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1 3l

B 5G rRIVE M, mimit o, IV EEC B RIS 2 AR I N LIARERE T s 08l
BRI, 97 A 6 SR AR RRIR, AT a6 R BB A HOR AR A e, SR N shIBEHR (6G) K 2L
T8 i DR 4T o X 2% SRR BE N R Ad) L GBS HOR BN A . I E B I AL AR E. 6G M ZHg sk
DURII « JCRR Ao Ze i, LA i i o8 A B2 S RF 2 R i R 2 m N, T RL, 6G RE 3l (5 1
AR K A TR ) 28 B Ak 2 B A iR ~7)

6G 2% 41T BARIE WA HRANH, (HAMTEITH IS 6G PIZE IS 47 e 5 LK AT BE A 22 Ak k.
B B AR i S . EAR AR I S, DA B v R T SRR VR AL AT 6G M2 AT LASR A B8 4
TR REAL . BBIMLIRSS. BEAN, 6G 283K RN HT O 00 25 22 Ae 181 B i S0 246 / I 5% 1) e 41
¥, (software-defined network/network functions virtualization, SDN/NFV). shZ&M Y] fr. 3T k%
[F14EH4) (service-based architecture, SBA). NAHIRSSZEH4 (cognitive service architecture, CSA) Fl cell
free(CF) Z2MJ45E. TTLATIIL, 6G 2R 2 — A2 Mol S5 g 10X 2% SR Wi () AR 8 e g 24 g I PR i 3
P R LE ST 22 REALAFAE IR 2. SR, e B e ) 24 B )32 TELIBR DAL A 4% I8 Y 4 22 R AL O e
g B BRI R BRI, 5k, 6G A AL, 1X -3 BN LA [F) 2 AR AR F 9
g s AR R B AR R R, IR, 6G MZE R IRAE s, a2 51
RIS R, IR PR G SR T B 6G 25 i) 1E W IR 5 S IR S S ISR

AT, N T ARBREM A (E A, TARBEE TN (secure socket layer, SSL) M H o dt il L5 2 &
40X (transport layer security, TLS) ¢ 2 JH RN E A5 it 1101, 72 DLEHE A0 i 6G A5
251, SSL AN TLS Wil Af 4o 15 20« A3 5 AR ST 4% M55 25 I 55 3@ A5 &3R5, I X
RISt 72 RIm s AL, —J7 i, Bod vy AR s i & R B AT oy, flin
RAEALE | a2 HDETE, DR RS D~18) 55— 5 TH, R IR S i B I 6G
W& o IR LR L A 2 i 2 B S R S Bl D e IR 1 R 240815, IR 45 2% 22 4 oK 17 )™ H B
BRI, T 6G W92 s 8 i s e U 3E AT TUE B A B B A i S

AR, WAL IR T VP2 INE S SR EAT I i, T s i i B AN AT, X LR AT AR
TG PRI B TLS 928 T3 270 M A0 7o e 200 w9 77 1 14191 7R IXBeRE e ey A% GERIHL &2 o
T3 IR L o ST AR AR A 5 A B S i A I ) AR ok, JRERUS 1B RO B2,
B B A% G X 28 B IN 52 AR AN BE B4 N 3845 19 nm BE AL R 6G 28 .

B, BUA J5ER 2 R AR N 2 il AT B4 #T. Anderson 45 11617 fg FL OG5 R it oA
BEFE, I8 SCRLIIRL By B ok s v, FESGERTER (A MEEM. ¥R IEH5E) P&
SR TTEEE (MR AR S HE R R RS P A S ) PSR GETHRAIE. BRARJR SRR AR 1A A
BTN SCE SR HTTP, DNS iy 787 15 S, (EI H R0 B2 I 2 il R 2R FRRAAE EAT 4b 4.
BRI BORAT 2] 73271, EIBCA X BA MR RN BT R & i, XA R 2%
(K] 6G 10128 T A7 AL ™ B ) R — 5 THT, 6G 19X 2% r i 4 19X 2% N2 P o 2 e A AT 9 X R 2% HLBGE 35
ARAWITHZR, AT AT LU 5 Al AE AT B i Dy B AR W 1 6G B S8, 73— T, £ 0m
B AL RS RAE 6G 28 HoRE SN B S, AR AR — RO 2% S 150 4% o s G A5 IR Y 1) &% b 2
H, wnEEL, FINE A HAREACA R, B AEEE AR TR A 5 i T8 TE B AR AL i 1A

FR, B B2 55N 2l SRR T T A5 8 T R L SRR IE SR & . Strasak 18] fr L4 H
T2 TCHER RS INE 218, X BRI R FRHEREAT T S R GEt, R G e i LS 7 AR
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AN RCR, EIX A i 2 1IN 1G22 1w K AR, 1R 6G MZ8Hh, e A5 R 5% 8
SO [F) AR, AL AR RN 2 1 2 ) 2 35 36 - W A OR R 2R, AT AT 70 I W 28 3 1 e PO A 5596
M 5ET AR, RIS SRR SR WSS b RN T N . T B RIEC %, AR
Regeit o b S0 BRI 2 il e 22 e, U ocdl (U 1P HI TP H w1 Pl 4%,
R T FFAST I R R, SR, ERSCHR A M 7 B AE R R R A RSB I8 T R AR E R R & B
WOl T BU AW T4, (] URFAE A S e Dads, DRI ik 55 ALk, 55 AH S 1 45 75 TR N 285 It 22 1) R SR Bk R 2
BEATIR AT

25 b, 6G W4 g LI A S o B SRR T BRI B N 1, D0 B A AR AE AT A
LRSS 6G W& 22 3 H T 5 RPkR. (H RIS, 2o 8 A% R A A < 8] 5 AR 2 1t o i 4
BET BB, BEAR R LmNIRGE AT AT\, SRR BT KRG, B 4%
TELEE X A, TEAN A 280 1 4% FIIBEIT AR E R, A5 IEFREN S A SR, SRR
R S T A R N 2 U, BN % R A R B S AR A AR . xR B B A AT 55
H, RIS ) SSL/TLS (Ja XA TLS FRor) 8T8 50T LURIIY S5 1 v] 5 FE, TN 2 1 o HofE
(B A B 5 B AN AT LARAE 284TSR . Bl 6G 4% %7 FH BB & 2 (92K 8, 3 BT DL I G B 43
AT 20 AH SN 2 1 s B AR v, R — 2B B B AT .

