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Comparison between KDD Cup 1999 Data and Kyoto2016
Using Network-based Intrusion Detection System

HISASHI TAKAHARA™

Abstract: Today, on the Internet, new cyber-attack is made. So, it is very important that PC is protected from unknown attack.
There is Intrusion Detection System (IDS) as method to protect from cyber-attack. IDS have two systems. Those are
Network-based Intrusion Detection System (NIDS) and Host-based Intrusion Detection System (HIDS). NIDS detects attack
using traffic data and HIDS detects attack using system log data of host PC. As method to evaluate IDS, method with dataset is
well-known. In this paper, focused on NIDS, those datasets is explained and evaluated with well-known methods for NIDS.
Finally, the results are compared. Therefore, character of each datasets is made clear and then it is expected that this paper is
referred for readers to select datasets.

Keywords: NIDS, KDD Cup 1999 Data, Kyoto2016, NSL-KDD, DARPA 1998 Data
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1. [FCHIC

11 BIROE=R

A E =%y F ETIE, Z<OVANN—KERH21TD
TS, Thzx (TENERRID) Bads2s (BA
) IREEERZLTHD. BARAMIIL, Ry b
— 27 LOBET =X EHWTHELRMT 5 FE (R b
U — 7 RS AME L AT A ; NIDS Network-based Intrusion
Detection) L RA R Ea—H DT RAT Lu s T —HX
EERHONTHEL BRI 2 FE (FA MU ARMY 2T
2\ ; HIDS Host-based Intrusion Detection System) 73 & 5 [1].
RARATFELTFMT 256, FUAT—¥2y P2AW
DHEBIES BN TWD[2]. FEHHIE, NIDS IZER%E
BT, ZOFOHT —% &y FOFHRIZOWT, CHE[3]
ORTHB Lin UTE. AR TIE, SCHK[B]OF Tk L

1 BRI R
University of NIIGATA PREFECTURE
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WUTT—2¥y b EEEICHWT, NIDS FiEOFM %
TV, T—2 kv b2 & OFMiREROENIC DOV THEEL
5.

1.2 BIROEH

O, STHER[2]0 T T, NIDS O#F5ED FIEIZ DWW T,
WOXIICE LD,
(STEP1) FTiEOERFHIIBHF
(STEP2) FED Y7 b =TIk H5EH
(STEP3) T —#t > h& AWV FIEOFAMN

£, BHEOIE, o STEP IO\ T O % X
HR[21oH THH L7z, B2, FHMEHT—% % v Mo T
FEHFOIL, T[]0 H T, STHR[2] THEHE LU 72RO fif R )7
EERLE. B, FE5DL1E, XMBIOFT, 5 —4t
v NORBIZOWTHH L, XMB]loFTIiE, &7 —F kv
FOBHICONTHEB L & T,

AT, EHEOLMT-> CE T Lo #HOEDIER
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LT, &7 %y FEHWT, IK<H BN NIDS T
EEFMT DI EICE-T, =Xy FTLEDEWEH
LT L, BEEMZD.

1.3 BEFEWIR

IR A B ALz NIDS #HliHT —# & » MZ, KDD Cup
1999 Data(KDD99)[6]28 & % . Atilla 5 [7]1%, 20104 > & 2015
FENZRAT Z T2 65 DRMFEHERE D 149 O S &E— A L7z
R, BRARETZHO NIDS FEOFHHICAV LTV
FHEHAT — %% > b 77.8%I% KDD99 THDHZ L& 5
ML TWD. £ ZTARRETIX, NIDS fHtifAT—4 & >
FELT, < bz KDD99 & HADEHE KD b
HENTCWBFMIAT —# &~ kT 5 Kyoto Data(Kyoto)
IZHOWTHEY EiF5d. Z 2Tk, KDD99 & Kyoto2 (220>
T, ZORMER LIEBEFEMERIZONTIEND. ok, &
F— ¥y NOEEMIIOWTIE, 2ETHHTS.

1.3.1 KDD Cup 1999 Data

Lippmann 5[8]i%, JA< f57= NIDS T —# &> T
5 KDD99 O b L tlpolzT—FtEy b THD 1998
DARPA Intrusion Detection Evaluation Data Sets (DARPA 1998)
[ DT, TGN BREGIRI R /M £ CREHNCHIT L
TW5.

