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A Consideration for Visualization of User’s Work Efficiency by PC
Operation Log Analysis
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Abstract: This paper reports on the characteristics of user’s PC operation log data when operating a specific
tool. In particular, we had considered whether skill difference is included in our acquired data.

1. ELC®IC

A—Y = PC 2EMET DR ET 2k4 T —
RETERT 2W551%, e RBlEroED SN TWS. H#i
Z1E, SCHR[1] Ti&, 474 AT AD PC #fEfn 75—
REeA—HP—DEHBNPSA NV ADELSWEIHET 25
FiIZOoWTHE N TE D, k(2] TIE, YVADRZ
O — )R TEAED 5 21— — D Web M E 1T B
HUTHIT 2 HERBE I TWS., 72, FESIL,
RUABER TP AP —DAF IV EHTET B HIKIID
WTHE L TW5 [3].

AWFETIE, REDY — IV %AW /EERED PC /0
TERIEL, V—IVOBREIZENTWE - -2 Z5T
HNWI—HF—DTF—RDENMNIDOWTEET S, oS

b ORIBRSIKEE
Nagayo, Nishisonogigun, Nagasaki, 851-2195, Japan
T BUE, HHEE e

) tmatsuda@sun.ac.jp

(© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

MOEA—PF—DAFNVEHET BH5EE L TIE, 3CHk[3)
D&z, FIZIE, Web ¥ MNFIAAREO L —Y —DAF)L
L)L FHE LT, #WBWv Web 31 MEDIZIEHT S
EDONREET BN, AMIETIE, BERSF—2h 51—
P—DAFLPED LS IZEMLL T DL WVI AFILD
REZEENIIRET 5 HIEIZODWTHRET 5.

2. BEOosoRE

AWFETIE, 52747~ PCOIMEEAY bT—2
& Di@EfE 1 2 % Wireshark TRi$% L 7z pcap 7 7 1 )V %
=L, WEBRED pcap 77 A NV EED LD IZENT E 0%
Windows PC THIAABE& HEI{LY —VTH S UWSC %
FMALTa2—Y—0 PC #HfFn 7/ 2 E43 L 7z. Wireshark
ZiE, WED NI 74 v I T —BDAERRT DT 4IVR
BERE®, BEMGEHREZ LDV T T 7 2ERLZD T
ZHRED GUI TRt I N T WS, 20728, 2 —H—0
XYARF—R— FEER T =206, a—F -0



BERLEBF S RIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

&£ 512 Wireshark ZF[H L CTWa 0 H 5EEHIRET S Z &
MWHEBETH S. KL TIE, Wireshark Z#DTHRHT 3

2a—Y¥—t, FHRRODS 22 —H—0 PC #HfFu s

F—2& % Windows OS D~ 27 1Y —)LThHsb UWSC %
WTIEE L 7=,

UWSC &, U AR F—KR—FANZHELEZD, 1D
SNFZNR—=2DAFEDIZ PC 2BMET 2 7-DICFIH X
nNed<wouaY—)LThs. HlIZIX, vV ZADHE% UWSC
THFHKTDEUTDOLIBRT—RPERINS.

MMV (1000,100,15)
MMV (1000,90,30)
MMV (1000,85,16)

MMV Bt~ D A0 E%2 £ TEKTH D, MMV (x
JERE, v EERE, FEATE TOMFBRM) & LTREI NS, 7
B, ETETORBIFHORAMIII VN THS. DA,
UWSC iZid~ v 2Dk % 5#kd 5 BTN e, 772
T4 TR RUDIEREE D ACW L ENH D,
IS DEKDOEREHWS Z e Ta—Y—RNY -2 ¥
DEIITHELTVWELRENIBET R D TE S,

3. THEER

Wireshark (& GUI R—=ADY =)V ThH b=, 7V v
IXEI VY I EGLY Y ARERRMETSZ LT

—IFEHEIN TV LHREZRIH T 5. Wireshark (2134
70w 7% AT CH USSREDERTAET 5720,
Y —I)VORHRERP RN —F =327V v 7 O R
DISGIZ AT Do 72 0§ BRHEAINE L 72 7 — X THER S
L5ZEMTER, A7)y 7I1CBT 5T — X DR ITHE
DG LEIZT LD, V—ILORIEREROAMIZ X > TH
BEINDT—ROMBBDER 720, BEREMCHE L F—
K= Fﬁ(@@*ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁ&z‘f WWERPROSNS Z EHES
N5, EBIZT -2 2W($T5H5I 8T, EdL7& S8
iJ\_V)@T——ﬂfJ BlHIShAEAWZHDZ 2K 15
4ITRY. ThoDT— ke RBIZNESTSZ LT, 2—
P—DAFINIREE T T 5 HIEEMHILT S Z 201 5%
DHETH 5.

SE 3

(1] B 34T BE Bl 7% U53E, "PC HME D 2 DR
X T4 AT —H—DA L AEDOHBESH”, B 1IEHR
WEEAHMCGE D, 95(4), pp. 747-757 (2012)

2] IH B, R AR, I S L W, 775 PR
fEa ZYWEEY — )V % W72 Web R — VU BIEATT 43471, #F
SR T — X R— AV AF L (DBS) 2011-DBS-153(1),
pp. 1-9 (2011)

[3] T.Matsuda, M. Sonoda, M. Etou, H. Satoh, T. Hanada,
N. Kanahama and H. Ishikawa: Mathematical Model on
Wireshark Operation Skill Evaluation IMA Conference
on Mathematics in Defence, pp.1-7 (2017)

(© 2018 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2018-MPS-118 No.21
Vol.2018-BIO-54 No.21
2018/6/14

E9vy

i
-
3
2
1
0
A
N T 00O NS WO NI OO NS WO NI O
ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ AN AN ANANMOMOMNMN ST 9 T
B [s]
B 1 Wireshark FIHRERZL (£2 Y v 2)
r. Db
18
16
1
12
10
4
6
4
2 |H I ||‘ | |||||H|\‘ |
o | Il HEL A
n MnumnnnnnRannn RN D9
~ onN < WO NS L VOoONT WO NT L0
HHHHH NN NN NMmMM™MMM T < T
Bl [s]

2 Wireshark FIHRRH D (£2 Y v 7)

3 Wireshark FIF#ERZ L (2 V v 27 LIS O#AE)

HiRe

Hiee

160
140
120

100

S

80
60

40

| ‘\ .
! li |‘ ! . .

4 Wireshark FIFHRERD O (2 V) v 7 DS O#EAE)



