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AnHoranus. B paboTe paccMOTpEeHBI BONIPOCH IHOCTPOCHHS U IPAKTHYECKOH peanu3aluy MOJeIn
OOHApyXeHUs KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX aTak Ha OCHOBE METOJOB MaIIMHHOrO oOydeHus. Cpemd IOCTYIHBIX
myOIMYHBIX HAOOPOB IaHHBIX BBIOPaH 0iMH 13 Hanbonee akryanbHbIX — CICIDS2017. [{ns paccmaTpuBaemMoro
Habopa [JaHHBIX MOAPOOHO pa3pa0OTaHbl IPOLEAYPHl IIPEIBAPUTEIBHOH O0OpabOTKH JNaHHBIX U
comIutupoBanust. [Ipy IpoBeeHHN KCIEPHMEHTOB JUIS COKPAIICHHsT BPEMEHU BBIYHCIICHHII B 00ydaromiei
BBIOOPKE OCTaBJICH €MHCTBEHHBIN KIIacC KOMIBIOTEPHBIX aTak — BeO-araku (brute force, XSS, SQL injection).
IMocnenoBarensHo ommcaHa mponeaypa (OPMHPOBAHUS NPHU3HAKOBOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA, MO3BOIMBIIAST
CYIIECTBEHHO CHU3HTb €T0 Pa3MepHOCTH — ¢ 85 10 10 Hanbonee 3HauMMEIX Ipu3HaKkoB. [IpousBeneHa oneHka
KayecTBa JeCATH Haubojee paclpOCTPAaHEHHBIX Mojelell MAIIMHHOrO OOydeHHsl Ha IIOTyd4eHHOH
npenobpaboTanHoil moABBIOOpKe MaHHEIX. Cpenu Mojeneil (aIropuTMOB), KOTOPBIC IIPOAEMOHCTPHPOBAIN
Hawtydme pesynbrathl (k-nearest neighbors, decision tree, random forest, AdaBoost, logistic regression), ¢
y4eTOM MHHHMAIBHOTO BPEMEHH BBIIIOIHEHUS OOOCHOBAH BBIOOpP MOJENH «CITydaiHbIl Jiecy. Ha orame
HACTPOHKU M 00ydeHHs BBHIOPAHHON MOJEIH OCYIIECTBIEH KBa3MONTHMAIBHBIH MOJ00p THIEpPIapaMeTpoB,
YTO MO3BOJNMIO JOOWTHCS IOBBIIEHMS KauecTBa MOJIENU B CPaBHEHUH C paHee OIyOJIMKOBAHHBIMHU
pe3ynpTaTaMH MccrnenoBaHuid. IIpomsBesiena anmpoOarysi CHHTE3HPOBAHHONW MOJENIN OOHAPY)KEHHs aTaK Ha
pealbHOM CeTeBOM TpaduKe, MOKA3aBIIas ¢ COCTOSTENBHOCTh TOIBKO IIPU YCIOBUH OOYYCHHS Ha JAHHBIX,
COOMpaeMbIX B KOHKPETHOH 3allMI[aeMOH CeTH, B BUIY 3aBHCHMOCTH DPsla 3HAYMMBIX TNPH3HAKOB OT
(U3UYecKol CTPYKTYpPBI CETH M HACTPOSK HCIONb3yeMoro obopynoBanus. CuellaH BBEIBOX O BO3MOXKHOCTH
NPHMEHEHUs METOJI0B MAIIMHHOTO OO0YdYeHHMs /711 OOHAPY)KEHHs KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX aTaK C y4eTOM yKa3aHHBIX
OrpaHUYECHUMH.
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Abstract. The paper deals with the construction and practical implementation of the model of computer attack
detection based on machine learning methods. Among available public datasets one of the most relevant was
chosen - CICIDS2017. For this dataset, the procedures of data preprocessing and sampling were developed in
detail. In order to reduce computation time, the only class of computer attacks (brute force, XSS, SQL injection)
was left in the training set. The procedure of feature space construction is described sequentially, which allowed
to significantly reduce its dimensions - from 85 to 10 most important features. The quality assessment of ten
most common machine learning models on the obtained pre-processed dataset was made. Among the models
(algorithms) that demonstrated the best results (k-nearest neighbors, decision tree, random forest, AdaBoost,
logistic regression), taking into account the minimum time of execution, the choice of random forest model was
justified. A quasi-optimal selection of hyper parameters was carried out, which made it possible to improve the
quality of the model in comparison with the previously published research results. The synthesized model of
attack detection was tested on real network traffic. The model has shown its validity only under the condition
of training on data collected in a specific network, since important features depend on the physical structure of
the network and the settings of the equipment used. The conclusion was made that it is possible to use machine
learning methods to detect computer attacks taking into account these limitations.
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1. BeedeHue

Byproe pa3BuTre HHGOPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTUI B COBPEMEHHOM MHpE, PacIIMpeHHe CIEKTpa U
YBEINYEHHUE KOJIMYECTBA IPEIOCTABIIEMBIX ITIOTPEOUTESIM MH(DOKOMMYHUKAIMOHHBIX YCIyT
HEen30€XKHO COIPOBOXKAACTCS POCTOM YHCIAa Yrpo3 M (HaKTOPOB, NPHBOIININAX K HAPYIICHUIO
(YHKINOHMPOBaHUS WH(OPMAIMOHHBIX CHCTEM W KOMIIBIOTEpHBIX cerell. [lo oToif mpuumHe
roCyJapCTBEHHbIE MHCTUTYTHI M KOMMEPUYECKHE KOMIIAHWH YIEIAIOT IOBBIICHHOC BHUMaHHE
npobiaeMaM MHGOPMANMOHHOW OE30IMaCHOCTH W, Kak CIEACTBHE, BOIPOCAM Pa3BUTHSI
IIPUMEHSAEMBIX METOJIOB U CPEACTB OOHAPYKEHUSI KOMIBIOTEPHBIX aTak [1].

B HacTosiee BpeMst OCHOBHBIM METOIOM BBISIBIICHUS] KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTaK, IPUMEHSIEMBIM BO BCEX
COBPEMEHHBIX CPECTBAX 3alIUThl HH(POPMAILINY, SBJISIETCS CUTHATYPHBIH aHau3. OJHAKO TaHHBINA
MIOAXOJI HE TT03BOJIsieT OOHAPYKMBATh HOBBIC BUIIBI IECTPYKTHBHBIX BO3AeicTBHH [2], 4To menaer
aKTyaJbHBIM 33724y pPa3paOOTKH IBPHCTHYCCKHX METOIOB, CIIOCOOHBIX JETEKTHPOBATH paHee
HEN3BECTHBIC THITHI aTak [3].

[IpoBeneHHBIH aHANW3 psAga ONMYOJUKOBAHHBIX HA JaHHBII MOMEHT HCcienoBaHui [3-6]
MIOATBEPIKIAET BO3MOXKHOCTD IIPUMEHEHYS TEXHOJIOTHI MallMHHOTO 00YYCHUS T PEIICHUS 3a1a4
OOHapyXEHHsI KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTak. JlaHHOe 00CTOATENBECTBO 00YCIOBIMBACT LEJIECO00Pa3HOCTh
MPOBE/ICHUS MPUKIAJHBIX HCCIICJOBAaHMI B YKa3aHHOH OOJACTH, HAIPaBICHHBIX HA BEIPAOOTKY
KOHKPETHBIX MPEIOKECHHH M0 TOCTPOCHHIO MOJENCH OOHApyKEHUS W MEPCHeKTHB WX
MPAKTUYECKON pean3anum.

