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Algorithm Development of Network Intrusion Detection with Adaboost.m1
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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were 1) to develop and detect network anomaly with
Adaboost.m1 technique and conduct dimension reduction with Gain Ratio and 2) to compare the
efficiency of classifying proposed algorithm with Supervised Learning algorithms, This experiment
used NSL-KDD database, a network intrusion database. True Positive Rate (TP Rate), False Positive
Rate (FP Rate), Precision, Recall, f-Measure, and Accuracy were determined for the performance
analysis and comparison.

The results of this study were as follows: 1) data dimension reduction resulted in
important features. When data were classified with Adaboost.m1 technique and decision tree was
used as weal learner, it was found that the for highest classification efficiency, the accuracy was
99.79%, 2) When efficiency was compared, the efficiency of proposed algorithm was better than
dimension reduction without Adaboost.m1 technique, and classification technique without
dimension reduction, when processing time were compared, it was found that proposed
algorithm took the highest time, compared to all methods because it required to create a
number of models compared to all methods for voting the final answer. For the application with

the network anomaly detection, the appropriate method can be selected according to the need.

Keywords: Adaboost.m1 Algorithm, NSL-KDD Database, Dimension Reduction, Network Anomaly
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umin

$5UUNT193UNYN3N (Intrusion Detection System) Wuszuuianansansaduauinunives
poufmpsaransauma [1] MiAntuiesannsyninvesyananiedsdulaiorsadismnuidemonn
53U InennuueUszlaneeen1sns19duni1snsaadunisyngn azudslandu 3 Ussiavmdn 2] Ao
Signature- based Detection  \unisasaduiiiinsgianumiiouvemainssunisloud lngay
W3iguiieu Signature nensauainmsnsgianinlinisungnyiseld uag Anomaly-based Detection
wdumsliangimginssumslaniifidanudsavulunnwginssuunafisliudmiela mnszuy
Ansgsienindsauuluifu Threshold 7138 azdadulalddndunsynsn Fallenafeilldwanundunous
faaeaguuuy wudiiideduazdeidofiunndnafufie Signature-based Detection  axdiatugndies
(Accuracy)iumimi’sﬁuﬁgq Araufinnain (False) i1 warliaunsansiadudsinunfuuuluy il
we3Tmnnouls Wi Anomaly-based detection il mmgmﬁmﬁw ﬁhmmﬁmwamﬁqq LAFIUITA
pvdvdsinunfuuulnily Fsdadndumnudosnisvesszuunsndunmsyngniidfyludagdu duwu
Hybrid technique Wumsswanuaiunsaves Signature-based Detection a¥ Anomaly-based
detection  Fuiafioudunissuerniuannsavesiiaesuulifieiu feaxifinuszansaiwlunis
nydulazandmuianatn suludsannsansadunmsyngnuuulusiqldiguiu ddudagtu fuyngn
(Intruder) agwenguAndutumeunuulndlumsyninszuuifisdunainuanssuuuy TnetuneuiBineay
wenomLovUEsEUUTIRsAnslitosuey uazesAnsiliannsamaialiinazgnyninseuuiilela de
sl wazflanudieusssrdula FedfiteludagunersmAndunisfmundunouisuuy Hybrid

technique wndufiouiisdnauanunsalumstiostusnuauasndeliiuesdnslilduniian
wadiavesn1siunilestoya (Data Mining) Mlun1simszideyavuinlngsaudalaiinisiunly
Rinsgiuundsinunfmaeiotns Tnglatdniduldimutuneuiluguuun mafangu (Clustering)
way N33 uuNUsELAY (Classification) (3] Tnsdunauitvesnisdanguariinalnnsieudunisdeous
wuuldidifaeu (Unsupervised Leamning) Immsa’]miaﬁmﬂfjm%ayjaﬁﬂﬂmﬂﬂaLLsJﬂaaﬂmﬂSi’J’ayjaﬁUﬂaiéﬁm
undmvesteyaiigninnguenadunislenuuuluel uiludnvesnissiuuntszinn axlissuuizous
‘quﬂﬁmﬂammumaau (Supervised Learning) fﬂ”L‘tJuﬂ’1iaﬁ’mLLmeaéNmqumﬂiiu (Classification

