L TREET 2 2% m brE cid s
DF—=TNVE=a—F)iy bT—=7THRET L. BRET
FETIE, BMoBET— 5 2 v CERBmILF=EE T Lo
FEBETV, ERELEEO_ 2 —F ko b — 7 ES
WA LIZE ) TFIET.

4. RFOIES RIARFI O

RETFHROEMMZ RT 72012, 77— 4%+ v b NSL-
KDD [16], [17] Z F\T, KD 2 DD HEHliT 5.
o RHOYLESFHIBIO T RERE (LK, THITERE)

o FRBEANHVLIE AT IIEREIC G- 2 B B

4.1 FHsEH

(1) =&ty b
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%+ 1 NSL-KDD THflt < 12 55
Table 1 NSL-KDD features list.

X5 AL
Basic Protocol_type, Service, Flag 72 £ 10 T H
Contents Num_failed logins, Logged in 72 £ 12 THH
Time based traffic Srv_count, Serror_rate 72 £ 9 IH H
Host based traffic Dst_host_count 72 &£ 10 HH H

% 2 NSL-KDD ®% 7 =1
Table 2 Attack classification in NSL-KDD.

BT 2y R
Normal YTl W IEH el
DoS EYpa—FOT 7 A0, VX MT

L OMAMAREIZLD Y Y —=ARRET DT
& TELRERISETE < § 2815

Probe WBEPITHI DI UrR0Fy N U — 7 dEE
& AXx ¥ U CHEHEE R AT 5720 0ilE

R2L RIEIZEFRHHERR & G5 5 7= 0 OifE

U2R ThHT Y NEEETIZVE— N RATLAAD

TURAEFL D LT LME

FidE 41 oM E (R 1) LIERHREZSCRCRMEEZ
R 1ED T NPT WD, WEEHEHZRT T NLT
BIEFWEEL 39 DLE Y FANERINTHBY, F?
NDY T ADBRERBEDORETH L 55007 3 IZ5H
EhTwb (R 2).

(2) FHMDOBELFIIEH

REFEEZ AW MICH 72 T, FHMliHT—% > b
NSL-KDD DIEH#E % < 4 DOBES 7 ) OFhs 7
FA2OFT O RANDYE, DI % BAIOBE L XL
(K 3), KANDOYEL LTRSS LFE L TWhEWy I A%
ATF=5 L L, BT LB T TY)NEGHT LI L &
NIDS TORMOBE R E L CaHiis o2 & & L7,

4.2 FHEFIE
4.2.1 FjLIE

F—%ty FOFLEIZRDEB) TH 5.

(1) BEF% 5 CICRAMOBEDHE
ADDWEEHFTY)NE 7 T A2DOFTOERMOUE L
LCHI L, 201322 BEOREE L CadEd s (E3).
(2) HTFIVHEHEDNE

BEHI 72 & ICRHOBIED A )T — % D9 5, NSL-KDD
D J 7 ) $EETH S Protocol_type, Service, Flag @
322X LT One-Hot =2 I =541 Y7 %479, ThbH 3
DUSNOFHE 38 IHHICH L THBIETH 5720, 20
LB AT 7 v,

(3) INIDEH
BEAOWRICE L CEMRT NIV E 75 AN LWEY T T
DANEHRS B RAIOBRICHE L TIIFEERB OS5 & 1t
B 5 72O L R,

(4) H>7TU>Y

BEHN 7 & ISR OBBED AT — 7138 LT, Aewn
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# 3 NSL-KDD ®7 J A
Table 3 Class of NSL-KDD.

