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Abstract; The intrusion detection problem could be modeled as data stream classification problem. For traditional
data stream classification algorithms, a lot of labeled training samples should be provided to train the classifier, with
a high expense, and decrease the utility of the algorithms. For positive unlabeled learning (PU Learning) based
algorithms, only positive and unlabeled samples are required to train classifier. In this paper, we propose to use
dynamic classifier ensemble of PU learning algorithm to cope with intrusion detection, which only requires label
some positive samples for building data stream classifier. The experiment result on both synthetic and real-life

dataset shows that the proposed algorithm has excellent classification performance, and it outperforms 3 PU learning

algorithms on data streams with shewed distribution, with high intrusion detection ratio.

Key words: intrusion detection; classifier ensemble; data stream; Positive Unlabeled Learning

1 5§

FEM G R EPTFH , MR RGERA .
EtEMESNERBSES, RHERSEEESE
Bt T EMARA T, ME B R EBEEVH X+
—ANEBENHB Y. EEREZHEEARTRWHE
HHRABHIIABIABRNH RS, LIRS RAK
WitEgE, BN T MEEBRARBU K AR RAMESR
75 el

PU 23] (Positive and Unlabeled Learning, PU

KRB 2012—10—02; f#E A#: 2012—11—13
EETEH: BFX 8BRBEELTH (61201321

Learning) REIFIZ W — N ERBI 571, BB —
R IEfIREA (B4 KBRS EREAR P2
BaRSERD. AR AREIEIER > KB E
B, T BAR PR L IEH B BN GRS
B B R 28 A BAS I o 38 W A RAT AR IE W AT N B
I N TR AR e BN G A TR M &
OB ARKIEEME R PU 25 K EE, HR/A
TAREARBEAAE Ny IEGI¥E , B AT 2 F Ef ik
PREAEAIIE S I8 T AR, 7T AR FEARAR
TERUA.



174 B TS EN

2013 £

RMAEELHMNEFEBBEEES, —BRAR
5 B SR AT IE % B8 AR AR, S BN B AR
T FRRA, T T R ED. Xttt
SR — M S ER PU 2 EERR RO AR
¥ 77 # PUDCE (Positive Unlabeled Learning
Based Dynamic Classifier Ensemble), #E R Fr1E A
REEACEGD HFM4T FEEBI R RIRERE A B2
BRI, W AT MBE B ARKN. LKk %
HAERBETEXN ARESE > RAHE T #T
SYAKTMIET, b PU 223 B R M E 5K
FE.

2 PUEREINMBREMSEFT X

AICEB =R K PU 2] 853 268%, Posi-
tive Naive Bayes (PNB) | Positive Tree Augmented
Naive Bayes (PTAN), Positive Hidden Naive
Bayes (PHNB){Ey26Rl43 358 , 3 PU 2 T 40
TIEfR % T SCERL2].

R FHE L ITES B M ROC #i 4 T mH
AUC W{E, LLE T A 4P 2K AR B PERR AR N EE
B A A A MRS RN GEIR RIS — KT
EMHARBELER/IAMFRBE DI N PNB.
PTAN; .PHNB;, WAEIEEFHU N T., BIEH
WEAMEK R C BE#RWT .

WA NGB D = P U N = {(X1,31),
(Xz ,yz) [ (Xk 9yk)} ,ﬁq:‘ Pi %%J—Eﬁ“’Nz‘ %ﬁ:\‘
B, v HRIRIC 2 HArKIB[A P B RKHEN
¥0;Q A IR B BOf AHB B B 4M 4L

Wi AR E.

MW W % B A~ o X HT =
{PNB;; PTAN,; PHNB,; } = training (D;)

2) B E =0, 8 T.. weight FINES
+F Lﬁﬁﬂj E. =T

(3) FIt RS EE Eq WL IRNT Z,
R4 T;. weight RIBUEN 1,E; = E U T, &M
7

4 B E., #a%H8H AUC WE/NE
AUC(T,) = AUC(PNB) + AUC(PTAN) +
AUC (PHNB) , {1 AUC(T)> AUC(T,.) , 3§ 4
E:={En —T,}U T.,, 3476 , BMH i E:;

(5) UKL % P.N # & 0 Centroidp Hl
Centroid  , Feip ¥ 77 22 IR BB T HER 5 WA
JCa 7= A T JS 6 BB 8 5 /D ) B 3 B9 4 3
2, 48383 » Neighbor = FindNeighbors(P/N,

Q.
(6) Xt F8BAN T, € E;,iZBE T,. weight =0,
REB R E— R, RSB TEH, L w, =

. 1 4
T,. weight + exp(distnse (X, ) R RN ER

E;, = {(Tl s Ve o (Tiywy;) }
(D) F RS2 E.

