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DDoS Attack Detection System Based on eBPF and LSTM
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Abstract: For DDoS attack detection in abnormal network traffic detection, previous deep learning-based solutions
construct models and optimize parameters on datasets separated from system entities. This paper proposed and
implemented a network anomaly traffic detection system based on network traffic characteristic analysis that combined
Linux kernel observation technology eBPF (extended Berkeley Packet Filter) with deep learning technology. The system
used eBPF to efficiently collect network traffic feature data directly from the bottom layer of the Linux kernel network
stack,, and then used a deep learning system based on the Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) to detect abnormal network
traffic. In the specific implementation, the system first collected network traffic characteristic data through the eBPF
program mount point in the bottom XDP (eXpress Data Path) of the Linux kernel network stack. LSTM was used to build
neural network model and predict classification. The experimental results obtained by applying the system to a simulated
experimental network environment showed that the recognition accuracy of the system reached 97. 9%. At the same time,
in the case of using this system, the throughput rate of TCP and UDP communication in the network dropped by only
8.53% on average. The results show that the system has a low impact on network communication, achieves better
detection results, has the availability, and provides a new solution for abnormal network traffic detection.

Keywords : attack detection; Linux kernel observation technology; long short—term memory network ; deep learning

Wk H 1:2022-03-05 {2181 H 91:2022-05-18  SCiE4i"S : 1672-058X (2023) 02-0036-08

TEATRIST : B (1998—) 55 IR 4 FHA B AIF 502k Ao mi v RE T HREIE ST

WIS TR E (1982—) , B, =AM HA A 3000, W17 5 04 20T BT . Email : wangje@ njupt. edu. en.

SRS BRTE, (E, £RA. JET eBPF 5 LSTM 19 DDoS BGili il R Se [J]. HPC TR =24 ( A AR ,2023,40(2)
36—43.
CHANG Wuyang, FU Xiong, WANG Junchang. DDoS attack detection system based on eBPF and LSTM [J]. Journal of
Chongqing Technology and Business University ( Natural Science Edition) ,2023,40(2) :36—43.



%24

E R ¥ ,% . 2T eBPF 5 LSTM # DDoS 3K # &l % % 37

1 51 5

DDoS e AR 4 e o Ji B ] 43 Ry 2 | B — 2K 2 A
PR {5 ML) U TR R G S B 2 46 G e s S et O 2% —
S S (R BS A LE AZ 5 IR 55 A Ak B 4 S A 4
AR e B S O, B2 E RS A Ok e
WIER RS o 38 2t R s 2 1 32 5 RS54 ik R
SR I R, W b 2 g A Ak B
I 253 R B4 R, A HE TG o A B OE R G 45 40K, B
U, AT LT — A~ 2R 40 MATR 2% B4 I 45 3 2 o 4 ) 446
SR,

eBPF J&—Fil 1 7E Linux PR BRBCE A VLI 5 3K
A3 AT 8 HE B AR, ) 1z A T R 4% 4 i O
St HAE Linux PIAZ 265 4% 09 HE 2805 XDP > & A
PRI B 4 fi D0 28 B5 0 B0 1 b T, eBPF LA
Python {E R A& 1# 5 BRI T E 4 BCC(BPF Compiler
Collection) , #it BCC 7] LLKE PN A% e 5 1) ) 25 i o
B A8 B A3 BRI AL HL

sbulb? JF & T —AMdi il XDP I % 1Y UDP 1% F
A DMELEERE P 0955 IR 55 2 S ) 2 ) =2
R XA A2 —Fhim & e 1P Huhk TAER)
52 NAT 3 i

MicroBPF"*' FI| FH eBPF M PIAZ AR 3K TCP PpisL 19 4%
WAES R S, TR S 2 i Re 2
W, EHN A G G E S B, K
gt HATA 16 b5, 0 E & 26 H AR B I 09 50 42
e 0 KN B 900 A e T 2 R R SE R
HIA0 >, B 4% TCP JZ 1P J2 MAC JZ, 2% 1 4E 3R F1
FHIZ4ER