o

Model) fignsies oufiazindudeyativindunslaufszuuniell LmumamﬁumfﬂlummmmLLuﬂaq
AnunAuuululfusiug: Lﬁawmwusua;ﬂawimﬂagmuasgﬂmwﬂmwumaaa fadu andiuldhenalad
szuulafianansasesiunsyngnldesnauiug dainideludaegiulimensuiaundunouisuuulnliodie
iidszavsninlunsasiadu Tiiudenisyngnlavdilionsmanisalziaanls Uszneufusiosan ns
wiufouiiianan (False Alarm) asde insizonavanedadunsudadou viefnfungnssunisldau
Unfi (Normal Behavior) weagfldlaludinuszdniuld nisltimadanils Adaboostm1 1Ju3Bnsiding
unmdssinannvesmneuiiieduundeya Feliuszansningaiinismils Fsnsi Adaboostm1 wild
Fuun uazt Gain Ratio W1¥ILaniiAvestoya Thvdefiesdanddrlhinduuuuresuneuisiay
a3 A5993vAsinUndlFognslugr fuseansamgsiigaideiioufunnis uazvivannisznis
Uszananadeyafiiduauifunld Sadufusuudunouiifenatiludszgndldaseiunansaduns
yngnaefisimsiinsesideyatiinannnuas iannsanamanudemelilusuian
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LazaniAnILmALlA Gain Ratio
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2. WisSeuiguuseansninaeanisanwun (Classification) JUAaWITNULEUD LALIUNBUID
DUqUD9 Supervised Learning

2. nasuazuddeiiiendas

wn3ealng [4] lafnwissuunsiadunisungniasetnedieds Naive Bayes luni1siiAsgia3odns
Aowmes drinveayn unInerdeidedvi lngldlusunsy WEKA Mining Tumsiiasigriuseansam.
nsnaedligiudeya KD Cup’1999 Geiuszinnvesnisyngneg 37 Ussianges daeglu 5 nalug) o
uAl Dos Probe R2L U2R uag Normal (Unf) wanssiuundeyanuitludrudeyaitiudaaviu viune
ponuldlaiffiviias Sautsdisdoyaliduiauiingy Jediussaninmigtu ddanuiawaind
gouiuld anunsalulidesiussuuld wifimundesinnufizemgAnssunisyngninietiousas
Uszianaeudnedine

Yasmen [5] lafinwinsnsiadunisyngnmiaaietne laslinnsAnlienananyusdiAy aae
Correlation-based Feature Selection (CFS) wag Information Gain (IG) %&NN15¥8IN1TANLEBN
Audnvzd e lunuidedie wwdndenaudnuuzddyiae CFs dou wiilesann CFs liamnsndusy
I haudnunsiidonindunudnuasiiioatostugs 3904 16 lumsdadondnuardnads dsdusnumsd
wldhluldlutuneunsnases andudnuazanduney 16 Sufudnuaeildantuneu Crs vl
aunsnanduiunudnuuzddyan 41 ndeiiies 15 audnway uaziiledilunaasssaonisld
Adaboost.M1 Tagdl Naive Bayes LU Weak learmner wuindiannuandnsalunisnsiadusasiuunysean
AdiaUnAlEATuAMTUNSTUUNLUY 5 nauveIUsEIANARaUnAT A uTeyauUnd

Sunila wae Ritu [6] WWvaaeuisuifisutunewisuuulidfaou fumssirgunm Iduidunouds k-
Means, Hierarchical Wwag Make Density Based Clustering n1snaasslannaesnisgonnnis WEKA
Mining HansNAaBINUd1 K-Means fin1sliszoziianlunisussuianadiiiian wazdanugndedunis
Suundoyadiian wnnd 2 SureuTEAlAUTeuToy

Leena Waz Shuwesh [7] laldudnn1sues Incremental SVM (ISVM) Fetumeuitineaevazifuuuy
Binary SVM LLGiLﬁaﬂmﬂsﬁ'amaﬁmaameu Intrusion Detection Fafvangnguussiandsiaund Funous
Jaios Mapping iﬂmmmmmwmeﬁmw Kernel Faaganunsanenngudoyalinieidunss nan1snaaed
‘wmwumamﬁwmLauammiamemmaﬂmaﬂumimLLuﬂmama anszey naﬂuﬂm\lﬂaau‘uamalm il
awnsadanisiudeya Intrusion Gummimglm

mndeyadnannenut fmsliduneuitnsdsuiveniadlunimsaivasienifivainuaisis
Tnevtadinizandii uasinutunouissutufiodmnglunafiusyansamaasnissuun Senetam
%umui%‘iumimm%’ﬁaLﬂu?{aﬁmauiwazﬁﬁmﬁaﬂizLﬁumaﬂaqﬁ’ummﬂaarﬂﬁwaﬁwu
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FeANTUNNSIY
1. w3asiion1side
1.1 Wsunsuildlumsiaseilaiusunsunsuiameslunsiassiamananisnennsal e
1Us1ns1 WEKA Mining
1.2 Lﬁnﬂﬁﬂm%’lumiamﬁasﬁaua%’m Gain Ratio uay mmﬂﬂsﬁ’flumimuuﬂmamlmLm