AL 6G PIZgHR T — T BRI W 2 1 s % S B A 7. %6, ARk h
[y 2216 8 PR FRRHIE RIS 2 o0 R T . W RRHIER IR 40 i T 20 %0 2% 22 1% 1 32 15
BN EIEEAT AR PIALIR R 0 0 T 2o s 2 il ) 177 0] I 28 Jik 55 RO AH S 1t A 3 = AR5 AT 4
QPR OCE. fEBCEAE ) RO T —F A B, &R E Kl (encryped traffic graph, ETG) Sk
BN il 2 M2k &, I ETG, 7] DL 8% el SR 1) fA% AL D974 s 0 AR 55 AR AN
[E] I AR s, A A gk (A = 71 4% (graph attention network, GAT) SKRAENN 21 FIPHIR
ANFVRFIE S ATAE BEEAEAANE, JFER-GIX P 2R B 2l TR FE 807 N 2 v R P 3.

A SCH) EE T AR S

(1) BEXT 6G D428 T W e AL I v B0y B o s 2 U 0 58 PR 05, S P 1) P S M SRR A N 2
AR FE R R. /£ ETG W, BT RRR — 26 INE 215, RERURRPIA T A (N 218)
ZIRAFAEAR SRR AR 2 SR N e 1h Z A T AR I, IR B A T TR0 A [ 4 199 245 IR 55 B3 3 =2 AR B
a5 AT Aot

(2) 7E2 JK N 23 1 IR T (R Atk b, 2t — oSG RO T 7] P A BE (reliability) FSPARPE (sta-
tionary) FZET- BT S M %% (GAT) MINE B mii B AELE (RS-GAT), Rt — A5 ) & 2xih |7
RIAHDGOGAR, FRAE LA FofE 2 20 s it AW o) R A8 A T o 2R R, S B T s s i
[ v A

WA BmATHI T AE56 2 75, [RUBL 7 % Sm E AT AR ¢ TAE. 7255 3 719
WL T ARSCIR T R) 6G 10 285 ) 5 T R ph 4 o 4 1 D % % i A DUAEZE (encrypted traffic-
reliability and stationary-oriented graph attention network, ET-RSGAT). 7E2% 4 71, /4 T ET-RSGAT
T EAR TARRAR, GFE %R &R i, nF s B @S %S s s m s, £5 5 797,
BEAT T 7803 W SR BR SRS AR SC IR H 5 V248 28 FL B SR RSS2 P15 v O MR e i, AR SCHY
TAEHAT T g,
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2 MxXIfE

hns LR AT I 2 HT 28 2 TR S, 51K TR A S TR B2 8. Wi
FULRIT T KSR AT TAE. Velan %5 MO0 BF 58 1 BUA & FlOn S5 i & B i 23 M A v, AbAlTehie
TN (40 TPSec, TLS, SSH %%) Z5HAAI TAEJREE, JEHRZR T 38T R R I HMX (40 Bit-Torrent
Al Skype &5). @A TL, MEE R TR ZHAGW 7V 02 T W45 k& AN i & 2 2R 14
BEY B 2., XHE T U BGEAT IR N 20 AT 1T A R i 0 2 0% 2 s A I ) HE A 2. Rezaei 55 201 F)
FHIR BE 5 2 B0 I i S AT RS 44k 43 28 AR, JFUER 1 v DAFEIX — TAR B &Rt BT FH AT Ak
WM. Bz, METHIRE R Z A 3 AN TR 2T 83 I 7L« 3 TR TARE B 70 R 2 T 5 46
AL

Fe T R T T 7 1R E T & i 1 B AR 2, B2 TR S ARSI (deep packet inspec-
tion, DPT) A 77 v Fd it i (RACER A AR 25 77 VA 55, H T N2 R B A i 5 i e A O B LG 3=
S ERE A, BRAESe i DPT R 5% 21220 ASFLI&E A, Sourabh 55 123 {§i 4] SSL Split %532 B SSL
BT BAE % 7 i A R 55 2% 2 (B b, i i s SRAS Al00AS, SR Ja N B QDL C 7 vE AT Rl (5
FEIX IR AL T IBEFA, S T N2 PR Re ELUGHR S B T O IR K.

TERETHRHE TR A, SR EATR A T TLS N P e 2T Fr BFr 51 N B9 ] WL e
fiE. Roesch %5 R4 $2 7 —Fh 4R TLS EEAM I FERI 7%, I TLS I o 31 mT == B rh 4
HUARRE, SR E R e A N —AE R &SR I 4R Logistic [RIARER, X — 1Lt lUAHEA B & F &
B, R Z N HBAEAFEAE RS (W Windows XP 5 Windows 10) T I E4HEH &2
5, BRI BN, X — VR R £ 52 BB M. Anderson 25 61 ZEAIF 50 H R FAH OG5 55
WMEE R, L DNS 1E R B BRI 25 . 75 /5 220 7, Anderson 5 071 g vl 1 i 2 %
RO A R A LR B R AR A T AR ), AR I XS B 6 FRALES A ) KW random forest ARAYLE
R % R A BRI I — [ A B AR (). AR, X LT VEARAE LA R AN s — 7 T, e AT 2 TR
FRHE, i EEmE NS EIEE S, 55— )7, XTI i 2 80 DR BR T4k N 19,
ARFIEH MR E. Dai 55 29 $2H T — PR T 2 4ERRAE I N2 % s Al 772, Hrh 2 A
FoRAFERE S ITRIE . TLS 48 T 7 BANIES, 375 H 2 ML #s 22 SR T 7328, Hh XGBoost £
RUBAS T S5 e (R HERA 22 ARSI £ 0 A o 2 (RO BE 2 3 O B ARAEAS S, T B TR R, SR T £
SEPUEFR R, Z e 2 R AE AT PRI, AR FEAR XS R 4. Liu %5 26 $2H T MalDetect, %15}
o ST R A I R PRSI A, R FH A 2 B L AR PR PR ASE 28 7 0 Ao ol S 5 A o i,
TrERABIF Rz AR T). R 2 FaR T R R I AR AR R AR B B T L X e e A, i R ko
RAAE B N TR, MR ISR RO PG, 72 6G IS HR 8 18 FH 2 R FIGHT B4 a1 45 U
P, el RN R AR AL T 5 4%, PRI 7 VR e DA B R .

