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Abstract

Random forest algorithm has been used in classification and regression analysis. Intrusion detection
system has been developed for intensifying the network security as the security become more serious. Many
techniques have been developed and used for this intrusion detection. In this paper random forest algorithm
is applied to this intrusion detection for the KDD Cup 1999 and its performance is compared with other
classification algorithms. This random forest algorithm show more efficient compared with other techniques

such as Naive Bayes, J48 in performance evaluation.
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An Application of Random Forest Algorithm to Network Intrusion Detection

1. ME

[

QIE{HIof =it =0 Hoto| FA ZARE|HA HYEKXA|AR(IDS: Intrusion Detection System)
2 Uot S (Firewall), 7HYAFSZ(VPN: Virtual Private Network)dl G20 HEIEQO| 3L =H=2
2| 28&[1 QA1) d2|5to CHEES| 7|¥oM HEHIECS 257 f/6t0 30f Hote

Z|AERandom Forest) EAE|F2 7|AeE 200 £ot= A2z2M 257, 219 &
nl

< S YuE e weol 9F02 =Y MO T Cihol ZY Erl2RE
28 L WP SKS TR SHUC),

2 =20jAE HEEYAE 2T25S HYHX 0| HBSHYCL 12/610) KDD Cup 1999 KO
B MEBIS 018sHo 5T SRt

2 =20 342 HFUM HYBKAAH ,

[}
ZYAE 2N2|F D Naive Bayes[4], J48[5][6] &
30N EYUEXO| HEZYAELNEFS HESHI| ot QAIRES HA[SIR2H, 480
s A

ME KDD Cup 1999 HIO|HHMEE 0|8% o

2. HYUEKIA| 23} 7|

2.1 HUEXA|AR

HYUEX|A|AEIDS: Intrusion Detection System)2 WERILL ZAEO| Lot JASHA| 84 X2
(Processing)Lt Z=ZH(Manipulation) ‘748l E=CH1]. Ol2{et IDSE &= B2 FTFS0| EXMIH, 0|
2 2 7 7180 2RE = UL °._J°P(| e Mo mE2 ooE 1T dfAH Ee AtE3t
B 52 MEdle A3EHEN oot 3ZL=E O|R0E £ ULt MSH2=Z AEE[EH HatH
(Firewall)O| XFEFSEA] X5t 9ol 0l miZIS EX|St= Z0| IDS o =XO0|Tt. o|2{gt mZl2 F<t
o MH|A0 CHSH HES S0t S8Z2030| H|0|H X2l 34, ot &5, 28 2192, &
a2 oo oot 2850 H2, &Y ~AZEQOj(ZFH HIO[2{2, EZ0| =0, &)E 0[&% 54
= ZotCH7)

IDSE EOOMEES LMAIZ|= MM, OJMEES ZLHASD MME Hojdte 25, OHEES

£ dddte Adrlez FHEICL O2fst IDSE &
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O2{7kX|7t QlC}. B2 IDsS2 ?I2| Ml 7HK| 245S otLtel FX| E= ZH|Z Foist QU

(1) MZ7|8F 1pSQt O] 474t DS

A= 7|8(Signituare-Based) IDSE2E 2%l A48 EIX|A|AB(Misuse Detection System) 22| % 0l
A2 FFPE = Edfd £ SEOOIHQ IEHS ZASI0 HYS MBI o2 A|lAHE
2Tl 340 EXg £+ ot & £+ ULt Dse A= YEE M50, SAMDE MYt
= HO|HHO|AE o JAZ H|msitt DS 22ECE 0|0 YT, =Mzt EH 342
XE AO|Ch HiO|ZA EX| AAHMNE, o8 BX| 2ZELO= HHX| I{ZIS H|WSH7| 2|5
MEElE 524 4= H|O[HH|0[At FAIGH ZO|Ct

oHH 0|47|2H(Anomaly-Based) IDSE HIEHI E& SAES| ALHHOl X OHE AC=2 F
A= Edi = 38 HHEE A2EH 2AXA LHEZCH7). O|2{gt 0|47|8 IDse YA
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o= =L