Llens uccmenoBaHUS COCTOMT B Pa3paboTKe MOJENM MAMIMHHOTO OOYYeHUS JUIS IOCTPOCHUS
CHCTEMBl OOHApyXeHHs KOMIBIOTEPHBIX aTak. Ee gocTikeHHe mpeAanonaraeT peleHue
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CIICOYIOINX OCHOBHBIX 3aJad: BBIOOp oOydaromero Ha0Oopa IaHHBIX, OIIEHKAa 3HAYUMOCTH
MPU3HAKOB W (OPMHPOBAHHE IPHU3HAKOBOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA, OOOCHOBAaHHWE BHIOOpA MO
MAaIIMHHOrO OOYYeHHS W MOAOOp KBA3HONTHMAIBHBIX ITapaMETPOB MOJEIH, OIICHKAa KayecTBa U
anpoOanys MOAENIH B pealbHBIX YCIOBHAX. HoBU3HA paboThI 3aKimovaeTcs B pa3padoTKe Makera
CHCTEMBI OOHapyXCHHsS aTak Ha OCHOBE COBPEMCHHOW MOJIEINHM MAIIMHHOIO OOy4eHHs |
9KCIICPHIMEHTANIBHOHN MPOBEPKE MPUMEHUMOCTH IIPEIaracéMbIX PEIICHHH.

2. [MlocmaHoeka 3adayqu u peseeaHmMHbie pabomsi

Bonpockr mpuMeHeHUsT METO[0B MAIlIMHHOTO OOYYEHHUs ISl 0OHApy»KEHUSI KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTak
aKTUBHO OOCY)XJAIOTCA B IIOCIEAHHE TOABI, IpPU 3TOM BaXKHBIM AaCIEKTOM HCCIELYyEeMOH
NmpeAMEeTHOM  o0nacT  SBISETCS  OIEGHKa  BO3MOXKHOCTH  IIPAKTHYECKOH  peanm3aruu
pa3pabaTbIBaeMbIX anropuTMOB. 110 yka3aHHOH TeMaTHKe OIy0IMKOBAaHO JOCTaTOUHOE KOIMYECTBO
paboT, KOTOpBIE MOTYT CIIYXKHUTh OCHOBOH JalbHEHIINX HCCIIEI0BAHUIA.

B crarbe [4] aus penienus 3a1auu KiaaccupUKaniy 1 GUIBTPAIMu CETEBOro Tpapuka MpeaioKeHo
HCIOJNB30BAHUE MOJENU THNA «ciydaisbeiid jec» (random forest). B xome skcnepumeHTOB
MOTy4YeHB OLECHKU 3(GEKTUBHOCTH pPabOTHl IPENIOKEHHOIO AITOPUTMa KIacCU(PUKAIUU B
YCIOBUSAX HalIU4YUs U OTCYTCTBHS (POHOBOIO ceTeBOro Tpaduka. B pesympratax uccienoBaHUs
OTMEYEHO, 4YTO HCIIONb3yeMas MOJeNb MAalIMHHOTO OOYyYeHHs IEeMOHCTPHPYET BBICOKYIO
s} dekTHBHOCTE B OTIIOXKEHHOM peskuMe aHanm3a (offline), Ho mpu 06paboTke B pealbHOM BpeMEHN
TOYHOCTh KJIACCH(DMKAIMM CHMXKAeTCSl 10 TIPUYMHE BBICOKOH BPEMEHHOH CIIOKHOCTH H
HEOOXOIMMOCTH CHIDKEHHUS CIOXKHOCTH MOJENH I COONIOAEHUS TPeOOBaHHUH ONEepaTHBHOCTH.
Bmecte ¢ TeM B paboTe HE YTOYHSIOTCS HTOTOBBIE HACTPOMKM HCHONB3yeMOW MOJENHM W He
TOATBEPKAAETCS UX ONTHMAJIBHOCTb.

B pabote [5] paccmarpuBaercs IpHUMEHEHUE TEXHOJIOTMH HEHPOHHBIX ceTell A1 0OHapy>KeHUs
OorHer-aTak. [Ipennmaraemas Mozens (MHOTOCIOHHBINH NEPCENTPOH), 0OOy4eHHas Ha IIyOIMYHOM
Habope nmaHHBIX CSE-CIC-IDS2018, meMOHCTpupyeT Ha TECTOBBIX AAHHBIX BBICOKOE KaueCTBO
oOHapyxeHUsI — Onm3Kkoe K enuHHMNe 3HadeHHe Fl-mepel. OIHAaKo aBTOPHI HE PACKPHIBAIOT
ocobeHHOCTEH (opMHpOBaHMA TecToBOro HaboOpa MaHHBIX W HE OIEHUBAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTB
niepeo0yIeHust MOJEIH.

B wuccnenoBanuu [6] mpOBOIUTCS 3KCIEPUMEHTAIBHOE CPABHEHHE CEMH Pa3IMYHBIX Mojenei
MAaIIMHHOTO OOYYEHHs, HCIOIb3YeMBIX IS OOHApY)KEHHsS KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX aTaK. PaccMOTpeHbI
anroput™bl: Naive Bayes, QDA, Random Forest, ID3, AdaBoost, MLP u K Nearest Neighbors.
OOydeHue 1 TeCTUPOBAHUE MOJIENIEH BBIONHEHO Ha MyOmuHoM Habope naHbix CICIDS2017, npu
9TOM IpeIBAPUTEILHO ObLI IPOBEJCH aHANU3 3HAYMMOCTHU IIPU3HAKOB U BBIIIOTHEHO COKpalleHUe
Pa3MEpHOCTH MPH3HAKOBOTO IPOCTPaHCTBA. B paboTe moirydeHs! BBICOKHE TTOKA3aTel TOYHOCTH
00Hapy>KeHHUs aTak, OJHAKO IpeJJlaraeMble PEIIeHUs He anpoOHpOBaMCh HA PeaTbHOM CETeBOM
tpaduxe. Kpome Toro, paccMatprBaeMble B CTaThe MOJIENH MAITMHHOTO 00yYEHHMS HCIIOIb30BAINCh
C IapaMeTpaMy 110 YMOJIYaHUIO, YTO HE MO3BOJIAET CHEIaTh BBIBOJ O BO3MOMKHOCTH ONTHMH3ALMU
TapaMeTpoB M TTOBBIIICHHN TOYHOCTH OOHAPYKEHHSI.