TEHE TR S ERE A F, Bazuhair 55 P71 H T —F LT B M R &R R 7%, [EH
FARRIE 75 S 25 i IR B AR B EME, RIS — ANIRIE 25 2 I 43 8. Yang %5 28] ffi ] B 4w 4%
A AR A 28 [0 288 T PR 2 SIS RO SRR3R AT 2% ST R4 2. SR, IR Ee ik — T A R 456
RN M BACRHE, AR 0 H I ME R E WA FRE. 5 —J7H, 28 78RS Si0E B2
KA.

AW A0 B2 X 25 751 1290 B 7 N 48 EAT 20 AT, ERRAE S8 (SO BR BRLSK — ol o) 28 0 o7 8 20 3
AT 7 VR, H G SEG 78 50 R B, 43 i T v mT DAE I 5 v Al ik % v 78 2 R P 3815 200 2 TR PRI AH 5%
P, FRAEE TS 6G IBAE MEE T I A B FH 1 5.
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. Traffic correlation Graph attention
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Figure 1 (Color online) Architecture of encrypted malicious traffic detection framework towards 6G network

3 MEEERERNEA

FRERIRK 6G IEIE ML A R MARSRE S IEWRE S R FRENLSMRT
P GE I 28 SEINASOR. AR SCBEXTIX e s St T — b T B 22 R 2 1 Sl R AR T 7, BT
RSGAT. 1% J5 AN & 2IFL VU Ju A 48 B 2 R] AR OGN, B 78 70 25 18 T [RI SR WY 2% M1 55 ] ) 2%
VB A IRIRIR 2R, AN 215 90lk 25 AT A5 REAE (5 B QP AR, 3R N T AT{EJE (reliability) 5-F4%
PE (stationarity) FJEIVER JJM4E (GAT) SRAar il in 2 W sim &, X FhJ732m] DAAE I8 A5 2 i e B2 e A4 4L,
(K] 6G 448 A HRAS RLGF ARG ASCR

Wk 1 R, RTINS B R AN A AR T, B e SRR A A Uy (7] 2 R A X 2% I
AR, AT EIE A E AL B AR, 42 TLS #8 F 4715 TLS gk K7
H, LK TP Mk 3 VAR RFER R, 5, T 2% I 5% AH S0 At MIEE 75 A5 R S5 1 P b S TE R ) g 7
MEFEE (ETG). ZK R B LU 21 R, JHEILZAME H I 1P 5 H s 1, st
SR (B BRI NS 218 (19 50 Z IRV, A7 AE A EE B ROPROR AR JE 19 R 5 & BIREMINEE i
SRRV R AR A IR, R S 5 A AR S B R WL A E R S B F AR A, KR
I RURFES N 2 22 JR IR0 A%, T SEIL 1m0 S i A A Y.

R —Jrik, 7, FATENL TINE ST B R RIKO R, SR T DMEN T O AR E ik
PRSLA T BRI SR 55— T3, FAT TR 4R 5 i AR SR 3 5 B — 2R N 21 9 s RHIE R,
AT A I AR AT T AR SRR R TR A AN 2.

4 ETEUEENNSIMEBETSRERN A

4.1 MEBREFTAIRIELR

Rk 6G A ML TRAF LI R R &0 T 5, HIZATHE M 2R SRR S5, EXIn 3% iR
AT AT, T B R B SR as v B A AT B iE U AR TR R RS SR TAL B
BB, EIA TR, BHCE SR 1 2 Md T AN F B S iR R R, sk AR FEYR 1P 1)
7375 3T AR A 52 G AL, T3k A ) H A 1P [k o35 AT A B sk A iR 55 4

ASCEFAE AR SR AL B s, AR — Dot ocHle — 38R T (srclP,

274



FEEBE EERE H52E B2

®1 ANHTHFSEIURT

Table 1 The list of notations

Notation Meaning
srclP Source IP of single encrypted session
srcPort Source port of single encrypted session
dstIP Destination IP of single encrypted session
dstPort Destination port of single encrypted session
protocol Communication protocol
b, The nth byte in TLS records of encrypted session ¢
i, The mth TLS record length of encrypted session
v, e The vertex and edge in the graph
V,.E The vertex set and edge set in the graph
H; Feature representation based on TLS handshake raw bytes of encrypted session @
Si Feature representation based on TLS record length sequence of encrypted session
E; ; Edge representation between vertex ¢ and vertex j
h Feature representation set of encrypted sessions
h; Feature representaion of encrypted session
w Linear transformation weight matrix
wH Linear transformation weight matrix in TLS handshake message operation
ws Linear transformation weight matrix in TLS record length sequence operation
a Self-attention mechanism
a Parametric weight vector in self-attention mechanism
€, The attention coefficient that indicates the importance of vertex j’s features to vertex ¢
N; The first-order neighborhood vertex set of encrypted session 4

srcPort, dstIP, dstPort, protocol) HIN% 2%, AR B IP 5 Port A] Bt &1 (WRIWR) K~
JIEAER & 2B R

(1) AT LAIR B P g A I 55 s 2 T PRV AR0HE 2 252 HAT ;s

(2) W LAR GG ORI R B AT RS BAE RS R T AN i s Bk

(3) W LAy Ja S s i 2 1A R AH SR PR 20 M AR SR BB

(4) FE73 B I A5 b ] DRI 138 £ [ & 1.

