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Abstract

At present, most of the existing intrusion detection methods focus on improving the overall detec-
tion rate. However, traditional methods often perform poorly in detecting minority class samples.
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Therefore, this paper proposed an intrusion detection method based on Intrusion Detection Con-
ditional Variational Auto Encoder (IDCVAE) and Deep Belief Nets (DBN). IDCVAE can learn poten-
tial sparse representations in network data features and oversampling the minority class data.
Deep belief network can effectively extract and classify the balanced new data set. Experimental
results show that, the method in this paper effectively improves the detection rate of minority
while keeping the high overall detection rate and low false alarm rate.
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1. 3]

LAk, B P 5G IR LA S N TR RE VAT A RS, X248 22 4 Il {i Al H 2 ™ B . N R A 5
43 (Intrusion Detection System, 1DS) [L1/E A B 5 M4 B (R EF B, CEMN T2 KA LN
B T k. A TR GBS B B SRS, N AZAS I R G n] LA 3= Sl I 5 418 X 2 P 35 R A1 38 1)
WAy, TEBCE AT, SRRt HF A BN B R e A T

AP R S TEX — AR T VF AT 2 A BT &, A48 R Al 77 v RSB SRR 2T
TRIES 2] RSO [2]55 . SCHR[314R H 48 F it J5 1) K-means Sy W16 SR 247 ik, ATt
ARG AR A B o SCHR 4142 4% SR 3 TH SVM FE AR AS AR b (1) 20 SRR . SCHR[S)
I P DUt 307 X 28 3 2 AR v T Bl B B U 2 . (H LB RAE T R B R A I R EU A N
FRIETE AR H UK. SCHR[6]H — R IR N F B S Al b, B3 T A IIRCR . Bl G I e 4E
SRR FE W 2 AW K, PR IR FE NAZ ARSI A3 2 7 ) V2 B o STHR[71)82 2% B 4 22 W 245 (deep
neural network) 5 WilAb B O, 57 TR SIBAL . JF/E KDD Cup 99 HindE FHERf2 . Kl 240
S T HEFRIRCR . SCHRBIHR 7 —Fh 2 RUE LA CNN B, 22 RO ) (0 RBE 36 AU 6 K R
PRAEJFIGHAR AT T 2 B RHESEEL, PR A IE N B A I 2 5 0 2 2] 3, LASRAS IR 46 5080 1) B A
FHIER N o AT GG T CNN W STE PR, WERhZR T 5. SCHR[OTHE H 1 2L TR #4225 (CNIN) FH K 65 T
TCAZ A (LSTM) RS AR A, 15 2R CNIN X\ I s RS AT RRAE BRI, AR K FL AR LSTM
M, e R AR 215 30 54

ERERIMEEEIE S, Bhddh R SR/ —85r . X8t S BERAT TR 3R BRI i B AR A A 2 3k
WA . ABGINLAS 2 ITVE BN T AP s BT R R s SR ORI B2, Tt T/ 2k
15 FBER MR N W] e NAZAS I AR AP AT B 0 1), 1 2 L RFEH AT T REM TR X
BRIL01HE# 5IN T —ANRIE—F0E R BT i 3R 3 7 B RE AL A, i — Pk T SMOTE
(Synthetic Minority Oversampling Technique) 5.3 BIFE AR A B B2 o AR AL BT V18 5 5 TS0, 3 2R48
WHEOVIEH, 5 7S ERACR . SCR[11)H, 7B £ R 461 SMOTE Al EAIH K-means HiEx H
SO, JEREUBRC I K ANUTAREATIEE AT, G R G TR AL A R R AEORIE 2 HERFEA(E B
HIHE T, 38Tt 7 /DR MG R, B9 7 NARAS I R Gekar M 68 ) o SCHR[12] 70 3 FH AR 2 B w25 (Variational

][l
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Auto Encoder, VAE)RAE A NARAS I i BF 2% 21, AR fU7E T AN 8 11 Bl AR BHE 78 A28 IR B o SCHR[13]
TEER X AU 1) NAZAS I A5 7 261728 23 1 i o o 45 R AR AT AR i, S S B LA A e A il
TRAEA [ PE B R PRI FR S o SCk[14] 7 32 Hi 4 ) GAN (Generative Adversarial Networks) A sl /D EERFEA,
GAN 7E B F 2B A iAs 17 E R, B T W25t Bom T IS5 it Re .

