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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of low detection and classification accuracy due to the imbalance of data
categories in the intrusion detection dataset, an intrusion detection model based on the combina-
tion of generative adversarial networks (GAN) and deep forest is designed. .First of all, based on
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the adversarial characteristics of generated adversarial networks, the classes that need to be gen-
erated are screened out through the classification results of the original data and the missing data
in the dataset is generated to alleviate the problem of dataset imbalance. Then, aiming at the con-
tradiction between the complex network traffic characteristics and the high data processing cost
of the deep forest model, a feature extraction method based on the combination of principal com-
ponent analysis and linear discriminant analysis is designed. It solves the data calculation redun-
dancy problem in the deep forest model and improves the data transmission and processing capa-
bilities. The experimental results show that the classification detection accuracy of the proposed
method reaches 96%, and the detection accuracy of the minority class data is 30% higher than
that without balance.
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1. 518

NI R GE AT LA AR (e 5 Rt AT 202K, Gl o A Bl AR RR A, o IR et AT R, A B
TORIPTHEANL, WG —SEE BUI[1]. PR, TR B JR R AN TT, N R R SRR G
ANy 57 3 RS T R Mty o ARSI R S H RTAFAE ) 3 2 A 1) A ARAS TN B S A7 AE AR O AN 11l
P, I H R R B K R A . 2) RO R, ORI UG TR T, REZ R
ARSI N TICVERIWR R 57 . 3) BALFR B E B R, AEEHERE (2]

b, HEEEATHVE S ™ R R R SRR I AER R . X TRCERAD AR BER, RS
RSB RAE, SBOMTEIRARM, R8RS IERANRE . FHFN O 1T RE AT
BRI AL BET7V4[3], BIINBENLREE. SMOTE $y%5%, (HR RS AFqE— L i T e B A 24T s A Hdis 7T
RECE RBAIR R A AR RO T 2% (GAN) [4]52 —Fhl) 2 F TR A B IR B 2 1 5, T
N B AR A A 7 3K, A AT BLERAMER 2 Bt et A e R AN e R, T LR DA A RS B R AR SR
B AT BE S ATRF R A S G TN TE B 2 . BRI, SR A RO BT 0 48 52 gt AN T i
Bl 1) L) — P 2T B

RIESE 12 BT LR — KIAR[S], B RAESIRE /o, PERERS E AIERIURFIE RE /1 9mS5 I £, AT LA
B 242 A R E R, ERXOREI SR, A7 ERERRHIBIRE 1. (HR2 DMERIREE S I 5k
KM Z 240 TeEs ), AR S B ORI R BE A AR T OB 2 S . vk, B AER
T IR AR SE (geForest) [6], e — Rl R EE M A% O IR AR A 22 X 48 QTR P 27 2D ik o RTINS /N
sk b, WREARMELEMN TSR A ) Sk R W B L%, JHEAGWEWKNSED . S0 A5
R ARG TR I ZRRCRAR A ) L

AV SO S BT R AR DB SR AN -7 £ T, SR 2 RO B I 4 B30, 1 A e AR ) 85 PO
PURGE, AL BE T & IR A ER R B En 48, D0 1 7 W e o 1M /0 T 3003 2R 45 R AR 7] AL
UEAh, R SRIEE, ARSCR I T — AN SRR AR B N 2888, I s R R SR U5 5 52
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7RI IR A0R
2. XTHE

KT NI EHE 1) 7 SR FE, 5 L A5 FRUAL BRR 43 A U 5 4% o 7 250dls oAb ¥ 75 1T, H Al
K22 B NAZAS I ES A £ A7 AE B AN 00 1), S P IO % e M e 2 BB /b, AT 5 S 2
Xof T B S I ST BE ORI N, s TR ISR, DR, B AN ST — B PG AR 28R
M — KA, IR Z B SN AR T KRBT 5. 2014 4E. Yong 55 N[7128 1 58 4f M A T4l
A 8, SR LA S AR A 17, 3R T SMOTE-NCL 5032:, i RFERI R AR 45 4
Fi SMOTE %D HEKHAT AR, TR RCRFEN 2 B8 AT 4, DLUHCRISE S K42 5. 2017 4F, Yan
FENBIAEHEEEHARZ NREMA, 14 T %H SMOTE H i g7 KA, 1321 i o 42
J&, Fi5 SVM. RF S BEEME A RIINE, SLIUER, P8 S A0 LU P 2 mr i, 7EII14%
B A T R T .

