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A Suggestion of Evaluation Data Sets for Network-based Intrusion
Detection System
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Abstract. Today, cyber-attacks on the Internet have become common, so we need to protect PCs from them. One method of
protection is called Network-based Intrusion Detection System (NIDS). Steps of research of NIDS are follows: (stepl)
Development of methods, (step2) Implementation of software, (step3) Evaluation of methods by datasets. In (step2) reliability of
software and in (step3) reliability of datasets is very important. If those reliabilities are not guaranteed, the overall reliability of
the research is in question. In this paper we focus on the datasets of NIDS and point out problems. Moreover, we suggest some
solutions. We hope that this paper contributes the research of NIDS in the future.
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1.1 &8

A E =2y FLEOFAN—KERFLSEHTEH, ZFD
KRB BIE L T8> TND . YA N A FEFT 5 FIEITIETR
v b —7 EOBRET X EHOCTREAZBRET 5%y Y
— 7 BZ A% (Network-based Intrusion Detection System:
NIDS) &¢FRA bR ITF—2E2HANVTEAZBRIMT HHA K
T2 A% (Host-based Intrusion Detection System: HIDS) & 73
HbH. ZOW, KFETIE, NIDSIZOWTHFREEZED 5 ETO
FREIZ DWW TGN 5.

NIDS D JE2 MDD 5 2T, IROAT v TREBEZHND.
(STEP1) FEOHLGHAIPH %
(STEP2) FiED Y 7 bvx= T2k BHH
(STEP3) 7 — % & v b & AWz FiEOFHE
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(STEP1)TRH¥E L 7= Fi%% (STEP2) T34 L, (STEP3) THEAfMh
FTEOTHDHN, < OmILTIE, R LEFEOFME
% (STEP3) D FAMAHE RIZHE SV TRLTWS. ZOHA,
(STEP2)THWA Y 7 R =7 &(STEP3) THWAT — 4t
v N OEEESFERICHEE SR TRIE, mXEEOER
EEWRARNEDERSTLES. LU, BEDL Z 5,
FFONMDBRY, EFROGEEMEOHERIIONT, ZOf
AT Ut 2y GHiET — 2 &> Mzow
T, B, TLEHTH D 7% EARMEIC- OV TR U230k
XS GFAET D0, T — X OEFEMEIC O Cia Ui T
72N,
1.2 Eh#s

1.1 |BCTRLIZEY, Ansd T —4% v b OFEMEIZF
ZERRICKRE L BT ROV ESTHD. THNHEES
RN, BHERROEEMEPHEE INT, FEOFE
FER T EIIERER DB OV DI s TLEDS. T2
TAFETIZ, (STEPH)THWLNLTWSTF —Z ¥ v Mo
WG, BURZ ST LC, SEEZ T 5. 22k,
At NIDS OWFEDOEEMEZ BT 5 Z & ~OHk%E B 5
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1.3 £THE

Sharafaldin 513, IDS M7 —% & v NI 2UE % e
L, EEHTELT—%Ey MEAERT 27280, LT 11
fE Do EHEARE Lo [2][3].
@Sharafaldin & 2328 L7z 11 {8 o JE1E
S1.Complete Network Configuration:--5&fi L7= % >~ b U —2
BRI OfEEE

ETLRT 7 AT V=), AL vF, L—2r XLk
Ry R U — 7 i#%4s<° Windows, Linux, Macintosh 72 &%
KR OS 2 G A3y N = BENRESN TSN
S2.Complete Traffic'- 754 L 72815 7 — ¥ O Mf5

ZERIRIEIE L0 D ZAR R ERE L~ DBET — X KIS
EhTnabo
S3.Labeled Dataset:-+ 7 ~/LAff 1)

BEBEECEFBER MG LT —Xlcxt LT, Efg
DT _NUAFTF RSN TN D)

S4.Complete Intreraction: -~ 5&{f L 72 FH AL {5 O HEEE

Tty NERG LRy hU—ZIZB LT, LAN,
LAN 72 & DA @3 2B E ST 2 2>
S5.Complete Capture* 55272 % ¥ 7' F ¥ 77— & Ok

AUBELEbONDT—ZTho THHIBR LW E 1
BLEET N ToOTFT—2 Bt n T
S6.Available Protocols - f7e 7 1 |k 2 /L DIk

HTTP X° FTP, | A— D7 m ha Lz bR T n
FaAREER TS
S7.Attack Diversity - Ak 72 BT — & Ok