77 A # AT Y BE&/ AR
neptune 45,871
smurf 3,311
back 1,315
apache2 737
processtable 685 BEXN
mailbomb 293 DoS
pod 242
worm 2
udpstorm 2
teardrop 904
land 25 R
normal 77,053 Normal BEZn
satan 4,368
portsweep 3,088 .
mscan 996 Probe BER
saint 319
ipsweep 3,740
nmap 1,566 AR
warezmaster 964
warezclient 890
snmpguess 331
snmpgetattack 178
httptunnel 133
multihop 25
named 17 BEXN
sendmail 14 R2L
ftp_write 11
xlock 9
phf 6
XSnoop 4
spy 2
guess_passwd 1,284
imap 12 A
buffer overflow | 50
ps 15
xterm 13 BEN
loadmodule 11 U2R
sqlattack 2
rootkit 23 Skl
perl 5

F=F MO T 50 TE LB IIHLET—F
HWTHINE &5 SMOTE (Synthetic Minority Over-
sampling TEchnique) TH —/N% > 7 ¥ 7% L72#%12,
7T ADVEETII B WERD 7 T AT TV EFIRT
% ENN (Edited Nearest Neighbor) CT7 ¥ ¥4 > 71 »
795,
4.2.2 BEEmE

F—bnra—FICE /A A BEF—-—Iya—%
(DAE: Denoising Autoencoder) % fiv:%. DAE (£4 — b
I aA=FDANT =) A X2 MAbDTHY, /
A ZXDAST2T =N A AD A>TV WF—% 21
TTAHELICFETEH. DAED/ST A—%—E (R4) O
I 6, WAL E LTI T RTORE T relu 21 L 72,
JARRIIAT T =L TINZ S/ 4 ADEET, /
A R3F 0, MR 1 OEMOA CTIHE S 872
4.2.3 F&

HEREiR058 1213 DDQN (Double Deep Q Network) %
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K4 DAE O35 A — % —E
Table 4 Parameters of DAE.

N A—H 1

TR v 7 (epoch) 300

15 1:1b B3 (activation) relu
Fii A 2 7 B34 (optimizer) | adadelta

HH B % (loss) mse
J A R 0.1
F-Atyh I2)\wF
So El) St 3 St+1
S1 a Sts1 A1 S
SN a N St+n at+n st+n+1

s: ¥E. a: h7JY
4 F—=rty DI Ny FADOLER

Fig. 4 Transformation from dataset to minibatch.

1St 3 St
a
Policy g) '
e-greedy {a} > Reward Sta1
arg, max(Q(S, {a})) @) Policy 5)
S . arg,,max(Q(s.1,{a}))
t ) {ar t
Quurrent(t) | (s, {a}) 4) a1
Qumren: [~ {33
Ll o Quugene || prediction Q(se+1,{a})
prediction 7)
Qearger(t)
JQ B _ T L Qe Qtarget
uaiing | Lloss F A M a5 preficion

Qeurrent(t+ 1) Qearger(t) (9) Qeurrent(t+1)=Quarger(t+1)

X 5 DDQN OEDjii
Fig. 5 Learning diagram of DDQN.

5. DDQN i il
Network) #N— 2 & LTH Y, DQN idisfb=8 o
#N—=Z L LTWw5h., DDQN (Zi#flifE % Q(s, a) %%
HL, %’#%L%&ﬁ”’%wﬁ@Téﬁﬁw—z@%
b8 T 4. NSL-KDD O Cldig b8 #1479 B,
T=F L LTHH L V-DE 4 0)4: T —%
REMRT D, sIZIREEDZ L TH ) EHEL, al3THO
CETHY I T T RIS ST L, REE, 1TE), ROIREE
F1ODMETAHIETIoNy FEERT A, ZOR,
SN FETFT—F Ly ST VY AT .
KT, FER L7232 =Ny F &\ DDQN TOH %
19 (®5). FEHIZROEBNTHA.
(1) HBMERIEL Qeurrent PVKEE 8y & TRTOTH) {a} %
ZUTHS.

FHE TN D DQN (Deep Q

Q /—‘-‘1"1

(2) Policy T e-greedy b L <I13IAF (1) O TMifEA

RREGSTZTFUMOITE) af 2T 5.
(3) Reward T a, LHH®E (2) THA L7 a ZH#RL, [
BCHNITHM r, % 1, BAMTHEMr, 20 LT 5.
(4) BEMERIEL Qourrent DVREE i1 &5 XTOATH) {a}
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% 5 DDQN O/¥F XA — ¥ —F
Table 5 Parameters of DDQN.