LR, BN ZA GAN B T A PATER AL B . SEIRIER, GAN TEALBEAS P Hdi 48 I
AAERKBLHA9]. 2020 4, Lee 55 N[1014 [ AR B A FHT R, #2141 7 GAN-RF #5Y, £ GAN
AR JE R RE RT3, 0 AR BT S AR 34T T R A0 B, SR T 7E S USRI A CRT
BN DHERBIR MR R, LR, ERH T GAN BHTAABEAFATEIE 5, HEEEE 1
KRGFEHSAFE] T RERIHET. Liao SEA[LLPA T RERFEARZEA LM R B, RIS H T 5T A ot
W26 (I NARAS AR Y , SR I o B A A 1 B A, R AE B, B AR B SR A B AR I, S aGE B
SR 25 R LG S BAE ARE, RR A A MR AR A, I B BT IR s AR T i, IR
HIRBIHAERISR TR . Shahriar 25 A[12]#2 H T G-IDS (4B NIRRT, KA T & ot AR 4640
IR PIASHA R AR, 9 R 2 2R L A U0 71 43 AN 45 AN B3RS A0 I o i 350 0 500 00T 26
X PSS R T AR RCR, f4 G-IDS [ Fl-score ik 95%~97%, {H & X ANKE =4t
T 100% 5 RS, #5 HORA 25%I1EE, Fl-score 2xBRAKE 86%7c 47, T LAIZAS AL X $4 & ) EEoR AR
K, IWHHABER R, HENEZ,

FEAY I 5T, W BT T KERITEA . 48k =48 N[13]1 8 1 B AL i1 a% 2 S ke b 7R
HRBARR AL, - T —Fh 3L T IR 2 W BRI 710, 45 KR F #4026 Lk 4 N 4%
(NPCNN), & SEIGR], MM et —MpLas = ) 5k, BA BRI Madae ). M=
FEIRFERN A W MATAE SRR, 100, ML M I ZRas Bk W T R E R EdE, — B3
WEAE, F IR RITIm, EEA— BB, SR 2 U H%2:3R I 2 0% 1t
PR . R, IREME M E T IR A, fERR T fE v, R AT R = )
W, TRAFER RS, AE QST R AR KIEEE S, —ESHREARTE, HaE 2]
BEJT. BT AR IIXEe ] #, 2019 4, JABEEE NG TIRERMKREE, ZHEEEH T —REEZ
EHGER, AR HEA KM A IO E R A AT s, TR TR SR . WM SH iR E
W 245 11 5 5 4 12 VR AE /NI b b — R B 5 ST A A S sm I SRR . Mk, ext S5
AR FE AN &, TEAN R UCRT Re B o T oSS (14100 T MRS AL B S AR BT, B o DU
fE, $EH T — PR TR BENLARMRIRI 7772, F bagging ZERUCRIE FIBENLARMA 456, SLI0gE 1R
B, 1R KRR A TR KIS, HIHWSICE IR 2 50% 0L b JoIaBEF[15]52 H—Fh oz
JE #R AR5 (two boosting deep forest, TBDForest), K FH 34155 sURFAEFI FH 5 656 IR UG4S AE BEA T A0 4, % b —
JEWEEREAE S )2, EREW, SOEREEREARN RS BMERE Tt g ES[16]
b o 5 RS AR et RN AE 2R 1 (04 1, SR TR B AR AR S92 (muilti-grained cascade forest, gcForest)f4)
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TP 5 2 MRREAT LU SRIG SRR ], BT goForest SR IR AL T HARSE %, FEAR
P B 2 BE R R 4y 28 1) R BT INA 2. 2020 A, FERS KSR AN[LT]ER M T TR R
CWGAN-GP )55 T F2 50 B M 2847 91K 730 Al . AMAF R TR 70 S HEm 2, i Lok 1 BEA KR
b, BHEIRBOUT A R AR . 2021 4%, FRMSSE A [18]B X JC LAt I8k a5 I 2% (WSN) 5 i 25 2 L I e g 1]
AL, R T EET IR AR JCZe AR SR A I A i 5 BT, 55— SR I e R R AT XS L, SRR T
TR P AR AT DU ME A R ) AR TR P e 2 A8 . 2022 4R, TREIM AR N[1918) T vk H Al 93 BAS I 7 v 4
PR AEAT R AR A i, 3t — i T S b VR BE AR MR 1 B r A AR Y . 4R A 5 RF NT ANN 3E47 0
b, SZEORE, RIS EE S AP 13.68% 1 17.7%, IE MR AR EIAAT i 1 AR T s R A
H %

