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Overview of Network Intrusion Detection Technology
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Abstract With the development of the Internet era, attacks such as internal threats, zero-day vulnerabilities and DoS
attacks are increasing, and network security is becoming more and more important. Intrusion detection has become an im-
portant means of network attack detection. With the development of machine learning algorithms, researchers have pro-
posed a large number of intrusion detection techniques. This article reviews these studies. Firstly, it briefly introduces the
current network security situation, and gives the application of intrusion detection technology and system in various fields.
Then, the existing research work of intrusion detection related technologies and systems is summarized and evaluated from
three aspects: data source, detection technology and detection performance. Among them, the detection technology focuses
on traditional machine learning, deep learning, reinforcement learning, visual analysis techniques. Finally, the problems in
the current research are discussed and the future direction and prospects of the technology are expected. This article hopes
to provide some useful thinking for researchers in this field.
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Figure 1 The Framework of Intrusion Detection System

2.1.1 ETEHLK IDSHIDS)

T FEHL IDS(Host-based Intrusion Detection
System, HIDS) Vil # & A7 1 9l Wi A0 R 45 L 1 i 14
£, WA EN ARG IRAEBOIRE, Bl R G, 4
WARAFR AV M 8w de, FEH HEAFRSGE
SARSCH SE .l e H & RGEFATIRA
SO R GG e B FLATUIR 2 AN Bl e A2 P
Pt R BB A 326 RN RSCECHE 117 30 3 3 41 9 =05 )
SRAS I P B g Y, e FU R L, T
FEREA ML EDH B EVELI 2 M &, TCIES
B 5 W2 AL AT IS B

ETFHMANEEM ARG, RZ2ERFE L

I NREF L IDS BRI RS IDS. FEP4k IDS &
T WAL R, A0 AR, oo Aa,
A BN AR I LA A O R R A& () Al A
B BAERGY IDS IMAEEA RGORA, I rT AT
AR AT R, CAX 745 4E R G0 I 15
FETAT A, "R KRS H &, Windows J3 M R £
g RPT FIIE T LI A AR AR 2 T Bt 4
4 ADFA ™| Blue Gene / LP4ds 4245,
2.1.2 ETMZH IDS(NIDS)

T ML IDS(Network-based Intrusion Detec-
tion System, NIDS)P I EE I/ b7 5 I 99 2% 7 2 A1
MEANENL, SEBEEEEAER, IFEFREHP AN,



ZEVRGE A PSRRI H AR ERIE

LUK I R 2% v 1 N2 47400, NIDS (fe s Ay —
N RGEMHEAN ML, T8 T AERAS T e
(R TRLRT S A o B i NIDS X LLSREUIT AL R SE I
PWARASE B, SRR IR, o, TR
(RS o0 A T R T i s, 5T Ao
A5 W 2 TR DS G R, ST A e
AR B ST P4 1 SR A TR 4R
DARPA1998"7 | DARPA1999"*), KDD1999"°!, NSL-
KDD™, Gure-KDD™!, CIDDS-001, CICIDS20171*,
ISCX2012", Kyot02006+*, UNSW-NB15M % 4
H,

2.2 EFHENFEARX S

FE TR A 0T DO NAZ R RS RI 4> A H T
P F IR AR A AT 3 1 57 I AR AR
2.2.1 ETRHK IDS(MIDS)

FHT R AN IDS(Misuse-based Intrusion Detec-
tion System, MIDS)™ Ml Fk Ay JE 25 4 (¥ A A2 4G,
JERAE NI MG RS O & 44T ICRL, — Hody
rh R A R TR ATk« MIDS A REFH I
dr AN, R MR A . BT 1 MIDS 42
TN =Rk

® IR A AR Ml g i o 4 R A 5
PUH IV 22 AN RPIR S o I 7 0 R I S gk AT
SR, KB TR .

® FRFHRICHI: AR R R,
SRS R W IIN S W s L T e I N E 2
ETAFENRAT N -

o LRZFLZ B -EHTHARRED
S P BB 17 T (0 R )56t o e EAT 2 Rk
8 15 56 AR B U AN A (9 J e AN Sl . 44
o, S AL N E TR . dJa, T
PHEAT 2

I IDS K2 A% FH LT3 B A SRR I
AT R (B2, SET U N AN R 45 i B Aol 2
A4 R, X DU DU AR S0 Beke, oI BT
(K BBk AT B, DRIk, BET S I R K H
243 A TRIETORI T A 1
222 ET R IDS(AIDS)

HF 7K 1) IDS(Anomaly-based Intrusion Detec-
tion System, AIDS)P? L& R4 5 (AT R AT R,
R IAT 0 5 AT A BRI, R AR L.
U — 2822 1 R e vk 2 S MOV E AT S TN
A, IX ey Ad F OE R VS B I AR, 3R
) % 3 % 2 IO i R R LB HLAT R d sk o SCHR
[S3Y3 Ik 45 2 HORR ASE by b (1) v 30T AL AR S 11 7 =X,