B oTMedeHHBIX BhIIIE paboTax 0JpOOHO ONMCAHbI BADUAHTHI PEAIN3aLlM1 TEXHOIOTHI MAIIMHHOTIO
00yJeHnsI, TIPUBEICHBI OLCHKH TOYHOCTH OOHAPYXEHHUs aTak B MPHIOKEHUSIX HH(POPMAIMOHHOH
6esomacHocTH. OTHAKO OIMyOINKOBAaHHBIE PE3YIbTATHl HOCST HEIOCTATOYHO ITOTHBIA M CHCTEMHBIH
XapakTep ¢ TOYKU 3PEHHS OIIEHKH MPaKTHIECKON IIPUMEHNMOCTH, OCTaBJIsAs 03 OTBETOB BOIPOCH
ONTUMAJbHON HACTPOUKH MapaMeTpoB MOAENeH, ampoOaluy U IPUMEHEHUS IPEIBApPUTENbHO
00yueHHBIX MoJIeIed Ha CeTSAX ¢ OTIMYHBIMU XapaKTePUCTUKAMH, BCTPAaHBaHUS Pa3padaThIBaeMBbIX
MIPOTpaMMHBIX MOAYJeH B AEHCTBYIOIINE CUCTEMBl M KOMIUICKCHI, (opManus3anuu TpeGoBaHUN K
MIPOU3BOAUTENPHOCTH AINAapaTHO-IPOrPAMMHON MIAaTGOPMBIL U Ap.

Pemaemass B JaHHOM HCCJIEOBaHMH 3ajlaya 3aKJIIOYAETCd B NPAKTUYECKOH peanusalud Makera
CHCTeMBI OOHAapy)KeHHs aTak Ha OCHOBE MOJENM MAIIMHHOTO OOyYeHHS, ONTHMAaIbHOM
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(KBa3WONTUMAIIBHOM) BEIOOpE THIIEpIIapaMeTPOB MOJICIH 1 alTpoOaInH IPEeIaraeMbIX peIieHui Ha
peanbHOl ceTeBOi HHPPACTPYKTYpE.

Maker pa3pabotan Ha s3bike Python ¢ ucnombp3oBaHHeM CBOOOIHO PacHpOCTPAaHIEMOIO MakKeTa
scikit-learn, ucXoAHBII KOA MpOEKTa JOCTyIEH s BbIMOoNHeHUS B cperge Google Colaboratory:
https://colab.research.google.com/github/infosecdemos/ml-2020/blob/master/ml-ids/web-attack-
detection.ipynb.

3. dopmuposaHue npuzHaKkoeo20 rnpocmpaHcmea

Jlns oOydeHHst cHCTeMBI OOHapyKEHHs aTaK CPeI JOCTYIHBIX ITyOJIMYHBIX HAaOOpOB JaHHBIX
(DARPA1998, KDD1999, ISCX2012, ADFA2013 u ap.) BeiOpaH oauH 13 HanOoiee akTyaJbHBIX
— «Intrusion Detection Evaluation Datasety CICIDS2017 [8, 9]. Habop mamusix CICIDS2017
noarorosneH KanajgckuMm MHCTHUTYTOM KuOepOE30MacHOCTH IO pe3ylbTaTaM aHalHu3a CETEBOIO
Tpaduka B HM30IHPOBAHHOM cpele, B KOTOPOH MOAENUPOBANMCH IAeiicTBHA 25 JeraibHbBIX
HOJIB30BaTENeH, a TakKe BPeAOHOCHBIE elicTBus Hapymutenel [ 10]. Habop o6benunser 6oaee 50
I'6 «chipbIx» nanHbIX B hopmare PCAP u Birouaet 8 npenodpadoranHsIx ¢aiinos B popmare CSV,
COZIEpKAIMX Pa3MEUCHHBIC CECCUH C BBIJCICHHBIMH IPU3HAKAMU B Pa3Hble JHU HaOIIOJCHHS.
Kpatkoe onucanue (aiioB U KOIUYECTBEHHBIH cOCTaB HA0Opa JaHHBIX IpeJCTaBIeHb! B Ta0IL. 1, 2.
Tabn. 1. Onucanue aiinos nabopa dannvix CICIDS2017

Table 1. Description of CICIDS2017 dataset files

Ne Ha3Banmue daiina Copepikammecst aTaku
1 Monday-WorkingHours.pcap ISCX.csv Benign (06bI4HBIH Tpaduk)
2 Tuesday-WorkingHours.pcap _ISCX.csv Benign, FTP-Patator, SSH-Patator
3 Wednesday-workingHours.pcap ISCX.csv Benign, DoS GoldenEye, DoS Hulk, DoS
Slowhttptest, DoS slowloris, Heartbleed
4 Thursday-WorkingHours-Morning- Benign, Web Attack — Brute Force, Web
WebAttacks.pcap ISCX.csv Attack — Sql Injection, Web Attack — XSS
5 Thursday-W orkingHours-Afternoon- Benign, Infiltration
Infilteration.pcap_ ISCX.csv
6 Friday-WorkingHours-Morning.pcap ISCX.csv Benign, Bot
7 Friday-WorkingHours-A fternoon- Benign, PortScan
PortScan.pcap ISCX.csv
8 Friday-WorkingHours-A fternoon- Benign, DDoS
DDos.pcap ISCX.csv

Tabn. 2. Konuyecmeennwiii cocmas Habopa dannwix CICIDS2017
Table 2. Number of attacks in the CICIDS2017 dataset

Ne Tun 3anucu KoJsimuecTBo 3anuceii
1 BENIGN 2359087
2 DoS Hulk 231072
3 PortScan 158930
4 DDoS 41835
5 DoS GoldenEye 10293
6 FTP-Patator 7938
7 SSH-Patator 5897
8 DoS slowloris 5796
9 DoS Slowhttptest 5499
10 Bot 1966
11 Infiltration 36
12 Heartbleed 11
13 Web Attack — Brute Force 1507
14 Web Attack — XSS 652
15 Web Attack — SQL Injection 21
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3.1 NpepBapuTenbHasa o6paboTka AaHHbIX

IIpu npoBeaeHUN IKCIIEPUMEHTOB JUIS COKPALICHHS BDEMEHH BBIYUCICHUH B 00yJaromiel BBIOOpKe

OCTaBJICH €JMHCTBEHHBIN KJlacC KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTak — BeO-ataku (Brute Force, XSS, SQL

Injection). [y aTOro mcnosib3oBayicss Habop AaHHBIX WebAttacks, moAroTOBIEHHBIN Ha OCHOBE

obpaborkn  ¢aiina  Thursday-WorkingHours-Morming-WebAttacks.pcap ISCX.csv.  Habop

WebAttacks Bkirouaer 458968 3amuceit, u3 koTopbix 2180 oTHOCATCS K BeO-aTakaM, OCTaIbHBIC —

K HOpMaJBHOMY TpaQuKy.

Kaxnas 3anuce B Habope nanHbix WebAttacks mpezacraBisier coOoi CETEBYIO CECCHUI0 U

XapakTepusyercs 84 npu3HaKaMH.

Otan mpeaBapuTensHOd 00paboTku mHoaBBIOOPKHM BeO-aTak WebAttacks Habopa maHHBIX

CICIDS2017 BKJIFOUaEeT CeLyIOMIyI0 OCIeA0BAaTEeNbHOCT JEHCTBHUIM:

1) wuckmouenue npusHaka «Fwd Header Length.1» (npusnaku «Fwd Header Length» u «Fwd
Header Length.1» sBisitoTCsl HACHTHYHBIMH);

2) ynanenwue 3anuceii ¢ null 3HavenussMu naeHTr pukaropa ceccuu «Flow IDy (13 458968 3amuceit
rocie yxaneHus ocrainock 170366 3anmceii);

3) 3aMeHa HEYMCIIOBBIX 3HaueHHH npu3HakoB «Flow Bytes/s», «Flow Packets/s» 3Hauenusmu -1;

4) 3ameHa HeonpeeneHHbIX 3HaYeHU# (NaN) 1 OeCKOHEYHBIX 3HAYCHUH 3HAYECHHUAMHU -1

5) mnpuBeneHUE CTPOKOBBIX 3HaueHHH npusHakoB «Flow ID», «Source IP», «Destination 1Py,
«Timestamp» k 4KCIOBBIM 3HaUeHUAM MeTozoM label encoding;

6) KoaupoBaHUE OTBETOB B 00yuaromieil BEIOOpKE B COOTBETCTBUH € IPaBUIOM: 0 — «HET aTakuy,
1 — «ecTh aTakay.