IRT A —H 18
TR 10
EEIEER 0.01
ESEE 0.0001

1%L B4k (activation) relu
Fitli A = 7 A% (optimizer) | Adam
8 B3 %(loss)

huburloss

EZITHLA .
(5) Policy TIHHFE (4) DR CMifE KL 7> 7= FHllo
”@%H%&ﬁﬁé
(6 )Qcment DIREE s, LI (2) THI L7z a] 22 HL
, THlOfE g 23 5.
(7) Qtarget DSIRAE 841 LTF (5) CHII L7z ap,, 251
Wy, FHloffiE g, , 2H773 5.
(8) HH (3) D1y & (T) D gl 7O EBEDAMME qrer % H
55,
(9) B (6) D qp LHHE (8) D drer VT Qeurrent &
Qtarget ©HHTT 5.
DDQN O/¥7 X —% —% (% 5) ©9 b, IGMHLE% &
LTl relu 2 ffH L 7-.
4.2.4 FHl
FillTIEE 3 THHIL-RAOBET—y 2 A L,
DAE % MW Tz it L72%, DDQN Z W T E%
SRLHET 5.

4.3 FH@m#ER

3 IRTRMOLEL LT LAZFE L Twian
7T ARPIET HWEN T T)ANEGRIT A2 L& NIDS
TORMOBWESFIGMOTHMEREL LCEHli L7z, 2o
TFUIVEREORFAMIC & 72 o TId, FPREE & L CIEfgsE, #
aE, BB, FME, v~ 70 (E#ER) 2 Hwi.
WRETHETIR) T— 51347 FAGHETH L0, £
7 3 OFHGE, FoH T T THNETE (Positive), Z
I ThRIFIUEH (Negative) & L7zBO B (TP: True
Positive), B (TN: True Negative), #4551 (FP: False
Positive), 1% (FN: False Negative) 5. F7-,
SAROFHE~ A 7 0 PH T .

. R
FTRTCOFUDH B, ERL-FHOE S
TP + TN
72 st A —
1R (Accuracy) = oo —pp
(1)
o WA
HEFHULAL 0D L, ERIZETH S LDOOEG
TP
AR icion) — — —+
WA (Precision) TP L P (2)
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o FRHES
ERICETHLO0ODH)H, ELLBEETFHTELD
DDOEE
TP
HHE (Recall) = TP+ FN (3)

o F 1
BEREFBRI L - FF 7ORICH D720, 2
DOPMHFE % & o 75 (FEMIE 0~1, 113EWIE
ETHEREATE )

2 % Precision x Recall

F i = (4)

Precision + Recall
o VA Uy (IEMR)
FTRTCOTFUDH B, EFL-TFHOEE
B, FP L FNA{—12% b 2 &hb, ¥4 7 0T
FIEMR, Ea, BHE, FHESTXTALHEE % 5.
TP

YA OV (ERE) = o (5)

4.3.1 REFEDTHIMERE
WRETEOFMERE L LT, TllKEREEE 6, 773
TLoOFHGNEER T IIRT. R2L 2 R< 3 DDBE
H 7T TERFEBHFROMIE RAFENE o7z, Z0—
Vi, BEEROMEIME CERRME D B2, B, R2L O
FEDSZEH L > T B DIEEIEATRER 72D TH 5.
4.3.2 ﬁ#?%@%ﬂﬁ*

BT DI O 72012, Frfgmmb L & 58 B
OB I DDQN, :1—7)1/5'\ v NI =2, R

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2 I
0

DoS Probe
m [EAFER 0.867 0.747 0.815 0.95
nBEE 0.479 0.866 0 0.049
u BIRE 1 0.757 0 0.679
FiE 0.648 0.808 0.091

6 RETHEICLLTW
Fig. 6 Prediction using the proposed method.

5000
4000
3000
2000 B
1000
0 || J— [ |
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R
mR2L 87 575 618 0 16
U2R 2 1 2 4 19
m Probe 404 433 4015 98 356
m DoS 0 929 0 0 0

7 REFEICL T
Fig. 7 Prediction classification using the proposed method.
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X7 & —<2 v (SVM), 7547+ VA NEHW
REFHE L OB REYER 6, BAATHEE VTR
B 8, h7r T LTSI ER 9 IIRT.