N

G
i

99

X B AR B SO B, - (Vi Ll 28 2K ) s
RN BT Ao SCHR[5418R T Fh 22 205 i B4
IR, AEAE AR GE A 57 1R H s S N e i
SR A 20 O NARAT A REATAR I, S5 &5
RRW], XTSRRI A G, REW SRS 4 1A
TR, DA AR SCHR[S514 AT I [) e 5114
ARRA A, IZMRAEH] T BRI 8% S
v, GRS T U (K R R A0 28 A TA] R IR T 6 )
B, AU 5 B 1K) U B S 4 R TN ) A R 7 [
BERARMT, WK ELhRIc o 57

BT GEvE R S R SR RE WS W i R TR A AL
R B ARG S Il R ARG R 7=, FLRE M
WEE 2 X B R G TUIAT N o (EE, RGP
IR, AEAF Z0cds 393 Th) (0 900 5 3 DL J2 1B U
I O 2B s AR, i R e A A e IE 2
O, SRR R IR . BRILZAh, AT
AR ERGE R —Fhid s B L gert vEad
3K, AT RIS ARSI, AR

MBS ST A, FE T3 IDS It fsdk
TG A 2] BT BT 2
8 IR I 5 N

3 ETHEFEHNEZIHAREN

FEARTTH, K8 T ARSI AT B AT 1
| o S o N BT T S [ == i
D NAR BT I R Gk AR S a2 B R G
BHLES S I BAR = AT AT VRN A
3.1 ANREENE

T, I AZ A I B SR 5 T HE AR AL
WARFIE . EAFE . JEAVRFIE 245 TCP JERE1IHF
fiE, BIIRRSET[A], PRRAY, YR EH . HInS
THCH A AR TR B AR R A, 4
WO Bl R MR E . B SCIFEE « SR SR 5L
H A%, i fe ik i 55 Ui i AR A D% R ik, 491
WENEH. HIOENEH S AR 2L
P B R IE A 2 57, 1l UNSW-NB15 %
PR ILALHE T IR

AR A I H5 5 F BE A7 £ 32 SR A X A7 AE 25 U
P, I HEHE A R AE & 1 2 TR SR A 22 K
N T RS BRI B A, T8 T X B AR AT T
AR B o AR TAL 3 BEOE L T R AE B AR
HAEFFAEA — AP o WA . PP 5 Re b B 2 4R
A5 FH b AR G R 25 g i 7 X0 e R AT S A B 5L
{HHRAE H—Ak 24518 FH Min-Max. Z-score 251H4—1k



100 Journal of Cyber Security 15 F\V% 4244, 2020 £ 7 H, H 5%, HF4 M

TR EE SN E[0, 1SR, 8RR
NP & M IR 5 1 o

[FIIS, A ARAS I Ecs S5 TP AR e U e A 4L
I LU SCH R, DA £t SR kA TR ik Uk e iy
HEARELRENS LR TUA KR . BRI AELERE . /N5
THH, $RTHr KAz AR IR I vERE . fE AR
D, R AR PRI AR =M T &, sl g
Jridi BT AT gk
AR AR RS, WA T o Ak
51(Genetic Algorithm, GA)%%; i FH R A5G
IEMAE 594, 1 LASSO [R[JH. AAZAGI A5k
PR AES IO VAT St AR 73k, 010 32 1 70 Hr
J77%(Principal Component Analysis, PCA)F1Z& 45
IRTITRAE, ARG AR W TTVE, Bl T ROV
1) PCA & 'RPEGEFERIRFAESE A 18 i i D Hictts
PR IE RO, RESTHE R 1 e, v SIS 3
R —8UR), JUE R T AP 2

XSIHRSCHAT 258 0 B e RO, @ N
DU fie 1Y) B R T8 R B AR A AR R AE, 1
W SRR R H AR AL BIE— H AR 1P b
BER AR R BIF]— H bR ) S
3.2 WEBHHEFIHEAR
321 AERJTE

A BSUASER TR R R AN T A B 2 s Ui R 11
IIATAE L, e s R 2RI A A AL .