3.2 CamnnupoBaHue

IIpenodpaborannsiii Habop maHHBIX WebAttacks siBisercst HecOaJaHCHPOBAHHBIM: TIPH OOIIEM
kosmuecTBe 3ammceit 170366 wiace «HeT aTaku» o0beauHser 168186 3K3eMIUIIPOB, Kiace «ecTh
ataka» — 2180 sx3emruripoB [9]. Just ycTpaHeHus aucOagaHca KIaCCOB MPHMEHSETCS METO[
citydaifHOro coMIuMpoBaHus (cyOauckperusanus, undersampling), 3aKI0YarOnIMica B yAaJIeHAH
Clly4aifHO BBIOpaHHBIX 3K3EMIUIIPOB KJacca «HET aTakm». LlemeBoe COOTHOIIEHHWE KOJIMYECTBa
IK3EMILUISIPOB KJIACCOB «HET aTaKW» U «ecTh ataka» cocrasisier 70% / 30%.

3.3 OueHkKa 3HaYMMOCTU U OTOOP NpPU3HaKOB

IIpu paspaboTke MOmeNM MAaIIMHHOTO OOYYEHHS Ba)KHBIM SBILIETCS PEIICHHE O TOM, Kakue
MIPU3HAKH CJIEIyeT UCIIOIb30BaTh B KaUeCTBE BXOIHBIX JaHHBIX I o0ydaromiero anropurMa [11].
Ot16op npu3HakoB Hpu (HOPMUPOBAHUM IPH3HAKOBOIO MPOCTPAHCTBA SBIACTCS OOS3aTEIbHON
IpoLeIypol Kak Ha IOATOTOBHTENBHOM 3Tale (MpeAlIecTBYIOIeM OOydeHHIO), TaK M Ha JTale
OLICHKH TIOJy4EHHBIX PE3yJIbTATOB M MOCIEAYIOMIEH KOPPEKTHPOBKY 00yYaromel BBIOOPKH H/UIIH
rumnepnapaMerpos mMogenu [12].

IIpenBapurensHO U3 IPU3HAKOBOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA HCKIt0OUeHbI Ipu3Haku «Flow IDy, «Source IPy,
«Source Porty», «Destination IP», «Destination Port», «Protocol», «Timestamp» B npeInonoxeHuu,
YTO NMpPU3HAKU «(POPMBI» (COOTBETCTBYIOIIHE CTATHCTHKAM CETEeBOro Tpaduka) sSBIIOTCS Ooiee
3HAUUMBIMH A7 o0mmero ciydas. Kpome Toro, uckirouaeMble IPU3HAKU aJpeCcallid MOT'YT OBITh
OTHOCUTENBHO JIETKO MO/ IeIaHbl 3I0YMBIIUICHHUKOM U HE JOJDKHBI YUUTHIBATHCS IPU 00Y4EeHUU
[6].

AHann3 3HAYMMOCTH IIPU3HAKOB BBHIIIOJHEH C IIOMOIIBIO BCTPOCHHOIO MEXaHHM3Ma MeEToja
sklearn.ensemble.RandomForestClassifier ~ (arpubyr feature importances ), peanu3yromero
SHTPOMUHUHBIN OJIXO K OLICHKE BaXKHOCTH NPU3HAKOB.

IlepBbie pe3ynbTaThl OLIGHKM 3HAYUMOCTH TIOKAa3ajdd CHIBHYIO B3aHMOCBS3b IIPH3HAKOB
«Init Win_bytes backward», «Init Win_bytes forward» ¢ wMerkamu Kiacca B oOydaroeit
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BBIOOpKE, YTO MOXKET CBHJIETEIBCTBOBATH O JOIMYIIEHHBIX MOTPEIIHOCTAX HpH (OpMUPOBAHUHU
Ha0opa JaHHBIX. YKa3aHHBIC IPU3HAKH UCKIIOYEHBI U3 IPU3HAKOBOIO IIPOCTPAHCTBA.

HToroBsle pe3yIbTaThl aHAIN3a 3HAUUMOCTH [IPEJICTAaBICHBI Ha PUC. 1, CICOK OTPaHUYEH IEPBBIMHU
JBaJUATHIO IIPU3HAKAMH.

Feature Importances

Average Packet Size
Flow Bytes/s 4

Max Packet Length
Packet Length Mean -
Subflow Fwd Bytes

Fwd Packet Length Mean -
Fwd IAT Min

Avg Fwd Segment Size
Total Length of Fwd Packets -
Fwd IAT Std

Flow IAT Mean -

Fwd Packet Length Max -
Fwd Header Length -
Flow Duration -

Flow Packets/s 4

Flow IAT Std -

Fwd Packets/s 4

Fwd IAT Max -

Fwd IAT Mean

Bwd Header Length

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08
Relative Importance

Puc. 1. Pezynomamul ananuza 6ajicHocmu npu3Hakos
Fig. 1. Feature importance analysis results

3.4 CokpalueHue Npu3HaKoBOro NpocTpaHcTBa

Ha puc. 2 npencrapieHa KOppesIIUOHHAS MATPUIIA C TMHEHHBIMU KO3 GUIIMEHTaMU KOPPEILIIUT
(xo3pdunuentamu xoppensanuu [Tupcona), paccunTaHHBIME JJII BCeX Iap ABaAIaTH Hauboiee
3HAUUMBIX IIPU3HAKOB. HachIIEHHOCTh IBeTa 3alIMBKU  IIPONOPIMOHANbHA  3HAYCHUIO
k03¢ duIrenTa Koppesnum.
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Puc. 2. Pesynbmamoli KoppersyuoHno20 anauza 08aoyamu Haubonee 3HA4UMbIX NPUSHAKOS
Fig. 2. The results of the correlation analysis of the twenty most significant features

IIpoBeneHHBIN KOPPEIALMOHHBIA aHaIM3 IMOKa3al CHIBHYIO 3aBUCHUMOCTb MEXAy Hapamu
MIPU3HAKOB!

1) «Average Packet Size» u «Packet Length Meany;

2) «Subflow Fwd Bytes» u «Total Length of Fwd Packetsy;
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3) «Fwd Packet Length Mean» u «Avg Fwd Segment Sizey;
4) «Flow Duration» u «Fwd IAT Total»;
5) «Flow Packets/s» u «Fwd Packets/s»;
6) «Flow IAT Max» u «Fwd IAT Max».

Ilo pesympTaTaM KOPPENALMOHHOTO AaHANU3a U3 IIPU3HAKOBOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA HCKIIOYEHBI
cnenyromue npusHaku: «Packet Length Mean», «Subflow Fwd Bytesy, «Avg Fwd Segment Sizey,
«Fwd IAT Total», «Fwd Packets/s», «Fwd IAT Max».

