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Abstract: In order to realize IDPS (Intrusion Detection and Prevention Systems), the management cost of
signatures, which are pattern files of malicious communication, increases. In this study, we propose and
evaluate an automatic classification model of signatures using machine learning to reduce the cost. In order
to improve the accuracy of automatic classification, we propose three types of features: symbol features
(SF), keyword features (KF), and WEB-MSG features (WMF) based on the experts’ knowledge. We use two
datasets in our experiments: (i) data sets that can be classified by the expert-created If/Then rule, and (ii)
data sets that do not match the If/Then rule. The effectiveness of the proposed features is shown in experi-
ments using several machine learning classification models. Using the dataset (i), the balanced accuracy was
95.7% for the combined features of SF and KF. In (ii), the accuracy of the model trained with SF and WMF
was 59.6%. On the other hand, by combining the proposed SF and WMF as well, we obtained an accuracy
of 86.8% in (ii). Additional experiments revealed features that are useful for classification.
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IDPS (Intrusion Detection and Prevention Systems) &
]ﬁiﬁ BIE Y AT L2 L, EEfE 2 L 72BR IS

B OEREOT 2 v a v xATH ‘/7\TA“C“$)6.

jﬁ%f“li, IDPS ¥ 74 Fx (LF, ¥ 742 Fv) F0H

MPEEDISY = T 7 ANVED EICHAEIT) YA TD
IDPS 12K HT 5 [1]. ¥ 7 F v, IDPS #BA% - 5E L
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TWAREIZL > TEMWICKA ENS. IDPS D2 —H
i, EHIICEAT S NS VA TF v BT 2RI,
AT v T EESEE 2RI LB IDPS O T 7 v 3
VEBRETHALEDNRDS.

HMRIEIL I AT Y TEICFOREFEXHEL, TOE
FEZLEIZIDPSOT 7 a v 2R ELTWA, k2
i, YA F v OBFEEFFEVOTIUL SERT 2, Ko
ThHhE“axr s bnw) 77 varvixBEdT sl il
b, ZOBEREFEOHEX, HEMMEEEEMSLETHD
tFxRa) T A EAOERBE L TRELIANEEZDLI L
BTE5. KRTIE, BEMRY 74T v OEEE T HE
THLIEE, SHEEEE LTI bDET S,

KEFFETII Y 7 A F ¥ OFH a2 MR A HIZ, v
T X OEFEESFICER R T et L, S
LB HET VAR - FHIiT 4. AR IEEE LGS
572012, EMRICEEEOHWMICEHLTeT) v 7%
To7z. BEMEIL, DTFTOFIEICHENY 74T v 2 FHE)
THEL TS, ¥, BIED If/Then V— VA #HT %
ZETHHEEAT) . ZOIf/Then V— Vi, ¥ 7 2F¥H
DEFEOXF—T— Fx v Fr 7OMEEE4&ML LTE
FEIAN, FREGEAHE V) BRO TNV E D T A
F ¥ 59 5. 2O, If/Then )V — )b THEA & ¥
EEINTY 7 A F X % FECTHHET .

KT —DSHEETF LV TTRTDY T A F ¥ DS
HMETH)bDET 5., 2072, If/Then V—IVITHET
BYTAFr, MELZWY 7 AF Y IZEb S FHEOL
w7 bV E LTHE - BT 5. LELOFEMER DM
Tk 5#12, (1) If/Then V— LV DOZEEORE % > T
WA B R, (2) If/Then L —VHDF—7— K% § & (2
BoNME, (3) /A FYHNDRA v - LIS
FRIEHRD S Web A 27 LA ¥ v 710 X W EUSR L 7- S 3B
B, 30%%HT 5.

SRR, EEOY Z AT v ICEME TN F
5L CIER L7z 2 200FEF—Fty hEHWE. 12ld
If/Then V— VCHHEIRELR T = £y FTHY, &) —
Jiid If/Then V=V CHFETE R VI 72 F v TR S
ToT7—=%%y b ThbhH. FWETHE LIFEHEN2 >0
F=¥ty FOSEY AV ICERTHIZ L, EROK
W BHE TN 2 O EBR TR,

AROBEMIIDTOEBY TH 5.

o HUEITNIUAEXZDIDPS ¥ /A F¥DTF =%+t b
EHBUCHESE L, HEISEHET LV ERIRE - FHliT 5.

e IDPS V7 A F ¥ D= 2R T 5.

o HMENTETY /2 F ¥ 20T A5E, V7 %
F X RO L THIEHR WWW EOFEHZEEHL T
Wi I rlu, FEEOSHICE ) RT.

VT RFx OBEEEI, IDPS 2SER T A IEHEE Y A

TLHEAF L TG, Bz i, W UEMELFE L >
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TAFx OEEEERHBL2E LTH, IDPS 2 EHT S
BHRBE AT AL T ATF Y OEEFIIR AL L0
REMESH L. 200, BETLHEETIVIE, IDPS 2F
EHTAEHEE S AT AL IBET ZLENH L. L
7235 T, MEOBHEBE T AT LATOY 7 AF ¥ 04T
T OREE - G-, HHEE Y AT A TOSEET LD
FEVOSHEIISHOMEL L, KFRTIEb RV, 2
DI OMDIEREE S AT LATIEL2T -5y F%2H
WA ICFFORBEARIAET A2 LI TELRV DD,
HMRIZL DT =5y N OEBCHEE, SO,
ST TV ORESETTE IDPS AT A5 HEE Y A T
ZAZHKAFE L 2\,

2FTETIE, RWFEOAEDIT 2R T 728012, IDPS ORI
B kB X OEA BRI T RISV TR N5,
3ETE, AR THRETLT—% by NRHERTEICD
WIS, 4 BT, IET AEHMERFHI O W TR
5. 5ETIE, FEBRICLD, REL = TORMEE
SHETF VO FERL, SHICED L ESEY ST
5. 6ETELOLESHDOBRBEIIONVTIERG.,

2. BEME

IDPS & ZDEMIE, 1HH0BE v AT L & A N =K
LSBT A 7200 EELEHIMBED TSN TEY, IDPS
DOBADE EIZE S 2878 (2.1 fi) %, IDPS OEH &
RT B 72O ORFZE (2.2 i) XS A TR T A,
INOOWZEELMELL, RUFFEOMER T 2B~ 5.