SCHRL S TWRFE PRI AN 22491 2 B, eBPF W] T £ 1)
RN 1 BE M A5 A ad U8 IV . XDP 2 7 0 45 HE Ak
Z AT ARG ], AR5 8 A AL U8, W0 DoS iRy, M
AR SAE WA T DA AT 8 T AT
KT HAEL , XDP AT LU= AR PUAEAOPERE

T A b7 P A ] R A D3 e A7 78 A R ik
S B, SCHRL 6 B M T —Fh 25 25 090 265 T ORI 14
MRS, XARGHET eBPF I3 AR R P A
L7/14 JZ2 M EMSEE BAF B, AR5 T LSS %~ )
o7 FH P 45 4 B R ) A8 4 0 T2 I8, 43 A A [R) g 1)
o0 245 RIS 2 157 FLAAR I SE 1] pod , LIRS BMLTE &
%) IO 25 P8 B [ B2 457 RN 3T

P, A SCIE T eBPF (9485, $2 Hh I S 80— b 3
T eBPF (IR 55 A TE S B HE AR Y Linux 45 55 i
WM RS, ER—FMIE AR, AT EYRE
B AR 55 3 B0 A5 AN 1 08 A Linux PR W] 0L

AR P45 55 A R B

BLaR2 2 I UR B 24 2 5 R B e g 31 57 3
W, A TEEAY A TF AT AR AR T 2R G DA £ s
BEIEZ IR A T N BN IF & B AR S 52—,
Sharafaldin'7 3@ 32 20 HF A 1998 4E LIS K 11 4~ JFAf
FHI T ARG 28 55 00 50808 4, R 0 30 0 0040 4 %o
s 5 0 R R 2 Bl = R £ R A R R BRI,
Sharafaldin 42 B—>8r 1965 12 F ) 28 X5 2 A i ]
FHF AR 2 G0 16 B8 4, I it FH B ATL A AR Il )9 35
PN 80 AN It 1 RRAIE () AR £ Hp $2 B A 4 4R i
. ZJa, X H-E R WAL 2% 2 B A e A
FE R A 1 PR RE R

Finelame® i & I P48 1 — ol 357 09 2000 BE 7 FH 2
¥ DoS KriMIHESE X E—FP i T K-means B 3L 1
HTRLIAE XS FR DoS Mt ifi i S HHEZE . 7 Finelame
o P AR AR A R AR R AR 1 3 R b BRI
GEFNZETR . HREATTE , Finelame [ BERE R 0 IR T
T CPU ., N A 77 % 0 190 2% 4 %, 3l 1 i A
eBPF £ AR F1, Finelame LA 45 F1HE 410K7 BE i 515X —
A AR E BB A2 7E X 45 3 K B 3R 58 Z 115 LA B AE ) 4%
TR R AR RS TR S AG I 21 AS [] (AR R

LUCID" J&—A~ 32 I 8 i G VR 2 ) DDoS
Kl 258, 2 A B A A 2 M 4% (CNN) 2 T — N4
MESNEERERRER RN RS, X TER M
P 2% (A TR R A5 D 5, 30 Ao A — A o 4 3000 o A
At ) i 1 4 5080 £ 488 R AUE 5090 2 B 2
BEAL A A 38 o ol FH A B B B DR 36 1F J , LUCID
FEARAL B ] R REEAR I (RS B, BT80N B —
AFEETFEERE FI WL A 8L K 102 46 (LSTM) #:
W75 2P0 T AEA I DDoS T o A6 I I 588 3 78 X fi)
LSTM #1228 [0 26 235 A6 HROIN AT 788 3 AL, 76 56 1 AR 415 R
AN EI R SR S A 5 €/ A L Bu R
FH CAIDA-2007 %4 S 50 0F ) , B0 UE 25 S 2 By ikl
FEAT BRI BE IR T B2 I R A (R AR A5 L, BB A% 4 o 4G U
DDoS H i I HER R

G W 248 40 SR AR AL 58 7 11 e i
SR B R e, 50 R R, ML S ik W kAT
SR VRRIE TRE . 38 4 7 A5 45 L XA A AL Il 25 5
W, A 1R 22 3 TR BE 2% >0 10 J7 16 ] DAUEAf b [X 43 1E
WS SR T R 2 20 H R A I A A
JE AR R X 245 S G ) [ 30 %) — b e 80 5, (R 2 81
A B TAEW LVCID™ st i 1) 2 3 T 304 A FF A %L
AR T R T ARG AR AL, — A~ ] LAZE S PRk
FEIREE R T AR N 45 55 B A R G S TE R G