Saffaa ©[10]i%, KDD99 M FE D FIEIZ DN T DS
FCOMEEEE L, KDD99 % NIDS Ty CTiFiL,
TPR(True Positive Rate)[11][12] (3.1.4 EZ: ) X° FAR(False
Alarm Rate)[11][12] (3.1.4 EZMW), FEHT — X 1 bHET IV
YRR T D % TOREM(Training Time) 72 E 2R LTV 5.

Mahbod &[13]i%, KDD99 OHC, F—& BNILEMTH
%7x L KDD99 O AR L, ORIk E LT
KDD99 b ILET —Z ZHIBR Lz T —2 &> b
NSL-KDD[14] Z #% /- L, NIDS o F{# % NSL-KDD T
ACC(Accuracy)[11][12] (3.1.4 HZM) % & LIZFMEL, %
DR EIH LML TN D.

Revathi 5[15]iZ, NSL-KDD %\ T, NIDS ®Fik%
W57 VRN ACC &b L IZFEM L, NSL-KDD O F5#%
LML TND.

1.3.2 Kyoto Data

Song S[16]i%, HEKFE LIS TS NIDS FF
A5 =%ty b Thb Kyoto2006+[17] D4 HEEIC OV Tl
BLTW5. F£7-, Song H[18]i%, Kyoto2006+% {EALd
BIbON=—Ry MZBIT 5T — & DIETEIZHONT
fig@iZ LTW5. HIZ, Song H[19]i%, Kyoto2006+iZ->
WT, IEFIBESPBREMBE, RMKBEREOREGRT /&
AL CHREESCHIEOEINZ &, HERoEiTH L &
HIC, F R A 14 FIC - o R BIc oW TR LT
%.

% 5[20]1%, Kyoto2006+% (T & /& &+ 7= Kyoto2016
Dataset(Kyoto2016)[17]iZ DT, IR F A0 22 55 BT
I EEToTWAD. LW LI, Kyoto2016 % W\,
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NIDS FiEEFEM 95 Z & 28 U T, Kyoto2016 O R % ]
LT LT,

14 BRIREHFE

BEET, T =Xy MIOWT, ZOREEZBFS M
W23 572DIZ, NIDS OFEEZAWTET =2ty M &
BNZFEM L 7= s U AAET 208, BT —4%%y M &
NIDS FIETEMi L, &7 — % &> b ORFME LG L
ToRICI, EEPIDRD FELE LR\, NIDS FiED T
AT —%% v b & AWIZG- A 2 O FiE Ol i 2 R % LA
b, FHET 25AICE, &7 %1y b ORHEE EfkICE
BLEECTHWSGT =%ty NERODIMERDHD. It
RIFIIE, MEFHM L CH B8 HNFEWITR>TLEY,
ZOFMEFERBAOMEHIZ-E D E LN D Lo T
LED.

15 FHROHM
AFFROFIRERRITLL O TH 5.

-NIDS F{£E% 4 NIDS Fli 7 — % & v M CiMliT 5 Z &
12X >, NIDS fHERT — Xt v b DR A &Iz §
%

- FRETCHONIZFHIE R E B &2, & NIDS AT —
Ay hEHRETDHZ EICEY, FES NIDS FEOFf
W 72T — 4% & > M EBIRT D72 ofagt 2Rt 5
2. T8ty b

AT, 13ZFTHLREMLAZEY, Atilla S[7]123EH/ L
72 NIDS FEOFHMEAHICHW OGN TWE T =&y hD
77.8%% (6% KDD99 & D BRI TH 5 NSL-KDD, Kt
RFHREE N T R OWE A 5 T Kyoto2016 12

DOWTHY EiIF5. ZZ27TCIlE, ZOMEICONTHRS.
2.1 KDD Cup 1999 Data
2.1.1 {ER#RE

KDD99 I3, KIEEP &% 7E51Hm (DARPA) & OK[E
ZEHMSEAT (AFRL) O b & TvHFa—tk vy TRK%

(MIT) Lincoln laboratory @ The DARPA Intrusion Detection
Evaluation Group 23 ERRECAT L 7= {5 9]0> NIDS F-fifi A2 1
7 —X% v hThHD DARPAIS % &ITIER Si7= NIDS
FFM T — % &= >~ k¢, University of California Irvine @
Machine Learning Repository T/ARH 41Ty %. DARPA 98
DRT Yy b FYTFX¥ 77 ANVERNTHDLIOITH L,
KDD99 iZ =& MTL, tyva vy —4ERE LTia
SNTEY, BIETHZ < O T NIDS OFFHli 7 — %
Ty hELTHEHENATWS. LnL, BREANORILT
%, OF—=#»Hn, QIUEMTH S, OWBRIEREOHE
MELSBENTROWREOHEBNLHEVHHIN TV
V. KDD99 DQILEHITH D, QBBEEEDEIGNL B
EHTRWREDORREEELZT—4%Ey FELT,
UNB(University of New Branswich)?® CIC(Canadian Institute
for Cybersecurity) 7> b2t S 41T 2% NSL-KDD 3% % (X
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1,). BFETIX, NIDS AT —4% %y hE&LTIHL%E
HAniziatb < #ohb.

