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Hybrid Anomaly Detection System with Random Forests and
K-Means

Hisashi Takahara™

Abstract: Today, most computers are connected to networks, making detection of cyber-attack from outside essential. Every
day, new attacks are made via the Internet, so not only known attacks but also unknown attacks need to be detected. There are
machine learning methods which use training data about known attacks as methods to detect unknown attacks. These have
provided high detection rates in existing papers. However those detection rates include known attacks. Therefore, in this paper,
we compare some representative machine learning methods by excluding known attacks from test data, and including only
unknown attacks, using the well-known KDD99 dataset. The results indicated super-vised methods that were previously
considered to provide good results showed low detection rates, whole the k-means method which is unsupervised maintained a
high detection rate. Moreover, to verify the above, we evaluated the results with the separate Kyoto2006+ dataset. The k-means
method still kept a high detection rate.
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572003, KBEBEFEOEGEBDIEHIXLERHY, K
%@ﬁ@%é%E%@ﬁkﬂ&&#%ﬂi@%ﬁ<¢é;
EMTEIL, FH, FFHICBMRR BV EE TR LY
BT 5 LENTED.

F ZCARMITIE, Fhifd 0 = Tk L K-Means 50k
FEOREEFRIA LT, #ifb 58 Fik L K-Means {£% H
WA G DR, ~NAT Uy FROT /< U BB
FEERET S, BEFEEFAVIIL, FifEORENEZ
STV IR T ¥ OEA L EZOMRPHELONDLET
OEOWE, WbprEaT A HBEILXETEHbDL
Exohb.

7B, BEOHETIE, /32 Fx0F T -2 chDd
W PRE LM ES ARRE TICKBT — 2 R DK
A PR OB E, known attack, know intrusion 72 &,
AR F ¥ RFEE T —Z T\ PRE LR TT — 2 03 e
W 2 R ENOZCEE ) unknown attack, unknown intrusion 7
ELHRLTWD LD L H 5[5][8] [14] [29][30172%, AFE Tl
IO DOERE ZNENFEFERE, EFEFRRICH—
LCHEHT 2.

1.2 BAFEHR

SCHR[29]O T Reda X, #Hblid 0 7HE FETH
% Random Forest[20] & #hli 72 Lt =8 FiETH 5
K-Means ER2IICHME OB R 2N 2 - FiEE G bE T
NAT Yy REREREL WD, £z, BatHOT—%

Ty MO, ELMONERHERIAN Fv—0 T —X
v N TdHDH KDDII[35][36] &M H ICik B L7 — 4 & v
KEAVTVS

SCHR[29] T1E, %3 Random Forest & I A — AU jGR g0 &
LTHW, 0%, K-Means k2B LEFRET /)~
B E L THOW TS (LAKE Reda R EFR97) . Z DR
A EIIMA O X TEAT 217, K-Means 15 % i
A+t nwokBEiMzxTwbd (LI, weighted
K-Means=wk-Means % & #597). F£7z, Random Forest T
BLUESNEBET—ZOTmMNS T X LWET —4
AHIH L, 2R EREGE L HESINBET — XNz,
ZDOF—F % LT wk-Means A EA LTV 5.

SCHR[29] T
O Az — AT TIE, DRIZZ AU EE < 72\ (92.73%)
2, —HTFARIHMES MR D22 &N TE D (0.54%)

@7 /= VAT, M= (Detection Rate=DR) |37

FIZR(99%) 23, — 5 TRk = (False Alarm Rate=FAR)
Lo TLED (12.6%)

LWV S I Ra—RARIE T )~ VBRI O R AR LT
LT, ZoRtEENLIZEROANL T Y v FERERE
L, DR Z@E<HERF L2 S (98.3%), FAR ZIK<iMZ 5
(1.6%) ZELHEHLTND

& AT, CHR[29]Tl, Random Forest TIE 7 @{E & ¥
ESNIeT —2I1L, WBLHEINZT—F%Mx, £D

T — 2% LT wk-Means E% A LTV 54, Random
Forest TH®E L H|E S NTmWBET — X A ZERIHRE (R
V—=7) LieT—%# :ﬁLTAWMwm%%@%fﬂ
X, ®72% DROM EBHIFCTCEXLEB2615. LoL,
wk-Means JEDFEMZR 7 0 7T AFH S NI E R THR N
=%, KT, A7V —=7 LT —#Zx Ll
® K-Means £z A L, 3.1 TR HIETHS I Reda J7
KEEH L B, x5 Reda R EFT).
13 RELER