BT OWE L G LLRBTEREEN TN D )
S8.Anonymity- - FE 44 M~ DL & D IR

TITANY—%FZBELT, IP LA m— FOWTNHR
BB TR0
S9.Heterogeneity: - BE 72 7 — & D42k

BET—FEFTIERL 0S r7XR Yy NU— 7 HERD
07 EREATWND )

S10.Feature set- & 9 7 FF{# & O fh

ARZEEE T S TH D
S11.Metadata--- A % 7 — & OFEflk

SN T —F Y MEFRSITEAT L CE R
IhTnan

ZOWN, ARETIE S3 TULNHICHER LT, wmly R
B9 5.

H|Z, Sharafaldim &I/E3CHK[2]OH T, EFEO 11 D%
Wr o7 VT L7 —2ty M4]Z®REL, Lid 11 Hokk
IO LEbET, thoTr—2ty M eoltiis—Ex
Tl (F1) (KREoFE1TE, EA<HWLRATHD
7 —%+% v~ (DARPA, KDD99) & HADT—X+& v k
(KYOTO) O Z4iH)
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K LIDSFHEMA T — 2t v b2 LTS LADE: &
(SCHR[3]0> Tablel. X 0 1] (—EBHKE)

Tablel. Comparing of available datasets based on evaluation

framework
DARPA | KDD’99 | KYOTO
Network Y Y Y
Traffic N N N
Label Y Y Y
Interaction Y Y Y
Capture Y Y Y
Protocols http Y Y Y
https N N Y
ssh Y Y Y
fip Y Y Y
email Y Y Y
Attacks Browser Y Y Y
Bruteforce Y Y Y
DoS Y Y Y
Scan Y Y Y
Backdoor N N Y
DNS N N Y
Others Y Y Y
Anonymity N N N
Heterogeneity N N N
Feature Set N Y Y
Metadata Y Y Y

ZHGIX, XMS]OFT, FMHT—2 Yy NELTEE
RZLELT, RO2EEEHLTCNS.
OB EI A e TE T D
- T — X OUUEHIR S F

f72, ZHOIE, —EHOTF =2ty M, ERAOR Y U
— 7 L CEMEELRUMICEY L TERSNTE Y, EEE
DXy N —IBREZKBTE TN EDERHHIT> T
%.

Mahbod & 1%, SCHR[6]DH T, KDD99 IZ 2\ T, EXM
WAL L TW5, BET—XOXERD 57 E0E
FEITV, EBEOXY N =7 O ELNWET—F &
DOIEBELFRER L TV 5.
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IDS OHFFE AT DI G- T, FHMiHT — 2 & v MizoWn
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WO IEMRET SNV EFETDZ0ERND D LB 2 5 H[2][3]73,
TAOLRIMENTWeWT —2 2y bEFHIHE LTHW
BE,” EOBERLEEE L AR TONE—RTRY Ly
SRHBENEL D, £72, TADRWED, H#tENTHETF
— X ETRTHBEBEE L LR, BEOR Yy hT—7 25
BTy —4%EF@EL L HAEDY T -4y F&2H
WOHBANEL Rzt ond. Zoge,” Bl »ELN
TEET — 2 AR TH B 0FHFHIC L B HBROMEEN K
HCTHD”, "Ry NI RENRR DT — X TOMGEIZ/e >
TLEREDHERELDAREMELRH D.

BHMEOBLR D HIE, BETH HESAYIZ KDD99 A3 IDS #Ff
A7~ ETFT =2y hELTELANLBR TSR,
KDD99 i3 1998 4EIZUX4E S 1172 DARPAIS 2 v i g 5 —4
WL L7 D TH D728, BFitE & W o EAR-E L 725> T
5.

AEL WO BLED LI, P T — 2 & v b OKEBIEE O
BANEBOKBEZ T =4 LI-BE L MiICR AL D HE
(KDD99 OHfy, #9 8 FINKBWIE) MNdbH D, FHEHT
— &ty FTOFMES, EBICAEDDENE VI FEOTE T
PREN S D .

1.5 ZABRROER

1.4 EOREA B E 2 TRBICOFNEMRIZLL FO®@Y T

H5.
ST — 2 & v b OEEMIC BT 2B GRE) 2 L,
Z DIRRR %~ T
BT — 2 & v b ORI B 5 BUR GRIE) 25 L,
FOfFPRRETT
BT — % & v F OAEICEET S BUR GREE) ZFER L,
FOfFRRETT

B, BFELBOMEICBE L CIE, EH OBV VRV T AR
ETEMENOBRZMWMERLEE 2 C, &L LTEK
M2 2R, 2, FELBZAMDIRY, HRATHDTD
RETHS.