EREPIR, AP A G A 2y SRR R XE KGR H AT AR G 2R G ek 0 Y R, A1 K O A
B R S ORI RAE . BBk, TN EEA & B A K 5L ST MR 22 1 45, A
(7 A 508t » PTRE MR TH 2 A A2 B0t A A 2 1) i Lo 7 SRR AR S5 2 ) S0 B 22 L RIR T 2 2 Sk
RTS8 AR 10 2 2T A TR AR N B I E 770 DRI, AR SR 21 A Ot 70 R 285 R0 R P AR AR
B, 3 SOt ) AR O PR 2% HEAT AN A R AR, PRI PR BEARAMRAE N 70 25, BEWE T 2 245
PRI ek, ah & TRSH, Jl TRIRIIZRIOHERE, 1R T RCR.

3. Bk

NI 73 R RE 4 AN B, il 1 o, —REEETUC I B, O T R R AE
A FIER RIS Bt A B, S B Bt AT Bt b, AR S RO B, SRR X e
BEATARAEALACBE, A3 70 AT AE[0, 1] DX TR], A AN R (K SR A2 B0 AN R R I FR AR BE IS AT LA s
ARSI BL, SR PCA BRYE, HETTAMI &, [ T#E, HAedE e LRI Rcr, fRA
LDA B4k, LDA fA7 W 17592, W AIEF 73 SNk RE SR i X 7 11 5 foe 2408 HH 500 45 B ARS HEAE D9 8T R RFAIE
ZRAEEAR A EE R, W AR S, e R B S TE SRR R A O 2% R
ALK R S Rl DA R W A R, RS IR RO T, FR A ERAE SO A ) MR
BEATICA . DU PSRBT B, PR BEARMORT A PR S B AT 70 2, &R I 70 JRHET R, 1 Bl R AR 4R
PEBERY I ITAN HE AR o

- AR PRUE — | RREIREL —* GAN HoRFE | gcForest

l : l [ : I

PCA LDA SMOTE NearMiss

Figure 1. Experimental process
1. SKEERE

31 HiEE

F 2R FH 5 42 /2 KDD99 45 4 (B 1T i A NSL-KDD  (https://www.unb.ca/cic/datasets/nsl.html),
R ALK B 43 MR, H 41 NMRHERR IR B AR S, )5 A AR (IE 3 B ) f gy
BRI 1P E ) B A — 28 1R s (Normal )R DY A et 753, Mo 738 Jr il & 46 44
k4 (DoS). #RMi(Probe). Al P FIMR(U2R)FLZFAE R A (R2L) . BHREMVEAN U, % 1, % 2 fir,
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3.2. FHIEHREL

a4 hVF ZRHIEAE A ORI R, 9 TR SR 2R, e N R el R R 2, —
MR AR AR, R EIRTEARMIL S, Prel, RpER O EARE L, ) e
SORFAE AT, WIREERAIE A 2 R N RHIE S R 2

I HT PCA AE ] IR A A8 ekt — 41 AT BE AR 548 AU DN e o — APROR 2 il 2R PE AN 2R
. TR EE IR RLMEA G i8S Fod R B B BT, A R
FEE T HARACE IR . PO TR AHEIESS, BIRATIRE S . PCATHE LR S, 5T
KL, HEEME 5, (BRBDVRE T E (FRAERAR, FRAE H BN, AResEaX 702805

LDA &Rl B 2 SRR AEROR, i il e BRI AR A I 1, H25 PCA
AFEFZ LDA [IFEZEAERE A IREIT . LDA JiiEEER, XMF— 20K, HEL eI
SF ) — ML R, G — 22 6] TR B R LR F K, 3R B 2 5 B a), AN 2 1) B 45
BRIz, I A RO 2 (A ARG, RS S BT X )

B, FEASCHEESE PCA NI LDA 454, ZRa MR O L MILs, BEMERiERi s, % T
W, SOnTDZREREADRRS,  SEINME R 3 AR ) SRV R A ML, AR AL B EATIR RIS, i
TS IR R IARSE, PR T HAE, 450 SRR SRRt 1o B .