AT OBEFIFZE &2 £ 2 C, AR T, LK<mbhi=#
fid 0B HFATHY, 3 ECTORIEDOHER, Hilidb v %
FHop Tt DR %% L 7= Random Forest(RF) & V€
(£ 2) #FHRHELEEA I ) —=v T L, ZbLbIA
HbN=Hf7e LFE X TH D K-Means 5% W CTIE
%”ﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁéh47)/kﬁ?/VJ@ﬁﬁﬁ%

BT 5., TS LY FEBHBEOKRINMENL TS RF
iﬁ,#%” %%@<&%%@HT%6KMmm%@

ZNENDREETE D LTS T ORI S FE T
x5, EEEEFETIE, RF & K-Means £ VT3
B, W EBICAL Mo FRTH D70, HEEM
TV = a BN THIA T 7 U RHBESTWS
HLOWHY, FICFHEICUREZMZ TWZRWRY, B5IC
BRETHIZELARETH D, £, AFETIE K-Means
BB T AREKE 2 L L THRIEEIT>TODER, Zh
W2 T, #7077 A2 AR ETE D X-Means {ETD
BEEb A TITo 7.
14 BAEBR & DK
L4l BBFEDEFE

ARTIE, BBRFEEHOTFELE LT, BEFETHVY LR
% RF, K-Means {ELAM IS, ko 7= DT, Naive
Bayes(NB), Support Vector Machine(SVM) 72 £ o Tk %
. ZITH, ENTNOFEEBEMELE LTk,
K-Means #£1%, 1967 412 J. MacQueen (Z X - CTd S
[2], FET—F2 &AW, iz L OB E FETH
5028 TORENZRFEDOEDT, 7AHITYX
AER D38 Y T % [24][10][7]1[18][38][23]-

(1) I TAZEKERD, &7 7 AXIIKTLHRE
EEHFRETH. WHORKREZRD D HEE LTUL, 521
BNIT —H & T AT KEBRAT, %77 AXORE
BWETDHERENH DD, AETIE, 77 2B8%H
WTHIEME 2 R4 S5 Fikx HvT-.)

(2) %/ —FRIZxt LK 7 7 A X ONRFME» D OEEEE
MELT, BEWT TRAZIIHGE ) — REFIEIES.
(3) gL/ — FOEYEEZFHE LT, LHTI TR
ZORFEETD.

(4) REMVREDSRLRLHET, (2), (3
7.

(5) REMENEDL R RoTZRRT, 7 IRZY T
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ERTL, %/ —FOFBERETS.

K-Means #1213, BIBD 7 T 2 X LT HEENH 5D,
7 TABDRE SRRELEIMHER LTS, EDE
A TR0\ EOFENMER S v TV 5 [39].

METIETHO OGNS RF IEHO DT A& HHE T
AW 7 o T AVRIETIEDN, 08 & L7325 DT I,
BMAE LIS E R E LT, b OESES K %
WEOABIRICEEZITS Z &k, /—FROFREs 7Y
YT 5 FiETh H[26] [32].

RF (%, 2001 4£(Z Leo Breiman |2 & » THRE S 72[20]23,
B DT # AW THEEITY 7 o 7V FIE[B2]1ThH
5. A DTIZBWT, 7V ¥ AT SN REED 2
S b OEEE N ORmOVREEL®IRL T, HHEETH 2 &
DT, BEBREIIGH LGS, WS R
T2 E DR EH ATV S [27][33][13].

NB 1T, SRHEENMNITHD EIELT, FHlCEH
DNDFET — 2o LEEZHEL, M7 —2 23R
HAT IV ERODFIETHH[4] [832]. 72, SVM I3,
1963 4EIZ V. N. Vapnik 52 X » TEIEE T VA3 [1], 1992 4
\Z Bernhard E. Boser 512 X > TIHMIBET AR RE I NI
[B12, FETFT—F % b L& T — ¥ 2ol T 5B FmE O
Tv—V 2R ANMETE 802 ROTEFTALZEK LT,
T — % 2T 5.
142RHp )—=24

BETFETIE, RF TF—4 %227 ) —=27 L%,
K-Means ¥ CHEBMANZ{TH. 22T, A7V —=27
Z AW HFRIC OV TR B,

SCHRIB]D T THRFEBIE, 77T 7 _R—=2 D E i b v 2E
ERAWCHET — % O bBEAOKE (FHELE)
REIACIDZERFWERZ A ) —= TF5Z&1Ck-
T, RHOWE FEFEFELE) ORMERHIZT 55K
ERELTNS.