DARPA98H'SNSL-KDDE CDifiidl

DARPA9S8 PCAPT —%
KDD99 v gL F—4
NSL-KDD «ppoad &k SEmehE

1. DARPA98 7> NSL-KDD F TOjiiiL
Figurel. Flow from DARPA98 to NSL-KDD

2.1.2 %5
*KDD99

KDD99 IZ1%, X THOF — X &Iz kddcup.data & Z
D 10% % HliH U7~ kddeup.data_10_percent, & L TEFAf
M7 —4%Th % corrected & 5. FiD 2 > (kddcup_data
L kddcup.data_10_percent) (ZF=EHHT—Z TH O, FEH D
1 > (corrected) IXFEMHT —% TH 5. F£7=, corrected
{21, kddcup.data 2 UY kddcup.data_10_percent (2 & F AL 720>
BENREENTND., ZHICEY, RMOKEDORIIZD
WCOFHEZITH 2 &N TE S, L3207 —#ITiX

FRENBEBEED, WEBEOLGAITHEL LR L
T LR ENTWD. TDh, Hi— LIEET, K

WENPEFBRENEZIFMIT S 2N TE D, 723, KDDI9

T, EROTFXARMFEN TN N T—FEy b
unlabeled & L TR S TWD. £72, 2hbDF—H %
CSV A Tl STV 5.

KDD99 (%, 41 HOR#E & EWIEE, KWREEFEEZRT
FING TR o TS, ZOW, AL EOREEDON, 7E
1T X5 — # (Symbolic) T#& W @ 34 {HI1XZ %% HET — %
(Continuous) Cdb 5. LFT — & &k H BICiE, #MEHEIC
B DR EOTRN/MLETH D, £z, KDDI9 DI IL
DOS, R2L, U2R, Probing ® 4 2D 517 = V4303 TE
D, EAOKEIFIEFR4OOHT TV ONTIMNIIRLT
Wh. HIZ, WBIBGELIETBEOHS T LE 8 X2
L7poTns (K2).
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KDD99 (¥&B7-4)

WELES
B0%

KDD99 (EHET—4)

E®I8{E
19%
IHELE(E
B1%

2. KDD99 W EHE(E & IEH ®IE OEIG
Figure2. The proportion of attack and normal

THH OB %®ﬂA#1%uTT%5m_&%%Kh

, BOEERIE OB BT IR TR ELhoTND
e, WRBEEZ ATV LT 57 8, AT
ﬁﬂizﬁ:ﬁ IBFCIIT RNV ETHL LB LND.

*NSL-KDD

NSL-KDD (21%, ¥ T —% TH 5 KDDTrain+ & i
A5 —4%Thsd KDDTest+ 3 H 0, Mz TExENZTNDOHT
£ > FT#H 5 KDDTrain+_20Percent & KDDTest-21 3% 5.

NSL-KDD 1%, —fixi7s TXT X (CSV EXN) LI MbH
VTR E;’FFJ V7 NUTT Thhb Weka (3.1.3 E=EHH)

DT =2 TdH D ARFF JERD 2 SO TG TEAT ST
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W5,

KDD99 (ZEt L Z % 7= NSL-KDD Ti¥, KDD99 7 —
IDITLENS DR EORR[ELEL, T—F VA X2 K
A LTnD (3).