Y

Adaboost.m1 wazinAdinvesnieuimelnies (Machine Learning) ‘Vﬂ‘ULUu Weak Learner ‘1/N 5 [AtA
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=
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Wuwuuudniud (Artificial Neural Network: Naive Bayes) %’umuﬁ%ﬂ’lﬂﬁauﬁ’lﬂﬂﬁﬁqm (k-Nearest
Neighbor: k-NN) lasstgUszamiisuuuunansdu (Multi-Layer Perceptron: MLP) uag 3stnatingw
NOTRIALMDTUNTTUE (SVM)

2. ngumang

uATeillAld NDLKDD Fadugrudeyanisynsnieietns Tnensvnassazutsdoyasenidu 10
drudmsutunounisilnaeu (Training) wazdunoUMINAGDU (Training) UsanSn1nvasszuu (10-fold
cross-validation) Iasgudaya NDL-KDD fisgaziBeadeoluil

M19°99 1 MeaziBuntouanidlunisveaes

Uszanmsynsn Iuudoya
Normal 13449
Dos 9234
Probe 2289
R2L 209
U2R 11
U 25192

3. JunsunsAdiunside

Usenaulude 5 Sunoudwieluil

3.1 Funsumsiwondeyanounssuiuns (Data Preprocessing) Tnsnsnailnananiiules
(8] Lﬁaamﬂgwu%ayjaﬁl%muﬂixﬂaulﬂﬁw 22 Usgiangoyaanisunin uag 1 Uselanvas Normal
Fupoui Iivhmsianguuszianges quesnisyngn Tlunduudn 5 nquudn sndegrautu Neptune
Jalungu Dos 3w Portsweep dnidungu Probe Multihop dailungu R2L uax buffer overflow
Jondungu U2R (T

3.2 msaniiivesioyamenaiauinsgiugnsidiuny nstavun 41 AnANwy (Features)
THndetlosauiiolindefosnudnuusiddydenmssuuniazannisymsUsyananaas

3.3 Answideyaiifawnisudemainoniyndutu fe Weak learner 95 adia lag
sualviduneunsFeudadns 50 dunuy dmsumsmurmdssiiann ielilddnouanine vesnis
uundoya

3.4 Tnew3ouiflsuysyanBnnuesnissuuntes Weak leamer 1 5 iafa uasi3suifisuriy
msdwundilallfasiifudaldenyndniu ufadisudivunaildlunsyszmana

3.5 asunansAne

4. adantdluns39e MsiaeilsEdninmassnisdiwun lRasulisuiisuaniegdwalud ad

BNIIHAUINDIY (True Positive Tate: TP Rate) dnsnauInUaesl (False Positive Rate: FP Rate) A1 A
wilugh (Precision) A1A13la (Recall) A16130a (f-Measure) wagAANgNFBl (Accuracy)
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NAN1539Y

1. wamutunauislumsnraduiinuninaeietneaeufiames Kewmadaeaymsuiu uazan
fiAfewalla Gain Ratio

dothdeyauandd uazUszanade waymiduiy FadumeriBfiuiaus wui andwudiiann

42 §iH wdoifles 23 Tf (Cut off=0.15) fiananugndesuaziiailunisiuundeyaiilofinisld weak

Learner 90 Weak Leamer gafigaidiaifisudunnisns sniumedadwnesnnamesuursdudidaiiniu

wazldnanlunisuszananaininnInIsou LAY Lansfan1gIei 2

M19199 2 uananisiSeuiisuAinugndesuazIa lulsasTunewds

71U Feature Funeuds ANUYNABY (Accuracy) (%) 181 (s)

148 78.81 0.35

g Naive Bayes 75.88 1.16
T K-NN 74.25 59.17

= MLP 72.36 0.28
SVM 43.07 40.09

148 99.54 0.68

g Naive Bayes 86.38 0.05

3 k-NN 98.90 0

9 MLP 95.90 216
SUM 53.37 30.88

g 148 99.79 12.18

§ Naive Bayes 99.49 6.41
b E K-NN 98.99 4338.34
% MLP 99.28 1619.31
g SUM 53.37 138.87

2. namswisuiiieuuszansnmussnissuun (Classification) Tuneudsainaus LLax%”umauﬁﬁﬁluq
U9 Supervised Learning