2.1 IDPS O#&MARLICET 2%

IDPS &, EM@ED/ Y - 2H b0 Ldty LT
BE, FRIC—%TAHEEICHLTOF S 7 - @A - HEWF
FOT 7T areiir). BREEONY - ORBEX
X, V7 FF v LEWEBIC X A0HEESTVO 2 EEN D
%. IDPS DRV TP A N—WBEGHT L DD ¥ 7 %
FrE2TECERL, RELTWA, HMFE X 08T
TN, —EIICIENR Y VAR EIHS TV A,

VIR F X ORI I > THRBEIRENT &
Mo, FOAMBERFBT L7012, HETERT 7200
Wgeh41H N T & 72, Shahriar HITBEEDO T 7 A F ¥ %
CIEEMT VT AL TY 7 A F v & HEER T 5 Tk
RIRFEL T3 2], 201, Fallahi 5I3H#EA% [3], Lee
51 LDA (Latent Dirichlet Allocation) % ¥ 27 % F * D
HEJERIZIEH L TW» 5 [4].

MBS X 2 16 7 0BfE & EMEE O E TIVICHE
TAMRIIES < ATbNT W5 [1]. TOBE, BFEEIC
L5 HETVE, BHEEORMEZ AL LT, B
BEPGD, b L ATERBEOEEES 7 7 A58E L
TH )9 %. SVM (Support Vector Machines), #:ER,
NEY 7, NTL=a—=I Nty T =2 EDFEIHEA S
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T3 [5], 6], [7], 8. S DFEFOWFILEM M2~ >
F~—2 75 Ak (NSL-KDD, UNSW-NB15, TUIDS %)
bEfEENTEY (9], [10], [11], $Z ORI EDHE
SNTW5,

ML Eomr%E, IDPS OfMAIn LICHES$5LE25
Nnnb. —J, IDPS OEMAAEZER T 5720 DL AT
bITBY, KEIEZOMESTTFICET 5. KRET, £
DI EF 12D W TIRR B,

2.2 IDPS EROEHEERICET 5M%

IDPS OMANIE EAFEETH LT, £F2) 7 1if
MO T IDPS # % EMIGEHTAZ LD EETH 5.
IDPS OEA CHEICEHE 2 2D, BHRANC L LT T —
MD3FIB & T T AT v DEHTH 5.

WH, < DT7 77— MIIDPS DEMIICLEHDTH
D, IDPS DL —HFIEZD3FILICH 4 BbILTWE, 2D
BEHEZRRT 572012, IDPS 5D T 7 — haoHiL,
7= EDLDERHIET D720 DHIE TN TV,
Alsubhi 51F, 77— FOBLENE2HET L7 7 VA8
WY AT LARIREL TWAD [12]. Pietraszek 17 7 — FD
T HIRT 57200, EWFE T MARATZY AT L%
R—ELTV2 [13].

H & ERC S Wl 5 2 77 4 F v %l ) | 2468 - FUda R
T 5772007 b7 N TWwWhb. Stakhanova 5 1L, FJE
T2V AF Y E) LERRT 272005 ET IV %2 Hi
ZLTW5 14, ZOGHETIVTIE, ¥ 70 F vIidIER
EMA— P~ b TEHIN, £— < b OS2
DLWV T AF Y OERELBAML TS, FFEOHKT
Massicotte 5 bEFwmEF — b~ b OHGHERN— 2L
7ZOT 7a—F 2 REL TW 5 (15].

Fea ORI, VA F Yy OBEMHICHT AZEIC0HE S
NAH. 1 BETHERZEHI, P75 TF v 1T ICEE
EAHETALERDH L., LIPLENL, ADHMAIRY
TlE, Zo¥Ex HEbT 2 70O R IIITThNL T
otz YT ATy OEEEHEE AR LT 5720121,
HIRORGERAR B8y — 2 2 WMYICET) » 75 540
BhHLH, T TARTIE, TOEF) ¥ 72 EWFEE %
ffioTEHL, 3l - 5 E4TH.

3. MIFEERTE

3.1 F—&a2tvy bk

AKEETIE, EBRICEF2) FAEPICHFLTVLHE
IR TN LTy 7 F x BRI, 928 - 50
A7 . FOHEMFRIEREOLF ) 7 1 EHTHHT
% 729 ® If/Then v — )V % &5t L7z, If/Then v — L1
VIUAFYHNDEZEDF - - N F U EELEL
TEEET NV (“ow”, “medium”, “high”) F 7213454
AB (“unknown”) TNV EIRT. INSOEEEIX, £
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£1 7%ty OlEHk

Table 1 Summary of datasets.

Priority
Dataset Total
low medium | high
AAD 3,936 93 436 | 4,465
MAD 1,119 122 59 | 1,300

DY TAT XN~y FLIEEEIDIDPS DY 7 HF ¥ D
BEEHIE L TWAD. “ow” DAL, HMRNOEAD
BEDER DITH %\, “medium” DAL, HHAIOAE
179 . “high” O¥p4&IE, BHNIINZ THEIE DR 247 .
FFHMZFIIMER L7 If/Then )V — )V CHBIIZ5HH L
72. RIZ, If/Then v — VIZ “unknown” &3 fHE N7z
AT, BPRIETEHTINVAIT LA, 2k,
If/Then V— VCHEIN- TV 7 A F v L FHTHEI N
ey ATy D200 FT =5ty NHMEREI N WiEE
AAD (Automatically Annotated Dataset), 4% % MAD
(Manually Annotated Dataset) &3 25bDE T35,

IDPS &, FEBIIA Y —F v P ETH—-EXZHREL
TWLY—NOBEEZENTL I L HIUIGEH SN TWw
L. ZOV—Y R, EMROFEMMR ST Lz -
DHDBFHT B LD TELLDTHL. KWgEDT—%
+ v b (AAD & MAD) &, Z® IDPS IZHW5 72012 1E
WENET—Fty NThHAH, T—Fty KT S
YU AFxIE, 2016 4F 12 A5 2018 455 HDR 14E6 74
ARz, IDPS % BA% - W5t L T b e3Er bl S 7z
bDOTH5.