SCHR[L4]0 T Song B 1%, 8T — X 22 b IE R #8{E 04
L, 77AZ2Y 7T 5Z Ik THRED 2 T A
2B LT BT, IEEBEOTETAVEER, g Auv
T one-class SVM 2LV, REMOKE (GEFEFRE) %
BT D FEEREL TV D.

143114 T )y FAK

SHERB]OF TIIH B, VY R2TF ¥ E2HNTI A2—2

BRI EAIT D > 7 3T v AR AK 2 F#5  (Intrusion

Detection System=1DS) % A\ CEIT OMEIFSE R 2572512,

INEL LIS LR T -2 2 HEER, (B LIS
— 2 W TCHEETH ) OB EFIEOOE S THDHIE
ZR(Decision Tree=DT)[26]IZ THAZ1T 5 HAFEE L T
5. ZoFLERCNE, FURBEOBEIOKR 28T
— X L LTREZEIT) ZENTE L0, V72T vl
ANTEWD TR S - BBIED L7258, Wb 2 fifl
ERAMTHIENTES. IWHLOFATIE, #HifdH ¥

BThHHIHPEERDOHBEANTNER, FEF—FDOHEL
ZATIRWERET e LR TR E VA S YD Z LITE Y,
FICHFROKBEA~ORIGHWIHFTE 5.

SCHR[30] D T Kim &%, FEAR (C45) (Decision
Tree=DT)[26] & one-class SVM[12][22]& /M AEbES Z &
IR > TREH OB (FEFEE) 720 TR KRMOB
B GEFEHERE) bmmTHeiA 7Yy FHRZREL
TW5. XHER[B0]ITIE, FHi=R bT 74 v kb e, £
TIRERIZESTED T T 4 v o0y BEED) BE (%
BEBEE) HENPZHERIL, WRHEDOHEITITT ey 7
L, WETHRWEAEIZIZKRO AT » 7L LT, oneclass
SVMIZE-TED NF 7 4 v 7 BNEENGE N EHT 5.
R RBMEIEH L MCESNTW ARV, mRENATWDS
ROC Hif72 &2v5, Zhizc kv, DR Z&ED, FAR Z#{K<
MRABZENTEDLZ LR RENTWVAS. LA L, SVM I
K-Means {72 & & LSTR85 < 3D 2 & VA <
HHBATWDHTs, ABRREM AT 2 2 LN E 72 D
LEZ 5N, one-class SVM D fio 1T K-Means % v
%2 SR R OERE DS HIRF T X B,

2. REFZ
21 REFZORN

BRFIETIE, KD 250 STEP THRHEAITHY (X
1.

(STEP1) RFIZLDAZ U —=27

RFICTIEE AR L, A L= Z oD@ T — &
HHIERS 2
(STEP2) K-Means {£IC & 2 B %0

(STEPY) THERR &N =7 —# GLO@BET —# b RF T
A ESNTHEEZHIR LT —4) ZHAWVT, K-Means ¥
I LD BB ZAT 5

ERES BERORSE
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Z 2T, STEP1 & STEP2 DWW FHUH D i CUEE & )
ENTHAITL, VAT LARKE L TOHIELZKEL TS,

3. IREIZEER

3.1 B#

IEFEBFLBEORINCEA LT, #Aid 0 8 FIEEOH
7z L8 Fikad B o A L& R OVKRR & RIERIC
RF & K-Means 154 flV 72 Reda & DA 70 v RFEIE [29]
ERRBETFEORMFE (DR) Zi LT, ETFENFHT
HHZEERT.

72720, SCER[291TIE, ER LTl T A7 —4 0
FEHESB S Mz E N TW W, RO X D TR THRIEE
179 (ffi% Reda H=0).

OF —ZIIARCBOYTHOFETHERATHIHOLFEL D
D&MD
QUWTFNOBEMTH T —Z DM TIXTH§, RF & K-Means
EOWTNOFESL, 7 —2 2RI L AT 5

@RF, K-Means (kDWW (FiJ7) CTHWE L HE SN
TiEfEE, REOHFEICBNTHHELHET D

7EB, AFTIE, FHEEE S LT DR Oftis, ks

(False Positive Rate=FAR) & IEf#=R(Accuracy=ACC) & &b
B ORL, BEICOVWTHLERT 5.