[Tocne wWCKIMIOYEHHS MPU3HAKOB C HAWMEHBIICH 3HAYUMOCTBIO IIPU3HAKOBOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO

COKpAIeHo 10 o0bequHeHus 10 mpu3HaKoB:

1) «Average Packet Size», cpeanss qnuHa nons qaHebeIX nakera TCP/IP (nanee — quuHa makera);

2) «Flow Bytes/s», CkOpOCTb MOTOKA JTAHHBIX;

3) «Max Packet Length», MmakcumanbHas JUMHa MaKeTa;

4) «Fwd Packet Length Meany, cpenusis ajiHa epeaaHHbIX B MPSIMOM HANPaBJICHUH MTAKETOB;

5) «Fwd IAT Miny», MUHUMabHOE 3HaUeHHE MexrakeTHoro uutepsana (IAT, inter-arrival time)
B IIPSIMOM HAIIPaBIICHUH;

6) «Total Length of Fwd Packets», cymmapHas AiaMHa HepelaHHBIX B IPSIMOM HaIpaBICHUU
MAKETOB;

7) «Fwd IAT Std», cpenHekBagpaTHdecKOe OTKJIOHCHHE 3HAUCHUS MEXKIIAKeTHOI'O MHTEpBala B
IIPSMOM HAaIlpaBICHUU ITaKETOB;

8) «Flow IAT Meany, cpeaHee 3HaYCHHE MEKIIAKETHOI'O HHTEPBAIA;

9) «Fwd Packet Length Max», makcuManpHasi AJIMHA [EPEJAHHOTO B IPSMOM HAlpaBICHUHU
TaKera;

10) «Fwd Header Length», cymmapHas IiMHA 3arol0OBKOB IIAKETOB, NEPEJAHHBIX B IPIMOM
HAIPaBIICHUHU.

4. Bbi6bop, Hacmpolika, o6y4eHue modenu

4.1 Bbibop mogenu

Ha osrame BbiGOpa MoIend [Usl PEIIEHHs paccMaTpuBaeMod 3ajaud Kiaccupukanun Obuia
MPOM3BE/ICHA OLICHKA KavyecTBa HauboJiee PacpOCTPaHeHHBIX MOJIeIell MaIlIMHHOTO 00y4YeH s Ha
cOanaHcupoBaHHOW W TIpenoOpaboTaHHOM TOABBIOOpPKEe Beb-arak WebAttacks Habopa JaHHBIX
CICIDS2017.

KauectBO 0TBeTOB KIaccu(UKATOPOB (MOAENEH) CPABHUBAIOCH C MCIOJIB30BAHUEM CIICIYIOIIUX
METpHUK:

e 107 IPaBUIIBHBIX OTBETOB (accuracy);

®  TOYHOCTH (precision, HACKOJIBKO MOXKHO JIOBEPSITH KJIacCU(DUKATOPY);

e monHora (recall, kKak MHOro 0OBbEKTOB KJIacca «eCTh aTakay OmpeeNnser Kiaccu(ukaTop);

e Fl-mepa (F1-measure, rapMOHHYECKOE CPEJHEES MEKTY TOUHOCTBIO U MIOJIIHOTOM).

IIpu ompeneneHun 3HayeHUH METPUK KayeCTBa HCIOJNB3YIOTCS 3JIEMEHTHI MATpPUIBI OLIMOOK

(confusion matrix), COOTBETCTBYIOIINE KOIMYECTBY MPABHIBHBIX U HENPAaBHIbHBIX OTBETOB IIO
pe3ynbTaTaM TeCTUPOBaHMSA KiIaccupukaropa (Tadm. 3).

Tabn.3. Onucanue mampuysl owubOK Kraccupukamopa
Table 3. Classifier error matrix description

Oteer kiIaccupukaropa: | OTBer Ki1accudukaropa:
kiace 0, «<HeT aTaKm» kjaace 1, «ectb aTakay
IIpaBuabHblii oTBer: | TN FP
kiace 0, «<HeT aTaKn»
IpaBuabHelii orBer: | FN TP
kiaacc 1, «ecTb aTaka»
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TP (True Positive) o603HauaeT uCTHHHO-TIONOXUTENbHBIH oTBeT, TN (True Negative) — HCTHHHO-
orpuuareibheiii  otBer, FP (False Positive) — JI0KHO-TIOJOXKHUTENBHBI OTBET (JI0KHOE
cpabarpiBaHKe, ommbOka mepBoro poaa), FN (False Negative) — JI0)KHO-OTpHIIATEIBHBIA OTBET
(porryck atakd, ommbka BToporo poaa). C y4eroM HpHBEACHHBIX 0003HAUCHHUIT HCIIONb3yeMble
METPUKH Ka4eCTBa OIPECIAIOTCS CICAYIONIMMH BEIPXKCHUSMU:

Accuracy = TP + TN / (TP + FP + FN + TN);
Precision = TP / (TP + FP);

Recall=TP /(TP + FN);

F1 =2 * Precision * Recall / (Precision + Recall).

Jlst cpaBHEHHsT ObUTH BBIOpaHBI CIIEAYIONIME MOAETH (AJITOPUTMBI) MAIIMHHOTO OOyuYeHus (B
CKOOKax yKa3bIBAaeTCsl COKpAI[eHHOe 0003HAa4YeHHE U COOTBETCTBYIOILIAS peasiM3allisi MOACIH U3
cocTaBa nakera scikit-learn):
1) wmeron k ommxaiimmx coceneit (KNN, sklearn.neighbors.KNeighborsClassifier);
2) ™erox onopHbIX BekTopoB (SVM, sklearn.svm.SVC);
3) nepeBo pemenuit (CART, anropurm o0yuennst CART, sklearn.tree.DecisionTreeClassifier);
4) cnyuaiinbrit nec (RF, sklearn.ensemble.RandomForestClassifier);
5) Mozenb aJanTHBHOro OycTHHTra HaJl pemaronmm gepesoM (AdaBoost,
sklearn.ensemble.AdaBoostClassifier);
6) noructuueckas perpeccus (LR, sklearn.linear model.LogisticRegression);
7) ©aiiecoBckuii knaccudukarop (NB, sklearn.naive_bayes.GaussianNB);
8) nuHeWHBIN AucKkpUMHUHAHTHBIA aHamn3 (LDA,
sklearn.discriminant_analysis.LinearDiscriminantAnalysis);
9) KBaapaTHYHbIA JUCKPUMHUHAHTHBIN aHanu3 (QDA,
sklearn.discriminant _analysis.QuadraticDiscriminantAnalysis);
10) Muorocoiinsiii nepcentpon (MLP, sklearn.neural network.MLPClassifier).
OreHka KadecTBa KJIacCH(PUKaTOpoB MPOU3BOAMIACE Ha cOaTaHCHPOBAHHON M NpenoOpaboTaHHOH
moBbIOOpKe BeO-aTak WebAttacks nadopa manubix CICIDS2017 (cooTHOIIEHHE HOPMAJIBHOTO U
aHomainbHOro Tpapuka 70% / 30%, 20 nHanbonee 3HAYMMBIX NPU3HAKOB). B Tabn. 4 nmpuBeneHb
MOJTyYCHHBIC 3HAYCHUS MCTPHK KauecTBa, YCPEIHEHHBIC MO pe3yjbTaraM 5 HTepaiuidi Kpocc-
BaITH/IAIIAH.