3 XBWSHH

T Weka3. 5. 8t I L EF R T AHR
MEREE FATHHREMELHURE LH#1TT
. ATEIEELT S, RAYEZSHEIRAR Z
B4 BN BE . AUC 7 F1 8RR A5 7 K35 10

. rRERE. BAXKBER 10 K, 3K 10 KEBREE

HESEE N BAR LR R, ALBBELR Y, R
Fi 1999 KDD CUP H 34y 8048 F1E - R BB &
5 Wenke Lee ARKIIJ7 BEAR LLEL.
3.1 AIMIRESHERR

FEFIER AR, R GES B3 —1 d 4R
AR RSB, T BN

d
Eaixi = Qo (O
i=1

%‘4#2&%}% 2 a;x; >ag ETJ‘ ’ ﬁﬁzli?b‘iﬁ{f

N IEB] 75 W g 17 451,
Sr MR LRI T B A N PR AR, BRI
R T 2 AR -

L=L 3 (flad—p+ 20’ @
i=1

Ha fxoR o X B M5+ 8] %
p(+ | x) HEEM MR HENT

_ 1
p(+ lx)= TF el (3)

BT BRI, B AL WE T =B Es
EE.R 1G0T ATEESHIEAER. 8/
BARER /N BT AT HR M, URBIRES

H IEA5) 5 £ 51 Y LA
k1 AIHESE
BIEE K/ 4 B Pos/Neg
A 3158 20 . 32%/68%
B 3092 28 10%/90%
C 7926 37 1%/99%

TETHEERS BHEH 7020 ABOIINGE,
3026 FIFE N IIRE™ , LML RINK 2 Fim.



%M K OBEETER PUEIBIERSLBMAREN ik 175
2 EESRER AUEH, BEESH UnLevel 2k, PUDCE &
fow syese A B C 2 F1, Ace 1 AUC #8545 B R TE (K. BEE Un-
PNB  0.8435 0.8172  0.7672 Level Z2 K, I SHHRE P IEG R EEREIK, F
£l PTAN  0.8569  0.8287 0.7901 2 PUDCE &5 Bir2R BT I B 2B EEZ
PHNB  0.8612  0.8299  0.7939 SRR
PUDCE 0.8911 0.8671  0.8361 ETHEXALRF,8 a=0.2,0. 4,0. 6 A,
PNB 83.98 8233  —— PUDCE 432828 4b a3 4 iR, ATLAE R, K&
Accumsey LN P02 BRI T e AR, PUDCE Sk S REA B MR,
PUDCE 88: s 87: 6 BEBA N2 I BIRE AR BT o 19 LB BB B i 53 RS
PNB  0.8897  0.8132  0,7791 JIE .
AUC PTAN  0.8915 0.8227  0.7872 R4 AETRIWER
PHNB  0.9150 0.8291  0.7899 AT a A B C
PUDCE  0.9192  0.8626  0.8315 0.2 0.8862 0.8561  0.8153
% 2 o, i FEARE C B HHIE D, Accuracy F1 0.4 0.8657 0.8352  0.7982
EAR S HD. 5T UE , B IE BIRE AR H 5] 36 0.6 0.8381 0.8l101 0.7867
L BRSNS EB T T, 18 PUDCE 432645 0.2 87.62  85.34 —
BEAS (LB 4T 58t FLAE IE 9] L9143 2 B B 4 C 45 Acourscy 0.4 85.26 &5  —
b BRI B0 T ECE = PU B0, 0.6 82.85  80.71 —
AT D=PUN. S0 Hor o
IEBIRASR, N R ABIREASR, 15 PU £ 55T AUC 0.6 o: 8695  0.8207  0.8031

YIGRBT B, IEBIREA SR P R REHLIEER 1 —ado i9HEA
YENIEGIREAR MR IEBIREASE P HAR adobEA
S5l sE N —EMWRRFEREASE U AT
IR PU 258 TRV 4EHEE D'=P UU'E.
HETT  ARARIEREA S U REHLE B A R AR AT
FrREALE U, Mtk PU 5 R TRIGEaEE D'
=P'UU", l UnLevel F/R D'hRIFERA SR
%] UnLevel=|U"|/|D"|.

PUDCE B #:7EAF UnLevel BUE T #4326

&, an3% 3 B,
% 3 UnLevel BETHEERER
UnLevel 7 A B C
F1 0.9062 0. 8697 0. 8368
40% Accuracy 88. 73 85. 58 —
AUC 0.9125 0. 8692 0. 8457
F1 0.9011 0.8531 0. 8312
50% Accuracy 87.63 84.59 —
AUC 0.9017 0.8576 0. 8363
F1 0.8912 0.8391 0. 8227
60%% Accuracy 86. 83 83.17 —_—
: AUC 0.8915 0.8378 0. 8252
F1 0.8852 0.8321 0. 8190
70% Accuracy 84.926 82,65 —_—
AUC 0.8893 0.8305 0. 8213
F1 0. 8643 0.8137 0. 8019
80% Accuracy 84.18 81.23 —
AUC 0. 8687 0.8172 0. 8162

3.2 NBYRENSEXR

AXHABREIER A T 1999 KDD CUP A7
Kol PR S, 2 BiTA RN R P ERRE
HEER -, G5 H UK AREE, 4512
RZLGRBZAGERE VLT[R .DoSUIR a4 B k)
Probing (F# MM AT HA) F1 U2R GREBEZALAE 7 X
R R,