1) A Ut

t AR 25 DLk (Naive Bayes, NB)ZZ4H i .
Ho TS0, @ T NI RS . SCHR[56]
%t KDD1999 #Hi AT Z-score IH—1k. PCA F#fiFH
H, BOHUCERAbEE, 13 245 % FrAS IR AN RFTE, 7
I FH AR 28 DU 307 558 Ak B A T 90 8% Bt 428 B0 B kAT 4
Ko KIEER G, ZITVERAT RS AR ES 2
i B ETGt FE4E RS Bt MR AR SR
(V7 W) Beeki, #60l % (Detection Rate, DR)IAZE 87%~
97%. SCHR[S 714 Pk TR RER IR 2R LAy
ARSI, 25 5oREDRS £ BV R e PR b A AR
KASTHSMIRE Iy K2R VU 77 A7 A M DR it &
P HETE IR ), SCHR[S8TAE FH AR IR 1 PR BB Ak 2% DL
37 v2(Hidden Naive Bayes, HNB)X it & 53 1T
20K IR B MERTE A TTIERT kARG L
19 B UL 712306 10%KDD1999 K 46 3% SRFfiE ik
ITEBULALEE, Bebim s R (Accuracy, ACC)
N 93.72%, e TANR DUIM-T7124(78.32%) o

2) DU 4%

DU 2% (Bayesian Network, BN)H A 55 KK

HEBERE T, PR, B2 R T R A4S . BN
I3 AR T H PR 1) It R 07 VR R 24l
H T ARSI, SCRR[S9 ]38 i DL S 24 7 g £
k A~ BN 73 84% DA adt D25y 73 2845, A 128
) I MRS Z B2 U4k 7775 (Class-Attribute Contin-
gency Coefficient, CACC)%I NSL-KDD {4/ 45 1) i
SRR R AT B, JRIERE T 12 ANMREIEF T
SRR AL, P 7 v RE NS R O U R M U
KrAER A 96.92%, PLTAbZ DUt it . STk
(60745 FH 32 5 I [) DL J0p 199 6% 5%of ik T 09 &% 1) N AR A
DAL T =L AAZ A I 53 50| B4 T AL 65T NIDS,
o W28 Kl B R R A T ANy R AR AL, IR A
Rao-Blackwellized ¥i - JEH K7 > Z 4. %I T HIDS,
TR T — g B 2 2 7 V5K AL B R 45 H 35 SO N
)RR AT R A3 e

3) B35 /RATRARRY

K& o /R m] K45 (Hidden Markov Models, HMM)
R A% S o A R0 28 Py ) I A vk, DRI, B T
R P ANAZ AT o (1) 71 e A1 A5 ) . 6T Web W
R 24, AEFATGONX HTTP A AT 1 43 7
FEA R, SCERI6 1138 I A7 g far K om h F5 e 41,
FHEH] HMM #ET 70 0T, %5655 XSS A1 SQL EA
IR H 20, AHAE, %7 EW A % I8 S
RS« SCHR[62]42 H T8 HMM & B MY (1) 19
NIRRT ARG, T3 8 U EEEOR o BT R4 38
W4 25 T 1K) IDS AR A IS TR, HRAERR ) i)
SCHR[63]42 H TR T HMM (157 B Sk 28 A,
V23 P 5% TP BRI A R PRESAR U HMM, - BAER
O IER B AR B, T ER T A A D R R T A
T3 TS B e
322 AR

S ol S TR T AR e AN [ ) 1) e Ay 2R
T, AE 8 B I IE & U 5 A 0 S U s 1)
(1) 2 5t o

1) KR

T K U 485774 (K-Nearest Neighbor, KNN) A~ 7
BT ZHUG T, BRI T2 4y 2K, DR g
2N NAR R . SCHER[641R A PCA AT
TEFREL, 45 G B0 RS 2R AN 8 T4~ 265
MORERE, AL KNN O B e TR 53 (0 2, Bl
FHHHE N, SRR RS P K. TR
DR A ) 238 Hcths o (R B0 AT 2, SCHR[65 145 H 45/
M B K HE B 5 v (Minimum- Dependence Maxi-
mum Significance, MDMS)M KDD1999 #4421 %
FEh 6 ANMRFIE, fEH KNN KAl 25 i, Frde iy



ZEVRGE A PSRRI H AR ERIE

R RER I M RO PR BT Bl AR 48 [ 95 Mok o« STHR[66]
i k-means X & SEAT AL EE, ] KNN S19%it
11028, JLRREBE R 2 Fror.

KDD CUP 99 Dataset

}

Pre-Processing

}

K-means Clustering Algorithm

}

K-nearest neighbors Algorithm

l
{ }

Normal Attacks
| |
v

End

2 3XHRI66]RIER T i2
Figure 2 The modeling process of [66]

N T R ONAZ R FR e b B T IR Bt 5L
PEASE IR, SCHR[6 7R AR C ¥ (E S0 11 25
Fdn e BT O SRR AL, 5T EE N
BUF KNN Zp 2688, SEEMrEs « W oh BLig Al 45 5,
PADPAl 55 55 T A0 2 AH S I A N B8l 045 & eR 4
FRE AR, T T sk A5 (1 ME 2 A1 S L 068 v 50k S B
PRI B NAZ A 7 ZE