BARRYE, AR REIR 7 . AL NE 3 ANPIR. 155, Rk B i R G T v 70 O Y
SFTETT. HR, R B SRS U I AEA B EAT B RAE. SR ML E MTU (maximum transmission)
PIRR A TLS %2 M, #> TCP (transmission control protocol) BH A REELE £ 2% TLS 103K,
Uk TLS LR A REMEZ A TCP Berp. EEAFEF, TCP 215 M TLS il B ELH TCP B
TR IE R, (A EAL L L AN A ) A X i AR P R . R R, AR SR RORTE IN A R B
MAESS, FrA RN b5k Z38. Ak, AeBERINE 2 1hER 1 o FH I 207 58 LLAE, 5 2% IR 55 1%
FEARTSEBTIE RS2, TR IR AT B D A ST PR N 4 13kt o e e i DAY/ A7 R BT A8, A SO FT A7
FEXFORINE 1 P,
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Raw bytes 1D-CONV E |:| |
e 1
H .
SEEEE - E p"ats AR
DI:”:":":' Embeddi r;D_—CONV— ° MElx-over-time Fully
v EERTE e

2 (MEMZE) £T TLS EFERREFHHRERT

Figure 2 (Color online) Traffic representation based on TLS handshake raw bytes

4.2 MMEREFRFEZIER

EH T 00 2 9 5 (0 A R AN ] L, R BRI T B SO AL i 4 T 9 AR 0 Jo B G RRAE (3
KA AT, e TR ENLES 22 I B, R R TAE 7R 2L SR, X S Euka il &5
TN ZANR AR P e o TR B 2% ST A 7 BRAR AT DL B Bl 2 ) I 21 B R s, (RAT SR s>
XN 2 AAH O OR R N2 R, FE T BIR B I8, AR SCANPRAN 77 THN N 23 16 AT RAE A E L.

(1) #F TLS EFEERGTF R ERR. TLS (Z2EHEN) 18 SSL (ZeEH
W) PSR RRAR D9 I 285 I FH 845 S 380 DR PR 5 e B e ORIE. B T A #d (application data) ANA]
DL, FATTAT CARI A s e S R i i B SCE S, BIAE T By TLS s & Sk %1 i 1 1) il 25 fr) o]
B AEIX — P B R AR =960 1 N m G A . & e s B4k IE RS E R, TER
Bk Z 2V S IR ORUE, F TLS 48 FBr Bebh i i & FivE 25 1R E A B X, BB ey LA T
g ER. seAh, BT 2E R LN AR A S, iR 1P bk AL B & F TCP 4%
Hl B, ANREA BURMONE 2GR, fEASC R, JATR REEE BB TLS i 1w N A4
T, ANSTEELT (MG ZAEREZE) B3R HAT AR, Hrd, N PG Eafg R e CEE, —
JiH, N WIUEK, BRIERT N DNFET 4 ClientHello, ServerHello A543 Certificate ¥4 & % —
J7 AT, e B ) H R R B ER NG 2 J0 R T S BUS AR M FRAIR. £E 5.4 /N, BATEE TR
I AT AN SEE, SR AHAE N = 1800. FRAFINE 231k 4R T3 B 546 7717 7] AR Wi T

RawBytes(i) = (b3, b5, ...,b%,...,b), (1)

»Ymo

Hor, bl ARRER @ SNBSS TLS B FL kM n AT, b € [0,255).

W 2 PR, RS H ) BATE SE R embedding e AEKs J5 4G 71 i i 380 [ 2 4 FEE A A0
I, RS 18— 45 AR X 2 ZE R 2% ) iR AT AR B, SRR 735 1 R SO DA R AE IR T8 B
L ¢ &R, I X —#AE, AT LASRE TLS IR F B = il LR EE H, 21l ¢ 1
BT TLS 255 BEHF R ELR H;:

H; = 1DCNN(embedding(RawBytes(i))). (2)

(2) FF TLS 0k KA EER. £ UL T, B0 RN 2 16 r 80 e 7
FUACAT CAZ i 0 2 1 RS A, thm] LS R BRI S AR PP 2. &l 3(a)~(c) Fias, AT EA
B EIAFE M2 B TLS ek KEFF A RKZE R
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(b) . I .
(c) ._Vl_ﬂj—.
& 3 (a) ENRH/EITHRERR TLS iR KEFIIERT; (b) EFRHHSITIREMRRN TLS iERZKERFTIE

Fr; (o) RERITHEBERHEITREMMN TLS IERKEFFIERR

Figure 3 The TLS record length sequence diagram generated by a browser(a), a computer game(b), and a remote control
malware(c), respectively

?i’ﬁ

4.1 NTPR, FEFUE R T, TCP B HEARA A T /0 2% o] @5 B0 Bl L AL FEL
@, HIEER T MTU (1500) MFREIEIE T TLS idsxk, BEMWE 7 b 5850, Hik, 34718
TLS i3 KRR s A B 41, 3 S - s % = it A 0 A A 55

BT L, ASCEBUNE S1EIRT M %6 TLS id3t. M AL 0% 285 TLS idxkH i
ClientHello, ServerHello, Certificate F134) application data, M I R0 s B InaE 215 [FEE 2. 78
5.4 /NI JE I S O EE SRR, FRATERE M OBUME N 10. TLS Wk KEF AT

Sequence(i) = (I%,14, ..., 1%, ..., 1%), (3)

Hdp 1) FRoRE @ FINESTERE m S TLS e KE. HuRmmE R ©, NS RR: FTi=
(B EIRSS ) NIE, NATIE (RS 88 21% 5 i) A
UEAN, RN 2GR R, BT TLS iId MK EJTu%ﬁ‘ﬁjjﬁaﬂJumlJE%ﬁﬁ*Huu*i‘%
ARSI 20, Rk n] DA R T i i B A g, ekl R v, ] Dlod i 2% FR AR D¢ D 4%
X TLS 15K PP 91 2 2K B B 85 2= v s A5 B X )~ A k.
RN T HBEAF AL TLS e KB 2 5 R, TLS Id R MK 41l ZScore BEAThRHELL,
= (4) .
, l,, — mean(l,,
= std(l,, )( 2 @
H, mean(l,) 5 std(l,,) 705 9SLER 5 ERTE NS 20558 n A TLS idsgKEMIIMESaEZE. &
FRUEALG, RN 215 @« T TLS id R KE IR ERR S;:

S; = ZScore(Sequence(i)). (5)
i 2P I, X B AR HE IR A 5 A LI Bt S L REAT . AR IR e S P8 B S SE R 4 A
BErpit, AT RAE I ZREE AR 22 5 S (EREAT AL EEL, IR vl BLORAIE AT A3 208 1 TLS 0 K4
Ze T R FIRE IR, Bl A AN 2%, RIE 7B R R I8 R
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4.3 EREEWERR