F 1 IIEMRELMER L7z AAD & MAD O v v e
ZFONREZRLTWE., 73T v Id “low”, “medium”,
“high” @ 3FEHEHOWFNADEEE T XV HPHL I T
B, BPRIINSOBEZEEIZIEONWT, 2OV T4 F v
E Y F LMEICHTAIDPS DT 7 a v aikE LT
W5,

3.2 YIURF v DOIEE

R EFTDH LT AF ¥vIiE Snort 1 £V IDPS Dt ¥ 2
V74 Ly B LRk TRtk SN G, Giide 3
TA7201, BARFIER 1IR3, IO “alert” (2L
BT 2 0FINE, ZOY 7 F ¥ THRAIL 72K o IDPS ©
TrvarYeRy., T Ya AIEMRPIEEE IO N
TRETAHLD, PHEFVICANTAZ LIZTER W,
D0, T v ayDEOLTH I O R E T 5.

“tcp SHOME_NET any -> $SEXTERNAL_NET any” (&
A= AXY)) T 5-tuple DIERAFLHEH S AL T WS, 5-tuple
L, IP 2%y Oy FHICRRIBEN TS 5 DOD1F
*1 https://snort.org/ (2020 46 H 12 H)
*2. Snort DAXAR—ITRHAFAENTVLLDONH5JHLT V5.

https://www.snort.org/downloads/#rule-downloads
(2020 4 6 /1 12 H)
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Anactionof IDPS _ Sfuple
“alert tcp SHOME_NET any -> $EXTERNAL_NET any
( msg:"MALWARE-BACKDOOR Infector.1.x";
- flow:established,to_client; content:"WHATISIT",depth 9; ||
- metadata:impact_flag red,ruleset community;
i reference:nessus,11157; classtype:misc-activity;
[sid:117; rev:17;)

options

1 7T v EARE)

Fig. 1 A specific example of signatures.

woty b2 THY, @ETT NN, ERETIPT
FLA, #EILK—MFF, 5056 IP 7 LA, 50G+F—
FESDO 5 DOTHRENTWS, FUMPHTICH b -> 138
FOHMERL TS, “tep”, “SHOME_NET”, “any”,
“SEXTERNAL_NET”, “any” (ZJEIZ#{E 70 b2y, 3%
fEIEIP 7 LA, #EILR— S, 5EIP 7 FL X,
WA —- I FFERLTVE, DEDERLS Y 7+ F v I
VEDIERTH Y, DEDTEIINIE > 7 4 F ¥ VR B3
BECRRTEER Y 7 a vy Thb, + 7T a VIFEARWIC
I3 key-value TGN TR EN LD, LLTORESH 5.

o key & value DO HIFIE < TIT .

o key-value DXEIN 124 &\ 5

o [ L key 2 HHHFFE T & % key-value 5% 5.

o “nocase” %, key DFE LB WEDL H 5.

F 7 a il E L OBEEND LD, KR TIE msg
(message DBEFR), metadata, reference, classtype &9
420 key-value ICEH T 5. IO OERIE, HMED
PERC L 72 If/Then WV — VBT 5T RXTOELETH Y,
If/Then V=V INHDF T ¥ a »DEFE L b-tuple D
B GEEIT .

msg l&, Y/ AF Xy F LI ICOsReT
7= MIRBTL2XTHTHAL. M1 O “MALWARE-
BACKDOOR Infector.1.x” %% msg D—fITdh 5.

metadata %, ¥ 7 3 F ¥ &RDO+ T 2 2 LU L key-
value BN THHICHER A TE A EETH L. BRH]
® “impact_flag red,ruleset community” 25:%:473 5. key
& value DO S FHTIEEM A=A TIibN, key-value D
oy FORXYI DT fEDbNS.

reference 13, ZMBOEHRE SIS 2% 720 OTEHAFLI &
NTwab, AARBITIE “nessus, 111577 L ST 5
A%, TMUE nessus L\ )N Y AT LA 9VERLS A ID11157
DIEME IR L TV 5., reference DRIk AL 2 HHEHdH 5.
128, BEOKsSEICET AR A M (MUY, i
90D A L) O&FEIE ID RS A, Bty X M
nessus DI 121E, @RI T- (Common Vulnera-
bilities and Exposures, CVE) % Bugtraq 2% 4. ID 7°
1999-0067 @ CVE D343 “cve, CVE-1999-0067" & Fiik
&, ID 25 629 @ Bugtraq i3 “bugtraq,629” & fL#k S v
5. 220HIE, HHA~OT 7225 LT URL AN EFERLHEK
ENb. 7o& 2 1d “url,www.spywareguide.com /product_
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show.php?id=973" & 72 %.
classtype lZZ D ¥ 7 A F v 2R T EMEHEE O 7V — T

R LTW5h, BARBIO “misc-activity” 2%5%4 9 4. 2
DTV —T1E, FEMERPHEW S 5 HERE L 3/ % 5.

3.3 If/Then L—ILIZDNT

If/Then V—ix, ¥—"7— K<y Fr7OMETT S5
e LTWINDOEERE T~V % 7213 “unknown” 7 X
Va5 35., ZOX—T—F~vvF 7Lk, »5HE
rEUPEPOHEDZ ETHE, ¥—TU—F v F U7
I$ 5-tuple, msg, metadata, reference, classtype % X} 5
& § 4. metadata 12DV TIE, JFED key & value DFL
BEEE1IDODOF—T—FL LTIV TF VI 52iToTn5.
msg (22WTIE, & 5 HEEDS msg HIZHFIE L TV 5 0G0
THRELTBY, BFEOMEIZFEE L T\, reference
&, HFEDVAT LSBT L 2ErEHELTEY
ID 5BV TV 2\, Stuple 35 70 b 2L, 3%
BIIP 7 FL A, #ELR—- M5, skIP 7 FL XA,
SR — MESEZMEICHEL, TAENTHELXIT-> T
W5, classtype l¥, H—OilH TRIFEIN TV 5720, ¥
P Z AL L Tz,

FEBRIZ If/Then V— V2ELBICHIE Sz F -7 — F
B, 5-tuple 28 133 1, metadata 7% 2 {8, msg 25 56 i, ref-
erence 7% 1 ], classtype 256l & o7z, TNHADF—

— Ny F U e BAREER L LT, MmN &
ﬁ&Ab%K*ﬁGHE@mTan—W ZEhTws
B —T7 - FeD—He&hed5HESHFAET L7720
FHHIEF—T - PRI D ID% ko T0AH. F—T7—F
DOEMRBIE LT, BEEM “high” & 7 5 5141213 classifica-
tion @ “trojan-activity” X msg @ “MALWARE-TOOLS”
EDH L. EEED “medium” DA 13 classification D
“network-scan” % msg @ “BLACKLIST” %2%% 5. HEZE
FEDS “low” D34 121%, 5-tuple DEEFEITLIP 7 FL A D
“$SEXTERNAL_NET” %, msg ® “MALWARE-CNC” &
Wh5b.