3.3. GAN
GAN (Generative Adversarial Networks)/& 2014 £ i1 Goodfellow 2 H () — i 4 % 3t AR (IR B 24 =)

Table 1. Details on the number of datasets

® 1 BIERNERM

. Ha g
M Normal DoS Probe U2R R2L
KDDTrain + 20% 25,192 13,449 (53%) 9234 (37%) 2289 (9.16%) 11 (0.04%) 209 (0.8%)
rain+ , , (] , (] s . 0 . 0 . (]
KDDTrai 125,973 67,343 (53% 45,927 (37% 11,656 (9.11% 52 (0.04% 995 (0.85%
KDDTest+ 22,544 9711 (43%) 7458 (33%) 2421 (11%) 200 (0.9%) 2654 (21.1%)
Table 2. Subclasses of attack types
2. BEFRBMTFAAES
Byl Dos Probe U2R R2L
M4 11 6 7 15
ftp_write
apache?2 guess_passwd
back httptunnel
land inswee buffer_overflow imap
neptune rr)nscanp loadmodule multihop
e magggmb nmap p:;l ne;rn:d
7~ portsweep . .
processtable saint rootkit sendmail
smurf satan sglattack snmpgetattack
teardrop xterm warezclient
udpstorm waremaster
worm xlock
Xsnoop
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B, EREREANMERE R AR R, AR RS T R AR E A, BB AL
B R AR B, A Sk A W B B = S O R, IR B —A 0~1 Z Al E .
HH T ZER, BB HEAS AR B K R, SRR A R s C 2 TR PR I SR AR
7, WA DL E SRR T .

M EEERCE KR, BT EHEREYS GAN EARSTE T KERIN R, EREHENIRSE, Frid,
AHFEAE GAN AL BSG N T — ANl B, T th F Z AR s BRI . %, KRR S B
RIRLE YRR, BRHATEE — IR, 25 LIRS SR, 23l R . e, HRIZA FLH.

TERARAFE RIS OUR , R R AN [ % L e i LS A 10 Fahr, FLEZEAIRMFE, B
DIgRE— T, XERH FLELERVERIbRIE.

2 1] 2% 1) 32 BEAE AR 4 0 5 B AR R B SR VG L, AR A A R 2 1 I B R, (R AR
PRGN R N2 FECR B B A A, e 2 2iviae, Prelimig @A e EIRE 2. Kk,
RATE 2SS HEE N 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1.0 FEATHELSZE, R4 — kIG5 4 R kT
fiidE, K FLA TS E IR N TS, PRI SR L4 GAN TR, SEIOKTLLiER, 45
HAE 0.6~0.8 YO BN, 7r FSVERERE A S B BR BT, FR A kS P2 5005 90%, i BRATIARAFAE— 0 0 3L
PEBA AL, PR T AR 25 B . 509 0.9 A1 1.0 I, I 255 ST () 23 Sk B ik 3] 1 EL T B 7K
ERTE SR BE R [RINT, 2400 1.0 WA i A K, fE2R IR AT 2, A 24 0.9 IR LT, ALl
ZOEFE 0.9 (NGB SH, AT R ERMELL .

3.4. REFHK

R L 2 S BOR AR LAl I 28 P 5 RS SEBL Y, PRl i S b, IR 22 S AR SE ]
TR ML, HEREMEMESHRL, FAREEBT RS, NAEARRS &S ZE LR
BSHL TR, BB, SRR ERERNSEE . SRR AT R T IR AR
ASHTRIFE AR R, G TR A ARG, kR VIR IR, A TIRE AP iR
JEINT RAEAR 0 LA S AR R B 20 P = ANS e IRIEEARM RN 2R 00, BHg B 5 R, TR
w, BRENGER G5 B R, B IR AR I A A SR

REERRMAE — AN ARFR 22 N 2% SRR FERE Y, 2 LA 45 K 2 SRS M AN 22 KL RE 134t . Bk by Il o 4]
2 s, ERAZREN, B JUUEW A VAR S RENLARMK, 2 R0 IR S T DL
IR R A ME R A BRI — AL, R BGER N AT — SRR N T — R
No ERBR A — RIIGREGR ML, B ERMINGRESANRE LT, 93 —H88, &
Ja 5 RS REATR L, BAnA RIS REARAT TIRTE, BA kL.