2) YLk

M (Decision Tree, DT) v & ALK, Wik
(R0 o T A, DR, A8 N AR RSO Ak R A LA
]Iz N H o SCHR[6812 T —Fi T CART PRI K]
BRI m gt BB IDS, 7E CICIDS2017 %4
PigE E I SIS UERIR A 99.66% . KDD1999 HiE A
£, F I B 7 B N 2 ey, DR, Sk (69148
JA8 YRS 7 1N} Kyoto2006+ 8 (i T 0. i T
PRAME G R FIL A, SCHR[70142 H —Fp T
FEGE P S I8 1R R SR B0, 4 £ MRS 48 Je8 P &40 i 4
AR TCARRFAE -

W VS 5 T At 23 A B0 45 B SR b 3 N AR AL
I [RIRE el R A IS B2 13 SCER[7114 G T
REP B, JRip 591 Forest PA = Fh AN\ (1) 43 2588, 1
/] Min-Max J1—fLAbFE 5 ¥ CICIDS2017 s 4
I R RN 96.665%, I A% iR ] K (False

101

Alarm Rate, FAR)N 1.145%, YEGfZ 1w T-4b & vl i
(74.528%) 55 5532, BEME AT R 1E & L = A0 e i
o T SR A E I AR AR, NRAINFEE B
&ML DRI, SCHER[72]8& H —Fhdp R 5 35 N A7
REI R 532, A% 73 2RS4 ) B LA PR SRR 70,
KB vh AR R MR

3) XFFMEHL

AH LT AR SR, SCHF ) 3= ML (Support Vector
Machine, SVM) 1] DL 4 Hiufig g /INFEAS ], H A5 5
KIZALRE ST, BN Ay ST UM ARSI 50925 . S
HR[ 7311 1] Z-score F—4k KDD1999 4, -4 i Jis
ARAEINEATRAE R 48, TR455 SVM ) R 4ii 2
BT 25, Frde J7 iR BH % 2 (False Positive Rate,
FPRYSUIS, et A7 280k 4 24 e 45 Bt PR Bt 4%
BetAT R . SCHER[7AR A T 26T SVM 84248 77
5, AT HPRRS S B AT RFIE R B, 9> T T34y
PTAES5 )7 B o SCRR[7518R T b 5ok rry g A 500
Do SCHE I LI AR I 7%, It 7 — ik
R 2 B NV N 8 T S (1% T Py A A
. SCHER[76]48 FH 6 Hid by 2 B L (logarithms of the
marginal density ratios, LMDRT){F 4 RF1E # 4 H Ak
FIEEHET SVM 1) IDS. SCHR[ 77118 ] k-means 4%
PHEATRI Ty, TERPIANERE, #EH] SVM X AEEHEAT
I3 o AESE B TP BT AT LU M R ok Bk
) e, T AR ), SCHR[78 KA )
PRI KA AN 22 0 A% (R A R AT 0 2 5 30 17 2R 18 1) A
o, A EALZ R NIDS H e ok kg 1A
S5 2 e JJRNZ AVEREY SVM 732645 .

4) ZHEFH

ZHE A1 5% (Logistic Regression, LR)HA5 ] 1.
ER TSR 5 TIOMTIORE R, B, fEAR
Rl R A 2 N o T IR A 2 A 2 I
AR P SR PN B AT O, IF HADANTS 2 5 A
R B AH DG I KRS R 3=, R T AN IR L
SCER[79ME F 0 BT VERUAG T 3000 A2 12012 4k ]
AR, JEfE T BEehegat BRI 13 A
MRS R 2=, AR5 R e U PR 3R T e 41 2
TRAAIY o SCHR[801M FH G v 7 vk & — 4 K i ]
HIFVETE R T HRT S A R A, W ge vk Ao A
OSI 1) = J2 PN 1E 7 B AR I R R Sk A ozt 4 FH P 14
AU AR o SCHRI8 11 A — e m 1 i g vt
TER RN Brdy, S i R IR B B, I 3
FAAE G BT AR IR AT A B S Al o A7 A0 W 48 )2 B 1Y)
PG U HE R 5 IL 2 96%~100%

BEAh, — L TAEAR A Z 0] A SRR R AL AT



102 Journal of Cyber Security 15 F\V% 4244, 2020 £ 7 H, H 5%, HF4 M

MBS 1DS, SCHR[82]3E H T & T F b 12 B 7] )
BEATHRAIEERE IDS, R i PR 4 KA 4 21—
NG —HIHESE T, 7E KDD1999 %4 1 1 S vhE ff
KN 97.86%, fels A S B HdE . SCHR[83 118
R 1AL AN RO B R AR, A5G E b
ARG E X ey, FEXHZEMILs. o vk o
W8 IR A T AL R s B AT 4 25
323 P&