FiZ, ROBELEDLEITS.

- EfErE & BT & WSS D 7o D DOFFIRR
- FEIVEZ CRAET 2 72 8 DR R
UEIZkY, BARSNICFENFAR THD LN D T &3,
FHEREL S 5T, MEERREICT 22 &2 BHEET.

1.6 BAEBIE

Atilla 51F, 2010 4E2>5 2015 4EITRIT SN2 65 ORI
MEFED 149 OFMLE Y —<A LT, RAHM (Intrusion
Detection System: IDS) <°Hhk 7 #E#F5% (Machine Learning
Research: MLR) (ZHWSL =TT U XA (FihE) V7
fy=7, Tty MMeEERLTHWD[T].

SCHER[71E LA, (STEP) THWHNL AT —F &y b
N 64.9%I% KDD Cup 1999 Data[8][6][9](VAK:, KDD99 & i
9)TH 5. F7=, University of New Brunswich(UNB)
Canadian Institute for Cybersecurity 1233V T KDD99 0 K i
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B L7 NSL-KDD[6][10][11]&: ZF Db & Lipo T — X
¥ v T %5 DARPA 1998 Dataset[12]% & HHE 5 & 80.5%
DOHILPMEALTWBHZ EIch s, Ko, HEk% IDS IR
STEE (F2.0EINONWETF—F %y M) IZIE. 96.5%
DFHICH KDD99 7% (KDD99+NSL-KDD+DARPA9S) D F —
Ay NEERALTHWE LW IFERERSTZ, DFV, X
BR[7TI TR AR (13 & A EF X TOD IDS % DA KDD99
ZOF—HEy FEEH LTSI E RS, 7, 5
KENP#EMHELTVWE T %y b Th D
Kyoto(Kyoto2006+)[13][14][15][16] %, &K 1.5% (DS
BT 1.8%) THRMIZHNSENTWVE LW FER L o7
(F2).

#2. Z<{HVWLRTWET—F &Y b
FFUXIDS 7 —2ty ha®RT. HOTW DN 3
KDt O3, (SCHR(7] Talble.9 & v 5825 )

Table2. Most used Datasets

Dataset Name Article Count

KDD99* 133
NSL-KDD* 23
DARPA* 9
Iris 8
Glass 5
Breast Cancer 5
Synthetic Data 5
Porker Hand 5
Image Segmentation 3
ISCX* 3
Wine 3
Kyoto* 3

2. T4ty FEFRAV-FEOFEORK
21 FMERT—42tY b
211 FHERAT—42 2y FOR®

AR T, EfE 7 V2 MRS I o e TcE bty
va BT —2ICER L, BEL R IDS BENL L D
FSCTHWHILTUN S KDDY9 & K FED NN=—HRy h&xH
U2 Kyoto2016 &0 5 2 DDFH AT — % & v MZ2W Tk~
5. M2 T, 2BORD, EM7VIMfIh 63ty
va T —2Yy FTERHARWVD, BARTEAR I TV D IRFE
BRFMEHT — %ty kD15 THDEIMWST—Z v MMZo
WTHtND.
2.1.2 KDD Cup 1999 Data

KDD Cup 1999 Data i%, >K[EERSESEW5EEEIS (Defense
Advanced Research Project Agency: DARPA) & KI[E 22 B WFSTHT
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(Air Force Research Laboratory: AFRL) D¢ & CTvHF 2 —+&
v TRHK%: (Massachusetts Institute of Technology: MIT)
Lincoln laboratory @ The DARPA Intrusion Detection Evaluation
Group AMERKEAR L 7= iR 9] NIDS FF M AE%¥ET — % & v k
T& % 1998 DARPA Intrusion Detection Evaluation Data Sets (A
% DARPA 1998 & F53) % b & ICHERR & U7z NIDS #HfH 5 —
# &> KT, University of California Irvine ® Machine Learning
Repository TABH 41TV 5. DARPA 1998 2337 v k% v 7
Fx 77 ANERTHDLDIZX L, KDD99 IZZnZEMLL,
tyvarT—#ERE L THEENTBY , BETHE <M
LTNIDS OFHEMH T —2 &> b & LTHEHISNATWDR, A
ARENOH LT, OF—#MnHn, @QILEMNTHSD, @%E
WEOEENL S HENTRVWREDHENL HE VM S
TV, KDD99 O@ILETH 2, Q@UEME OFIE N
ZLHEN TRV R EOREFBELIET -4y FELT,
UNB(University of New Branswich)?® CIC(Canadian Institute for
Cybersecurity)> b #2ff 41TV 5 NSL-KDD 23% 5. BfE T,
NIDSFMi AT — 4y FELTIHLZAVERIBEL A
bivs.