LIS T AJB AR E, A H M 1999
KDD CUP ¥4 i 1 7625 5038, 4125 &%
RIS E 2300 S 0 IE# V7R 58E . 2 & R2L
R 125 &, DoS i BLE 860 4%, Probing IX
T B 735 %, U2R W34 105 4%, SIE# 8k
TRA s MREE b IE % 848 A 3100, 2 AREE
£ 100 4. B ABIREE A ABHEER HIEARE
BT o HoBilitE— 25 B, I SR P IE B SR R 1
A, F:38 DoS il Probing W52 M 54 , WK 4K
PEPIEFHBEALE, AMFEEE R B8 R2L # U2R
S 50 k. KA DROGIZ) F1 FPROGRK ) B
MNEFRIEIEM B ¥k B PERE™ , B UnLevel =30%, a
=0. 3 At,5 Wenke Lee B ARG FEAF LL B G 3R
5 FR.

MFE 5 "] LUE 1, PUDCE £ A2 53 L35
RAEDRT » K R A F Wenke Lee 7%, 3 HiR



176 R T SITEN

2013 &

KRB I T B NA R,
£5 ABRAESER
PUDCE Wenke Lee
B DR FPR DR FPR
A 91.72%  1.51%  82.37% —
B 88.96% 1.73%  81.35% —
4 HRIF

AICEXF PU 223 43 8B B AE \E B HEA LA
A AREEAN TR AR, BB —R S ER PU
2 JBAR W AT R AR KW 7 B PUDCE. 7 Rt
EAREARGERD K4, FEIEBIFI KR ER A
8543238 AT ARIT RS, 2B A TEE
SEMELHIEE F LR, PUDCE BEMR
WFHEA PU 43 2K88, FHEEFIHEARBREEZET
BB BIFHREE, EIE A M AR A58
o Rz AL

B30

(1] BRIy B T 5088 2 58 F AR E 1 55 19 AR AR 0 AL Y
U] S 72 578, 2011(8) . 52-56.

[2] Jiazhen He, Yang Zhang, Xue Li, et al. Bayesian classi-
fiers for positive unlabeled learning[ C]//Proceedings
of the 12th international conference on Web-age infor-

mation management, BerLin, Heidelberg: Springer-

Verlay, 2011 :81-93.

[3] Yi Wang, Yang Zhang. Mining data streams with skewed
distribution by static classifier ensemble[ J]. Studies in
Computational Intelligence, 2009(214).65-71.

{4] Calvo B, Larranaga P, Lozano J A. Learning bayesian
classifiers from positive and unlabeled examples[ J].
Pattern Recognition Letters, 2007, 28(16) :2375-2384.

(5] Zhengzheng Xing, Jian Pei, Eamonn Keogh. A brief
survey on sequence classification[J]. SIGKDD Explora-
tions Newsletter, 2010,12(1) :40-48.

(6] B4R, XUl BR. A2 #:0 $ 45 4 258 21 —PCANN
[J]. B T2 53 E L, 2007(9) : 35-39.

(7] FEaFR EFESTEUYMBABRKWLT ] HEF
251 HL,2010(10):21-25.

[8] Wenke Lee,Stolfo J. A data mining framework for con-
structing features and models for intrusion detection
systems[ D. York: Columbia University New , 1999,
135-160,

fEEET:

R OB H,0984—), BB A. B R A EER ST,
RETRE.

%k B B,Q964—), 1t # L EMLARIE BRI MR
BHES RETIRE.

Bk F,0978), 8+, i HRFIHAESS5RE.

(8% 172 1)

[3] ZER,WILRE, V% BT EMMIHTRMSN LR
PEEFER B I] HEN TR SR, 2010, 46 (5):
123-125,

(41  JinlongSHI, Zhigangl.UO. Missing value estimation for
DNA microarray gene expression data with principal
curves; 2010 [ C]J//International Conference on Bioin-
formatics and Biomedical Technology. Haesun Park:
TIEEE, 2010, 262-265.

(5] XiaofengZhu, ShichaoZhang. Missing value estination
for mixed-attribute data sets[J]. IEEE transactions on
knowledge and data engineering,2011,23(1):110-121.

(6] XIEH, REA. JLAARRBKEHAT HER &L
BT IR R SR R 2R 2007, 24(3) : 148-150.

(7] B#, &, T % — i 2 BRI AR R

0. HENL TR SR ,2010,46(20) : 164-167.

(8] XIEH WAHE, GFEE % ETHRESHBRKLEEE
HREEEL]. Mt BYE 8., 2010(9) : 225-226.

(9] B .ZEA T ETOREBNWBRAERRER
010, HEHLN F , 2005,25(12) : 2838-2871.

1EHEIT:

BHEE H,01968—), 4, B BT A NTLINRM
% B BURIE .

BEXR X, (1989—), B LB5AE. BT 8 KA
WA 5 2R RIEFE.

WiER 5H,(1988—), MEBIR A, BHFE T 1 0 KR B4R