If/Then V—ViZ, EMHISEE LY 74 F v DHRIZE
HETNVENGT L, WINOEFIZLBEG L7
P73 F v L, “unknown” TNV 5 & i’L% E-
EESRIEN 2SR E SN TB Y, HEOLEMICHET 256
&, BERNEM 2 E VGO B T NV H?éﬂ%.

HMEIE, TREGER)EEE I NLVEMFSTEL L9
If/Then V— )V ZERL L7z, If/Then V=)V DK T 7 %
F ¥ & ET E AT 7228, FEBRIZIE 1,300 R v 7
AT ¥ AL If/Then V=V TIE T NV EFE5$ 52 LT
Xhpolz (R1)., INLDOY AT v 2 5HET L7012
1, HMROEEZEMER ARSI LETH L. FMRIZ
L2FH T T OEEEET VLT S 2 LIIESTIE
WS, WM L) 2ok HigT.
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4. BHEHE

RIETIE, ¥ RV E (symbol features, SF), ¥ —
77— FE#E (keyword features, KF), WEB-MSG $#

& (web information and message features, WMF) ® 3

DF R ZRETT 5. IO OFFHEAOZIRTIH L BIFR
2B 2 (2”F. SF & KF (2 If/Then V— V%, WMF &

BMRNOLT ) ¥ TR EBEIGRG 2 iToT\w5h, SF
I% 5-tuple, metadata, classtype ® 3 2%, KF & WMF
I¥ msg & reference x5 L LT 5

4.1 VURIVEHE

SF I, 5-tuple, metadata, classtype Z*x§§:12, Z1Z
% One-hot = I —7 1 » 7 Chfa & LR T 5.
MPLFNEEZ K 2 OFEITRLTWA, One-hot T I —7 4
UL, BFEME R BMEAN Y PR A TETH S,
722 A, B, CO3MHEORTHD L6, Thth
[1,0,0], [0,1,0], [0,0,1] &=L mINS.

classtype 13 One-hot > a2 —5 4 ¥ 7T+ D F F I

BICERWRETH S, L L, 5-tuple & metadata (2D
WCIERTLE DS E D S 4. 5-tuple (&, W70 ba)l,
EETIP 7 NV A, _ETXK— MNFS, %EIP 7 FL
A, SER—PEFETDOSDINMT L. FD%, FhE

IDPS
Signatures

(1)symbolic features

(2) keywords features

A2 One-hot T I —7 4 ¥ 7 CHAEN 7 MV IZEH
4. metadata I22W T, 3Id key-value & 1 D D75
(key-value i) & RAR LTI _XTHEMT. 20%, %
& L7z key-value it # i"E 2 TUTFH & LTHEAL,

1205 E R%d. ZOF~EZIL, metadata TN
72 key-value DNEFE D528 % 2 { T 720124 T> T b, &
 EIX, key-value DA IR L FEPFAET 525, F#
B2 AAD & MAD ICBN T R HEHOKIIPHTH 5.

4.2 ¥—7-—NEHE
KF 1%, Tf/Then b — VN ® msg & reference & xf 4t &
LizF—T—F 3oy F U7 e2sZ &t EhTwb. KF
DRBFNEZ K 2 D45 EIZ/RL TW5, If/Then b — )b
MICHFAET 5 ¥ — 7 — F2%, msg & reference |2 T
LE) RS S, F—7— FOH#AIL, 5-tuple,
metadata, classtype & [Alf£1Z, One-hot T2 I —7 14 ¥
T TEENR 7 PVICEIRT 5.
msg 22V TIE, If/Then Vv — VOSEGFIZfibTWS
HEEO) A M 2R L TBL. ZOHE) XA MIAHT S
HEEZT % msg 2 HIRE L, HEED 25513 —E0H
HICIEREZ THhBHEAL, 1 20is & a7, HiEY
AT AHEP 1 OB FAEL 2 WIGEIE, T0Z
BT LY Il LTS 5. 20, One-hot

msg reference
Y 'Y v

Extracting keywords Extracting keywords
of If/Then rule of If/Then rule

N

De-duplication

{ Extracting 5-tuple, metadata, classtype, msg and reference from each IDPS signature }

De-duplication

5-tuple metadata| classtype msg

h J
Extracting elements of 5-tuple ]
Protocol Src IP|  Src Port DstIP| Dst Port

Extracting
Key-value pairs
of If/Then rule

Concatenating

y A y y

One-hot One-hot One-hot One-hot One-hot One-hot One-hot
encoding J| encoding J| encoding J{ encoding J| encoding encoding encoding

reference| |-+

msg reference| |***

Concatenating

Y 4 Y

[ Concatenating

(3) web information and
message features

2 RETIHEHE (1) ¥y RV,

(2) ¥—7— FiftE, (3) WEB-MSG fi=

Fig. 2 Proposed features: (1) symbolic features, (2) keyword features, (3) web infor-

mation and message features.
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Iya—=FT4 VTR e BERT FVICERT .

reference b msg & [ DILFRCTRUENRZ P VICEIR S
4. msg DYE LR 5 L, msg TIEHFEOY X~ %2 /F
L7275, {4 012 If/Then )V — VO FMEIZfib T 5
VAT LHD) A MERERLTEBL., FOTVATLAHDY
A b affive, DIFEE msg D6 & W DB 24T .

4.3 WEB-MSG ## 2

FEPFZIE If/Then V=V THETE LW T AT ¥ A%
BAAET B 7280, ol U7HRBE IR, #r7c 72 F Ik R
ML, BEELIETA2LENH L. EMEPFH T
SHETAGEOMAP S M E R RETT b0,
MRIZeT) v 7 &fio7.