e =

KDD99 i, 1998 41 HifF & v 7= DARPAIS DT — & % FEARIZ
LTWa72d, 7—2 <, FHFIENBAE DK BT )L L
TV BHETERVWEWVWIERRDH L. L L, BEOF
B E ORI EIRO—EMEZ RO LT BEL L DML T
FMMiAT 2y hELTBRASRTWA.

2.1.3 Kyoto2016

Kyot02016 1%, % OHi& Th 5 Kyoto2006+iZ 2015 4% 12 A
FCOT—HEBMLIZLDTHD. Kyoto2006+(%, KDD99
WL RoTeDEZT, FHRKFICHRBEINLTWDI NN=—FKy
kT 2006 4 11 A5 2009 4 8 H £ COHMICINE ENT-iE
E7 —4# % b L2, KDD99 D HFE DN EN K E W 14
Bzt LT, By a7 —2ITNTL, MEFEOBE, R
O, EFBED 3 DOT T2 L TRA S TWS b
DTHDH. Kyoto2006+IZH17 Dy v a T — X ~ONTH
OFEIONT, EEHMZTWA.

B

KDD99 DHHEE D THRAZHBEN K E 72 14 HE 5] Efku
PF—F%y hTHY, KDDI9 OF — & 3 H0 &0 5 FREIC
RIGLT, 2015 12 HETOT—ZZELTWDE. 2D
D, R LIEFIEOREHORBEICHTORALHIT) 2 &N TE
5.

214 MWS T—4 4t v +

~ N T RRFRAMBERY — 27 > 3 v 7 (MWS)[17]1F,
HARTTF =4 %y h&fALTHAERENLRHAETHS.
MWS TiE, Ay MAWT —Z O eE 2 2 =7 4 Bt
ST —%% MEHT—%Ey b L LTHREEL TS
[18]. 2017 #EHLE, B SN TWAHTF—F & v M, ROEY
THD (A MITIE VB .
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BOS 2014~2017
RIS FEAE I [ A N —TCBEARAT - DI E 7 L FEEE o
FAEEBROFHE A ICTEML, BIEE 2 I 2 =7 o 2 bifhS
NFEHREN R Y N T — 27 ~OEEFETZEIH L-7 — %
FFRI Dataset 2013~2017

BRI 4L FFRI TUUE L7z~ L0 = 7 OBhfiENT 1 7
NICTER Dataset 2013~2017

A N—BCEBI - T - R AT A NICTER TINEE L
=Xy NNT T4 I T =8 A= — IR &
TIINRT U AR = DT —H
CCC DATAset 2008~2013

< = T REEIRG LRy MERT— 28 TH Y CCC
HEERSNEHT 2 AN—T -k ¥ — ==Ky
FCRELZ~A T 2 TRIKE VA VAZIRY 7~ 6 BT
DI %Y A MELET—#
D3M (Drive-by-Download Data by Marionette) 2010~2015
WRE2I 2 =T s BRI Web YR~/ D
TT—5
NCD in MWS Cup 2014

MWS Cup 2014 SHIHFIZIEE L 72AR T A T —4 &> b
PRACTICE Dataset 2013

BB TEBESEEI X501 N — 85 - US4 5 5%
AF9EER | (KSR : PRACTICE) OXEBEIZIY AT AT, < /L7
=T ERHBLIZBEOBRE Ny 7 (Y = TIEGREO
WEED) 2RI T—4
PRACTICE (AmpPot) Dataset 2015

A =%y b EOA—TF 729 —,3 (DNS, NTP %) %
BB L CHBEZ MBS 2L TH—ERAEZITI
B — & A8 E K (DRDoS W) 28I L7-7 — 4
v b

AL, MWS F—# % v ORGSR OEAICE L TiE, (fh)
LB R a v Ea—F X a VT RS MWS ik
B OB THEMEMEZR SICHT 28N (RER L) 28bT
VERHY, 72, T=FIZBELT, 7L SFIEER TV
U
EE