38 ERIHAEER(E AFEH)

%40 %

SN0 24 U AR S RE AR TN E BE

AR BRGESCRFAE Linux PN 9 268 A MAC S 190 2% O 6 £
B IR IR TP JCH 4l 1 56, TCP 4 SCBE i &R
1 UDP P Bl i B w945 B B X AN [8) 4 190 285 b
W, RG] o AR H B K 1 £ B e e A5
I8 Linux NAZRIZEER I ], SRS, R G0 1 1LST™
M2 255 K A 1) 0 AR L 23 BT MACER B s R i S
RIZE R, ARG EE T AR R Prid

Si— il eBPF SHARSCHARM E T —ME
Linux PRI 00 28 A 1 B 2 WAL 190 2% 7 el 1) T L
XA T AT AR FE AR G L 00 25 37 f 5080 A Linux
PNAZ IG5 il P 28 A OGR4 (RGO

S A U BB A T — A R AL
AR B, 308 3 LSTM A 3 8 % 2 2 > A I ASE 7
LA LT eBPF (4 00 45 370 B $2 M T B 415 —
T ) 9 405 S AL R
2 RGExiH59ca

AHTHE I IR RGBT S LA, EE A
iR A S A B 2 A AT . REER BT
BB AL 0] 7R R IRI AL 1 s, Rk R B At 1], 52
LNRGLE TR, REWNBT 0 N =B, —
BB ISR ST X A B Be i R iy Hxis i —IKk,
TR IR R L RS 25 5 = Bl . 28 — B
B AR M 45 300 e O | AR SR AE X A B BORS B BIR 25
10 PP LA EE M2 it Rdi . 20 B BEAO AR PR 5 50 =
WrE R R G ia AT i B b I M S B s T, AR
=B BB > B B, AEIXAN B B, RGO AT
FR RN ) B 30 AT T O 288 A, R gt 2%
A PR RS "R BLaty

A

roOBTBe L YNy

I
)
]
6}
w ) A
fﬁ | BB g B
2 2L |
LS
: A 4 A 4
1o BBE3: BOWBIN A4
5%
4
v

E1 RFEETEETEE
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of system operation logic
2.1 BdiRg SR
A AT eBPF 34~ T HACE] 1 40 st e 4R Hicdls , 10

B AW TR ARZH NS, FEA R eBPF 2T
W BEHAT, T 240 T AR, 2tk A%, A P9 2 B
SEULE | E R AR — R AN SR X e (45 A N
25 A B s A A B BE X X AN [l 8, BT BCC
(BPF Compiler Collection)[“] XANTHE BREET
eBPF [ Linux PIAZ 20 #  BRES W45 Wi T HAE, 78
BCC Hra] LU ] Python 1E 4 A H 47 4 f2 , BCC I H
LLVM Clang 4ii54% , X 4545 B A eBPF Jq i, 1 LA
¥ CAUAD 55 45t i eBPF 715 8%, SR J5 4 ] bpf R 4t
HL,% eBPF =15 ik 2 ], i Hax 4> T H AR
Je , FE & NG AT LA 5 A G A A5 Bl sR U5 ) eBPF B
BS54 map , IR LWL S Python H (1% 4H G B4
454, BCC LA LR Sk IF & A LRI eBPF (13 i
FEAK, RGMEH BCC 15— RS IUAE 7 WL TR B
) P 26 45 i T B AR FE Python 1E NIRRT,
Hr i TARRGEELEN Tensorflow,

mE 2 Fros, 900 8Os WA TAE i e
Linux PIRZRIZ8A% HLAY eBPF B 58 M, SR B3 22
eBPF (RIS AE B T. B4 BCC 144 RNN A& il B v
LSTM A6 I 455 8 52 BOAS I 2041 55 43 28 000

LinuxN #
i #eBPFFR J¥ EXDP TELT5

eBPFE 11 HL

BCC
. 3 BPF_TABLE()