WRETHEEORBRRETHLE 6 05, BETHEOHRT
i b FRIVEREDSE VY SVM 25 59.7% CTdh 5 DIxf LIRET
FE65.7%TH Y, A 7 W FEOFHBTIHRFET LR D
FWTHIEREE o7z, THIKRTHLK 6 L8 205
Probe, U2R O EHZ LT 5L, SVM & T V5 LT *
LA MMCHARTREFEETHIMEREDMK V25, DoS, U2R
DHBIREZ BT HE, SUM ETF V¥ L7+ LA MIHN
TRETFEI TS SV, RETFEEBRATERICER
THBIRO S0 5 BARRIZE WA, BARD HH S ERAIER
b, FO—FT, h7T) 0TS TH L T
L9 25, BAFREREFECHTRAOLEL IEH
WELTFHLTLE ) WREENEV E VI FEEIES N,

4.4 FHHEMHLEDY FRMEICSZ E
AT, FBEMm LI

® 6 RETHLEETEOLE

Table 6 Comparison between the proposed and the existing

method.
BREn Sy E ~A 7 a
LR FIHEDAE+DDQN) 0.657
DDQN D # 0.537
—a—INFy NT—2 0.551
PHR— FRT H—< 2 (SVM) 0.597
FGURNT F LA R 0.572
m EfRER
1 EESR
0.8 = iR
0.6 FfiE
0.4 I
N
0 .
Probe R2L U2R
1 Z1-3)ryRI=4
0.8
0.6
0.4
2
0 0 [ | — l
DoS Probe R2L U2R
1 HiR— 5= > (SYM)
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2 I I
0
Probe R2L U2R
1 S LITALAN
0.8
0.6
0.4
2
02 [ | -
Probe R2L U2R

8 WEFEFILICL 2T
Fig. 8 Prediction using the existing method.
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mR2L
s000 —PDQN U2R
4000 H Probe
3000 HDoS
I i
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0 -
Normal Probe R2L U2R
5000 Z1-3lryhI-Y
4000
3000
2000 ]
1000 .
0 — —
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R
5000 HR—MJF-T3>(SVM)
4000
3000
2000 -
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Fig. 9 Prediction classification using the existing method.
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Fig. 10 Prediction classification using the proposed method

due to noise rate change on DAE.
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Table 8 Prediction using deep metric learning.

NG A—=F ) ~A U a
0.01 0.507
0.5 0.48
1.0 0.612

7. RIS TIRINI A= AN BEHT LI EICLY
T A—FEOWEZZEETE L Eh5, HigaEihhn
f_ﬂ‘é BT, MUA 7T Za ik, %&67&7:1)
HOCIEEEICZEIRT A, N2 005 1 OfEE LY,

ﬁwiaﬁ%%béwa

FrEcE L ALEE 2 DAE OfUb ) 2RI k3 12 &
a2 728D F IR RICOWTIE, \ofiERE LA

B, ThbbhTIT)HOBHE K& Lo~ 171
FIOFRPERED T8 o 7275, I—ETHEICIIMITER
otz (R8). Tz, hFITVITEOTFUMDINETH S
M7 EE 11 25, REFEICHTRMOLE 2 14\
FEFIMLTLE ) WREENEV & VI ERIE LN,
TR LI O DAE ORTEICGERE HEEE (A = 1.0)
A LTGE, T abbiREEgESE (A =1.0) £ DAE
ERAGDELGEOTUHR (B 12) &, v 4 7 03¢y
0.635 C, A7 T) TEDTMGEE (B 13) OHrH b
RET IR H o 7z,

5. B

ARETIE, R E ST 2, BETEZHW AT &
HHEMEAEE L CoF— by a—FORFLBHEIZON
TEET 5

5.1 Tl
BEAEFH:0°1E & A SO RMOLE % Normal b L < (3

1921



[EHRNIBFERIEE Vol.62 No.12 1915-1925 (Dec. 2021)