MNAZ TR DA AR A — AN S8 i), BT 4L
G R 9 28 v gt i R AT o R EE A I I
B MRS 7 S BOR R A R0k ) B E AT 250 %1 47,
R i P R A AT . BE T B AL # 2 2
AR NAZ A I 15702 BEWE 78 20 RSG5 40, B
i T A HIRE AR B EAT 20 2K o i RO IR B4 1)
T PP Ak R G b v 75 A K S R N T R ]
b, IS BHLER 22 I BER A T A 7 R S 7
%, AEBOTEE NI R A SR 25 R )73
PEATEEEMITE DL N, IR I S8 o 49 wiAh 2% DLt M
JiiE, R D IS DLUT, AR BB IR 4T M) ok
HBHEREAT 73280 2)n] DA I A R AR e A Y 45
T DU TR 285, 01 AN P e LA K ) A 3
Ry BB . 3)SICHE e, RIS AR A EE 42
Z I, AT DA PR A S T SR o 51 Gt B R A R
P, B A% A 25 Ak BN AR A W 40 45K v ) P 41 AH O 1]
B, HBSRISCSRE B e o (E A A TR AR AR A
WATAE—LEmh B, BARA T VR RE 08 9 N A DU 4
RZER, HERTEEZ I ERE, (UHT
S RARS I, fEERZIURGE R, B AHE
AR A% o AN T iEAE NAZ ARSI R A5 5
N 1) TR TG T () R, AR B . 5 KNN 5
0, ANHEXN S HOAT AN, REN H BN 2 M Mk
I EAT B 0TI o 2) T LA N B EA T 45 R
FERI S, M T4 27 23 1n) . 48] 2 e SREAR 592 A
SVM  J7ik, YRS p AR 1Y RE A8 1) 3t ) T B AR 1 R ),
7 T ST 1) A 5K KR gy 24 Do) 288 504 T A T2 e P Adh 21,
FE T4 0 AU B /MK ) SVM 1t i 0% 4 i i b B
AEAR MR o 3 T RAES, TURIE R, Y
AR @ DA, B A A
ey, USRS IAT R . (H A
DT VAR NAZ AT W A A B A, ) T
DA W s A% B 1R R, S0 i % B S 4 (ELR) T
NP S AL SN

IR HLAS 27 20 (0 AR T R DT EAENAR:
LI AT M A T AR I IR, AR 5 VA 4
BRI R EERY . O SR L

2 ) AR OB DT S, o R PR T
TERIAL S, I KRR B b sl /> e AT R A, (HE
SR GUN T B (A IS, U5 R AT BRI T
(i), [ 0 vy 4 500 11 38 47 A2 M B85 27 S B
ARAE A A D5 i i ) R R
33 TBEEBHISHFEIFA
331 FEHPERENSEYIHER

1) k-means

k-means LA MRRE T OR, W SIOR RE R, DRI,
B )iz T AR RSN I8 . A Dk B i ) SR 2R AR
Z—, k-means £ FIIAR REVELEGAEH], kb
TR 2R o SCHR[85]4% F 502k ¥ k-means A
e I IR B AR, A G SVM R BIR 2% 2T AL
(extreme learning machine, ELM)5&.y5 k4 IDS, #E
WA ORBAE 4 e 55 Moty . SCHR[86 A1 SCHR[87]43 7
¥ k-means 585 H i W AL AR BG4 2 [0] R 5
Las Aok IDS, Horb STHER 861 A I #8513
BR[87], {HIZSCHR[86] A H T 10%KDD1999 %4 »

T L0 k-means FVEBIR BT 0E, AR THAS
MOREEE o R T i R SR S 25 SR 2R 28 v (1) AN [ 1 38
I, SCER[88THE H — &t k-means &yk, fiff
FRLF BEAR A R A AR A GRS 2 b, 19314
JRE AR SRR R, Rz VR iR . XA
45 [1) k-means FLVEATAEXS A OVTRERUK . 755
52 3| W 7 RIS R 5 i 55 1) B, SCHR[89] 1 S Xy 2
PRAE AT, 2RI R, SRS SN ) B K
FFACL B 125 R0 248 T) 11 5z /I8 A ABL I B R 3l 288 A 1 2,
2 B e/ SCRE SR SFE M SR RE AT 20 1 . A4t
() k-means 772 fU2 D20 TS B AR BE AR K (R ME,
SCHR[901MS H ¥ 3 W52 R B Btdk i A% k-means 5772,
AN BTG B AT g He 3 B 1 k Ao