27111 ﬁ perl_outputf) R 2
e BPF 17 | gl
fffffffffffffff PRI
145 % { ,,,,, A

RSN . B HR,

CBPPET L At

4B AL B

SHG IR
Aub PR

2 HRWEREE
Fig.2 The flowchart of data collection process

TERG D i T XDP FiARK N eBPF 25 H: 3k
] Linux PAZM 28 Bk AR , X A7 X BELE R G A
) B R 55 R GE 5 Linux RGEACHSHIE LT &
2NV R L AT 10 2% e S8

P 3 s, XDP EE AL T Linux WA Z8ERAY
i, 14 eBPF B2 ) — Al 800, B Rt
WA ML, $% IEEE A3 EHLIN 45 5 2 1 R
—FE 1 Linux PIRZ R 45 At AR 7 (9 Bt 25 74



%24

B K ¥ ,% . 3T eBPF 5 LSTM # DDoS XK 4 1l £ 4 39

TRRS RSO K250, W 3 Fis, eM14
SJ2 T Struct ethhdr 45 44 142 3k 32 7R DL AR I it 11 3k
#, ff FH Struct iphdr 589 7R R R8P PR S5, fif
JH Struct tephdr 5 #8488 K78 TCP B Sk &8, 4
Struct udphdr Z5H4 1A KR UDP PR3

System Call Interface

Sockets
TCP/UDP
1P Struct iphdr
eBPF
Programme Traffic Control(TC)
Hooks T

eXpress Data Path(XDP):

NIC!

Struct xdp_md
Struct ethhdr

RX éTX
B3 Linux F#&M&RK
Fig. 3 Linux kernel network stack
it XDP HARIZTTHY eBPF B /7 (13817 B8 & —
A H N AL 3 25T Struct xdp_md, 7E Struct xdp_md
M) 5 Data F11 Data_end X AN AR 4 AL T AT
fift T2 B 20y 215 38k R 1) L DA T gt 1 X3 ) S b

AR HLHE i 3 P S22 5 A] DUARBCTE Linux A% )
AR RN 1P R MR SCRY S5 H4 1AFD TCP/UDP )2 3%
NS ZE AR, B R Data 1 Data_end HH 77 fif
bk 2 EATH C 15 F BB RN 32 i TS
Integer, A T HUH Data Fil Data_end $8 1] R £7fif X 35k
FERRIEE 1 e/ S AT T R B A s o 4R T

# Data Fl Data_end $e4 hH5 5t 5, 5T LAGRAIS %
735 DA PO gt 118 Sk S P 85 40 A >Fe Xof D) 4% 3 2 1464 T A K
R E) 1P %5 407 2] TCP/UDP 440 (10 )2 12 0.,
JZZRBEAR) TAE T . RN 9 T8 BCC
HHF TNEPITIE , N eBPF BilE s 23 153 ™ 4
MRS A N AR AR Ryl S g A AR R Y AR — 2
BT RS A

UL DDoS Hiti 75 =4 SYN flood 1 ACK flood
FIE T BRI R, 78S B Ta] P [ 52 536 IR 55 4
k5 IEH L i i 1Y TCP/UDP Ml TP PhSURRAE AR
—FE L, BT LA, AT RURIH DL B s, A Linux A
O 245 A48 P 5 U i 4 BB P 4 3 B, AR 38 F LSTM. Al A5
RUALPR . NZR 1 s AR 3T UL DDoS Mt 1 43 #r Fl
%% Sharafaldin' " () TAE , RGBT LLF M4 7845
(IREFSN R T

x1 FRIREERHIER

Table 1 Characteristics of original data

HrAE 2 7 HIE R R (2 A
saddr TR 3k iphdr u32
daddr A 93k ak iphdr u32

o tephdr/
source R ENE 2 ul6
udphdr
L tephdr/
dest B & AL 2 ul6
udphdr
source_mac B EAHMAC 33k ethhdr unsigned char *
syn_nums %t TCP i#13 7 syn 47.& B I A2 tephdr u32
fin_nums %t TCP #843 F fin 47 & th ILAG A4 tephdr u32
total_length it [P Wbk B A 2095 L6 K E iphdr u32
packets_length_max it 3 IP bk T A HIE G P K E AR KA iphdr ul6é
packets_length_min it 3 IP bk T A HIE G P K E R KL iphdr ul6
packets_nums JA T4t BT IP ek PT A H 3B L F iphdr u32

first_t
newest_t
last_t
idle_t_min

idle_t_max

macs

P8R 430G B )