EEXRARAB B, ARSCHEH T — AN T SOt 448 2 B g in A% 0 NAR R I 7 vk o« FRATVE FH ek i 2% 1
A5 43 F 4% 2% (Intrusion Detection Conditional Variational Auto Encoder, IDCVAE) 4 it %8 & 433K % =) J§i
SR A BRI AT, SRR LA v g 7 (Y B AR B AN T AR AR RS B RN, AR D BRI
VUt BEAS, fR U T IR AG BB A PR B R o 2 S5 K 8 I B SR A 9 TR FE 15 42 W 4% (Deep Belief Nets, DBN)
N, ZEXT DBN BT ISR, RIS SHAT 2R, RERRISRER . ZHEERIE T &
HE R BR ITEOL T, AR 7B MR I 2 FERRAR T iR 2, 358 T NRATI R S8 1 kil
PERE.

2. XERNA
2.1. B BYRIGET

25y H 9mid 5 (Variational Auto Encoder, VAE)/E A B AY (%2 — 5%, Diederik P. Kingma F/1
Max Welling [15]F 2013 442 . HeEMmE 1 PR, € FZlH— M mid sl — MRS A . dmidds
ST X B AR e B, X gn) B e 4 T RBP4 Q(Z | X ) RS . A
XX L [B] ) AT AT RAE, A IR A B — 2R B AR RS 3R IR N, A28 DU 2 AN g A 2% 10E AT AH
SRIHRAE, 4%&%’}?%59%%?\3—%%}?%%%%&, T¥ BGHT IR 253 A p()ZIZ), A FRATTR] LA AT RAFFAE
RS I X .

/M
EZ5

el y

W | s | R 2> B || R ﬁjﬁ?—jxﬁ%x
X . .

g o(Z1X) AZ| X) P(X|Z) P(X|Z) K

WA s s

Figure 1. VAE architecture
1. VAE &9

VAE [0 AE T AL P (X ) 12 UGB AT RAE, X 2 — BN R . )i HARET
AT RERFR SRAG KA A . T CASL L TR P(X) B R BLIRER, AT
logP(X)=E[logP (X |Z)]-Dy [Q(Z|X)IP(Z)]+ D [Q(ZIX)IIP(Z]X)]
>E[logP(X |Z)]-Dy [Q(ZIX)IIP(Z)]
P(X) HIXS LT 7 BIAR 2 T S H AR R s«
L(0.¢;X)=E[logP (X [Z)]-Dy [Q(ZX)IIP(2)] )

L(0,4; X )82 T FFNAERZ VAE B H bR 230805 — 3t & KL (Kullback-Leibler)
HIUSER e MU 8% (K170 41 Q(Z | X ) MBS AR Z (5B I70 A1 P (Z ) 2 TBI ) 70 A B St A TiKE 2 21 21

)
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Q(Z | X)) RATReHiL T840 P(Z) » FRIL, VAE IR H Armh & i KA EUE A= U log P(X | Z) 1
(e I 5 ME GRS R 1K 7340 Q(Z | X ) FISE M2 P (Z) Z AR 4 AT BE 2
2.2. NERMFHTSE4RER

FT VAE B, 244543 H 9wt 2% (Conditional Variational Auto Encoder, CVAE)FI'E A %5 2L &
o AEARET VAE FEBENAS S X FE I, R AR Y A I 1 A At 4 A A 25 (1 4 N 261
WRRZ RSMAR 5y B b at . IEWE 2 Fos, il Q(Z | X,Y) FIfRESES P(Z | X,Y ) NS A5
X AY.