REEARM EZER A2 2RI Tk, T Reo e, W€ & ROZRRN, T3 & HHa R
¥, AR AR, EEARRE RN, Bt UEEA R R EE, SRS TR R 45
HIE RIS BUR AL, RGN 3 .

W1 T2 WL 2R A\ R B O B BT M Sl S BuR R R AR R
BN TARK AR BEAERE ,  JF HO 2 BB I R R AL e N o AR B 28 IR R, S BURIRI
B JZ AL BERIN (8] AR LRI, AATEFER. BRI, FRATRAT PCA Al LDA SR B A O RHIE 52
B, e e SR (R AR B I AT o

AICR: PCA R LDA 5 ZUBARM A — AT IR A, S th 1 P TR A R AL BRI AR L AR MY,
ik 4 Jzs . PCA FERRGE RE h AN A RER THE, b T Bl 2 [ 52 . {H PCA & — g T B 1) B
Y7, BARAMX 2 HER, XAk A BRI R EERIRCR, R UM T LDA 5%, LDA
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5 PCA AN HAHFEMA, 75 B 1 [ 8 30 2 2R BUR S i B 7 1)
BRI SRR o
1) H/eKH PCA Bk, 73R & ANRHERFME, SRIER R —ANFEA, #RI82XF RIFH4ME .
2) THE RS RAAE ) 7 2250 B
3) THE HARFE b 7 2 R FIARRAE R &, FRE — o BT ) &
4) MR R . 15 BRI E L MR BNET, G s R K AME, SR 54 8
(1) K ANRHE 1) 253 A E A 51 ) B 2 BURRAIE [ B AR R
5) LREEAN K A AR A o5 1 ) B S AR, SEIL T AL T RE
6) K LDA &%, 1HE PCA FR4EfE HIAEA S N B AERE Sw AN [l B2 AE R Sb.
7) TFEAERE Sw-1Sb DA AR FIRFE [ &
8) TE Wi S N A ERRAE [ B R . SRR AT K AN &, DA R AL A, MG — A dk

R R RS W
9) MRIERFEI BB, TEsr KEETIRE .
(d+8)-dim  (d+8) - dim (d+8) - dim
—~{re>HH  ~HH B
[ -fem
(110 HH —HH ~HH
o - [Fost e
| o .laal O N[
B B = B B e B B | Prediction
=
—{ | >HH  —-HE| BB
- e e
Level | Level 2 Level N
Figure 2. Cascade forest structure
2. REXTRMEENE
100 For sequence data
TG <H:A | 2l
w 3 o> ﬂﬂ:ﬂl'ﬁc>—>«'w . -dim
S 8l{e 038 —>§[ Hﬁ 903
= T 301 instances ™ - -dim
wv
Q Concatenate
5
E. 1o'dim_>SIiding For image-style data
: R0 F
= E = [Forest Al>cn*d 00 pdim
[EEEEE Q\ 110 %[ ﬁﬂﬂ 363
a0 N o . -dim
5 - e 121
5 20X20input & Concatenate
Figure 3. Multi-grained scanning
3. LRI LEHE
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HEN - -
% . > BEHL AR - -
+
% LDA =Bl E>I ...:>I => ( m
3 —> ST FEHLAR K — —
—>| ELBERH - -
F—E Fn 2

Figure 4. Cascaded forest structure map based on mixed feature extraction
4. BT RAFHERINB BRI R RS E

4, LBHERSSHR
41. VHMERZE

ARACK IR ESERE RIS 2R B, 38 3 N 2R in) B IR ERE R . LI 26 AN Fa b A
iR, KR, FLE. ABEFEA ROC MLk, —MRi, HERR DU BUEREREFM, (HaX TP
FoE X o m v b B E SR, RIS ERFETRARMERER, RmER SRS T, B
FEAE T AN EUE — N — R A R, TREXECLA, A S XA EUE, S5 F1LESRH WiE T
MM BE AT B STA5 5 N