HPRIE, FIZ msg R reference DFF THMRIE A 212,
HHANGTH D IEREE Y AT L OEREHRS B & Ofk
B - Mgk bbb TREMWICEEEZ 2L 5., B
BIIE E 97, msg & reference DR THERIEH D S ZF D >
TAF X HRFRE LTS EMEE O 2 i
BIET 5. 2L T, Tho OGRS EHGEE > AT
LG Z BEZEOER N, B - ko) 27 %
DR L, EEEEPRET A, 728 2L, EWEE 0RR) AT,
Fe I NR—AZWETLSQLA Y2 rarThh, 4
HolfE Y AT ANTT =y N—APFHIN TV 5T
FEHEEZ “medium” 2 “high” & TLWREMEIEL & 5.

PlEoe 7)) v 748556, msg & reference (ZHE 7]
WM RIDEENTND LER, ZNODERTILTE L 74
MELRET L. ZOWLDDIZ, HRSIEDN CTHiE
WKCHWSLNTWA tfidf &, Web A7 LA E Y 72 w5
bDLT D, TNLDFELMAEDHE, msg & reference
DIEMENF T 5. FHEOIMLFIEEZ K 2 OF TITRT.

reference IZ2W T, ZFDHEIERDSIRIEH S Web
A7 VA EY T ETCERTIIET A, reference 13HEIINE

) A & (CVE % Bugtraq 5) O%Hi&ZDID DLy + b
L {IZURL TH#MSINTWE 720, P74 F v ICHET 5
1HHE —FICEECTE A, 282X CVE 22T 554
I¥, NVD (National Vulnerability Database) *>%° RedHat
@ CVE Database *45:D Web ¥ A7 4205 ID THEET 5
L CHEREPUSWTRETH A, V74T v ICBHET 5 EH
DEARBIE LT, P72 F ¥ 2IRTEMEBEIRE LT
WBEYT T2 TREDN=Y 3 VERPEHLT S, M
TV ORESE L, FEARMIIE reference DIBMB T 4 15 %
ABLTWAS Web VAT LT EIZWeb A2 LA E Y 7D
W TR FLBR T 2LENDH L. HH® B Web ¥ AT 4
(SHIET 5 2 & IIWNEEZAHY, ZHBEDO SV Web ¥ AT 4
VR ERAIVIBEMIFLRTTHETH 5. LFET reference

*3 https://nvd.nist.gov/vuln (2021 4F 4 A 16 H)
*4 https://access.redhat.com/security/security-updates/# /
cve (2021 4F 4 F 16 H)

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

EHETOLDIIZID Web A2 LA ¥ Y 7 THESR L 72158 D
kxR Tbords.

msg, reference TNZNE LFHEERLZLTI LI VT
ATV, BRI tf-idf TRBE A 2479 . tfidf & 1%,
FRECHAENR Y PVERICER S 5, BREHELHICHNS
NTEEREDOD L FHTH 5 [16], [17], [18]. tf-idf 1E3C
e tf & idf 23 U722l TR S LA JUiEX 7 bV Ic%e
s, ZITHIICENOZOHFEDOMBKEERL, idf
ZHSCEHE L V) HEEDOB L SR L TWnA.

5. EE

RE L7 EOMREEMEET 572012, AAD & MAD
ExtR e UCHER - 24T ) . %M RIE, If/Then Vv —
VT RER AAD 2 WA B E TV CHEET 0%
v, LaL, RIFFEOBNIEY 74 F v O5EET IV
DHEETH ), —ET 2 & W E T If/Then )V —
N EOREBRECE TV D2 bMERT 572012, AAD
I GAERREAT ) .

51 T—2ty bDSEHEHENT MNLADE#H

SF & KF Z i L 725 = % If/Then )V — V&
(If/Then rule features, ITRF), SF & WMF % ik L 7-
Fefie % FEI M E (manual classification features,
MCF) &9 4. ITRF & If/Then )V — V% %12, MCF
ETFHTOREHESEII LB ETDH .

MCF 1225 5812, AAD & MAD Wi 50> 7% F v
11T &1, Web 227 LA €V ZTIEROIEREZITH . ARE
BRCld, Y7 AT v AVRTEMBEON G E DY 7 MY
TRN=T 3 EHRE Web A7 LA ¥V 7 TRUST A, &
T AF ¥ IR E N TWA CVE, Bugtraq, URL DJEIZ,
WREELRDLY 7 Py 2 TIHERBLON—T a VERERT
THFANORGEHATL, BURICHE) LR T4t 7
2 F ¥ TOWeb A7 LAY ZIEHKTT 5. CVE 25 H
B9 541, NVD, RedHat @ CVE Database DNEIZH
F&2AT9 . Bugtraq 2> 5HUHT 5554618, SecurityFocus *®
PHMFEEAT) . URL »S5MET 25613, €M
4675, Talosintelligence @ Vulnerability Report *6, Adobe
Security Bulletin *7, Exploit Database *8 D35 & (2 BUS %
HAD. UEDOFNET, AAD & 4,465 £ 2,807 1, MAD
13 1,300 {4 1,024 O TEHREUS 12T L 72,

MCF & WMF ~OZEBEDOEEDLFHINO 7 L v T v 7
LT, UToOMHEEZFToTWwWab, F9, TIL 77Xy b,
i 7>y —nN—0hzlv, THLIOFLG M
NR—ZZESHER L. RIZ, BEFHETA Sy T — P

*5  https://www.securityfocus.com/ (2021 44 ] 16 H)

*6  https://talosintelligence.com/vulnerability reports (2021 4F
4116 H)

*T https://helpx.adobe.com/security.html (2021 44 H 16 H)

*8  https://www.exploit-db.com/ (2021 44 J] 16 H)
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NDHHEE [19] &Y 72 F v NT 1 H LABNE Do 728
FEIHIBET 5.