) YWESI 7|8 st SAET|E DS
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olo] S32 IS HOIX BalS NS BE £FI0 LFOB 1950d0) 0|3 FHAHH
QITE| Chu). 12(stol O YNAFS HAE LF0 AT S 03 BEF off
2 mERts 2A Cielo) BEX02 ALgED St

2.3 kI .|.|.17|- I-IE
gutdoz ER0M Hds87t= (B 110 LiEHH Hiet 22 HE=S0| AFEEICH12).

[# 1] 9887t A=

[Table 1] Measures of Performance Evaluation

TP:True Positive SHIZ 0|2 ¢o = Ty,
EE= DR:Detection Rate (RIQUEIX|O M 2Z0|1 AT} Lraish
Eg|

FP:False Positive

IN: True Nesat =2 0 72 Wy
. True Negative e
: (HYERIM= 40| OfL{1 ZTt LSIR| B34S

FN:False Negative "
: (RIQEIX|O) A S 70|11 ZATT} EMSX| %)

[(E 1700 LIEfH 47bK] HE=S7t0] EA= CHAl [# 210 LIEHH Bieb 20| “g2|ElCi12]. o
=RENE ForE I F2E, NE, EEY, = S [ 200 LEH Hef 20| At 5
ULt

[# 2] H=S9| 27
[Table 2] Relationship Between Measures

2s KL e
B ZHHE O (True) E2 0f (False) -
Al HYL (Precision) =
= (o] ] (== o=
5 S(Positive) TP === DR FP TP/(TP+FP)
2 .
I} —(Negative) FN TN
T E (Recall), EH M (Specificity, % Accuracy)-
N L= S(Sensitivity)= | True Negative Rate)= o 3
= 1= =(Sensitivity) rue Negative Rate)
+ +TN+FP+
TP/(TP+FN) TN/(TN+FP) (TPFTN)(TPHTNAEPHEN)
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3. WEEIYAE ¥NEF

3.1 HYZEYAE Me|apdat oAt E
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22201 2o HEEYAE YA2|F2 Al (A 112 20 M2=ES LiEE = U
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| Choose variable subset

each
Choose training data chosen
variable

subset

| Sample data |

|

| Sort by the variable |

top condition
holds at each
node

Nol e
4| Build the next split |: .

Compute Gini index at
Calculate prediction each split point
error

| Y
| Choose the best split |

(O 1] HEZYAE SFEAELHELOIN X2|2HY

[Fig. 1] Flowchart in Bootstraping of Random Forest
O] M2|E ¢lst HMHQ oAREE B33 20| & 10712 350 ACH14].
D: YRR A2
Oi7H == A, m: =4O ZOE 1 HEZSE (Information Gain)

Hao0) Li2|E, S 28 X Y:IE

O|AMZEL: BuildTree : £7|0& TKEHS THF = TreeRoot SHLIEH HRFS
BuildTree(A, m , T){
SelectCandidateDivideDimensions(TreeRoot, min(l + Pr(A), D))
fort=1...do

Receive (Xt, Yt, It) from the environment

Lt < leaf containing Xt
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if It = estimation then
UpdateEstimateStatistic(Lt, (Xt, Yt))
for all S € CandidateDivides(Lt) do
for all L & CandidateChildren(S) do
if Xt €L then
UpdateEstimateStatistic(L, (Xt, Yt))
end if
end for
end for
else if It = structure then
if Lt has fewer than m candidate Divide points then
for all d & CandidateDivideDimensions(Lt) do
CreateCandidateDivide(Lt, d, mdXt)
end for
end if
for all S & CandidateDivides(Lt) do
for all L & CandidateChildren(S) do
if Xt €L then
UpdateStructuralStatistics(L, (Xt, Yt))
end if
end for
end for
if CanDivide(Lt) then
if ShouldDivide(Lt) then
Divide(Lt )
else if MustDivide(Lt) then
Divide(Lt )
end if
end if
end if

end for

}
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O|AFEE 2: Divide

2|2 L, Lo = EtEet 20| MOz St Z=XY

Divide(L){

for L

D <« BestDivision(L)