2) BIREE

JRIRERERA T EWETE BB, HAets K
KZIRKFR, Bz T Bl b5 . SCHR[91]
12 RS ALFE KDD1999 $idhidls, Jeh4
] BRI R AL £ 5 VAR SVM. J5vk e SCHR[92]18 I ZR
R IRELTTIERM G IR W, JF45 GBS B3R,
KIEFEH T NI PIRFAE . SCHRR[93]4EH T —Fh H
T2 B AL KA WML T 2 2 R R R A
RGE, B AR M 2 0 71 s AT AT
AR, 1] E R N AR AN 2 E AR 1) Sk A B b AT
Mo SCHERIOATIIFT T 5 0% 3 B AH S I Uil & 250 1
ik, A2 RS R T VR s AT R, Tk
— AT IR BRI, S50 &5 SRR, TR I HE
ZEBURID, BEE A RN 5 H



ZEVRGE A PSRRI H AR ERIE

3) RiEARE

R A A (Gaussian Mixture Model, GMM)
A LT ARLAEART 23 A PR AR 236 2 o B, 3 FH T e [
—AMEG TSRS T 2R E A B, A
FAE T AT LA 2R AL, T IR W AT R 3 A I B AT R .
SCHR[95T4 H — At FH R SRS EA T 18 ARSI, A FH v
Wi A A A AT S AR I 77 v . A PSR R R
SR B FEARRFNIE HREAR X 23 F, AR5 E R 1) 454
5 S B I S R A BE Y . SR [96] X
NSL-KDD #{#5 #3217 Min-Max V-4t i/ GMM
X IE AT A REAT L, JER — A TP
AMFFIEREZR 1 53 288, PR UGS B AR L T2 1
ETIEIEIN, MU e 1 HHs o BT k9 2 40t
SN0, A AR A A PR AR ), SCHR[97]3 T
— 7R3 T Hadoop HEHE 1) 73 A1 0 GMM B, A HI Py
& MapReduce JitFERELIILE L. S5 0K, Prig
S BEE AT A3 T FE IS TR] o

4) FERGI T

I 43 43 M1 ¥ (Principal Component Analysis,
PCAE hy e i F I B 4ET7 1%, et BEAI I it 92 1) £
P 2 A) IR AE ORI vH ST, PR H T KE AR
W TAE . SCHER[981ME A PCA Fil Fisher HI5 /523
ATHPIEEFE, IR ML B 2RI RR Ak 2 [R) 14T
A, HAREBOE R WK 3 s, SCHR[991HEH T —
Fhah 4 7 A5 ¥ 25 (Information Gain, IG)F1 PCA f#)JE
GRRUEROR, A LT SCRF AL T S48 1) 2
) %i7%(Instance-Based Learning Algorithms, IBK)F/
%2 J2 AL (Multilayer Perceptron, MLP)[FJ4E i 72
AR AR . S0 R, P th &
B AE TR W WA T A BRI PG 45 R, R Ak
YU IE B i 4 i i SCHR[100]48 F PCA 22
e R JE M, OR B SRR IR TR, RN SCHR m) B AL
IrRTE . SN & BUE W] P4 77V B A% R OK 4 J A )
INFIA] o

Training subset
!

PCA Filtering
|

Feature Selection

[
SOM training

|
GMM modelling

Testing subset

Selected Features

Classification

B3 STEk[98|HEIEDTE
Figure 3 The modeling process of [98]

103

H T PCA %M A B A AU, I HAXBR T4k
PEF . TP — ) 8, SCHER[101TER R T
PCA FIRER PCA WiRh[#4E 51k, 454 KNN ki
# IDS. FERTI SR Beoh R 26 e 45 B 51,
PR PCA J5 4T PCA, AR PCA $ AR BENS I
/NESHEE R .

332 /NG

BT IR B LA 2 2 7 I AR A A R A )|
Gridfirp, AT EAT ARSI BE AR, Rt LB &
HLECHE 1 24 v it S B0 EAT AR B, - g A 0 A
SRR . T IE BRI BRI AR
LA R 2 AN 75 2N g 0 B b i 200 15 B, kb
TR o B 5 B0 T B A B AT K
ST o AEBLSIA b, A AR A8 I ) 256 ot A e e
o W Aot R ST T e 7 S A B
R, HMECLEEAT N 2R 00ARE, F BN TR0 bR
FITRE B 00 A e v, DR LT B B2 2 ) BV E N
AR AT AR ) B A8 )2

TENAZ RS I R 5 s B LA 2% > 7
TR RS B AT 5O 0 RS 9 28 BoH 1R AT 73 2K, A
T B B AT 0 bR i, AT k> 52 2% 1R oF
B o H IR NARAS DN G M0 7 8 4 05 15 A ok i 2
H i A IO AR FIANAR G [0, %) s 4 i 4 b
ITBedE, TATHE R, ST TR

gr BPTR, T 0 I B R I AR RS AR Y e
% A7 250 b B D) 8% HH 2R A1 0 P KR i gl i
BRARTT S IT4Y, SRTHRIMERATE . R, B 2
W AR P N, MBS ) e 1S B
T2 (0 N, AL 6 7 R e o (UK,
TE B WL 27 2] AR N AR A U ARTR T 1 14D i) 75
34 RE5iHe