Table 3. Binary confusion matrix

3 T LRIERER

TRME
HYHME - -
B UiES
12k TruePositive (TP) FalseNegative (FN)
UIES FalsePositive (FP) TrueNegative (TN)
HHERA 28— TR L AR A 7 S B B A
Accuracy = TP+ TN Q)

TP+TN +FP+FN
A F UM E——Sen/Rec HMEBRCR, UHTEREF, SR REA S FIW 578 AT REVERROR, IRk HES
N
TP

Rec =Sen = )
TP+ FN
FERf R ——ArvE e, B IERA TN Oy 15 Y o5 4 FR 00 9 1E ) b .
Pre = s 3)
TP+ FP

F1 NSRS B 50 S T U PS50 AR, R
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Prex Rec
Pre + Rec
ROC [ 2 /2 [ M BN AR PR IE S R M 25 A Fa b, SR AN A S48 2 e L [FIAR RO I B LR,
ROC &bk, i /2 EARMILIZHIMERR R, FITAFETFEFREIFEE, #hE8 N AR T vE 2 Wi
.

4.2. W55

4.2.1. BOBIEAEE AR

NEREAREAAEE R RPN, RHEAMEIR KT, E2 A MIERIHAL
H o N AR A B B A B e D (1 T LR 2R A5 AR PR AR Attack 28, 5] 5 B T IZRE R H Attack
Z5H Normal ZRIHRAE G R 4k, I A a] DL H 250 20 A A A4 . Normal 88 J1F- o5
P57 480, Attack KR A ERE L

¢ 4 Ny gcForest. GAN. BENLARM(RF)FN Logistic Regression (LR) P4y Z 0 75 5 45 JE H 4 45 _E 11
PEREXTLL, AT RUE H 2 B D HCR R I 2 1R %, B2 A I E R 20%, T geForest 1544
FIXF] T 50%7: 45 A1 GAN BEALAE Y, b HARE G TIRZ .

Nt ANSCHE 2R T OO S 1 GAN BESRACEREE, HRH SMOTE Hi%M1 NearMiss 24 4
TR AR, AEFEZ R MR IE G R T 4E RN 6 Fis. 1RBAE A 140K Attack BHI/NEELZ T Z T
R%Z, HAMmRKZHFIESE, UHEHE LBAIEL, AU R ET .

B ARAL f5 OO LE DU R, 45 54056 5 BoR, B T Attack 1IX AN, R — R 1)
K BORHA TARKHIAR T, WEAKIAF] 50063 5 221 70%~80%, GAN HLAL 4R T+ S M 5 A 5 K
Uil GAN FERHFHd o KA R IEK, MIX, RF SEEDBCEREE FRTHER K, 389 RF &
PIEA TN, RN T HEE P R IR &, — BRIRAGE, 2R RERi 2 BIIR R I8
Wi o [EFEAE M 45 R 1K gcForest B2 73 MG FEA 1 LRI R A3 T, X e LA B2 AE 2 B AT D Hk
Kt AR E) AU RN KT, UEW T geForest AR Sy AN T K BRI H

F1=2x

(4)