T R A — KK F) S &0 B 1)
P8k b — RO B 438 G 84 T i
LFEF A E N
LR R K F AR

B T4t El— MAC 3uht FA % 0 IP N, % £ % % BPF_HASH %,

bk MAC ¥oht 5% IP H454 R

BPF #5 8l & 4« u64
BPF # 85 & 4L u64
BPF 4 85 % 4L u64
BPF 4 85 & 4L u64
BPF 4 85 % 4k u64
ethhdr BPF_HASH




40 ERIHAFFR(AAFRER)

%40 %

2.2 Ediorbr

RYCR T EET LSTM 5 2 1) pi 28 ) 28 85 R4 hy
BRI T H, i 1 R, RSk eBPF A
SR A 5 B DO 245 37 2 A MR AR IS B BE sS
R IR B 5 BB A S W0 T AE 6500 22 F or 25 4%
TS , X A E s R A 7 AR e e 45, oAb BRZE R an 3k
2 iR, e, B TR AR B i) b B R R R
TEBERR 5 B A — AL 3

F2 EXHURFHER

Table 2 Characteristics of formal data

AR 4 R ®
syn_nums J& %% syn_nums
fin_nums J& 45 fin_nums

total_length JB. % total_length

packets_length_max JR. %5 packets_length_max

packets_length_min J& 4% packets_length_ min

packets_nums JB % packets_nums

HELFHKE

average_length
dur newest_t —last _t
J& 45 idle_t_min

idle_t_min

J& 45 idle_t_max

idle_t_max

Lix A at %A A0 F 49 mac Mok d9 3 B

W source_mac 5 macs & ) K £F

ips_count_with

_same_mac
o ARES R A My TR RE A ISR S B
label BAEARIE A T2 TR K TR B XA AE

A

AR A A o AR i T 0 LB AR SO
T =T VirtualBox $5HE 1Y 52 LAY £ FHLAC 50 A58
WA 4 feos #3568 T BIAUE y SEmpLas , b oy A R
G TR S5 f &% Ubuntu 48, R 55 AN FH 10 iR
Fam K ik SR W RO IE RO B 0K P um & 2
Windows10 ¥ Ubuntu 254t AHHE DDoS B 5L KI5
AR HOIC 1 SlowHTTPTest /> DDoS T i #5481
BAE IR BCE RS TR,

P
SlowHTTPTest

Ubuntu client

Windows 10 client 1

DDoS DDoS
L »
1 1)
U 1)
——P
Benign O
Ubuntu Server

~
10 client 2
B4 IBRHEREE
Fig. 4 Schematic diagram of experimental environment

HOIC J&—Fa] DU H Z T B A5 ik 55 #6175
B HTTP oK) DDOS Mrahi i, WA K Bt
A UDP Flood . TCP Flood #1 SYN Flood ., SlowHTTPTest
e AT LA A b 55 At AT ik HTTP Bredi ) DoS 2
i, SlowHTTPTest i Y Ji 3R ik 55 #% 76 2 i 2
SEREMIE R G A 2 BEA T AL B, 3 I B0 R 25 7 I 1) 22 16 R
JEGAG B RIRATERE, 55 a2 AR o5 P Y i 4
BER, AR S B IR 55 a8 1 BT IR AE 56 25|
AR FE 4 R 55, SlowHTTPT est B] £ 48L% WLAY slowloris
DoS Mt

X T IE I O A SR A WA S I A )
I 12 55 25 b UL T A FH 2R TS 18 0 24 30 W, DA T >R
LIEFH G, RESNBIES, W I 46 4
TAGHIN 732 B4 22 00 24 -] B AR SC S B SR A B o
AR B,

FRGEH e H R I A P L T B 22 R 2% RNN £5
HEROR IR, T AR IBCRE % 45 2R I AR G A A
B EHE T RNN (19 3 RS BB 3K SimpleRNN, KA ICAZ
2% (LSTM) H1 1 T 41 4500 ( GRU ) A1 DA fi i 4 22 FL.
TC, 8 A IR v R AT 22 0 18 A% 22
IZ UL W28 Z S HAR R T 3 Rt R
BRI, HIRdd #5820 BUBTE Dy
FLIRGE R ALl ST ) IR BB ) Bt 4R . B 0
06 B RSt AR 4 At A SR TR B — A A T AT A A
= TR S eBPF R IR R T S
— ARG A BRSO RS R ST