Y
Y
/Mb
SR
7J A
> B maan | R g EEAG || R ﬁff%) P
(0 oZIX,Y)| | 0zZ1x.Y) rEIzZY) | PRIZY)
LIPN (SR o

Figure 2. CVAE architecture
2. CVAE Z#[E

CVAE &7y N BRI T
logP(X |Y)-Dy [Q(ZIX,Y)IIP(Z]X.Y)]
=E[logP(X [Z,Y)]-Dy [Q(ZIX)IIP(Z]Y)]
P CVAE 11155 ith &5 F0ARAD 25 1) S5 AR 0 A #RAARAE Y RE G, THAE N AZAS AT 55 Hh G i 2335 43 6
TG RE SR LB R, WA T CVAE AR A NRAL I 26445 53 B 4 45 (Intrusion  Detection

Conditional Variational Auto Encoder, IDCVAE). AR TEMIDES BUMINAREE Y 15 R, XFEOUNARAD
RS Y G, AL WE 4k, AR T gmisk B R ESRE . HasMmunls 3 fos:

©)

Y

w/ME
—_— . - j
X S5 | ennn || xn I I S T
a : A BT
0zI%) | QzIX vty | KRR
TN

Figure 3. IDCVAE architecture
& 3. IDCVAE £5#4[&

IDCVAE i as 45 i Q(Z | X ) FIfERD AR ML P(X | Z,Y ) A, i FErh i As & Z FIJshras Y
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DRI R MRS AR IR, T AR E RS R DB AR S E B R . IDCVAE 13253 T 5t

LI
logP(X |Y)-Dy [Q(ZIX)IIP(Z]X,Y)] "
=E[logP(X]Z,Y)]-Dy [Q(ZIX)IP(Z]Y)]
HHARREON:
L(0.4;X.Y)=E[logP (X |Z,Y)]-D [Q(ZIX)IP(Z|Y)] (5)

AXNEZELEHAWS: — A X HE LA E[logP(X|2Z,Y)] A1 — A KL #
D [QUZIX)IIP(ZIY)]. H—TURIAI MR P(X | Z,Y) EAERMHA X, 55 IR KL #UE
KEE RIS ES /3AG Q(Z | X ) I REAR /35 P(Z |Y ) MRS . ERIAYh, FRATMEFH NSL-KDD [ 386545
TERFAARTE Y, DB AR S 75 B A g s A A8 I B 2R R AR

2.3 REESM%E

G MEHAEAN A R ZRE, FARENES S SERMSHERENK, R 58
R K . 2006 4, Hinton $&H TIREZEE & M4 DBN, tHFoNIRE BEM%, —X3 ik TIRERK
PRSI ZRin) i, L i) 222 22 J2 10 e B 1 32 IR 3% 7R 2% = HL(Restricted Boltzmann Machine)fil—
J2AG W I 2 4% 4% (Back Propagation) 4% 41 i . RBM £ #4401 1] 4 B 7R, ‘& & — A B Al W2 (Visible Layer)
RS2 (Hidden Layer)ZH s XUZ 4% . v ILE — i HESSE RN, FBRZ/EANRMERIZ . ESERY
AR, FERTSEE. R LA — N E R E. RBM 2 — M T R E R A R 454,
HAgE A A= 6 FioR:

E(v,h|9):—zm:aivi—zn:bjhj— Zn:vihjwij (6)
i=1 j

m
j=1 i=1 j=1

B, a M, 73 B R A LRy AR h B, wy R m] IR AR R . %
AL ELAE F/ME RBM 1 RE & s B R AT SR AIIRAL B )5 ik B et . RBM (¥ H ARt 2 1€ E (v,h | 6)
B/, BN E BeAe g, ISR AR .

A OLE

Figure 4. RBM architecture
& 4. RBM 519

DBN HZ > RBM HEZ 1M i, Wk i A8 23015 2/ K s L S EZ JEF IWAER . Rk, DBNRA T
BIZ NG T IR RINGMAIHE, ki, HBIFTE RBM YIZ45Em. FiET BP #4 M 4%
BEAT IR AR, REAFBERNETNSE. it RE s T — A E R IR (fine-tuning) i
Fio IXANJ7 W2 B Hinton $#2H, WHR XS HEBUE (Contrastive Divergence, CD) Il 2k 5. AR K 2
s 5 prs:
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Figure 5. DBN architecture
[# 5. DBN Z5#[E