U %umauﬁ%ﬁﬁwLauaﬁmmzﬁw%quaﬁqmim@ﬂﬂaﬁaﬁuaqmﬁmswﬁuamé’qmﬁwﬁ 3
AN5797 4 uagA13197 5

dl b = [J ¥ 5 ada | M v aa I\ v =3 Y
M99 3 LLﬁﬂﬂﬂ’ﬁL‘UiEJ‘UL‘VIEJUﬂ'ﬁﬁ]']LLUﬂﬂ’JEJGUUWQN’JSWN5]19]81111@6@&@LLa%bLiJlmﬁlL@ﬂWUUVILEJJJUU

ﬂizmmmmﬂﬁﬁ TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure

Decision Tree

Normal 0.968 0.334 0.687 0.968 0.804

Dos 0.83 0.014 0.966 0.83 0.893

Probe 0.234 0 0.987 0.234 0.378

R2L+U2R 0.611 0.013 0.847 0.611 0.71
Naive Bayes

Normal 0.907 0.261 0.724 0.907 0.805

Dos 0.706 0.044 0.888 0.706 0.786
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Usslann1synin TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure
Probe 0.264 0.006 0.861 0.264 0.404
R2L+U2R 0.932 0.064 0.636 0.932 0.756
k-NN
Normal 0.976 0.4 0.648 0.976 0.779
Dos 0.753 0.018 0.953 0.753 0.842
Probe 0.027 0 0.9 0.027 0.053
R2L+U2R 0.646 0.019 0.805 0.646 0.716
MLP
Normal 0.978 0.443 0.626 0.978 0.763
Dos 0.735 0.014 0.962 0.735 0.833
Probe 0 0 0 0 0
R2L+U2R 0.553 0.017 0.8 0.553 0.654
SVM
Normal 1 1 0.431 1 0.602
Dos 0 0 0 0 0
Probe 0 0 0 0 0
R2L+U2ZR 0 0 0 0 0

M15199 4 wanansiSeuiisunisiwunietuneuitineg lngldandifmalinuinsgiusnsndiuny waz
Lileldianynduiu

Uszlnnn1synsn TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure

Decision Tree

Normal 0.997 0.005 0.996 0.997 0.996
Dos 0.998 0.001 0.998 0.998 0.998
Probe 0.841 0 0.939 0.841 0.887
R2L+U2R 0.987 0.001 0.989 0.987 0.988
Naive Bayes
Normal 0.846 0.074 0.929 0.846 0.886
Dos 0.916 0.023 0.959 0.916 0.937
Probe 0.477 0.014 0.225 0.477 0.306
R2L+U2R 0.794 0.08 0.497 0.794 0.611
k-NN
Normal 0.992 0.013 0.988 0.992 0.99
Dos 0.995 0.002 0.996 0.995 0.996
Probe 0.823 0.001 0.883 0.823 0.852
R2L+U2R 0.965 0.003 0.973 0.965 0.969
MLP
Normal 0.991 0.076 0.938 0.991 0.963
Dos 0.959 0.003 0.995 0.959 0.976
Probe 0.009 0 1 0.009 0.018
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Ussannisyngn TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure
R2L+U2R 0.865 0.004 0.954 0.865 0.907

SVM
Normal 1 1 0.534 1 0.696
Dos 0 0 0 0 0
Probe 0 0 0 0 0
R2L+U2R 0 0 0 0 0

AN5199 5 LanIN15USEULIBUNITILUNARETUANDLIDNULEUD

UszLnnn1TunIn TP Rate FP Rate Precision Recall F-Measure

Decision Tree

Normal 0.999 0.003 0.997 0.999 0.998
Dos 0.999 0 0.999 0.999 0.999
Probe 0914 0 0.98 0914 0.946
R2L+U2R 0.995 0 0.996 0.995 0.996
Naive Bayes
Normal 0.996 0.006 0.995 0.996 0.996
Dos 0.999 0.002 0.997 0.999 0.998
Probe 0.886 0.001 0.924 0.886 0.905
R2L+U2R 0.983 0.001 0.991 0.983 0.987
k-NN
Normal 0.991 0.01 0.991 0.991 0.991
Dos 0.996 0.002 0.996 0.996 0.996
Probe 0.859 0.001 0.883 0.859 0.871
R2L+U2R 0.972 0.003 0.97 0.972 0.971
MLP
Normal 0.995 0.009 0.993 0.995 0.994
Dos 0.998 0.001 0.998 0.998 0.998
Probe 0.85 0.001 0.93 0.85 0.888
R2L+U2R 0.975 0.002 0.979 0.975 0.977
SVM
Normal 1 1 0.534 1 0.696
Dos 0 0 0 0 0
Probe 0 0 0 0 0
R2L+U2R 0 0 0 0 0