%24

B R, % T eBPF 5 LSTM £ DDoS % # # 3ll % 4t 41

15 ELIREE ) 3 B, 8] A U ASS 0 ) 5 i 22 T 4% 22 L)
R4S T2 BB, TR s A 8 45 45 A8 T ASE 700 5ot A vl
A B (B A I E B S 78 (B A o

2 ik 2250 ek RS AR AR f R g A5 TR 4 EL R B
SimpleRNN BARBAIHER 24 0. 92, LSTM B35 AL i
1% 4 0. 98, GRU LB R ERA %8 0. 97, LSTM Y
MR AN & 5 s, ERE AL S skt LG
WETHAMERN 0.2 1 Dropout }%,4@%3&&@{5%755
K eRA, M Adam VENPRALSRT: . 78 R GE R A ASE A
oS LSTM 2 19 it 28 BT 50 1 43 301 &0 100 A1
80, PN 4t 2 2 1l 22 TN B00 o 128 FE AR
BH.,

LSTM [#=Dropout > LSTM

Dense |« Dense [“@—Dropout

5 RGEMEEME M &

Fig. 5 Neural network structure of system detection model

3 SR SEURS
3.1 SEUSIAEGE

AU AR B9 PR 55 A K ABILA B, A% SC
PRI T I 4 B 7R SERG FREE b i il 55 45 F1 Ubuntu R EEHY
FPum by, WA 6 Fran, M S T —Fh 4k
Qperf [ £ PE BB AEAE A Linux P25 PR 2 A58
TH KRS 251ER Qperf 9% 7' %, Ubuntu 75 7 i E
9 Qperf B S5#% . ARMIAIE A 7 I3 2 48 1) £dis
AR ¥ XDP B2 7 )i sl Jm X Linux i 55 18 W45 SR Getk
REASZIN B Snort 1 X 26 14 BE S 22 Ge M BE TR AE I XT
Fbo Snort J&—FPREGS IR M 28 E 4l T AR I B o SO
HEA T I o AL B ARSI RS

Qperf client Qperf server
Snort
]
' S

‘ ‘ Ubuntu client 1

Ubuntu Server
6 WXRETEE
Fig. 6 Schematic diagram of test environment
3.2 ASPEREITRES T
P 28115 G -5 1) 245 S 35 2 I 45 P E ) L TR 48 A, S

55 2L Snort MEFR AR N XF HE, XF TCP Al UDP Hp il fY
XA TR T T 25K, X TCP PhSGEE T A
R, B — 5 D 3 AR 2 4 B L K/ AL 1 bytes ]
64 kB, BRRIEH PIAE % FLA 58 FE R 14T 22 Ui
T R I A B 4(E . X UDP PMSGETS B Y
WA, B — 3 AR S H BN 1 bytes £ 32 kB,
BRI B A, Xt HAT S8 AR T4 T 22 YR, B K
RIS RO 31

PR SEmi T , NS e TCP [ 58 , 18 J& UDP
FEWCH FEH UDP & 32577 9, XDP B ST 7 X R 48
V18 DO 245 45 5 1140 53 ) 2 i o 50 50 TR /DN P 34 R 722 74 B
W, WS RSN XDP B ERR T 5 R G %N
x, A B XDP B R 7 RGN v, WK 7
B, HAE R S R 5500 XDP SR ERIT G, SRS 3
XDP FHE AL TR 7 A LL, AR 4k I 28 B 0 20k AN [ ok
AN AL AT SEIE R ([w—y ]/y) SRAGP 5 R B,
XDP B S SEFE 45 TCP PhSLAY 2445 5 ( TCP) [
KT 7. 4%, 15 UDP BpL A% U 58 (UDP _recv ) F&
KT 8. 6% 1815 UDP WML & %47 5 (UDP_send ) [
T 9.6%, VERXF I, Snort BLAR 284 T X TCP #p
BORT UDP BRSU I 45 77 5 52 i B2 1 HE R GE I AR 7/
Il 7 AT, ZESEI IR | Snort MUFR AR XX N 45 5
M {45 TCP PR I 25 47 58 (TCP _sn) FEAK T 2. 9%,
{15 UDP WM 32050 58 (UDP_re_sn) B#EAK T 2. 9%,
fii13 UDP PR & 2% 58 (UDP _se_sn) FAK 1 4. 5%