Tabn. 4. Pesynomamul oyeHKu Kauecmea Kiaccugpukamopos
Table 4. Results of evaluation of quality of classifiers

Moneanb Accuracy | Precision Recall F1 Bpems
(aaropurm) BBITIOJTHEHHUS,
c

KNN 0.971 0.942 0.961 0.969 4.57

SVM 0.705 0.669 0.036 0.602 176.04
CART 0.975 0.973 0.946 0.969 1.53

RF 0.971 0.978 0.943 0.970 1.14
AdaBoost 0.978 0.962 0.965 0.973 23.40

LR 0.955 0.939 0.914 0.963 15.80
Naive Bayes 0.722 0.520 0.956 0.754 0.47

LDA 0.939 0.921 0.872 0.941 2.23

QDA 0.872 0.978 0.597 0.949 1.28

MLP 0.904 0.921 0.912 0.776 93.83

Hawnyumive pesyspratsl neMonctpupyrot moaenu (anroputmbl) KNN, CART, RF, AdaBoost, LR.
[IpuHuMass BO BHUMaHWE MUHUMAJIbHOE BPEMS BBIIIOJIHEHUS, IPUMEHEHHE MOJEIH «CIIy4alHBINH
nec» (RF) st penienus moctaBlieHHOM 3a1a4H SIBISIETCSt 00OCHOBaHHBIM BEIOOPOM.
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4.2 Hactporika n oby4yeHue moaenu

B kauecTBe UCMOIB3yEMOro KiacCH(pUKATOpa B MCCICJOBAHUH BEIOPaHA MOJICINb THITA «CIYYaifHBII
nec» RandomForestClassifier cBo6onHO pacmpocTpansemoro nakera scikit-learn, peanusyromras
rnoctpoeHue ancamOiIs aepeBbeB pemieHuil (decision tree) W XxapakTepusyemasi MOTCHIIMAIbHO
BBICOKOII 00001maroel cioCOOHOCTBIO IIPHU PEIIEHUH paccMaTpUBaeMOro Kiacca 3aaad [7].

JUi1s npoBeieH st KBa3HONTHMAJIEHOTO 110400pa ruIeprnapaMeTpoB MOJIEIH U OLIEHKH 00001naromei
CIIOCOOHOCTH HCIIONB3YIOTCSI YETHIPE METPHKU KAuecTBa: OIS MPABUIIBHBIX OTBETOB, TOYHOCTD,
nonHoTa, F1-mepa.

Cpenu HacTpamBaeMbIX THIIEpIIapaMETPOB BBHIOPAHEI CICAYIOLIME: KOJMYECTBO NEPEBBEB B JIECy
(n_estimators), MHHMMaJIbHOE YHCJIO OOBEKTOB B OXHOM JiMcTe JepeBa (min_samples leaf),
MakcuMaibHas IiryOuHa aepeBa (max_depth), MakcHMaibHOE KOJMYECTBO MPHU3HAKOB U OJJHOTO
nepeBa (max_features).

[Tpumep pesynbraToB mombopa oxHoro rumepnapamerpa (max depth) mpun ¢ukcHpoBaHHBIX
3HAYCHHUsX JAPYrMX THIeprnapamerpoB (n_estimators, min_samples leaf, max_features)
TpE/ICTaBICH Ha pUC.3 B BUAEC 3aBUCUMOCTH MeTpuku KadectBa (Fl-mepbl) or 3HadeHHS
HacTpauBaeMoro napamerpa (max_depth).

GridSearchCV results
1.00
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Puc. 3. I'pauxu 3asucumocmu mempuxu kavecmea (F-mepa) modenu «cayyaiinviil iecy
O MAKCUMATLHOU 21YOUHbl depesa 6 necy (max_depth)

Fig. 3. Graphs of the dependence of the F-measure on the max_depth hyper parameter
IIpoBeneHHbIN 3KCIIEPTHBIM aHAIN3 JOMOIHEH pe3yJibTaTaMHU BCTPOEHHOIO METOJia ONTUMHU3ALUU
napamerpoB GridSearchCV Oubmuoreku scikit-learn, HTOroBble 3HAYECHHs MapaMeTPOB MOIEIH
«cITydaiiHblIH J1ec» MpeacTaBIeHbl HUXKe:

RandomForestClassifier (bootstrap=True,
class_weight=None, criterion='gini',
max_depth=17, max_features=10, max_leaf nodes=None,
min_impurity decrease=0.0, min_impurity split=None,
min samples leaf=3, min samples split=2,
min_weight fraction_leaf=0.0, n_estimators=50,
n_jobs=None, oob score=False, random state=1, verbose=0,
warm_start=False)

5. TecmupoeaHue u anpobauusi modesnu

Hactpoennas u oOydennas momenb RandomForestClassifier Ha BaaMZalimOHHON BBIOOpPKE
MO3BOJTHIIA TTOTYYUTH OIleHKY 1moiHOTHI (recall) 0.961 u F1-mepsr 0.971 (3amyck Ne 1 B mpoTokoste
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9KCIIEpUMEHTa, Tabll. 5). JloCTHTHYTHIN Pe3yiIbTaT CBHICTEILCTBYET O BO3MOXKHOCTH ITOBBIICHUS
TOYHOCTH MOJENH 3a CYeT KBa3HONTHMAIBHOIO ION0Opa THIeplapaMeTpoB (B CpPaBHCHHH C
pesyibratamu nccienosanus [6], recall 0.94 u F1-mepa 0.94).

Jlns anpobaryu MOJieny Ha peanbHON ceTeBoi HH(PacTPyKType pa3paboTaH CeTeBOH aHAaIU3aTop
— cuuddep (131K nporpammupoBanusi C#, cpena paszpabotku Microsoft Visual Studio 2019).
AHanuzaTop MO3BOJSET INEPEXBATUTh IEPEIAaBACMbli CETEBOH TpadUK U C HCIOIb30BAHHEM
anroputMoB pekoHcTpyKuuu TCP ceccuif cBOOOAHO pacpocTpaHseMBbIX IPOrPaMMHBIX IPOLYKTOB
WireShark u TCP Session Reconstruction Tool BeimenuTs OTHeabHBIE ceccuu. JIst Kaxoi
coxpaHenHoit ceccun cuuddep xHa ocuone aaropurma CICFLOWMETER [13] Belaenser npu3Haku
U TaKuM 00pa3oM GopMHpyeT HabOp JaHHBIX.

B kauectBe arakyeMoro BeO-IPHIOXKEHUS HCIONb30Balach pa3pabOTaHHAs  KOHCOIb
aZMHHHUCTpaTopa Oe3omacHOCTH (s13bIK MporpammupoBanus PHP) ¢ eqMHCTBEHHBIM BKIIOUEHHBIM
MOAyJIeM aBTOpHU3aLuHy, QyHKIMOHUPYIONIas 0] yIpaBleHueM Beb-cepBepa Apache.
HopmanbHslil Tpaduk COOTBETCTBOBAT 3alpOcaM JICTaldbHBIX MOJIb30BaTeNel Ha MOAKIIOYEHUE K
KOHCOJIY aJIMHHHUCTPATOpa U aBTOpU3anuio. BpenoHocHbIl (aHOMaNbHBIH) TpaduK MOIEIHPOBAICS
nporpaMMHbIM cpeacTBoM OWASP ZAP u Brmouan Tpu tuma arak: Brute Force, XSS, SQL
Injection. CooTHoIIEHHE HOPMAJIBHOIO U aHOMAJIBHOIO TpaduKa B peallbHOM TECTOBOM Habope
na"aeix coctaBuino 70% / 30%.