32 I’IK
321 7—42tvhk

AR CIIMIEHOT — 4 &> h & L TKDD99 # H\ 5.

KDD99 %, 1998 DARPA Intrusion Detection Evaluation
Data Set (LK, DARPA98 L #59") [37]midfs7 —4 (TCP
dump ¥—%) kv ayEMNOT—F L LTNT L
T—Fty hTHY, T—ENH, TP A ANKX
W EDEFT b H D0, BUETHZ < OUBRBRA OIS T
BEEAT —# v b & LTHW STV 5[35][31]. KDD99
[Z1%, 4893980 DT = bR D7 NVT — X
(kddcup.data) & % DN DI 10% D 494,020 {hD T — X % fh
Hi U725 — # (kddcup.data_10_percent), % L T 311,029 70
T =05 7R BT — & (corrected) 72 E XD H AL TWH
5. AT, H¥7—4% & LT kddcup.data_10_percent,
PE MR 7 — % & L T corrected & W 5 .
kddcup.data_10_percent ®H(Zi%, 97,277 £ (19.69%) DIE
HIE(E & 396,743 1 (80.31%) DHEIEEE(E AN D BT
5. WEBIEEIX22FEEOLEN B2V, Z s DoS, Probe,
U2R, R2L ® 4 2D A7 I VI LTV 5. corrected O
HiZ1%, 60,593 11 (19.48%) D IEH 15 & 250,436 1f: (85.52%)
DBESRIZ UL D STV 5 [28]. BEE(E 1% 37 DK
BEMNBe0[25], ZOW, 20 S kddcup.data_10_percent
CBEOWET, BV O 17 EEIRH AR ETHD.
KDD99 (235 ) % MiFE 3 5 T, kddcup.data_10_percent % #¢
Fiido 0 = oFET—4% L LTHWY, corrected % 347 —

L LTHWwWL»®, 7T — % Thid
kddcup.data_10_percent (2% F 4 5 W % 2B B IEE,
F— X ToH D corrected 1285 FNDHHEON
kddcup.data_10_percent (2 1% 5 £ AU W BB A FEE P L B
LY. corrected DOARKEEI@(E 250,436 (O, 171,114
 (68.33%) LW HBCEE, 79,322 1 (31.67%) (LI
BHHBETHD.

3227 ko7

AT, BRFEAY 7 b7 LT, A—A T
U7 @ Waikato K227 BRI S 0TV % WEKA[40][16]%
Wiz, WEKA X, #EEHO7 Y —Y 7 hThy, Bl
18, % < OHTE ORI THV BTV 5 [35][15].

PRI T @Y Th D

SVM (21X, WEKA @ SMO 7 /LU X A% AW, H1—=x
JVEE%E & LT exponent 1 @ Poly kernel % Fv 7=

DT I2iE, ID3 7 /b= Y X A[28][32] DYLIE T % CA5 D
WEKA IZBT 5 EETH D 148 & v -,

NB IZ1F, WEKA IZ81T 53244 TH 5 NaiveBayes &
7.

RF Tid, BRI DR EOHIE, 25 EE m Tk L
T, log2m+1 & U CTHEEERRZ1T>72. ik, WEKA ®
T7 AN METHD. £z, SEIOMIEER TIE, REAR
a5 & LI, IREAE 3 D 20 TlE, BFEOEER
ZIFE 40012 Thotz. 70k, FHEEORINL, WEKA
@ random number generator {Z RF (ZBJ 5T 74/ FD
seed il 1 % 5 2 CiT->72[41].

K-means £ TiE, WEKA ©33ETH % SimpleKMeans (2
THEEZAIT > 72, WL, WEKA @ random number
generator |Z SimpleKMeans |2 3315 57 7 #+ /L k D seed fE 10
BHZXT, 77220812 & LTHRGEEERIT- 7.