RIBEEREF B (A=0.01)

2000 e
U2R
3000 - B Probe
2000 ®DoS
1000
0 N
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R
5000 BRI F B (A=0.5)
[ ]
4000
3000
2000
1000 .
0 R —
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R
5000 FEERFE(A=1.0)
4000
3000
2000 -
1000 .
0 —
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R

11 ERBEEEE I X 5 T

Fig. 11 Prediction classification using the deep metric

learning.
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Fig. 12 Prediction using the deep metric learning (A = 1.0)

and DAE.
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Fig. 13 Prediction classification using the deep metric learning
(A =1.0) and DAE.
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Fig. 14 Feature expression before DAE process.
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Fig. 15 Feature expression after DAE process.
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xR AL BEFECLL T
Table A-1 Prediction using the existing method.

DoS | Probe | R2L | U2R
DDQN iR 10996 [0.713 [0.826 |0.995
WA 10991 (0999 (0172 |0.367
HHEE 0973 (0591 ]0.004 |0.393
F i 0.982 |0.743 [0.008 |0.379
—a—7/ |EfEE 0866 [0.79 0.827 |0.966
Tty M7 BEaE |o 0.905 |0.118 |0.033
e 0.783 ]0.002 |0.286
F i 0.84 0.003 |0.059
SVM IEf##R 10877 |0.888 [0.823 |0.996
WA 10458 (0994 |0 0.5
HHER (0012 |0845 |0 0.464
F & 0.023 0914 0.481
FUH N EfigZR 0876 [0.862 |0.827 |0.997
ZAVAL TEa® 0263 0989 0238 |1.0
FHHE 10.005 |0.812 |0.004 [0.143
F & 0.011 |0.892 [0.008 |0.25

® A2 WFETHRO TN

Table A-2 Prediction classification using the existing method.

Normal | DoS Probe R2L U2R
DDQN R2L |1271 |4 3 5 13
U2R |6 0 1 10 11
Probe |2145 |4 3137 |14 6
DoS |25 904 |0 0 0
—=—%, |RL |552 |73 33 |2 236
Fy FU=7 R |4 1 0 15 8
Probe | 1138 |13 4155 |0 0
DoS |928 |0 1 0 0
SVM R2L  |1262 |0 21 0 13
U2R |6 0 3 6 13
Probe | 774 |13 4486 |33 0
DoS |916 |11 2 0 0
SUR A R2L  |1286 |0 5 5 0
TAVALN TR |14 0 0 10 4
Probe |976 | 14 4310 |6 0
DoS |881 |5 43 0 0

& A3 DAE O/ A AREFIZ L5 TS HE
Table A-3 Prediction classification using the proposed

method due to noise rate change on DAE.

Normal | DoS Probe R2L U2R

A R R2L |338 224 |718 |6 10

5% U2R |3 1 1 4 19
Probe | 1222 387  |1379 |571 1747
DoS |0 929 |0 0 0

J A RR R2L | 736 11 353 97 99

20% U2R |3 1 6 13 5
Probe | 69 157 |4441 | 291 348
DoS |903 |26 0 0 0

J A RER R2L |217 77 35 18 949

30% U2R |3 0 0 14 11
Probe |4236 |193 | 731 127 19
Dos |155 | 655 17 |2 0
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= A4 FHEIREESEI X S TS

Table A-4 Prediction classification using the deep metric

learning.
Normal | DoS Probe R2L U2R
TR IEEESE |R2L 1277 |0 14 4 1
(*=0.01) U2R |12 0 1 10 5
Probe [1635 |0 3616 |54 1
DoS |928 0 1 0 0
TR EEEE-E |[R2L | 851 20 369 32 24
(*=0.5) U2R |5 0 3 11 9
Probe | 508 9 4526  |223 40
DoS |[873 56 0 0 0
DRSS |R2L (1171 |0 68 47 10
(*=1.0) U2R |12 0 1 8 7
Probe [1242 |8 3776|273 7
DoS |862 0 66 1 0
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