Tabn. 5. [lpomokon sxcnepumenma

Table 5. Experiment protocol

OKCIepUMEHT /| 3amyck Nel 3amyck Ne2 3amyck Ne3
XapakTepuCTHKa
Jran o0yyeHus MoJ1eIu
Hcnonb3yemblit ChanaHcupoBaHHas u npenodpadorannas | ChopmupoBaHHbIH HabOp
Habop JTaHHBIX noaBeiOOpKa  BeO-atak ~ WebAttacks HaOopa | maHHBIX,
nanubix CICIDS2017. COOTBETCTBYIOLIHUX
7267 3anuceif, u3 HUX 5087 3K3eMIUIIPOB Kjlacca | peaabHOMY CETEeBOMY
«Her arakm» ¥ 2180 3K3eMIUIIPOB Kiacca «ecTb | Tpaduky
aTaKay.
OG6yuatoniast BeiOopka | 70% 3ammceil HCIIOIB3yeMOro Habopa JaHHBIX 70% 3anmcei
HCIIONB3yEMOTO Habopa
JTAHHBIX

Mopens wmamumuHOro | RandomForestClassifier(max_depth=17, RandomForestClassifier
00yueHUs max_features=10, min_samples_leaf=3, | (max_depth=None,
n_estimators=50) max_features="auto’,
min_samples_leaf=1,
n_estimators=250)

TIpusnakoBoe 1. Average Packet Size Flow Packets/s
MIPOCTPAHCTBO 2. Flow Bytes/s Flow IAT Max
3. Max Packet Length Bwd Packet Length Min
4. Fwd Packet Length Mean Flow Duration
5. Fwd IAT Min Flow IAT Mean
6. Total Length of Fwd Packets Flow IAT Std
7. FwdIAT Std Average Packet Size
8. Flow IAT Mean Fwd Packet Length Max
9. Fwd Packet Length Max Total Packets
10. Fwd Header Length Fwd Header Length

ITan TECTUPOBAHUSA MOJEJIH
TecroBast BEIOOpKa 30% sammcei | 100% sammceit | 30% 3anmcei

HCIIONIb3yeMoro Habopa | cOpMHPOBAHHOTO ucnonsdyemMoro  Habopa
nanneix. TecroBas u | HabGopa JlaHHBIX, | DaHHBIX.  TecroBas u
oOyuaromas BHIOOPKa HE | COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX oOyuaromiasi BbIOOpKa He

HUMECIOT nepecequm‘z’I.

pEaIBHOMY CETEBOMY
TpaduKy

UMCIOT nepece!{eHm‘z’I.
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3HaueHHs] METPHK KayecTBa

Accuracy 0.983 0.456 0.858
Precision 0.982 0.812 0.812
Recall 0.961 0.033 0.966
F1 0.971 0.064 0.882

IIpoBenenHble 3KcHepUMEHTH Ha c(HOPMHPOBAHHOM Habope NaHHBIX (3amycku Ne2, Ne3 B
MPOTOKOJIE SKCIEPUMEHTa, Tabl. 5) MoKa3ajal HEBO3MOXKHOCTh IMPUMEHEHUS! MOJIENH, 00y4eHHOM
Ha HaOope nanubix CICIDS2017, 1o ciaeayrommm npuarHaMm.

1. Anamu3 oOyuaromeill BbiOopku (HaGop ganHelx CICIDS2017) moka3siBaeT, 4TO XapakTep
MOJIENIIPYEMBIX KOMIBIOTEPHBIX aTak B HccienoBanuu [10] orauuaerca ot peanpHoro. Tak,
aTaku Tuna Brute Force mpHcyTCTBYIOT B cecCHX C MakCHMaJlbHBIMH cKopocTsiMu 10 10
Ko6uT/c, 4T0 HE COOTBETCTBYET CIydasiM IPUMEHEHHS aBTOMaTH3UPOBAaHHBIX CPENCTB Iepedopa
TapoJien.

2. Cpenu gecsiTu MPU3HAKOB C HauOOJbIIEH 3HAYMMOCTBIO YeThIpe npu3Haka — «Flow Bytes/s»
(cxkopocts motoka nauHbix), «Fwd IAT Min» (MHUHUMAaJIbHOE 3HAYEHHE MEXKIAKETHOTO
uHTepBana B npsMoM HamnpasieHunu), «Flow IAT Std» (cpenHexBampaTHdecKoe OTKIOHEHHE
3HAUEHUs MeXIaKeTHOro uurepnana), «Flow IAT Mean» (cpenHee 3HaueHUE MEXKIAKETHOTO
UHTEpBaNa) — HEMOCPEICTBEHHO 3aBHCAT OT (PU3UUECKOH CTPYKTYphl CETH, B KOTOpPOH
NPOU3BOAUTCS COOp CeTeBOoro Tpaduka, a TaKKe HACTPOCK CETEBOro 00opyaoBaHusi. B
oOygaromeM Ha0ope MJaHHBIX CECCHH C MpPU3HAKaMU Be0-aTak 3alMCaHbl C HU3KAMHU
3HAYEHUSIMU CKOPOCTH ITOTOKA M BBICOKMMH 3HAYEHUSIMHU MEXKIIAKeTHBIX MHTEPBAJIOB, YTO HE
COOTBETCTBYET XapaKTEepUCTHKaM pealibHOi cereBoil mHppacTpykrypsl (cets Ethernet 100
Mowur/c).

IomyuenHsle pe3ynbTaThl CBUACTEIBCTBYIOT O HEOOXOAUMOCTH O0yUYEHHS MpeATaraeMoi Moaenu
MAIIMHHOIO 00yueHHUs Ha Habope JaHHBIX, IIOTyYCHHOM Ha OCHOBE aHAJIU3a CETeBOro Tpaduka B
3allUIaeMol cetH. B HpoTMBHOM ciy4ae, IpU HCHOIB30BAHHU HpenoOydeHHOW Mopenu
00s3aTebHBIM SIBIAETCA COOTBETCTBUE (DPU3MUECKOH CTPYKTYpHI 3aIUIIAeMON CETH M CETH, B
KOTOpOi 00ydanachk MOJZENb, a TAKXKE HACTPOEK CETEBOr0 000PyJOBAHUSL.
OneHKa BBIYUCIUTENBHOM CIOXKHOCTU IPOM3BOJUIACH KOCBEHHBIM CIOCOOOM: pa3pabOTaHHBIN B
cpene Jupyter Notebook mMakeT cucTeMbl 0OHapy:KeHUs BeO-aTakK 3aIlyCKaJICs Ha IEePCOHAIBHOM
kommetotepe (mpomeccop Intel Core i15-2300 CPU @ 2300 I'Tu, O3Y 8 I'6) B pexume
obHapyxenust. TecToBblli HAOOp AaHHBIX cojepkan okojo 70000 3anmuMcaHHBIX CECCHiA, Bpemsi
obHapyxenust coctaBwio 0,74669 c¢. Takum o00pa3oM CKOpPOCTh OOHApyXeHHs BeO-aTak
oneHuBaercs BenrmunHou nopsiaka 100000 ceccuit B cekyHay.