7V YTy 7 ENT msg & oreference 1A LT, FE
FUEBIC tf-idf THEBEE AN PVICERRT L. 7F AL (¥
74 F xND msg b L {13 reference) #/RIT B T% d,
HEEZ Rk T2 t & L72GE0, thidf ZDTo e B
THbH,

tf-idf(t,d) = tf(t,d) - idf (t) (1)

ST, tf(td) ETF AN dICBNGHEE t OB (0
Do) #£3. idf(t) BUTOEB) TH 5.
, Ny +1

idf (t) zlogm—i—l (2)
Ny i, T =5 LT AN F— 2 5bEETF AN
Bcidnl, T —20AROTFAMNITH L. df(t)
X, Np oIl T— 212815, ikt 0B 7F 2
MNETHD, 2F N, FTANT =5 % thidf THEENY
R VIZZSHd B0 idf 12, T — 7 NTEE S N7 idf
EHWTWEZ LIl b, tiidf (X, TRTOHGEL L=
7o LTS . o, L2 EBIbE TV, R/AMEO, B
KA 1 T min-max A7 —1) ¥ 7 %479 .

5.2 HHFEET I

#I SVM (Linear-SVM), £fE=x2—F V% v b7 —7
(Multilayer Perceptron), Pt%EA (Decision Tree), 7 ¥ %
27+ LA b (Random Forest), 4 —7 XA X (Naive
Bayes) M\ T, FElFEEH%47).

Linear-SVM O IEHME/NT X —% C % 1.0 & L TEET
5. F72, One-vs-Rest T% 27 F A5 3EIMI0T 4.

Multilayer Perceptron (X, / — F%k 100 O H [ % ¥
D3BEEL LT, MENCHRETTYE L. §XTO
/= FOIFHALBIEUE ReLU (7~ 7BI%) &9 4. L21E
HL T B 22 5. IEHML/ Y2 2 — 413 0.0001 & ¥
%, T tF:0213 Adam (Adaptive moment estimation)
RRERL[20] ISR ENTVWDLFT 74V h8F A—%
(. =0.0001, By =09, B2 =099, ¢=10"8) THwA,

Decision Tree (&Y = A4 $IE L L7z CART (Clas-
sification and Regression Tree) i CTHFET 4. §XTHD
TR (3E) T2 TV LI TAHD LIS
%A ETHEEEAT).

Random Forest (& Decision Tree & [EJEED FikCTHE§
HPEAR 10 THERST 5. TNETLOWERIL, FHE
N7 MVORTEE A m & LT |ym| BHO#aEs T v 5
MBI L TR 5. || WRMEEEL, ATERS
BT ORKOBEHREERIND.

*9 Python SEDOHMFEH I 4 75 THh 5, scikit-learn (ver
0.21.2) @ TfidfVectorizer 7 7 AD T 7 4 v M X EIZHE) .
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FA —=TRA XTI, A E % BERICERS A 2 IRE
LCHEET L.

5.3 EERiER

Fik L7277 =%t b (AAD & MAD), H#HE~7 ~ L
~OZFE (ITRF & MCF), ##2#% €7 (Linear-
SVM, Multilayer Perceptron, Decision Tree, Random For-
est, Naive Bayes) O&HM AT, AL 10 55 HI5 2 MAE
(Stratified 10-fold cross validation) #4779 . %% fold C, #l
7 — % % 5.1 BICRCE L 72 T TR BE N 7 PV ICA R
T5. TAMT=FICELTY, FERICR#ENRZ PLiC
BT D, Lzh o T, % fold M THE =AY MILOKIT
BIZRL L., BHENT N VORICEOFY & EE R
#+ 2 IIRY. AAD & MAD Z2hENiZ>w T, ITRF &
MCF OXRILE %, AETEH LY 74 F v D5 2D%
# (5tuple, metadata, classtype, msg, reference) Z &
ICREH L T B, LEMOEDSRICBDOTYETH Y, FHRN
D £ POVTAEIIEERF AL R L T 5. SHMEIZ/ N 2
MNCTWUEBEHEALETH S, 77 AMOY ¥ TIVEBARY
M Cdh 57280, ZKEMGEED fold Z L IZHIFHT— 7 123t LT
TGN TV T RIT). 3 TADI) L, T TV
DYRN2 7 FADH YTV %, SMOTE[21] Titd %\
77 ADY TV ERBE THLT. v TV R
HEEDILMES > TS OEHERIEIS ET5. D%,

® 2 FERIIBIZHHENY FVORITTH

Table 2 Dimension of feature vector in the experiment.

Dataset | Features’ #. Dimensions
Stuple 236.8 (+3.0)
metadata 427.3 (£4.8)

ITRF | classtype 15.7 (£0.7)
msg 21.9 (40.3)
reference 2.0 (£0.0)

AAD
Stuple 236.8 (+3.0)
metadata 427.3 (+4.8)

MCF | classtype 15.7 (£0.7)
msg 1,760.8 (£10.3)
reference | 2,081.8 (£75.0)
Stuple 96.8 (£1.8)
metadata 383.1 (%6.2)

ITRF | classtype 9.9 (£0.3)
msg 6.0 (£0.0)
reference 2.0 (£0.0)

MAD
Stuple 96.8 (£1.8)
metadata 383.1 (£6.2)

MCF | classtype 9.9 (£0.3)
msg 803.8 (£9.1)
reference 563.2 (£27.1)

PITRF 28> v RVIFE (SF) &% —7— FiFfE
(KF), MCF 13 SF ¥ WEB-MSG f#%& (WMF)
DOEETHER SN TV D,
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F 3 RE L AEBE OV
Table 3 Performance evaluation of the proposed features. ITRF is SF and KF, MCF

is SF and WMF.

Dataset | Features ' Linear-SVM Multilayer Perceptron Decision Tree Random Forest Naive Bayes
AAD ITRF 0.957 (£0.024) 0.957 (40.020) 0.954 (£0.035) | 0.929 (£0.039) | 0.764 (+£0.052)
MCF 0.969 (£0.026) 0.964 (40.024) 0.963 (£0.030) | 0.926 (£0.031) | 0.883 (£0.052)

MAD ITRF 0.564 (£0.070) 0.590 (40.067) 0.596 (£0.071) | 0.573 (£0.101) | 0.452 (£0.085)
MCF 0.868 (£0.063) 0.865 (40.070) 0.867 (£0.070) | 0.824 (£0.044) | 0.842 (£0.076)

\

TITRF 75 v RV E (SF) & ¥ —7U— FE#E (KF), MCF & SF & WEB-MSG [##& (WMF) O#iETHR I TWA.