AR E AR, AN R b T DURER S B AR TN 21k 1A AR ISR R0 T 4%
R BAT S EANA, R N 21 e 75 G R, 2 78 43 2 RE A B A R AR SR PR T AR AL 43
M. 28 ) &R B S IR S5 EFE R E (1 1P S 1B 4 FOT I, 1R 28 5T & TR G dEsd 1P
A VR AT SR A 0 B, SR T I VA A7 AL ™ E BRI

FEUL, FRATTUAE 7 48 gl i 19X 28 2 Eh A% SR TLZEL A I %, A 7L 2 iz v [ B o o i
L iy & PEHEIE (C&C channel) ZERESE ] ABEAT BUBME ). BEE B EORRITHL, AL GE Ot
W 2 BT AR 9 25 ALY P2P BAH, R4S BEINGEE S5 XE LRI, R4 fast flux BRI H AR 2IME
F g Gl PR T e TP kRGN, EIRPIRME L, #AN RE A S KSR TP b 2 SRR
I

MAE 6G 3B L8, |72 TLIBC AR g5 e ¥y 24 i 5 25 o ALl 5 AR PR 3k 0 A5 4 o A B A 9 5
AR B, R ISR RURAT I R 1SN IR PR A

N TR RS v i B AT R AT, ASCES @R INE R R R ETG REBINE & 45 1
HRKFR. ETG= (V,E) #—MHRAE, V = {Vi,V,..., Vn} RITA RN 215 MR &R A,
Vi BRI R i, N ONETR N S E . SN E = {Ei;}, 0,5 € [1,N]. FERE AT milE]
FETA R RIS RE S, FATAPIA L BRBEAT THE

B, KL H B TP HUhEAT H A S PSRN U TR SRR &, Bl 7 dstIP; =
dstIP; H. dstPort; = dstPort;, M| E; ; = 1; 0], E; ; = 0.

GBI pRE AR, BRI ST PP ZEMEL fast flux FLHERTHEE 1 RIS
AW, BATEET TLS 034 Fr 41 1 8 128 221 3685 A5 2 A0 AR AP SRS o i BB AT b e

PSR I 2 1k 2 TR PR S TR R R

M
Distance; ; = \/(S: — 5;)(Si — 5;)7 = | Sy — 1)2. (6)
n=1
HATAE z € N; f#f53 Distance; ; < Distance; ,, W E; ; = 1; I, E; ; = 0.
TLLVE ), AR BT I 2 AR O OC Rt R, RATBEE & 185 R rp iR 55 — Budk, 1078 )&
T BAEAT R AR AL,
4.4 METBERERNVER
BEXT 6G 100 £5% r i vk B AT PR 0 25 R S AR M OR AP 75 SR DA K R B R & 2 N
oK, ASCHEVER MY (GAT) SIABINE SRR 2RSS . BVER W 2 v = /L)
A AT R, XA A AR N > B B, A ROt i 1 AR e R 2 B R E
FEAKTIAEZE v 15 e ISR T IS 1) 2 P9 B P A I 230, Z SRR A G R R ETG RIEAN
BN, B BB R BRI B 221, B RIS R N il AP AE R R R R, INE &
W RNRFIERRESN h = {hy, hy, ... by}, by € RE. i N OB & (RIS 23 IR,
F FR B SAGRE 4R 7% > 1L 2R MR A R W e RFF R AN 1Y A, oR%
> R R E R s AT S R IK RE ). ARSI IRBENULAIME, JRAE IS SRR ZRod 72 s 55
K oK BRI A 3R ST, AR ] LR sk (7) wh RO AR PR 2 1 A e

h; = Wh,. (7)
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SRS, RAG TN ST SRS A IER R E S B = (ki kY, ... k), B € R
Horpr PR M5 (R INES 2 TR RFIE R R, SR RATHE T — ML BERIINLE] o : R xR - R i
SN R R AR R, W R

ei; = a(hj||h}). (8)

{5 BB R IE VT B ST 8, ETEE N o LT BRI L Mgl gk T aS
AR JE MRS ¥ 5 AR E 2R P, ARG LR [ o € R2F BTS2 50k, IR N AEZe M0 ok %
LeakyReLU 532K IH—Ab B3 & /1 AR R EL

e;; = LeakyReLU(a(Wh;||W h;)). 9)

BATF AN 221G 1 SHAEY A ke Ny 20 R R BARSC RS, Hod N, i
BTEN S AR AR A RN LT softmax MIECH % REGHAT A —HRAE. ROk, 154
i M Z A VE R HARR R o FTLAEE S (10) THEAE):

_ exp(eiy) B exp(LeakyReLU(a(Wh;||Wh;)))
N > ken, exp(eir) B > ken, exp(LeakyReLU(a(Wh;||Why)))

oy OB TARJETT R 5 0 HART AL @ RO ERERE. 2 RIRh e W 2% (2 ST A T, BT R OR
H B 5 RSB E AR FIR S, T R EANR R ay RARJE Y AT INBLZ 20 & AT 15 2157
5 R

o ; = softmax(e; ;) (10)

KAl = (Z am-Whé-) : (11)

JEN;

1 4.2 AR, AT TLS BFE RS TS ik KIS #5. T TLS #
TERBRR O TRTY BRI 5S4, 3024t R T ViM% M T 3. BT TLS 42
T BT AT, % FE A AT £ VT U5 P (12, TR T TLS 15 R0 Ao
ST PR JEE A FEITE R OB, AR (12) T8

H'' =g (Z afjWHHjl) : (12)
JEN;

2 R 3 R O T R AR A R ST N B 2, B AR N 218 E TLS il
FEFBIIX —RAE4E RE RGBT Radk. 7E% )8 TLS e R KEEF FIRHER G, FATER (11) 1okt
filh bR AT et G SRAFAEAN 1T R TR L ) — B 08 e T A ) ) 2 SR A B3 13 R P AR AR AR
For, B EIEIT:

St =4 (Z af , W28} — s;|) : (13)
JEN;

6G 2 N e M B, HIBEAT R 2 M2 R, PRI EA T (SR AP ARV R R s b
BINFEHT (Gauss) WP R SRAT IR 1SR E. BRJa, KR5S I A5 B Sl (S A P AR I P AR R
AN PHEEORAE RIS Sl I i RS AR, a0 N AT B W0 2% LAHEAT SR 24 00 — 70 2R84 55

g = softmax(W (H||S) + b), (14)
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Hor g R TINME, Fomin s 2 W2 R REAR . BRI A2 SO 1 2K B BORPL AR, 1% pR KL
eI BT 53 R BRSPS A SEAR RS Z IR (2252, 40 R s

L= —(ylogy + (1 —y)log(l - 7)), (15)

Hrpy e {0,1} NHESEARRE, 0 LR HHTNE 21 E T IEWRE, 1 ZonSainE 2iiE TEERE.
FEAS NI RE ry, FRATT A 75 K (8] I 8] T 11 PRI 3 i A% A B, N ET-RSGAT HEZR, RIm) LA
SEBL N A .