KDD99ENSL-KDDOTTY a4

6,000,000
4,808,431

5,000,000

4,000,000 -

W KDD99

3,000,000
B NSL-KDD

2,000,000
1,074,922

1,000,000

311,027 %Sg
I

SHEF 5

#BF -

¥ 3. KDD99 & NSL-KDD O & v v = 4%
Figure3. The number of Sessions of DARPA98 and NSL-KDD

F7-, WEBEDOEENL VLN REICKH L TIE, &
BEE L EFBEOHGEFE T -2 TBBLE 341,
T — 4 TRBB LT 456 L LT, THEERFEOBEEGE K
EICHEMESETND (K4).
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NSL-KDD(FH7 —%)

IERE{S
24%

E=HETE
76%

NSL-KDD (FF{fi7T —)

WELES
38%

EEETE
62%

¥ 4. NSL-KDD  H#i@{E & IEHE{E OFIS
Figure4. The proportion of attack and normal in NSL-KDD

2.2 Kyoto Data
2.2.1 {ER#RE

Kyoto2016 %, & DHIH T % Kyoto2006+iZ 2015 4 12
AFEFToOTF—F2%EBMLIZbDOTHS. Kyoto2006+iE,
KDD99 A3ty < 72 o 7o D %2 \F, AR FITHE I TV D
/N=—7R v b T 20064 11 A 7> 5 2009 4 8 A £ CTHOHIMIC
INESNZ@ET — % &b & 12, KDD99 DR D NEFIC
FENKEOBEEHMEL By arT—2ITINTL,
BEEOWE, RAMOKE, EFEED 3 S0 T AT &
LCEHAMINTWDEHEDOTHD. Kyoto2006+IZH1F 51
VarT—H~OMTROREIZONT, KRBT
5.
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2.2.2 51

SCHRTA91IZ L Ui, Kyoto2016 O HEIE ~ > 3 »#KiT
806,095,624, Z DANIKLEEIHIF T 645,221,775, EiFEEIX
160,873,849 C, HEE(E L EFEEOEIEIL, B LZ 8
*f2ThHo (K5, HEEREOEAENIEFITEL . ZD7k
W, B AT O BRICE, WEREEE T 54
ETRPMETHDEEZOND. £, WBEEEFEON,
BEANTLEE 1T 640,618,555, AABIEEIL 4,603,220 ¢, % DHF|
BIEBBLE Y91 THS (6). F7z Kyoto2016 Tl
IEFIEE, RMBE, BEAMKEORXBNLT SV TRENT
WA, KDD99 @ X 9 IC BRI E Tl 7 ~LITR S
TR,

Kyoto2016 (24&)

e SN
80%

[ 5. Kyoto2016 K B@(E & IEHE(E OFIE
Figure5. The proportion of attack and normal in Kyoto2016

Kyoto2016 :E
(BRAIBIEE S SR ATHEE) 5
L

1%

BEENTEE
99%

X 6. Kyoto2016 BERITCE & KRB DOE &
Figure6. The proportion of known and unknown attack in
Kyot02016
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23 T4ty FOWE

KDD99 (IH A RBlICT —# M B#i S TkY, AMHIC
HFyra—RFHZENTES. ZHUIx LT, NSL-KDD
OEEX, VA MUOFIZIEF U e — ROSN—UiF7%k
W, Frra— T A, KRR, A M4l RRE S
NTWDEA—LT RLRIZA—AEED, Xyra— R
A RKPRRAY— RERGT O0ERNH L. BfG Lo/ A
U — RIZIXTEZME (2018 45 8 ARG T 72 ) b5
2%, TOHYBERNICA Y e— RT3 LERHD. £
Kyot02016 iZ, 4 KATIICT — & & v 2N A B T S
NTEY, ARIF Y ra— RTE 5.

3. T4ty FOHBRR

3.1 #{#
31 T—4tv

AR CHICHWS T —& & M, FIAE LA E 241
ZED[7], IK<mbN NIDS FHEHT —42 &y FTh D
KDD99 & KDD99 (Zik B % AN 2 7= NSL-KDD %+ 5.
Fio, MHTOWET —X L) Z & EBEL T, 2015 4 12
AETOTF—2BEEE N, FERXEPLREMAINTND
Kyoto2016 3 %. LitoT—# 1+~ hdWN, KDD99
IZ2WTIE, 10%Y% 7%~ b+ (kddcup.data_10_percent) %
FEAT -2 LCEAL, FHliHT —4 & LT corrected
Z, MENOEy g VAT ZEREMNTS. F
72, NSL-KDD (Z2>WTlX, #EHAT -4y & LT
KDDTrain+, Fli A7 — % & >~ h & LT KDDTest+ & \ o 7=
WIhb 7ty e, By va ot z{ThbRnWET
5. Kyoto2016 12O\ TId, mEFTOBE~DIGE
it L AZBELTC, PEHRAT—%, FHMERAT—# &
HiZ, 2015 4E 12 ADT =X 6T X LA &R
WL TRHI ATV, ZTOFEEERD D, Z O, RO
WZHER L.