6. 3aknroyeHue

JU1s OLEHKH HPUMEHHMOCTH COBPEMEHHBIX METOJOB MAUIMHHOTO OOy4eHHs B CHCTeMax
OOHapy>KeHUs] KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX aTaKk B HCCIICJOBAaHUHM IPOBEICH HSKCIEPHMEHT C HACTPOMKOH
MOJENIH «CIy4alHBI Jiec», oOyueHHeM Ha myOomuyHoM Habope nanHbix CICIDS2017 u
TECTHPOBAHUEM B PEATbHBIX YCIOBHSX.

Hactpoiika mapamerpoB BbiOpanHoro kiaccudukatopa RandomForestClassifier cBobogHO
pacmpocTpaHseMoro nakera scikit-learn mo3Bosnmia Ha BaJHIAMOHHOM BEIOOPKE ITOJIYYHTh OLICHKY
nosHOoTHI (recall) 0.961 u F1-meper 0.971 mis nabopa nanusix CICIDS2017, a Taroke 0.966 u 0.882
COOTBETCTBEHHO JUIsl COPMHPOBAHHOTO B HCCICAO0BAaHIH HAabOpa JaHHBIX.

HeBo3MOXKHOCTh TIPMMEHEHUSI MOJIENM Ha TECTOBOW BHIOOpKE, ITOJMYYCHHOH Ha OCHOBE aHalM3a
ceTeBoro Tpauka B peasbHOH KOMITBIOTEPHOM CETH, OOBSCHSICTCS TeM, YTO NMPH (pOPMHUPOBAHUU
oOyuaronieil BEIOOPKH XapaKTep MOJIEIUPYEMBIX KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTaK OTIHYAJICS OT PEasbHOTO.
Kpowme Toro, cpean aecsTH MpU3HAKOB ¢ HANOOJbIICH 3HAYNMOCTBIO YEThIpe MPpU3HaKa (CKOPOCTh
MOTOKA JIaHHBIX, MAHMMAaJbHOC 3HAYEHHE MEKIIAKETHOTO WHTEpBala B IPSIMOM HaIlpaBJICHHH,
CPCIHEKBAIPATHYECKOE OTKIOHEHHE 3HAYCHHS MEKIIAKETHOTO HMHTEpBala, CpeAHee 3HAUYCHUE
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MEXIIaKEeTHOTO HHTEPBaJIa) HEIOCPEACTBEHHO 3aBUCAT OT (PU3MUYECKOI CTPYKTYPHI CETH, B KOTOPOI
MIPOU3BOAMIICS COOP CeTeBOro Tpaduka, a TaKKe HACTPOEK ceTeBOro odopynoBanus. OTan4us B
(U3HIECKOi CTPYKType ceTel U HacTpoiikax 000pyJOBaHUS NPUBOIAT K BOSHUKHOBEHHUIO OIINOOK
KJIaccu(pHKaTOpa U CHIKEHHUIO TOYHOCTH MOJIEIIH.

[TpumeHeHue MOJIENIH «CIy4aiHBbIH JIeC) CTAHOBUTCS BO3MOXKHBIM IIPU YCIOBUHU IIPEIBAPUTEIBHOIO
obydeHus Mojenud Ha HaOOpe NaHHBIX, IOIYYE€HHOM HAa OCHOBE aHAIU3a CETEBOro Tpaduka B
3aIUIIaeMO’ ceTu (aHaJlore C COOTBETCTBYIOIUMMU XapaKTEPUCTUKAMU) U COZEPIKAIIeM IPU3HAKI
KJIacCH(HUIMPYEMBIX KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX aTak. [Ipu sToM Ha 3Tame cOopa U IMOATOTOBKU 00ydaromieit
BBIOOPKH HEOOX0IMMO u30eratbh pa30aJaHCHPOBAHHOCTH pACHpENCICHHS HOPMAIBHBIX U
AQHOMAJIBHBIX 3alMcel, YTO MOXET CTaTh NPUYMHOW IepeoOydeHHs MONEIH W/WIH PE3KOro
YBEJIMUYCHHS YMCIIA JIOKHBIX cpabaThiBaHui Kiaccuukaropa [3].

Peanu3anus mpeanaraeMbIX pelleHUil B CHCTEMax pealbHOro (OJIM3KOTO K pealbHOMY) BPEMEHH
npeanonaraet 3(dexkTuBHyI0 00pabOTKY M aHalIM3 BBICOKOCKOPOCTHBIX IOTOKOB JaHHBIX B
YCIIOBUSX NPU3HAKOBOTO NPOCTPAHCTBA OOMNBIION MOIIHOCTH M BO3MOXKHA JIUIIb IPU HAIMYUU
BBICOKOIIPOU3BOAUTENBHOM IMporpaMMHO-annapaTtHoid mnardopmsl. CHubkeHHe TpeOOBaHHU K
IPOU3BOAUTENPHOCTH BO3MOXKHO 32 CYET IPHUMEHEHHUs «MHOIOYPOBHEBBHIX» KIAaCCU(HUKATOPOB,
00BEIMHSIOMIX OBICTPBIC HU3K03()(HEKTUBHBIE MOIENHM Ha dTalle NPEABAPUTENEHON 00pabOTKI U
3¢} eKTHBHBIEC BEIYUCIUTENBHO CIOXKHBIC MOJIEN Ha 0oJiee BRICOKUX YPOBHSX [6].

VYka3aHHbIe OOCTOSTENbCTBA BMECTE C U3BECTHBIMHU PE3yIbTaTaMH UCCIEAOBAHUN IPEIMETHOH
00J1acTH TO3BOJIIOT ClIETIaTh BBIBOJ O BO3MOKHOCTH ITPUMEHEHHSI METOJIOB MAIIHHHOTO 00YYCHUS
JULSL TIOUCKA aHOMAJINI 1 0OHApYKEHHS KOMITBIOTEPHBIX aTak.

B zawmoueHuM HEOOXOAMMO OTMETUTh, YTO IEPCHEKTUBHBIM HAIPABICHUEM HalbHEHIINX
UCCIENOBAaHUN sBISIeTCA pa3paboTka alNrOpUTMOB OOHApyXKEHHS KOMIBIOTEPHBIX aTakK,
OCHOBAHHBIX HA HCIIOIb30BAHMU HE3aBUCHMBIX OT (DU3MYECKOH CTPYKTYypBl CETH H HACTPOEK
UCIIONB3yeMOr0o 00OpyNOBaHUS IPHU3HAKOB, a TAKKe MCIOJIB30BAHUH TEXHOJOTHil TIIyOOKOro
obyueHuss HelpoHHbIX cereil (deep learning), KOTOpble IEMOHCTPHPYIOT Oojiee BBICOKHE
pe3ynbTaThl IO CPaBHEHHMIO C JPYTMMH METOJaMHU IIPU PEIICHUH ILIMPOKOTrOo Kpyra 3ajaad
(pacro3HaBaHusI pevH, KiacCu(pHKauu n300paxKeH i, aBTOMaTHYECKOro riepeBoja u ap.) [14].
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