() =
24
4] -2.90% —2.90%
]
E =61
=
: -8
& -8.60%
-101 -9.60%
~12 1
~14 1
16

TCPIDP_recyUDP_send TCP_sn UDP_re_sn UDP_se_sn
7 WEHEE XL REE
Fig.7 Comparison diagram of network bandwidth impact

X FRZE4ER | R 48 A Snort £ TCP 5 UDP P Fh
HAE UM A AER F X L an &l 8 i, & 8 W T
PR G TCP PMSGE 5 T 8 K/ 1 bytes %
64 kB 1 UDP PpSGE {5 AR R/N 1 bytes 3 32
kB e/ NMEIR | B KIEIRFPFIREIR B 8 Al F i,
ZRYH) TCP H/NER (TCP_min) , TCP S 4ER ( TCP



42 EFRIBAFFH(ERKBFER) % 40 %
_ave) , UDP #/N#ER (UDP _min) 1 UDP 35 %iE 3R Fl 2 precision * recall (4)

(UDP_ave) B B AIKF Snort BYFAN IEIR , Z 50 9 i
fEEM T B9 SRS 24 L Snort K 17. 8%, 5 B AY
TCP “FIFEIR (TCP _ave ) Ak, REEMIEIR LE Snort [ 1E
R 23.7%.,

600 1

w2 B D

(=3 (=] =3

(=] (=] =
L L L

latency(us)

o

=3

=
L

100 -

0 _TCPJnin TCP_max TCP_ave UDP_min UDP_max UDP_ave
8 WZKTIRFMMXILL REE

Fig.8 Comparison diagram of network delay impact
3.3 HIGCR

TEANE 4 iR RGER SE B R vh ) X R GE 1 4 26
RORFATINIR . AR H IR PR h ] DDoS 7%
AU/ HOIC A1 SlowHTTPTest 7= A X 45 57 4 It i
Bofle, e B R A 07 B9 5 3 5 b, ol 5 HOIC Al
SlowHTTPTest X 45 3 A 22 58 (9 Iz 55 5 0 A7 2 58 ik
[R] S 1T 53 A AL 2 T D7 1) R 55 4, SRR IC sk R &GE
Xof BBt U [P R LE 5 U5 1R) B A 23 26 48551 3 5 7E ) 3k
PRI SR o SR XT P 28 I H 22 IR O A BRES RS
RRIREUE 2 ST RGN R BN R 3
7N o ELFHYE (True Positive, TP) : 79I 1F B AF A 0t B 52
N S W 2 i, O ELBE R SR A 25 SR A 2 S R
W25, BB (True Negative, TN) ; FEAS 1) LSS
SR TEH 2% Gt i, O ELASEBIDRE FETI0I A A 1E 1 2%
i, BT (False Positive, FP) « BEAS ) B 5228 51 S
T P28 U A (E 2 A 000 iy S T 2% i
R B (False Negative , FN) : A2 1) B S2 S 51 & 5% ™)
2 (H R A AL LI R T S i, &t
VA5 15 R G0 7 BRI MER JE (Accuracy ) |, RS
J& (Precision) , A [F12& (recall ) il F1 {8,

TP+TN
Accuracy=——"—— (1)
TP+TN+FP+FN
. TP
Precision=——— (2)
TP+FP
TP
Recall=——— (3)
TP+FN

precision+recall

TR RGN, 250 N T A2 DDoS T A0 4
HOIC 7 AR i kK BOt fedke I & B ARAE LU B 2., e
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RGN H LB X SlowHTTPTest 7= A Y
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Table 3 Schematic diagram of system classification effect

Xt eI B
UREE |
Accuracy  Precision Recall F1
HOIC 100% 100% 100% 100%
SlowHTTPTest 97% 97.9% 96% 96. 9%
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55 Z G0 B RE P BT SE BN 28 S W i i AT, S
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