HATEAM SN TV IREMBFMHT—2 &> b TH 5.
BHOBCEEA AN L, hT 74 v I T —ER< LT ZT D
fRET v 7 78 E SRk T — X BRAL LTV D03, WS L B
WEDIEMR T~V STV, BFZEE = L IZIEfED
BB REMERH 5.
22 IBRE

AT — 2y MBI, (BN, SoEtE, Akl v
I 3ODBEN ORI EIT o TE 2. TORREL LT, FHHH
T—H Ty ML DBREE AR 2B DICT D720 ENEh
OBEDOREEITH . MA T, Mgt & BFtEOm L, 7
BIPEIZ W THIREEIT .

(% 1) FEEIcET 53RE
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EfEZ7 VP 5 ISNTHWEIRLERD D

(P2 2) EAHMEICBET 2%

VURT Y LR ETEHMENS OB REGTEE, TEUR
SERILAGEDT — 4, Die &b SERILBOT —2B8EEh
TW5%

($2E3) AHHEICET 2 RE

UMY T NI ETEMENS OE RS, KEEE
DEIEE, %< b SUREICMA D

2B, GRE D 1%, CHR[2][3]9 sharafaldin & D& RAHH
LiebDThsd., Fi2, (3FE 2) IKBEHLTUEL, Z2HL O
[5] (2017 A= HIAR T 2015 4F 00 BB ] |2 -2 W N T e 00 BB A 1)
LHERE) LV ARV T AR ETHEMEND, 12017 FREAT
2015 FEOKBMBEMIIHFTOLDLE XS] LI EREE
LbOEKMLIZEDTHS. (#RE3) AL TE, EEoE
S X TIHHBEEOEIAIT 1%L T THDHZ ENEL, FRIK
BEZIT TR EXICEFENLY bEL D120, F AT —
¥y FOBEBEOESG E LT S%EE THNE, EE

LEADIEWVWOHBOFEMEDOERERMIEZ LD THD.

(FR%E 4) Mkl & P EOMNLIZ BT 2125

Fiz, BAFOWENS Okt L W I BLEN S, BETSH
AT -2ty b & LTKDDI AMEH SN TS, £ 2T,
Bl oo TV BB O SCOFMRE R & Ol & 5 BLA
LR OWEICK T 5 FHl A2 & TIT 5 72, KDD99 &
Kyoto2016 72 EEH DT — 2 v M EHWT, TR ENFM %
1THZ2 & &MATIRETS.

(% 5) MBI 2RE

A, BHRHAT R LD BATH 5 FH IS K DREE A fetE o#
S IE, FHMAT =%y MZELT, 9XTARSATY
LHF=FYy bEHWDLZELADETIRET 5.
ZOEINCT DI LI Lo T, iBEOTAMRE LR L O ik
FIZ K DML FIRE T d D, [BHANE & KT, A 24 Feda i
ZTFHEP T2 D EEZD.

3. £&OH

AFE T, NIDS OFFRIZH =Y, BIRkZEHITL, TOiE
F, FMEAET — 22y MToWT, 121N, B, Aoto
3ODBRM LI L, TOMRKERE Lz, FEEOBR
MBIE, fERO—EMEE BRI T, R T -~ & OFHEH T
=Sy FEAWDLIRETH D EVIREEZITV, RFtEOB
BEDIE, VU RY T AR EORERND 3 ERILIEOT — 2 &
ELT— 4ty FEAWDZ L EIRE, OB LI,
IHLHLVURY T LR EDRHERNG, WEREEOHEGHNL <
ELSURETHLT—FEy MEHWD Y, BEMZREKE
AR L CTIRE L.

F 72, BETE O SCORFAt G S & 0 b & Bt o0 BUERAE 1) 12 55
T 5l & A& TIT 5 72, KDD99 & Kyoto2016 72 E %K
DF—2%y hTOFEHIRE LT,

B2, BHEHAN R S O JF AT &H 5 58812 K D RAEDS vl REME %
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(RAET 2 7200, FEIC T S TAM SR TV S F— 4ty [ &
FAND Z L 2B

L%, BOOREFIELED, MFEOFEL LFIEIZONT,
AR CIRE LM HiE 2 KT 2 Z Lic ko ¢, BN, &
Bk, AR IR R I REEEZ T o TV FETH .
BEE AWFSEI ISPS BMIFE TP17K00187 DB &% T 72 %
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