- FERAT 2 ORI T — % O Rt E B R
CEERT -2 LA T — 2 RO BT AR S 20
CFEBT = 2 OWTIBEF R E & @S O A & il
L, iMEHT —ZIiZonTidt v a roftizThT
I (BEfFE, RNWE, EFBEREEZEATELOT) F
i %17 5

F 72, FFEIZ OV T, Kyoto2016 TH:A & duiz KDD99
D 14 HOKHEDON, FF 2 MEROEME (Service &
Flag) ZBRSML7- 12 (H O R E TR A 1T O .
312 &y b=V BBEARMFE

LA, NIDS OFEICIE, WHFHE & Xidn s FiERA
SHOWHBRTWD. AIFFETIE, T[T TRENTWDF]
FEDS 107, 247, 3NLOBMTEFIET, IR AL
5B O F1ETH % Support Vector Machine (SVM) [21][22],
Naive Bayes (NB) [23]}% U® Decision Tree(J48)[24] % H\ 5.
k5 3 oMM EE Fik% KDD99, NSL-KDD K Of
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Kyoto2016 ([ZEM 5 Z &2k - T, FRFRDT—F &
v M ORHER LN T S,

313V 7 k9T 7

AERTIE, SECELOHEMEEZ, METR 7T A
HEAET, E<MmonBReE N Y 7 b7 ThD
Weka % i 9 2. Weka[25][26]1Z == —Y —F > KO
Waikato K7 CRZ SN rEH 71 77 AT, —i%
WA SN TWD., R THSINTE 5 Weka FEHD A —
Uo7 VRN EbREI, NTOKEREEFERIAT
ZDEHEEZ TS, CR[TIIC L D &, Weka X, W
Y7 R EHLMILTWAXHEOTTIE, Hb%
SHAESNTWAHMEER Y 7 hv =7 T, $37% D
IRFHAL TS,

3.1.4 FH{IE4E

AW TIE, CHR[TI TR SN TWAFRIRED 1AL 241
DFMIEIE TH D TPR(DR), FAR R UMATHIETH 5

AUR(Area Under ROC curve, AUC & &5 9) [11] &9 5.

TPR IZEZBEEFEON, EEEZ LD LVOEETHET D
ZEenTcElraRl (K1), FARIREFBEON, 4
STEEEEEONLEHAEEZERL TS (L2). R
FLUTOEICTHE (1), FIEEOXILFO@Y T
b5

# 1. RIAEITHI
Tablel. Confusion matrix
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K247 —H v FORERRR
Table2. Results of measurement on each datasets

Naive Bayes J48 SVM

KDD | NSL | Ky | KDD | NSL | Ky | KDD | NSL | Ky

TPR 0.983 0.545 0830 | 0998 0618 0920 | 0982 0.560 1.000
FAR 0.020 0.142 0.971 0.006 0.084 0.681 0.010 0.079 1.000
AUR | 0989 0.806 0561 | 1.000 0.812 0.718 | 0986 0.740 0.500

Positive (T-i#I) Negative (i)

Positive (IEf#) | True Positive(TP) False Negative(FN)

Negative (iEfi#) | False Positive(FP) True Negative(TN)

TP

TPR = TP+FN XD
FP

FAR = FP+TN (L2)

TPR 3 <, FAR BMEWTFIEN B 2Tk EX B &
MTED., ZHERAMIZER LIzb On ROC #i#R[11] % F
L7 AUR Th%. AUR DN 1I1CE5< 12 L, TPR,
FAR O F Z Mk L7z BT, MEMIZENL TV & W5 f]
W Tx 5.

32 EE#HER

KDD99, NSL-KDD, Kyot02016 D47 — % +& v FZoW
T, NB, J48, SVM @ TPR, FAR, AUR %l L 7=k 5 %
#£21Z, ENET7 77 LEEbOEK TITRT.

(© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

&, KDD X KDD99, NSL i NSL-KDD, Ky i Kyoto

7. BT — 2 ORIERR
Figure7. Results of measurement on each datasets

Naive Bayeslcd27 —517y FOFFE

1.0
08 -
06 - — TFR
04 | AR
0z —8—AUR
00 A

KDD99 NSL Kyoto

148(Z & 3T — Ay oET

10 -
08 -
o6 - s TPR
04 | AR
0z == AUR
00 - . .

KDD99 MSL Kyota

SVMICE BT —417w TR

1.0
08 -
06 - \ PR
04 4 — R
02 =8 AUR
00 -

KDD99 5L Kyoto
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*EBREROST L BE

FRO3IOOTF—Fy NEEBETHLEUTOL IR
5.