5 SCIy

5.1 HiESHAFIRE

BT 4E0H) 6G MZB G JIAEE, BT AN 8 it-& B R 3 5. BAiE ET-RSGAT 5% 1)
A RS FATH I — K Pk k.

%%, N TIEY] ET-RSGAT 78N % S A I A S i e HEIE, JA1] 75 B AE A% Gt 00 2% 1) 30 FH £
Ptk b S TNEAT IR R, T ARSI IR FE BRIy 1N 6G M iR R K. £
U5 SR TR APk, BT ATRAT % EEAERBUPA 58 v 28 K B (0 e A X 2 1 R AE L BIg AT 2 Mo 2
WAE R FFE Y, BEMIIESE ET-RSGAT 7EARK 6G 4% H 1 B 7 77

BT FIREE, BT 3 NEERECRA AT LI AL, X 3 MR 2 CTU Hidl
£ MTA Bdlide, LLE AL BTHE oK 2 S B R [l IR S5 R i B 1) BUPT-ETC ##i 4R

CTU F a4, 1Z5HE 42T W B T K% (Czech Technical University) T 2015 SEAFFH)—K58 4%
(AR I 2 B O 2, b P AR N 25 S R A M 55 v ) B A 4R, Bl S h Bl T AR A5 ol
Yy R I IE M B ARCR B EAE A (11, Curdix, Geodo, Zeus, Virut, Tinba 5§). A5k
A\ CTU Hdla e BEALZEFE 50000 2% S AT RTINS 2515 5 50000 2% 15 BN 2318, #4 BSE 0%
/T S

MTA EdREE. HHiA — AL TR R AR S0 7T 1208 51 (malware-traffic-analysis), 1%
R ORI R ORI 2 . 2013 4F 6 H B4, 1% R RTFRAT T 2700 2% R
AR SRR M. AEARSRI R, JRATT AN 2t s S e A s, JFREALIEEN 7 50000 2% 58 HE I
I S AE AR R SEIGEHR AR 2 3 1 3By IEREARSEA L.

BUPT-ETC ##i4E. WA KA TSR R AFAEA 1 5 BB R — | W4 B SR BB D i . Dy
I, AR 7 BUPT-ETC #3E4E, 54 6G L@ A5 I Bt A4 15 RUREILAR L 28 B FH 2R A 2
Xy M AT, R E I R b, W e BRI R 48 A 1 R R R . AR STl R
PR bl P 28 RS rp ) FRATTER B 1K S IS T A, BRI T R (BB CR L AR AR
IR ER55) . ad hoc T /5. BEAL, X THIBHAEIHIBE, AR EAE Z AR EAE RS B4
Windows XP/7/10, Ubuntu 16/18/20, CentOS 6/7/8 %5. Z J&, BA1E&iT T KEMIEF M, JFRET
BT I X 2 N B . RATTBENLIE RS 100000 4% 5E 2L N UG 1E A SRE A SRR b 78 S50 4L
PaE 2. RN, Dy 1 B AR 7L R A P 25 1 R B SR AF M 8 IR B T 14T 08, 7 100 RS2
TR (NS ) BEEE T 50 PR SRR I I HHEEAT, JEREE 50000 2% T8I I 2 1E R S AL
Pt 2 BU58 2 FR > IEREA SR A

i BEVE R ), IS A AT e R 7 R R A 9% 22 A U ) — N BRI . A b 3 AN
%%BRE/)’E%%%E’J*EE%‘(%U (packet capture) iﬁﬁ‘?*fiiﬂ. %Wﬁ, EM%E%%E)’M#E’J/}%%%%EP, 1k
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W 4B AEAT AT IR AEAE. BRI I AEAZ AT Y (W7 ) Google LSS IE I 26 38 1) A2 i
O IRy 4 IR PLY <8< I A I | ol g R (N 1 € d el SN 8 == 117 N T8 A fwa N S P ) o
PAVLIE T B4 N EFIEVESE S (W Google, Twitter, Youtube, Reddit) HIN% < 1. {EiLJEdFE
H1, Alexa Top-100 J3 #8415k s F1 R A FIAE 44 BR, DU KRR PS8 b sl M 75 o 285 14) s i T B A B 47 1)
PERE.

SCIHARAE 1A 2 EORBIRIR 6:2:2 LLEIBENL 7 BRUINZR . SR ATIRER. nT LA, Seia sk
PidE 1 FEHTIIE ET-RSGAT {EMNE TS s T/ AR, miscie it 2 vl DUGHE
ET-RSGAT & 75 BB NXT 6G 1845 W 2% oK B S5 A 2o VR TG BR il 38 15 Bk k.

ASea e B AT IR N 24 # Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6240R. CPU @2.40 GHz, 64 GB RAM
F1 2xNVIDIA Quadro RTX 5000 GPU. 3T python 3.8.5 JF &L IFLE Ubuntu 18.04.5 #:1F %
G FFI Pytorch-GPU AMEZL FHAT. ARG . HEIZA Micro-F1 iX 3 FRR AR RIEAL HIZ
HERE.