F2, AT, BHELY (Bayesian Information
Criterion=BIC[32][9]) # & &IZ L Tt r T XA ¥ ¥ 7e
% E THEI AT 5 X-Means #:[32][6][9]iC & 2 HFEBAT - 7=
Z DR, WEKA OEIETH 5 XMeans % FHV, FIHAMEIZ I,
WEKA @ random number generator {Z SimpleKMeans (23317
577N O seed fH 10 2 52T, 77 AX DT
minNumCluster (5z/N27 7 A 2 %) % 2 & L, maxNumCluster

(BRI FAZH) #8L LTz,

3.2.3 A D STEP2(K-Means ;&) IZH 1T B9 TR A HET A
oy

K-Means {5 CiL, T 27 FRAZOHESE| LTI T
ABNC TNV EATTHENREE 205 WERMOBGE,
UL FAZIIHBEELIIEFBEELELLNO T L
BB B 2 [19][11][29]. SCHR[29](4.3) D C Reda &
X, WEENTEY TALDON, I A—ARBERIO T
oA RZBNWTHEEE L HESNTZBENLEFENT
WD TARERBEY F2AK LT HE LTS AFETI,
STEP2 DEPEDHIT, KELHESNIZBEEX7 ) —=
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VY578, STEP2 DEMETIE, KBET —ZICHE L
W T ERTWRW. D720, SCER[29]D T X
Vo T REEHANWD Z EIXTERY. AT, K-Means
ET27 ZAZIIHHEL, WEBRENZWNFDOI TAZ %
Wy G AKX MO TAZEIEFBIEI TAXLETD.
L2 L, EEOSETIIE DBENKZRBENPNSNLR
Wiz, IRY TS HBOETHS. £z, 322 TH
WA, AT, K-Means %2R L7- X-Means 74
TOREIELIToT=. ZOR, 77 AXEIT 4 L7 -7273,
I TABIZEENDBEN R D IRNT T AKX & B EE
JIGABZE L, ENUND T T AR EREY AR L LT,
L2>L, K-Means {EOSARER, EERICIX & OmBE N K E
WBENDDLIRNTED, T T ORMBERERS.
3.2.4 FHEIE4E

PLUFIZIREFIATH(Confusion Matrix) (£ 2) % L2 L7,
KIE O EHFR XA R T [17][34][21][32].

& 2 RIFETS
Table2 Confusion Matrix

¥ (Positive) T-HI(Negative)

1Efi# TP (True Positive) FN (False Negative)
(Positive)
1Efi# FP (False Positive) TN (True Negative)
(Negative)

DR = TP/ (TP+FN) (L1

FAR = FP / (FP+TN) (X2

ACC = (TP+TN) / (TP+FN+FP+TN) (X3)

Z ZC, TP (True Positive)iX Positive & 1IF L < Tl S iz
/— F#, FP (False Positive)i, ZZB%iL Negative T 528
Positive & Tl &47- 7 — R%, FN (False Negative)i¥, 3
B=iZ Positive T& 575 Negative & Tl S 7=/ — F3, TN
(True Negative)l% Negative & 1E L < P&/ — T
b%. AFETIL, Positive % Attack (W##{Z), Negative
% Normal (E#EE) LfABz2b0ET 5.

33 #fF (F0IE)

MFEERAIT O Aillc, 7 —% 2 EBMLB2 Lz, Fiz,
AW R EIE, KDD99 TIixA 41 fHOfEME DN, TF
A T —H& T D Protocol_type, Service, Flag @ 3 DDHs
BEZERSN LT 38 HORBEZ V. AiEo@»,
KDD99 TiZ, corrected (REATT—4%) ORME 37 F¥HN
% kddcup.data_10_percent_correctd (%5 — %) &’aiﬂ
DU 20 RS A BRI L7z 17 BRSO KBTI E 7 — #1C
ENRVHBETH DT DIEFEFLEL L, ’@W%@ﬁ
EGNIET =2 E2ER L, HFEBFERBEOHOBAETT
BEORET — & & LT-.

34 H#R
ENENOFEOBREER L OFEET FRLED KIS
T DR ZIE L7 R R, £ LUK 3., BRI
LTDR, FAR & ACC ZJIIE L7-fE 11K 4 R OX 4.TH
%. DRIZ, fEA LISESIZERMENE L, ACC biE
M ULITESAF EEFERBINDPITON TNDZ L L2 5.
2L T, FAR MBS 0 1SE3 < 1E ERBRAE D/ N &

WZ iz, BEFRFEERERD. 6> T, DR XU ACC
DOAEZ 1123 <, FAR OfEDS 0 (2T VIREE D iie & HRARAY 72

RAEL 72D,

3 FH, FEFEFLRIIHT S HEE (KDD99)
Table3 Detection Rate to Known and Unknown Attack (KDD99)

KDDS9(DR) ALl MEWY
K—Means DE5EG D536
sS4 0502 .09
OT 0507 0082
MB 0800 0.085
RF 0510 0100
KDD95(DR)
1.0
09 -+
08
07 -
06 -
05 WALL
0.4 B NEW
03
0.2
01
0.0 +
K-Means SVM DT NB RF