20 |

10

pc20

0

-104- T : : R label
’ e Attack
o Normal

-104, ~ . . L
-10 0 10 20 -10 0 10 20 30
pc20 pc6

Figure 5. Distribution before sampling

B 5 RERISTE
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20
] 10
o
0
-10 y T y label
e Attack
o ¢ Normal
20
(Vo]
2 10
0
-10 . . ;
-10 10 30 0 20
pc20 pcé
Figure 6. Distribution after sampling
6. KRN HE
Table 4. Comparison table before sampling
Fz 4. REERIXTEEER
J7i Pre F1
Normal Attack Normal Attack Normal Attack
RF 0.99 0.28 0.98 0.42 0.99 0.33
LR 0.95 0.21 0.98 0.38 0.97 0.27
GAN 0.99 0.52 0.99 0.58 0.99 0.56
gcForest 0.98 0.53 0.99 0.58 0.99 0.56
Table 5. Comparison table after sampling
< 5. KHEITHE*R
Ik Pre F1
Normal Attack Normal Attack Normal Attack
RF 0.99 0.86 0.98 0.88 0.99 0.89
LR 0.96 0.75 0.98 0.80 0.97 0.77
GAN 0.99 0.79 0.99 0.80 0.99 0.79
gcForest 0.99 0.87 0.99 0.93 0.99 0.90
Table 6. Comparison table of classification models
= 6. HARBIXILLIER
T3k Sen/Rec Pre F1
RF 0.90 0.93 0.91
LR 0.82 0.85 0.83
GAN 0.93 0.94 0.93
gcForest 0.98 0.96 0.97
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422 SHAEEIMEEXTEE
Sz f Ee ik A gcForest. GAN. FENLZRAK(RF)FI LogisticRegression (LR)PUFh 734571, 78 &b B 5 1)
SERER A LTS, IIZR5E UG TEMREE FIEATIRNE, SEIRSs R 6 fin.

4.23. SEMBHRERIRTEE

N R EAL RS UE BT tH T, AR ST A AN AN R RN AR R K a4 R AT SEgR, il e
KDD99 #i#i4E, NSL-KDD %44, UNSW-NB15 %44k .

KDD99 ##i8E 2 — A FH ok M IE #3452 v Il R E 3 e 2 B 48 o 2R SR AR E 2 N LK
2, Al e IEREILSE, b, LRSS B (DOS), . #EFEE(Probing), d. R HZFENLES I (R2L),
e. 3 A P TR g O3 R PR RR AR U il (U2R) . SEE6R F BE AL ER K 25%f1) KDD99 % 5, 4
b IL 123,530 SR MR EERCT, REARMSOERRbRIC N IEH (normal) =2l 5 % (attack) , 57 281 L4
3N 22 FhIGE Y. NSL-KDD #4552 KDD99 iR, HiusEf kit & 43 MRHE, Hr 41
ANRFIEFE A ST EAMAA S, 5 SRR (LW BB ) A1 7 B R B A A S ) e ) . Bl S i A7
TE 4 FpAFRIRM Bt FE4ER55(DoS) M. 7 2R (U2R) AL A2 2 A1 (R2L) . UNSW-NB15 4
Erp—4LF 9 M. Fuzzers, Analysis, Backdoors, DoS, Exploits, Generic, Reconnaissance, Shellcode
I Worms, &F—FEiEA 49 ML

SEEGREH, E =R AR AR e LA JURP ST, geForest 76 23 RSN M R L AT T BA g, i B = Fh
RN LL ok, FTLAE th NSL-KDD #8250 i & b LU 55 4 %t 48 5 N (6 7).

Table 7. Comparison table of different datasets

= 7. FRIBIEENXIER

itk DAREA Sen/Rec Pre F1
RF 0.83 0.87 0.88
LR 0.69 0.71 0.70

KDD99
GAN 0.91 0.92 0.91
gcForest 0.94 0.96 0.92
RF 0.90 0.93 0.92
LR 0.82 0.85 0.83

NSL-KDD
GAN 0.93 0.94 0.93
gcForest 0.98 0.96 0.97
RF 0.88 0.89 0.88
LR 0.75 0.75 0.75
UNSW-NB15
GAN 0.90 0.92 0.91
gcForest 0.92 0.94 0.93
5. %578

AR SR T PTG R R B AR B B AR A R A B R, 856 T 25T GAN HIAT- i £
AL TR TR AN 2L T PCA Fil LDA [MHRFIESREL 775 o SEIR T EE T IR B AR AR - GANL B ATLAR Ak (RF)F1 Logistic
Regression (LR) 7 K58, Se g R, 1EFHAT T A PEr SR SR AL B S, AMULRIE T 2 R E0 1
BRI, (RN BSRHRE (0 7 A M RCR A AR W BB IR T, BAh, IREARM D B 5
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AU A LG, AN MR — SRR #R A T 5 e (A TN KT, PERESEAE o Bl ks J7 iR A R e
ONAZASE I A A 75 B 5 B3, G T4 % 2 ) RN AR AG I 2R 55 o A b i 44 2 AR SR 2 11— K

N

E&WmE
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