WFH CHEET VR

JEAL 10 5 EIZEMREED % fold T, WEFADOHEET
WTT A T —% D45 % 4T\, balanced-accuracy % &1l
L, 10 [l453@ fold Tl & A2 B L7z, 20
MR AER 3 IR TWwA. Dataset 5T EERICH V27—
Zty b EFELTWS, Features ¥z 7—% v b 248
BN MVICEHR L FEEZRLLTw S, SMEE T
WL DFNHS, balanced-accuracy ICET AEE /R L TV 5,
TEM DB balanced-accuracy DFETH Y, FHEMAD +
MWOVARITEERFA TR L TWD ., ST/ 4 7
TWEHEALETH 5.

AAD 12349 5 EBFE R A S, ITRF (&4 12 If/Then
V=W ERZRIE L TWAE I e n b, —FT,
MAD 2% L T ITRF TiZ, AAD & L THEDTRE <
BTFLTWEZEDGnD. ZHUFIf/Then V—ILIiZ~7
FLTCWARWT =%ty b THb MAD %, If/Then L —
WV BE IR LR TR S A TTRE TN
HELWEWIHERERL TS,

¥ T, ITRF & MCF % lb#$ % 72912, MAD % xt
Br L EBREREAHRT L. TRTOEMEE T TNV
T MCF D139 25SHRENKE Rl o Twb 2 L &R
T & %. Linear-SVM 13 0.304, Multilayer Perceptron |&
0.275, Decision Tree i 0.271, Random Forest & 0.251,
Naive Bayes (£ 0.390 & W3 1L b i 0.251 OPEREN L%
WA TE %, MCF =\ 723548 OO RS Linear-
SVM ? 0.868, #{&f ¥ Random Forest ® 0.824 T& 5.
MCF 38 7 M2 L 5§, RIETD 0.824 DM
PELNTWS Z EW5h 5. ITRF & MCF O#4514,
msg & reference (24§ B4R NV OZER )TN KE
»WMFE 2DENOARTH L, TDD, WTFNLOHEM
FHEEFNTH, WMF 12X ) RIETD 0.251 ML EDOKEE
WENSHER SN, TheonZ &hs, MCFIZ&EENS
WMF 1, BEMEPFEHTHETLIHEOEL L LD
ZATCWbLEEZLND.

5.4 BIEBFEEOH

AT, EMR~NOLT ) ¥ FiERP S msg & refer-
ence WEETH 5 LiE LT WMF % i%st L7z, DK
EORYYEEMERT L7201, TV EREZELET

© 2021 Information Processing Society of Japan

AR RO 24T . Rk L 72 FEBRO &M & MCF
T, MAD IZXf LTI 7 AT vy NOERTH S 5-tuple,
metadata, classtype, msg, reference M4l &+ 311
TRIMKDEF 2T o7z, ZOFRER 4 1TIRT. Kl
&L, 5-tuple I 5t, msg I$ ms, metadata 1 mt, reference
13 of, classtype (& cl &EBEL TERLLTWA, HEMFH
E7 VT &2, balanced-accuracy DA R b BVl IE
KTETERRLL TS, TRIZMEHLAEZ R LD, 20
BWAEETVORTROEWEZRL TV,

k& LT, msg & reference 2MAEREM 2K & < EHE
LTWAILEMHRTEL., §XTOBWFEETVICE
W, msg & reference & A TV A YA b MEREDTE <
o TWh, FHEICEE L EERT L2 7> C
b, msg % reference # & A TWD L DDVEEED EH . 5D
DEFHARE W) L TILET % L, Naive Bayes DAt o
PS8 £ 7V 1, msg, reference, classtype, metadata,
Stuple DNEIZEFEATE V. Naive Bayes (2DWTH, Lfir
3 213 msg, reference, classtype £ W INETH ), ik
O EET NV EFRETH 5.

INHDZ LD, msg & reference WEETH 5D & \»
INRED TN T - 7z L itmmfT i) 5. msg & reference 13
HASHENLRERZTHY), INOOBEHRIILENTH S &
T5%561E, ARSHLEOTEL - Biii 2 #H T 515
WD D, BREHELIHIT -7 7 -2V TOREIZK
DEHEICHESR L TWAGED 1 2ThY, ZOHFIIRE
WV, 72k 213, KB SED — 320558 L7: BERT
(Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transform-
ers) BTV [22] DIGHENE R 5N 5. BERT 3£ D
¥ A7 H SNENTRERZIR L THB Y (23], [24], [25],
ATy OSFEICHEHTE LRI SIS D.

6. BHYIC

AFETIE, Snort (ZxHIE L7z Y 7 A F ¥ 2 BEWEE £ 7
THHET 5720 DR TH S SF, KF, WMF %% L,
FERIZE D ZN S DFRMEZ/RL72. SF & KF (3 If/Then
V=V EBZICHEF SN, WMF IZEMR~Oe T v 7
DFERE SH\3RFH SN2, WMF 121, tfidf 2 Web A
JLA Y T RMAEDETCEFOBERELLLT S LW

-

ITAFT EZHW2. AAD £ MAD Lt W) EF—¥r v
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£ 4 MAD I MCF %#f#ifH L7z

P& OREM 22 PERERT AL T

Table 4 Detailed performance evaluation of the use of MCF in MAD.