2 3 FH, FEFEFHEIIHT DA% (KDD99)
Fiture3 Detection Rate to Known and Unknown Attacks
(KDD99)
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# 4 KFEIC L HFHE (KDD99)
Table2 Evaluation Value of each method(KDD99)

KDDagiALL) OR FAR ACC
K—heans 0656 0015 0720
S 0.302 0016 0518
oT 0.307 0 7 0521
MEB 0.500 0026 0514
RF 0510 0005 0526
Fieda(FF H-heans) 0910 0.1 5 0524
RF+x—Means 1.000 0624 0878
Mew(RF+K-Means) 0.5995 0554 0588

BFHCLSTHEME(KDDS)

'zf“, A‘x\ 6\ \\Q’ X é\%\ ,bo" '§§s\
“\e. ) @e, @g. ‘l\?’
* FooG ¥
S & &
o @s\
oF =

4 HBFIEIC K D5HbE (KDD99)
Fiture3 Evaluation Value of each method (KDD99)

MRAEEBROFEF, DR ICHEH LA, KDDI9 D4,
EEE TR G G AR BURE AR T D A =R K-Means 75
7% 0.656 TH-o7=DITxt LT, #Hbifid v FEEOLFFIER
0.900 L ETH o7z, ZdoHTH RF D DR 2 b < 0.910
Tholo., T LT, FEFEFHFLBEORIEIL, HEh
HFEEDOXTFIEDO DR 3 E40.100 THD DT LT
K-Means 5@ DR 1% 0.986 & 725 7=. ZOFEEZFIHL T,
ETT =X REORAMENE L EN RF TTF—¥ %27 Y

—=2 27 L7-(STEP1) %, K-Means /& CHi&1 %17 9 (STEP2),

RF & K-Means {ED A 7Y »v RERXEZRE L. O
B, BEFETIE, DRIZ0.995 L7V, £Fikz M TH
WEBARTFT —Z I LT AT U —= 0 T &2 Th RS
Reda ALV bmWVBRAMEEL R L (£3, X4). £,
R TlE, STEP2 ® K-Means tkD 7 7 A X ¥% 2 & L
7o, FENEE) T T A BERTET D X-Means {ETH
WMFEEAT S o FER, 77 AX¥X 4 729, DR X
1.000(0.99967) & 72 - 7=.

FAR (ZBIL Ti%, KDD99 {23\ Tix, #hfid v 80

FFEK O 5 Reda 53738 % 0.026 T - 72 DI LT,

FEETIETIE, 0554 L7210, RF+X-Means £ CiX 0.624 &

ot=. E£7-, ACC IZBILTIX, #Hblid v 28 04 Fik
K OME S Reda 7701%, KDD99 Tl 0.914~0.926 DD
ETH DN, TEFIETIL 0.888, RF+X-Means 7% Tl 0.888
THoT=.
35 E=&

MRFEORER, Hhilid 0 #E FE (SVM, DT, NB, RF)
TIE, WEARICHT 5 DRIZ0.90 LU ETH B, FEEH
HBREIZxT % DR X 0.1 R OMEIZE E 5 DIz LT
K-Means ¥ TIIBUE2RIZ3T 2 DR A% 0.656 72272 DI
5 UCHEFEFELED DR 12 0.986 & 7eo7=. T, #
flido 0 O FIENFE T — 2 TG T D FEE RO
MOFBEZITRT VDI LT, T —F ZH0R0
Bl LB FETH D K-Means 15T, 28 3SR O
MIZEEZ TRV, FEFEFHBELMRMTE L0
LEZLND.