3. AXNRKRMNE X

A ) IDCVAE-DBN HZ5H WK 6 Frs. AL FEAE 7 =A0E: 1) gk
IDCVAE. FAMEHIIZRE D EBERNR AR ARSI, B E BOR AR I AR 28R N
BN VIR B B IR ARAIE 8 5 REAR 5 B St 58 h OREAR R R ATREM /N 2) AR BUHT B A
Ao AR EA B FEARIAREAE R A ZRIF IS 25 5 N A BUBTFEAR . AR A A S
JRAGEREE G, RGP R AR . 3) ARENBGHAT I . KEE IEAESEVE N DBN i N AT UIZREA
JAR o IZR ) DBN 23288 SRR 46 Hh M Btk A7 0 2. SRR AP BRI

W

(1) A B )
Encoder — Decoder
. @ _a ©®
¢ % e . L R
. . . — i\;\ —_— :—>. . —>.
X i AT + Y i e
® . o o o4 O
[ ) . : N 25 . ([ o
80 we 12
20
-0 : o
5 .
] * . . A5
S L —— : ==
Z 3 | : o ® ’.% -
C
o v "
(2 (3) : e — B
RBM2

Figure 6. IDCVAE-DBN architecture
[ 6. IDCVAE-DBN 2 8![&
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Q) HAETALEE. 1R one-hot Ytk IR E BHE AT HUE AL, ARG X B EEAT R . U T
AbFRRERS A SR AR R FRIATE A — B, W2 T E AR ZR . ARAE L RRRAE A R T B 52T .

b) A5 AR EE U6 Ak A AR IR A R D BE AL . WS BRIP4 0. IDCVAE i N4
YEFE N 122, FaAeR Z M4EREN 20, HathBdEdess s 122,

c) UIZREE X AE Jumts ge N, SHmAgasHEAT I k. XN ZRI3 BRI IME AN 7 25 HEAT SR ke, 135 Fa4s
o AW RIUER R IR 2L

d) BB BB IRRAE R Z UL B A RS Y 1RSSR, B2 IR, JIf
K H IR N R UGRS3 2080 P o R4 X .

e) FIUIZREE X 14 DBN [N, @it CD Hikx DBN &£ )2 RBM TR Z I, 3k
BVESH . 25 PR R AR EE S SEGHAT O, SRS i) DBN FEAY 24,

F C& 2505 (1) DBN SHRSE 1 e 0T 025, SRIF A M R4 R,

3.1. IDCVAE t&8I4H%5

ASCAE 7 NSL-KDD A NI gRse . IIZREEh 65 1 38 MEUERFIER 3 M5 4R1E, it 41
YERHAIE . Horp, BUERHE AT BRI £F 5 RHIE TR 22 one-hot At BEELRFAIE . RN (I N L 250
A, FrATE RS RHIE TR 245 one-hot 4wt I /a3 BN R RIIYEE N 122, Z G T E
B AT RAEIA— 1L, (RERMEFEE R —ANGEE T . IDCVAE fi4 2% 3 B il — N # i A KL ik
YR KL 45 FH St 22 R AR £ 19 43 A R B e T AT ) 22 570 o B AL AR A FH P 101 5 iR 22 K B e 1)
HERRZE

XTI AN L% Q(Z | X)) B A FAME 2 2 e m oA, Mo TARESEs P(X | Z,Y) , FRAMEH
Z IR BTG . B R Z MBI A RS HEIEZS 7040 N (0,1) o Herh 2 s i 70 A 9
Hu(X), HENZ(X)>ol (X), BT Z ZXZo0mB il REEma. HEFAN (,u,az) HHE
BERFERATRI, AT —NESHIHETT. BENQO ) TRE—ANE, REHRZ=urexo,
XFEBA ISR ST, NI ASEAMERATIA T .

3.2. DBN t&&4m¥5

DBN [ A2 i B Be — T i) P Hidia £ . it I I 48209 5. DBN 19> RBM LU —> BP
JE LR B s BB Sigmoid, i Hi 22 (¥ 28 0 Softmax, DBN Il RBM (%% 3] %35y 1 x 107,
FIH] CD S0t A RBM 23 5 EAT Jo B I 25 T Zrad A b RBM ROASLAEL M i 252 A1 40 e ad i B AL 49
RS . ALSIRAE T B2 Adam. TRIZRoE S, AT BP 2T 425 2 Ho I .