91MA13797 5 WU %umu%%ﬁmu%ﬁaﬁwLauaﬁﬂizﬁm%quﬂﬁqm \defiansanannd f-
Measure 4onaIn# Wofinsauenaulssinyeansyngnnu ansnsosuunluuiasUssavldfan
wuiu snumadadnnesaname fundud Auszansamlaiuandnety Weiinsldienymduiuazlsl
THonynidutu mnfiarsawanisveassinsazidonazwuin Weak Leamer fiflussansamlunisduun
geflanfie Decision Tree @anmnsaduunnIsyngnUseian Dos 16 0.999 se9asunAe Normal
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R2L+U2R uay Probe smuaddiu uarliAnmnugneestisiesay 99.79 saulufidldiialunisussaianaiiios
12.18 Funil

aAUs8NaN5INY

1. SuneviBlumansndudsinunimaniotisneufiumed famaliaenyunidu iy wazands
frowafa Gain  Ratio  wuinduduneuddiiivseansniwgslunissiuundeyanisyngniaiedie
powfiuwes esanadaenyndiiu axfinsadrafuuuusiuig 50 duuuy Mnduiniunsun
Fosihannilemdneuindoyataeg Ussinvla Ssfuneunsaiiefunu aziinismesnounagldan
it (Weight) fldannisduanmngdiney dwalilufuneunissivsudssdiann azlddneu
anvefiileniagniosgs Sadudounninaninduneuisiluaseiilivatsfuuuy wgaemdimney
#0AAABINUNUITBYBY Zhenyu Way Xiaoyao [9] 1399 Research on AdaboostM1 with Random
Forest wu31 msldinaiiaeaiymduiu fuszdvsamaslunsasindunisynin Srmnugndesdesay
80.84

2. \flewisuifisuuszaniainiunissuundeyadiomaiavesninieuideieies uas
Wisuifsusunisandfudrdnundmaiavesnisdouidieiados wuin tuneuisivnaued
UszAvBamgaiige sesasunfe nisandAudrsuundomaiavenisifeuifiendes uay n1sduun
foyasewainveanisdouifieeios sudidy silidiulddn nsanfifdsmaliivssaniamgetu
desmnlfifivsnuinunsfiddyuazianuiodosiuridulunsduim Tuduresnisaninugal4
wedateaymdutu Seluszaninngean Juaieudunisidenldteyaaneiafidfey udsvanana
FeBinsiifinemusudesiiann mndnoufiinan 50 fuuuy shlddunouiidingn Tussavsam
gefignileifisudunngis

3. LﬁaLU‘%&J‘ULﬁ&JUnmﬁi#’ﬂumwi”mamawudw el imadaaiyniduy ﬁﬂﬁﬁnmﬁaq
uNA9NTUReuIsuTLN Wesnanwedaea Sty PosaT ALY 50 mummwamm
ssmdsstiann SaafleutudoszananaunnirduseuisBuguansduni il Sednantmmeaoudle
fins14 Decision Tree 1fu Weak Learner wuin fenuszavsnmgsiigauazldinanlsisnntnileiisuiy
Waug Fansunnsthduuuuillufandosen Lﬁa‘[,ﬁtﬂuéﬂgumauﬁ%‘ﬁmmsamm%’umiqﬂgﬂuuqﬂﬂiai
ShwanudasniuuuesetIneuiIwmeIsdlalusunAn

Jalauauue

mu%’aﬁlﬂumiﬁﬂmﬂﬁamﬁamaﬁaaﬂaﬁﬁﬁamﬂ6] wagldtuneuiafiinisadduuuumniite
FesuTdssiannmainey mntluussyndldass enadesglnnnuaiuisauasdedninvesgunsal
aniudoyauwn3eviedn mmaaﬁﬁa“ﬁa;&amﬂﬂmmmu%ﬁaﬁﬁam waT MINABINITANUSIUAIS
Ussanana asfesUiusumesuuuilivansamnniulasiad eyt amiigatada

msiseluadadelums aunduneuisliamnsonsatunisyngnudelmlg Alsnewumdeuld
Tudeyadmiunsiinasu ieliaileadeiumsnsradunsyngnilagtuiilonanudafnunduuulysi
Anduldiane
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