« KDD99 ; ik bJAL FIH SN TWAD NIDS At v g Al
T—X%y FT, 1999 FICEA SN2, IR
RARENMICKBBEEZRE CBY, KEMNTHIL LN
KREHTD
- NSL-KDD ; KDD99 DILERTH D70 EDREZER L
Ty yalMr—4ty b
- Kyoto ; KDD99 O ¥ —ii % BKkBE L T, 2015 4 12
AETOFT—HZ %ML T 5 NIDS FHli it v > g
F—HE vk

U bEEESEZ T, FRROEREREELET 5. NB, 48,
SVM & HIZHRATRIE CTH 5 AUR DOfEiAY KDD99, NSL-KDD,
Kyoto DIET FF: L TV 5. NSL-KDD TiZ, FAR 73 KDD99
LR THE 2015 FREDOMINCE > TW5HA, TPR I
KDD99 & T 04 EK LS oo T 5. F£7, Kyoto T
X, TPR IZ KDD99 & [E~_TlE & A EEEI2 DY, FAR
[ZDWTIE, KDD99 LV HEAKEVNSL & H~TH 0.6
U bEoBInmAasns. ZokHkZ End, BRAEEET
H D AUR D T L TV DD NSL DAL TPR 2MEL 72
ST HTHY, Kyoto DEEIL FAR R 72272025 T
HHEEZD. ZOLI MR L ERAET DL, KDDI9 (2%}
LT, Eyva ronEMs &% EIE L7 NSL-KDD 123
W, WEBORMFTPR)N THREL, R OKEE D T-
Kyoto (IZB W Cidasiin (FAR) 238N+ 2@ H 5.
ZOJKE LTiX, NSL-KDD ® TPR DK FIZBI LTIk
FET—ZICBNT, KBEREOHERENH 72D, K
BEE ORMEMET L gBER S 5. £/, Kyoto IZ
B L CD FAR OEINZ 2\ TIE, %712 NB & SVM THE#
LI, FARBIFIF L0 LWV H Z &, 1FIFT_RTOE
WEEEHBELHZLTWAEEZ LI, O NIDS Fik
EHITE A CHBERENE N THRWVIREETH D LB XD
nNo. 2F0, KFOBRICHIETERWAREEND D .
& HE R

UbkZzxednl, B% L NIDS FiEE2 T 5B
%, KDD99 TIX TPR ¥ @<, FAR Z K<z b T T
%, KDD99 DILREMR EOREHZHZBE L TLVHEEDOR ¥
kU — 25— Z 231 72 NSL-KDD T O Ti% TPR 23
TR TCLEIARMENDD Z LN otz. £, KHr
DI %S T Kyoto2016 % V7= 31 Tid, KDD99 0 A
DEERTIETY, HRENEZRS ATREMERSH DL L b A
by THroT-.

P ED#ERN S, NIDS FIEOFMEIT 5 HEIZiT0 L
ODF—=F ¥y hOKRTITHIDTIEARL, ROBENSE
BOT—2y NTITHORERDHDLEEZD.

OB EOFHILDOFIEE OB EIT 5 72912, WEOFHILT
PR AR &t C & 72 KDD99 #fEH4%
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@KDD99 DX MEFRR L THEDR Yy NV — 7 IZEST
27— TOFM%ELT 9 72012, NSL-KDD TOFHi 21T
5

OEHT DWEEA~DIHIGEES) & TN T 5 72912 Kyoto2016 %
AW F %17 9

B, @OBRFOBE~OXISHES ZFHET 2 Z &>
WTIE, AFEOEBRFER LY, KDD99 <> NSL-KDD Titd
HIEEOMEREAZ RIE L T, Kyoto2016 TIXHIBIRE 20T
EAERBINBRNER Lo TWD T8, = —FRFEEE
DFy =7 ICHEAT L0 EGR L LT, HERT
MEH LD EEZLND.

ZOXSICEMINCE O T — 2y M X 5%
oz tickv, B L7 NIDS FEOME % L v IEREIC
MEIBAD I ENTEDLLDOLEERXD.

ek, N=—KRy bOXHIBRERHAOR Y U —7 T
2, BEICEAIATWS Ry hT—7 (FExy hU—
IVOT—ZERNTFERMLETHIEVIERLHD.
WEMDIZER Y N =27 OF —Z T K55l TE T
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