4. EWMRLRDH
4.1 SKWBERBESRNE

SZIG A /2 Windows10 #:1F 245, CPU 2.9 GHz. W 16.0 GB ) PC Hl. ZifEif =181 Python,
WAy 3.7.4. T tensorflow. sklearn &5 JF Ui sl . ¥4k H NSL-KDD ##latE. a7
KDD-CUP1999 4 £ 1) Bk At b 225 7 R EITUARMEE M, JF HAH 7 —LL KDD-CUP1999 H i &
B B 267, . NSL-KDD #dfa S I 2R AT SR FE A B i v, DR b mT DA G0 T REAR B0 R L SRAFE
T3 AN TR BT 3 B 25 2SR 5 v e AT LU il f . NSL-KDD RF A FEAEL S T 41 MFFAEJ&E M bs
2, oyl 38 ANEE AUFAERD 3 N HERUE B R IE L AR -
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e b B S 5 RIS A A CLHE I 5 A ) A DU R B A o DU 23 e s g 1A
B3 (Probe) « 5 44 Ik 55 2t (denial of service, DoS)- 7 #2 A A Huit 2% FH 7 45815 7] (user to root, U2R)-.
Sk H I FE 2 [ AR BV 1] (remote to local, R2L) . DU Breh 27 SURT FEANKRI 43 v 39 Bk o BdiisE i
HIE MR 1 FR.

FA11# H KDDTrain+_20Percent.txt (38 7 & &R IIZREHE 1) 20%)1E A IlZR4E, KDDTest+.txt /£ Al
WA WAEBIREAR G WL, KGR ARZ T > TIEEEdE. Hrb w8 13,449 %%,
Probe 2% 2486 %, DoS 2% 9044 %%, U2R 2524 4, R2L 2K 189 %&. AHGhEAAGE R, Btk
T 42,053 4Hd . Hdh IEH A 0 4%, Probe 2% 10,963 4%, DoS 35 4405 %, U2R 2% 13,425, R2L 35 13,260
%o MERFTAZAEAEH A . BAREEMIB O L Fs:

Table 1. Sample category statistics
1 HEERLEHHI

el Yook 2R KDDTrain+_20Percent KDDTest+
Normal normal 13,449 9711
ipsweep 710 141
nmap 301 73
Probe portsweep 587 157
saint 0 319
satan 691 735
apache2 0 737
back 196 359
land 1 7
mailbomb 0 293
neptune 8282 4657
Dos
pod 38 41
processtable 0 685
smurf 529 665
teardrop 188 12
udpstorm 0 2
buffer_overflow 6 20
httptunnel 0 133
loadmodule 1 2
perl 0 2
U2R
ps 0 15
rootkit 4 13
sglatack 0 2
xterm 0 13
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Continued
ftp_write 1 3
guess_passwd 10 1231
imap 5 1
multihop 2 18
named 0 17
phf 2 2
sendmail 0 14
R2L snmpgetattack 0 178
snmpguess 0 331
spy 1 0
warezclient 181 0
warezmaster 7 944
worm 0 2
xlock 0 9
Xsnoop 0 4
eI LTINSV 25,192 22,544

4.2. VHAFRE

FRAE RV VB HE R LIV 5 Fhois DL BE S48 AR, 20 0h . #ERf 2 (accuracy) K& 3 (precision). 7 [A]
#(recall).FPR (false positive rate) LA A F1-score. — 73 ZRVRIEHE FEUN4% 2 R, FEAEAS 73 4 true positive (TP),
true negative (TN), false positive (FP), and false negative (FN). TP /s IESEREARB IEMI 3. TN FoR i
REERPIEF . FP RN IERFEABHNRIN 2 N FN ROR SRR R 1 7 A IR

Table 2. Confusion matrix
=2 REEE

T 1E 2 Recall
SMUNTES TP FN
DU FP TN

XS E Y i, HRIREFEEIAE R, EEELZNEF NIER . FPR Tl A IEFI{HE
SEE LR R, 5 TS B SE LR BB . Fl-score SEERAZEANE BIEMHAEIE. HBERS
T [ 25 R i B Ay M R S SR AR IR T ANV bR A, Fl-score WU 1 . 6 T-JEF i #8425k it F1-score
FH R AT ARG AR TR R0 A T IO ) o XS LR