Elements ¥ Linear-SVM Multilayer Perceptron Decision Tree Random Forest Naive Bayes
5t 0.469 (40.079) 0.447 (+0.076) 0.431 (40.060) 0.452 (40.062) 0.371 (£0.066)
mt 0.499 (+0.053) 0.500 (+0.054) 0.509 (40.060) 0.514 (40.058) 0.346 (+£0.041)
cl 0.575 (£0.079) 0.569 (£0.076) 0.575 (£0.079) 0.566 (£0.080) 0.437 (£0.052)
ms 0.850 (40.048 0.874 (£0.057) 0.851 (£0.083) 0.833 (£0.071) 0.830 (£0.077)
rf 0.808 (£0.075) 0.827 (£0.060) 0.806 (£0.078) 0.807 (40.080) 0.767 (£0.045)
5t,mt 0.528 (+0.052) 0.552 (£0.062) 0.507 (£0.078) 0.499 (40.062) 0.364 (£0.065)
5t,cl 0.611 (40.084) 0.597 (£0.084) 0.576 (£0.106) 0.581 (40.095) 0.443 (£0.093)
5t,ms 0.868 (£0.047) 0.852 (£0.059) 0.847 (£0.069) 0.763 (£0.061) 0.829 (£0.079)
5t,rf 0.864 (40.070) 0.862 (+0.062) 0.817 (£0.064) 0.821 (40.053) 0.773 (£0.049)
mt,cl 0.557 (40.054) 0.575 (+0.080) 0.566 (£0.068) 0.542 (40.079) 0.424 (+0.072)
mt,ms 0.782 (+0.061) 0.807 (+0.069) 0.834 (40.066) 0.808 (+0.076) 0.829 (+£0.072)
mt,rf 0.837 (£0.051) 0.840 (+0.076) 0.846 (£0.058) 0.843 (£0.054) 0.755 (£0.081)
cl,ms 0.843 (£0.049) 0.862 (£0.058) 0.843 (£0.061) 0.832 (40.054) 0.829 (£0.082)
clrf 0.862 (£0.067) 0.847 (£0.072) 0.858 (£0.074) 0.855 (£0.079) 0.772 (£0.053)
ms,rf 0.889 (40.060) 0.892 (£0.050) 0.875 (£0.070) 0.884 (40.070) | 0.856 (40.068)
5t,mt,cl 0.566 (10.068) 0.558 (£0.085) 0.547 (£0.108) 0.527 (£0.079) 0.436 (£0.090)
5t,mt,ms 0.798 (£0.068) 0.814 (+0.061) 0.817 (£0.083) 0.765 (40.080) 0.827 (£0.075)
5t,mt,rf 0.835 (40.088) 0.849 (+0.076) 0.835 (£0.064) 0.814 (40.049) 0.736 (£0.093)
5t,cl,ms 0.853 (40.050) 0.841 (+0.064) 0.823 (40.069) 0.770 (40.055) 0.827 (+0.083)
5t,cl,rf 0.866 (+0.069) 0.850 (+0.064) 0.806 (40.062) 0.826 (+0.062) 0.778 (+£0.067)
5t,ms,rf 0.889 (40.062) 0.895 (40.063) 0.867 (40.074) 0.835 (£0.057) 0.854 (£0.068)
mt,cl,ms 0.808 (£0.058) 0.811 (£0.057) 0.831 (£0.066) 0.817 (40.066) 0.827 (£0.079)
mt,cl,rf 0.844 (40.048) 0.859 (£0.057) 0.846 (£0.078) 0.828 (40.077) 0.756 (£0.074)
mt,ms,rf 0.871 (40.068) 0.868 (£0.063) 0.868 (£0.077) 0.844 (40.067) 0.847 (£0.069)
clms,rf 0.879 (£0.055) 0.893 (+0.052) 0.867 (+0.071) 0.873 (£0.075 0.851 (£0.078)
5t,mt,cl,ms 0.816 (40.061) 0.810 (£0.059) 0.820 (£0.073) 0.718 (40.057) 0.824 (£0.080)
5t,mt,cl,rf 0.839 (40.079) 0.856 (0.077) 0.831 (+£0.082) 0.812 (40.068) 0.739 (£0.090)
5t,mt,ms,rf 0.877 (40.063) 0.868 (+0.064) 0.864 (40.091) 0.840 (40.056) 0.845 (+0.071)
5t,cl,ms,rf 0.888 (£0.053 0.876 (£0.065) 0.875 (40.069) 0.858 (40.065) 0.848 (£0.078)
mt,cl,ms,rf 0.865 (+0.063) 0.873 (£0.066) 0.894 (40.047) 0.847 (40.062) 0.845 (+£0.075)
5t,mt,cl,ms,rf 0.868 (40.063 0.865 (£0.070) 0.867 (40.070) 0.824 (40.044) 0.842 (£0.076)

T FHLUL features DEHFER T L0, BWFEHEFVOPTREOEEZ/RLTWVL, BEEEMHLTREOMEIINFTTRL TV
T L OHA T 5-tuple (£ 5t, metadata |3 mt, classtype & cl, msg (£ ms, reference I3 rf & 4HHE L72iF 2l VTW5,

FEER L, BMEEE TV S BT W CEAERE

iTo72. SF & KF 25a SN e s flibh b 2 & T,
AAD I IEAEFEICET A2 DS TE2DY, MAD DWW T

XTI FEE C LSS TE b o7, LaL,
SF & WMF %f& L72iFeEsfio) 2 & T, MAD 2B
WCHEREIN B R R L 72, 70, ANREEBUE OO %
LT, EME~NOE T ¥ 75 7]E & WME O%2Y
HEHER L 72,

MAD IZBIF 5 Y 7 A F ¥ 25547 5813 msg & refer-
ence M 2 Oﬁ’ﬂ“%xﬁ%ﬂ’]ff)é LD D, HIKSRELHS)
HTHOONANHASEET T IVREELOAAET IV E
WhHZETHEL SRR EEZNFEFETE S,

KEgoFERTIE, —EHHE (146 7H) NICHERLZ

VAT ¥ RETIVREE - SHERICH V. Z0ko,
ﬂﬁﬁ’@infw&wﬁgﬁﬂ*’ﬁgﬁiﬁ , W2

WZRMAGEE LTHLY, 7A T — 7@&3\4@*51@75‘%&1/
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CIETT 2LV MBEIES o7 —F, BRI
BE, V7MY TIHRCEEEOEESE O I E b
B, Y ARTF X aiﬂélﬁiﬁ%’ﬁﬂ:?% & HHHE &
N5, Zogs, BEEHEETIVOMERIZEILTY
tﬁ“%ﬁ%ﬂi?ﬁﬁ‘, R AR & L“C%ﬁ L, HErsEE
KT S HEENEYD 5.

VAT XY OBEEEHE I AZLF ) T 1 FHCo
B BUREED D B 7280, %iﬁ%?lbﬁﬂfﬂ%*ﬁf‘;@ﬁT
BT AREFETHL., ZOIIIHELLEE, o
HETIVIZ, BEESINTCEREL /\iﬁT%f_bj‘T 7w
“unknown” 25T SHERES DL, L Ve LR
TAEAICHEGTHIENTEL., ZOREDEIHD-D
h,ﬁﬂﬁ7ya/@p®, EEE COEEY TV
B )7 (least confidence, margin sampling ) % JJw
LI L RELSND 2],

EHETOEELH T 7V OEN ke e ze 7
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