5.2 TR EERE

T SR BT AR RS A A, FRATTIE R T 2 R R A A I AN A B A U VAT T AR, AR
(EEAR

ET-LR. &4 a2 FEVF 2 & S i s A WA 70 i AT BOAE Y. 45 8 RS O W I ARRAE, BT A
A AR N R R, R SR B R A AT AR

ET-RF. BENLARARAE —Fh B s S S5 2 R ) M B 22 S 303, A bootstrap KA (B bagging 77
1) AT INGR, LE NG R R %05V AT DRSO (UK BEAN TLS 48 T o 4ids S RRAik 1) =1 22
PE, A BT 5 S 00 - v e W 12 R

ET-MLP. 2 ZKA4 & — KA N T ML, Sl a2 5% 2R et i, JCHETE
I 2 22 A . AR — M ARG IR 2%, el T S B A, DAIEAT PR R LU AR DA

ET-CNN. ML M2 (CNN) & H B AT R R 2105k —, e nl LS B 72N 51 R 46
B B 3% I RN, MR & R ANRAE OB THIRHIE. E1X B, AT TLS BT 1R G710
Hh A ST SR NS 20 IR DU S 3.

ET-GCN. BB M & G4 g ) 2 B 85 83E. GON B K BT BB H
BeE. FEASCH, BATEI T ET-GCN, IXFh3ET GON B0 % T =i Al 77 v LA 2 0 A 3t I REE
P EX (AL TN

ET-RSGAT. ASCHE B 02 s i s A MIAE L, mT DA A 1 Hh b PR AR T3 25 I A G a5
AL T 2 SR ITERAE, U7 R R 55 () n] A5 FE A (S AR ) AR PR 1 AR B2 R0 N 1 22
TATLIA T ET-RSGAT 1) 3 NEMREZE VRN RIPERE. 201l 2

ET-RSGAT without noise. ET-RSGAT MfRI{LARA, Lkk 1 TH PR EER I E 2 G
Nk P TS DR A

ET-RGAT. ET-RSGAT IR ARRA, FB 1 11 [r) 1 e P () Py i 04 A e, R Oy vy i X 24 il 55 1)
CIEEIES

ET-SGAT. ET-RSGAT MMk hA, £ 1 1 m al A5 B B B = 18k, Roci @ E s n-r
Rt
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* 2 METERELNPAREFERMERELLR

Table 2 Performance comparison of different encrypted malicious traffic detection approaches

CTU BUPT-ETC

Precision Recall Micro-F1 Precision Recall Micro-F1
ET-LR 93.29 91.63 92.45 96.62 96.93 96.77
ET-RF 98.59 98.27 98.43 98.51 98.81 98.66
ET-MLP 96.94 96.63 96.79 97.33 96.58 96.96
ET-CNN 99.22 98.54 98.88 99.21 99.25 99.23
ET-GCN 99.54 98.93 99.24 99.55 99.28 99.41
ET-RGAT 99.42 98.91 99.16 99.50 99.45 99.47
ET-SGAT 74.56 75.16 74.86 81.76 85.01 83.36
ET-RSGAT without noise 99.51 99.22 99.36 99.66 99.24 99.45
ET-RSGAT 99.69 99.55 99.62 99.91 99.88 99.90

5.3 MRETHESHERDT

£ CTU 5 BUPT-ETC ##a4E b, JA AT 7 KELL, LIFE ET-RSGAT 5 FiRFEAERI A1)
PERE. X FREASLL, BRATER 10 K, FEHUFSEE . A BERA Micro-F1 [ FIEME N RALER. K 2 &
B I ET-RSGAT B 7E A% G0 N 45 SR S 3048 45 b B VEAG H8 Fr (10 R IR A T I At B v
AL B 4 R T ET-RAGAT #A 5 A FEHERIRILE 3 ANVPAN 4R AR b 1M BEXT L .

ARSI AR R AT LA R - DU R LA 7 TH:

2, BUA BN % 2 A 7T, ANE R I T2 L3S 2% ST W IR 24 3] (B, ET-LR,
ET-RF, ET-MLP, ET-CNN) BJBF7t, REROCEIL T o0 (M. 2% o &) miA
FREEAVZ R MAE . N T oRebX — 2250, AR TSR EE ETG KBS 2GR M E
PR R, ] LA SR AR 54T 9 A @ AN 2% i A R AR S MR R T BRI
LA BT AR L, 56T BB [R) 4307 B R A% A4 =) #f B2 R] I A B8 BTG AH DG IR 85 2 18, AT 1R 01 v FE B
e B IE Bl 763 T AT BT M (R BEHERE R oh | ET-RF A ET-CNN 75 95N 508E 46 10 BT YEAG 45
br EESEAS T L ET-LR A1 ET-MLP B 4FvERe. [ERERENLE, E5RIELI T ET-CNN HL,
ET-RSGAT 7R MG _EI Micro-F1 $645 77 TS T K2 0.7% 2Tt

FR, BARME ETG L 7N 205 Z A PEER BT E 4O R, (BLERE Il % 216 2
OB, ANFRFNE SE WA RN, 5 ET-GON FHZ M ERE SRS
A E EAR IS BAE L, ET-RSGAT I BE R JI#Li] E & S g A8 R 4038001 4 FeAS [ (1) 25 22
P, F LA inductive BI75 3 TAE. IXFE ] DLSE ARG HLR A F 252 RIFHET B 52 R AN % 218, 16
CTU-13 B4R BUPT-ETC 34 I, ET-RSGAT X} T ET-GCN £ Micro-F1 0¥ T 0.38%
1 0.49%. BARE LRBEFAAK, HFEEFEENL, ET-GCN R ae bl b T B g5 [ e e, BIRL
transductive 17730 TAE, MAGEEHE) ™ 2R m S A, A SLIRBUR LM NIlZR. B urF
WA, (e A R — K [ B, fERT A BB (RRNZR. BE i) o, {6 A F s e N
N, AR A AR (A5 BAE IR B A T ik St g R, Rk, R ET-GON B3 74
N RS, (HEAReHE BR MR E50E, FILEALHR. BAITE inductive W& 2 HH
ET-RSCAT 7EHA 4 B R/ AR Ko 2 i & B _E SRR GF, M fg LB+ ET-GCN.