TP+TN

Accuracy = )
TP+ TN +FP+FN

Precision =

+FP ®)
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Recall = 9)
TP+FN
FPR=—"" (10)
FP+TN
F1-score = 2P (11)
2TP +FP +FN

43. EWERE S

KRS F B NEAE S o B B T AT R AT I RFE R, 3 04 HUEOAR
A3 KA TV RIVERE 3 =8B AT AR SCNAR A I 7 5 FARAH OG5 R 0] B 5288

BH7 3 AR, AT R MR TR G LA 5% S J5id, TES TR BYRA T B IFm g R .
TEFEFEEFH DBN R IME LT, R4 IDCVAE AT RFE G, AR AT T #k 10%, [FIFRIE
T FPR I FB&. % 4 0, SVM fil GBDT HARAETE Normal 25 k28 S BF 1I 0 R0 R, SR H7E R2L
XFEE EARSE ERRIA N, JUHRTE U2R B ER R E N 0. EL#:KH DBN #
ITaE, OB IR R A IR AR UV EARE] 3%. 1fiNH T IDCVAE 475451 58
J&, DBERIR AR R AHECT DBN 433 7 AVNRHRTE. Horh R2L 4271 1 24.17%, U2R 271 1 12.4%.
AT LA IDCVAE JEATRERAE G, X Ak DL R /D B I R (R $ T2 R R0

Table 3. Classification results of oversampling methods and normal methods (%)

3% 3. R RAEEMANR A I RAF 7 E 5 LR (%)

SyRITE Accuracy Recall Precision F1-Score FPR
SVM 70.33 54.75 88.52 67.66 7.46
GBDT 69.01 46.32 91.38 61.48 6.22
DBN 73.82 59.19 95.89 73.20 3.14
IDCVAE-DBN 82.36 75.34 97.21 84.89 2.81

Table 4. Subclass detection rate of oversampling methods and normal methods (%)

4. RS REMAR R D RAF 75 AT LML (%)

53R T Normal Probe DoS R2L U2R
SVM 92.34 75.45 43.77 6.87 0.00
GBDT 89.32 72.10 47.36 8.25 0.00
DBN 90.81 72.42 56.78 11.46 2.10
IDCVAE-DBN 96.82 86.36 72.53 35.63 14.50

Wi 5 M 6 fiion, ZEFFEEFH DBN 1 R/ 228, it = Fbick SRFE 7 2 A 458 5l 1 8 A v ff 6 #4
BB —E R T . FRAMIEI T R T VR D ORI 2SR T A R . Ho IDCVAE AT H
PR FRHLAS 7 ST SR AFE TR T & DR AR IS T+ R oy 3 1) b AT SMOTE, R2L (sl i 2
=T 26.3%. AHELT ADASYN, U2R HIKIIHER 425 T 6.43%.

FA T AR IV 74T T . SRk 7 FioR. SLIegs RRATEER R HREDLK
FPR I IDCVAE-DBN 1T Heftt J59%. Btk ml WL, IDCVAE-DBN 7£ A 5 il AR A i i,
WECRAFE U, A& BRI RE .
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Table 5. Classification results of different oversampling methods (%)

5. NEIIRETED LKHR(%)

Iy RTTVE Accuracy Recall Precision F1-Score FPR
SMOTE-DBN 80.15 65.13 94.50 77.11 3.55
ADASYN-DBN 80.33 64.27 95.12 76.71 3.79
IDCVAE-DBN 82.36 75.34 97.21 84.89 2.81

Table 6. Results compared with other methods (%)
Fz 6. HAth5AXTEL4ER (%)

93T Normal Probe DoS R2L U2R
SMOTE-DBN 92.63 66.99 58.15 9.33 8.00
ADASYN-DBN 91.42 59.21 56.23 8.77 8.07
IDCVAE-DBN 96.82 86.36 72.53 35.63 14.50

Table 7. Results compared with other methods (%)
7. Hth AN LA R (%)

R TT Accuracy Recall FPR
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