FEGERLAR 2 T EAR I R A3t T N AR A I 5T
WD, BT RIS 2% SR T IE I B LA 22 T 1
TrF3IAE NG INAHAT ) 2 5T, 3R 1 g T4
Gblasd AN TAE KOs SR N K R

TEAG GERLAR 5 )k, i A @ N2
M ZRSe 1 B, B Se 0 s g AT AL B, 4] ot
BARIEAT I Al SRS R IR oA B RIS, SR
JE BT IE TRRCRF ISR R e ). PR T
I R IAL GENLAS 2% S 5k, IR I 2R B0 >k 2k
AR A ISR AT 00 o o AN A A WU 1) 4%
FI BT, 53 S8 0 B0 (1 7000 25 S 2 1 s
RSB, AT 2o B, o AR N
ST TR EE 2 1E W B B — R B AR A Bt
s S A8 P VRS FR AR IO 25 AT VAL



104 Journal of Cyber Security 15 F\V% 4244, 2020 £ 7 H, H 5%, HF4 M
Fz1 EBHEHB[FIRFMETE
Table 1 Traditional machine learning representative work
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Jrik
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ACC: 94%
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i
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e v L 32 65.5%(Unknown_attack)
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[74] SVM \ FREERE  I1SCX2012 4y ISCX2012: ACC: 100%- Precision: 100%- Recall: 100%
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21.93%(U2R). 31.39%(R2L)
ACC: 95.72%
RIS G LSO I
[91] E“S\fij[‘ F el ;EF’ t \ KDD1999 243% DR: 97.55%(Probe). 99.53%(DoS)~ 19.73%(U2R).
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Table 2 Comparison of problems solved by intrusion detection based on traditional machine learning methods
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B C WMERRR M NI R A, o 2Ktk
H, ] RNN BEAT AR 32K SCHR[125]45 4 RNN
R DR 55 YA B SR SR R S T B o () A
M,

TR 28 W0 288 A7 A A0 P SR IR e j, - i DL A A
K ) AR 8 . K 3 A0 12 M 4% (Long  Short-Term
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Figure 4 The modeling process of [131]
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HUBTRI LR I 4%, Befg 0T AERf HL s A URFAIE « STk
(133148 ] PCA Fll AE SR 4 770 2 Bt s £idl v 1)
TURFHIE, FHEH CNN SKREERURHIE, K mi i h
KIS BEAT RN o SCHR[ 13430 3ok £ b 1H 70 K — 450 ds
et oy YRR EAE, R CNN 27 ) 80RE, 45
4 softmax TR BHAT A o SCHR[135]4 2 H — I IR
i 25 B 28 W 4% (Deep  Convolutional Neural Net-
works, DCNN)¥] IDS, 1 ] BfA198 2 77 V50 e & =
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Figure 5 The modeling process of [142]

4.4 BEE5THE

TREE 25 I BRI R AR TE T N AR A B 5 (1) dk
A, BEME A 43 |2 &5 0 Bt 3047 T R BV RRAE 2 )
AL, AT DR REE S EES R R 2 SR 21—
MHERE T, AL R T B URAIE . TRBES: 2]
RE S A 20 A R AR 9 2 it s B, AR B TR 2 1)
RGN A% 2% 2 J7 vk, BT S s (P R AR 2%, {H
LG Fi 4k, BT R 22 . R 3 g
TR AR TAE ST 1R F IR N R R .
T H R A S h e 3.0 b iR i i)
WL, DR A A FH AR 2 ) D7 v SLEAT A I 2
WFBREAR VAT TAC B . £ 4 REE TR 7
TEMRGR I O L. Fr AT, H AT TIR 2 ) ()
IDS I ) @A 1) 2 7 it s Al P i i /> 1
TE 5 LA A 1) 2R AN P 1) 8, 2) D 8% N e A
K FRAELERESG N RIENLAS 22 2T A UK &
e R AT RIS X DB ORI AR £ AR A
K 3N VR A B BT I

T Bl i = A ), O AR R R B S
SR 1) SRAT F AN P B £ kA e AR RS A
TR D)2 o RS IR A 236 3 s ™ S M o T8 FH T e
e N 161 B S WA iy s | B d o = R 44
b R R R T 2R (AR B A 32 AR B s 200 L)
fil LR T R (R KA R RAE 775 21T DA — L)t
AT R X P AP T VR A BE IDS F R 2 28 AN P
i) 7, A RS o W 9T AR AR 3 A 2% 1 20 5 AN
iy 1) @ BEAE T LA AR BRI GAN [ H R,
M AE B S A Al ) R A TR IR, GAN R
% 308 ok A ORI IR B e R A i n) s, R, B