T —HREEEEE BEREOEE

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
I I I I I |

H normal

RF-Filtering W attack

NEW

M5 7 —ZRIEFWE & KEREBEOEE (KDD99)
Fiture5 Ratio of Each Data Set (KDD99)

F72, K-Means {EDQKBERIRIZHTT 5 DR 23 0.656 (2 &
EE501F, K-Means IERE7 T AZIZRT 5/ — ROk
ZRFEICT OIS H D LICHRTHEELZLND.
SF Y, BEAEROEE, EFERE & BTRBEOEHAEN,
0.195 %f 0.805 T 5 (X 5) 7=, WEH(E % EHFEEY
TGRS LTRCEBEICILEY & Lzl LT, 3
BB WD B DOEAIE, 0.764 % 0.236 L IE# #1E DEIS
BE< 75 (M 5) =0, WREEZIEFEFE 7 AXIC
SHELE D LI THEBEED DRBELI BRI LD EEX
bhb. HL, Zo%A, EVEEEREBEEY 7AXIC
SELELD LT 2R DH720 FAR IE< b EEX
LN5.

BEFATIE, ZoFaEFIALT, £ RF THE®%
A7 V== 7 L THEREREORA 2D SE’IC
K-Means {EZEHAT D E W oNA T U v REXEHRH L.
Z D7z, RF % O ERFBEE & WEEE OFIE, 0.727
%0273 L7e 0 (X5), FEFEBEHEDOLZHM LI2GHE
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& FERICIE R 818 OFIAE DR BB EOEEG LY bR 2o
Toio s, WEEIE % IEFBEICHHE T, DR 230995 &7
STbDEEZGND. Fi-, FHEOEAT, EEEEN
BWEBEFIZHFES I, FAR § 0554 L #ilid 0 FHE FIEC
ffi% Reda FRIZHARTEWEE RoTmEBE2LND. Z
DFET ACC § 0.888 & Hd Fi:0M 5 Reda =T bk
RTEVMEICE E-T2bDEEXLND.

ZZT, fii% Reda UL, A7V —=2 T %iTbARWn
2%, K-Means iEDFitaz +3IZ8| E T2 EnNTET,
DR NEHID AT v 7 TdhbH RF ITKIEL T RF LRBED
0910 I E-7=bDEEZLNDN,  CHK[29]TiX, %F
BEICELFIT 2 L7z wk-Means #2HWTEBY, Zhz
FAW=EE8121E, FIZ DR 23 LT 2 Rt b 5.

A THWZ K-Means {£137 7 A X & 2 L L,
X-Means k& L7ofER, 7 72 280k4 720, 3.23
DFETINRY v 7 %4T-7-L 2 %, DR IZ 1.000(0.99967)
L5728, FAR 1X0.624 L7210, K-Means &% V7235
AofE (0.554) % E[Rl-7-.

4., £&OH

BEAEORFZETld, KDD99 1T\ T, Hkifid v otk 55
FIEERERAICEH L254E, 0.9 Yl Eoksam=s (DR)
ERLTHNED, EFEFRED L E M L TRAEEZT -
7ok A, KDD99 IZH W\ Tik, #hfid » OfTE TET
%, Bx01DDRLNMEDZENTERNI LERLTE.
F 7o, BN L OB EFETHD K-Means A M L
7oL Z5,098 DDRZEZHDHZENTEDLZEHLEDET
A~ L7z fRL, K-Means {5 % 85 2EIZEH L7286 @ DR
1% 0.656 &MMDOFIEICHARTRVME L 2257228, 2,
EFEE IR THEERE OEIE I Em N o d & B X
bid. Zod, £9 RF THBHEFEEZAZ ) —=27
L7-%, K-Means {EICTHHEEIT I FREREL, Z0FH
EARFE L 72, EOfER, 12525 T DR ITHE VT 0.995
EVOMOTFIRIZHASNTEVMEZ R T Z L 2R L, #%E
FEOBEDEERTZENTE ., T, RF L7 T AKX

ZHUNZERET D X-Means 15 & 2 flABDLEDLZ LITLDY,

DR % 1.000(0.99967) £ THih D Z LN TE D Z & H[FAIKFIC
RL7Z. L L, K-Means 5, X-Means IRV OEE D,
GBI TAZ~DTRY T ORENRE S T2T20, &
%, ZOFEZOWTHRFH LTI TETH D.

F7-, FAR T, fthod> F3E7% KDD99 T4 0.026 TH -
7-DWIKR LT, #EETFTIE (RF+K-Means #5) Ti 0.554,
RF+X-Means 5Tl 0.624 L7200, O FIEITHTEW
fliL 72 o7, 5%, DT one-class SVM 72 &, #filid v
B L H 7 UEE OK FIEORBETEDN LTk~ il
HEFITL, DRZHIZM EIH FAR Z{K<MA D Z &n
TEXDLHEEZRH LTI PETHD.
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