=, BATAEEINE 208w LT WZRon (RHETH BAmER), S 7 m T EE S F
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Figure 4 (Color online) Comparison of precision (a), recall (b) and Micro-F1 (c) between ET-RSGAT and other baseline
models

Rt 1) B B LR 2 AR BRI M SRR A, FEPARPER R TR N T s e A DA SR R .
T IR A SO A PR T 9 ML A e T R P AN N AL A D R R A I R A R, FRATTSEEL T
ET-RSGAT [¥] 3 #4844, Bl ET-RGAT, ET-SGAT A1 ET-RSGAT without noise. #Jlk%E, ET-RGAT
RS 7T [ T A B A B B L T 2B T T 1l P AR MR A B B LD, T ET-SGAT MIAH .
M, ET-RSGAT without noise 25/ 7 i /. 48 EFIR, ET-RSGAT 7EASE AN Micro-F1 J7 AL
T ET-RGAT, ET-SGAT Fl ET-RSGAT without noise, X i}t I 5] i M BT {55 B AN SF-R bk 95 T 2 46 0 &
FELLE NN 25 0 5 P ) B TG B 2 A K.

5.4 SHBURMI

ANHTXT ET-RSGAT H S0k R BURMERET 1) 2 X L S2 3 A 23 4, B4% TLS 8 F 5405
KL TLS 105 Bk .

TEIA EETAEGEHE 7 LAE S, ClientHello, ServerHello A1 Certificate 1X 3 28 TLS 48 Fid /2
5 IS R FRATX A N TC80E 77 ZE R IR, T2 B — 4ES AR ph 2 2 A TLS 48 F5 2R
SR H BN ) R IER R, BRI, TLS BTG A S TRFH BON G 80m @ (s 4
R &2z 2 28, R INE & SR AR5 h A B RIS B T RGN E 1R 4R
FERZD, FERFER MG T KR N A HE ClientHello, ServerHello 5 Certificate 8 Fic3%. W& 5(a)
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Figure 5 (Color online) Comparison of Micro-F1 among ET-RSGAT under the different raw byte lengths and TLS record
counts

Fias, BATIMR T ET-RSGAT fE TLS #2F 547K ERUE A 300, 600, 900, 1200, 1500, 1800, 2100
BRI, FEAS R A K R IE B A BB S TR R ACR, S5 aa 71K B B A 1800 I 2%
Pt BIRKZ AL Certificate 103 H 26 2 B 2 AMUE TS A4 B IIIE To4E, 2005 K Sz it 1800. 1H
HURT 1800 AN 1 A ZUEL S IE BBE A A0 55 — Z5AE BB R P 3E 15, % 30E 15 s 24507 ) 10 R 45
BT, T LSS AT

TLS 035K 7 51 D) B 47 g e 7 i 5 Js AR PR B FH AR PP 28 2R TLS 2 il 5 80, TLS
R E 5(b) fias, AT T ET-RSGAT £ TLS it EEEUE A 5, 10, 15, 20 K%
B, RIL TLS e F B IE BN R GE 52 /N T TLS B FA5 B R GA 71T KRR R, 4
AT TLS iR EE K E N 10 B, ET-RSGAT BUE T &AL PERE, 71 10 4> TLS Id® B THEFILF%
55055 R A ic s, RIS 5 /50 40 I s A5 S 2500 (0 G oA JE s vT DA SEBE A5 A e i, DAS B

PN SR .

6 it

PIZEIEERORAWTRE, 6G 5 ACK A MU TE 2 KM TR BRI M 585, iR
INEFARAELRIUE 6G W 253845 22 4= 1 [F) I . 25 8 S B A iy R 1 LR B AR. ThT ) ARk 6G 1 2%
W IRAFAE A0 A A KRR FLIR L S e L R AT 9 AN A JRR IR i, AR SR T — Ak 18
PR IO 25 1 0 2 S A D 77V, ET-RSGAT. 12K 7 ¥ 1 B s < 1 ) ¥ 52 2% O R S —
AN, Z a2 1A PR SRR LR s 8 s oA ) il U A O [ T i S R A B AR s, 3
IR A5 BATIE E R AX A R R R N 218, IR INE R E R R E (ETG) REHE
MR AR, gra 5 BB E R TE S PR R A st in s B S i . SERai R, ET-RSGAT
FEALGEIN 2% 5 LA B Bt S L R BLAR DL T BLA ) & A SEHERL Y.
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Abstract As animportant direction for the evolution of next-generation wireless communication technology, 6G
will comprehensively promote the wave of economic and social digitization. Services carried by 6G network will
rely heavily on the sharing and processing of massive amounts of data between entities, data security is therefore of
great importance. Currently, most network applications utilize SSL/TLS protocols to ensure the confidentiality
and security of network communications, while encryption mechanism also brings huge challenges to network
security supervision. Though encrypted malicious traffic detection in traditional networks has become a research
hotspot, existing technologies cannot be directly applied in 6G networks. In a 6G network with massive, instant
and unlimited communications between heterogeneous terminals, network communication behavior patterns are
much more diversified, which makes the boundary between normal traffic and malicious traffic more blurred in 6G
networks than in traditional networks. Existing studies either analyze encrypted traffic in isolation or aggregation,
while they all ignore the rich correlations among encrypted traffic. To this end, we propose an encrypted malicious
traffic detection framework based on the graph neural network towards the network security problem of future 6G
networks, ET-RSGAT. First, considering the characteristics of super high speed and super large connection of 6G
network, we design a simple feature extraction method of encrypted traffic: extracting the TLS handshake raw
bytes and TLS record length sequence for one single encrypted session. Second, in view of the correlations of large
numbers of heterogeneous terminals and the coexistence of multi-source heterogeneous data communication in 6G
networks, we analyze the correlations between encrypted sessions from 2 aspects, which are service correlations
and communication behavior correlations. Then we construct an encrypted traffic graph, named ETG. On the
basis of ETG, we introduce a graph attention network to utilize the correlations between encrypted sessions to
enrich the feature representation of nodes. With rich representation, we build the detection model based on
a multi-layer perceptron to identify threats. Considering that the simulation environment of 6G networks is
immature, we deploy a variety of heterogeneous terminal nodes and run various network services to simulate
the 6G communication scenario, and design related experiments for the interconnection of many heterogeneous
terminals in 6G networks. The evaluation and experimental results show that our method can obtain satisfactory
detection results in both traditional network and simulated environment datasets.

Keywords 6@, malicious traffic detection, encrypted traffic, graph neural network, attention mechanism
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