YRS 3] B 45 AE. DBM. DBN. LSTM. CNN
AR C ] TR Y IX — ) 8, AE SR BT | IR

LS h, w] DUR B, 38 R B A 2] T VA )
ROMER R T e hLas 7 ST HOR, Bl SVM. &
T kb DU, BENLARARSE, (RIL T EREE 2 Sk
WTT A R o H S, — BB F IR E 2 2] IDS 5%
(19 43 R0 22 73 288 T 50 P ARG 0 M 1 R S5 VP AL FR AR T
AT Fe e Th o B, & NSL-KDD %4 4
KDDTest+ill i 5 |1 2 738 in] {0 HE ff %2 K 30k T
79%~85%135 Bl Y, T KDDTest-21 Mlik4E L 11% 5
2 ] EAER R REUE T 60%~69%IERI, 15474
PETEAE ] o 3)—SURIF SO R B 2 ) AT T O,
AT A A R I Be L, B AnfE A SVM B
softmax PREHETF GRU BRI ARIIAE Sy A4 FH i A%
SHARAL DBN [ 48 505 o A B XTIR B 2 S
RUAFAE 0 1) JEAT G I WF 9T, 51 40 SCRR[ 14318 9T
(FEIA 2L T GAN A RIANIE 75 b FEHL A B Bl
%, BRI e 2 o (R AR 51
HARVEAL M, MLLS O A A AT R T

BE T VR G 2 2 7 NAR RTINSk A 1 7
SN T8, T R 3R BE 27 ) i8R HE T I,
FE IR BE 2 S AR H G A T 58 BURFE TAEIRAT45
Bl AE, RGeS e AT EINARE GO T, iR
PR AT R 2 2 B4, AR LG AR e B b R
AIRKIF . BARIME, RS Z e R 4R AR
PCA, HMELASEICER AR Ltk 454, AL Ze ) AR 2k
PEBE AR A WL T4 R PCA, B AT [ (45
RZH, LN T A S . 1fif AE. DBM
VR I 2 3 7 VE RE S T M R EOR RIS vy 4 $ s oh
(RS A (5 R, IRTSEE 2 I Rk As S o 5 TR
2 2] T R N ARSI I fi A 205 Ak 388 I 8% v (1) 4 2
ANPAE ) R, 9 an B s oK AR e I GAN JT %,
R A% 30 Tk 21 S5 A0 S ) 88 () TR 20T e ke A A S o 4
Wi o BRUEZ A8, GAN I8 BEAT R AL BEALAS 27 I B IR0



110 Journal of Cyber Security 15 F\V% 4244, 2020 £ 7 H, H 5%, HF4 M
Fz3 REFIKRUEILE
Table 3 Deep learning representative work
. . B AR RRAE IR R/ e 1% .
Sk HAR PSRN . EAEE S e P BEVEY
(RS WA eyl
[103] AE \ AE NSL-KDD 2% IIEEHE: ACC: 91.49%. MIRXEH: ACC: 91.46%
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[112] CAE. SVM \ CAE Blue Gene/L ok
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[115] RBM. CD Ji*#ﬂ %ﬁ& ISCX2012 Nk ° ’ °
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[116] RF. FFNN. \ RBM K
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AFFNN
Ptk i
[118] DBN. CD  Min-Max IE \ NSL-KDD T ACC: 95.25%. I E]: 11.658
itk
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Min-Max I §
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[130] ¢ LSTM \ \ SCX2012 ke Precision : 97.25%-+ Recall : 97.5%-
nv- .
© - DR:97%-+ FAR: 0.71%. F-meaure: 97.29%
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) PCA. AE. o
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I1- . 0 . 0 . 0,
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FAR: 0.06%(Infiltration). 0.00%(BFSSH).
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[140] GAN \ \ ADFA-LD = F-meaure: 41.64%. AUC: 71.30%
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Table 4 Comparison of problems solved by intrusion detection based on deep learning methods

Bl IR R IHER iR I i) AFAEI BRI
[103] AE LG5 19 W A7 0 LA SR8 rh ) 2R A B RIS A FEbr i o —, AU =%
[109] VAE S A AT bR 75 2 b A EURI K S i ) NSL-KDD ¥4t 4E & Recall {HHHEH 85.99%
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TR N 89.7%, AT R Tt
SCHR R 2 RBM (KL fig 34T ST

DBM. SVM. RF. J3Ais 255 o2 2 el i ALl it

WP AR R i —, AT F-measure
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o K BB
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ARORBAEL S5 Bt O 1IN A A i o0 A1 U
i, SCHR[1STIE 9 2% A% s AR IR 20 J2 30 Hh B
T oA R A 2 U35, (HR TR RS R A%
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Table 5 Comparison of problems solved by intrusion detection based on reinforcement learning methods
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Figure 6 DRL frame principle diagram
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