L’ < LeftChild(L)

SelectCandidateDivideDimensions(L ~ , min(1 +Pr(\), D))
L* < RightChild(L)

SelectCandidateDivideDimensions(L* , min(1 +Pr(A), D))

reun L, L¢

}

O|AIRE 3: CanDivide

CanDivide( L){

d < Depth(L)

for all S & CandidateDivides(L) do
if DividelsValid(L, S) then
return true
end if

end for

return false

}

O|AIZE 4: DividelsValid

CIE B}

DividelsValid ( L , S){

d < Depth(L)

L’ < LeftChild(S)

L* < RightChild(S)

return Ne(L ") > a(d) and Ne(L“) > a(d)
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OIAMEE 5 MustDivide
MustDivide (L){

d < Depth(L)

return Ne(L) > [3(d)

}

O|AIRE 6: ShouldDivide
ShouldDivide {L} {
for all S & CandidateDivides(L) do
if InformationGain(S) > T then
if DividelsValid(L, S) then
return true
end if
end if
end for

return false

}

OJAFRE 7: BestDivision
BestDivision(L) {
best Divide <— none
for all S & CandidateDivides(L) do
if InformationGain(L, S) > InformationGain(L, best Divide)
then
if DividelsValid(L, S) then
best Divide «<— S
end if
end if
end for

return best Divide
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}

O|AFRE 8: InformationGain
InformationGain (L, S) {

L’ < LeftChild(S)

L* < RightChild(S)

return Entropy(Y S(L))—[NS(L ~ YNS(L)] Entropy(Y S(L " ))— [NS(LYNS(L“)] Entropy(Y S(L*))
}

OIAFAE 9: UpdateEstimateStatistic
UpdateEstimateStatistic (L ,Y(point) {
Ne(L) <= Ne(L) + 1

Ye(L) <~ Ye() + Y

}

OIAFRE 10: UpdateStructureStatistics
UpdateStructuralStatistics (L ,Y) {
NS(L) < NS(L) + 1

YS(L) < YS(L) + Y

}

4.1 KDD Cup 1999

MEHIIE 2I510] KDD Cup 19995 O|8SIRULCE. KDD Cup 19882 MIT CHSHOIA =3t
SIXAIAE HIL ZROMo|M +HE Oo|HE 7|Bte® BHE0{Tl HlojH et
£ I R&3IA ALl ULt Of HIo|H= [&
= 41700 402 FMEICH ZH YRET} of
oZ O|ROfTICE 2t 342 [& 4]0

o
LIEFH HEQP 20l & 227H2 EFEes O F2 S4R/HE2 DoS(Denial of Service), Probe,

DARPA 1998 & ¢
0|E:

B

R2L(Remote to User), U2R(User to Root)O|C}. 12|11 FAXQl Normal2 =FEICF,

196 © 2019 NCISS



Journal of Next-genescoren Convergence Information Services Technology
Vol.8, No.2, June (2019)

[E 3] KDD Cup 19999| &

[Table 3] Attributes of KDD Cup 1999

HS £4% HS £4% HS %49
1 Duration 15 | su_attempted 29 | same srv_rate
2 Protocol _type 16 | num root 30 | diff srv_rate
3 Service 17 | num file creations 31 | srv_diff host rate
4 Flag 18 | num shells 32 | dst_host count
5 src_bytes 19 | num access_files 33 | dst_host srv_count
6 dst_bytes 20 | num_outbound cmds 34 | dst_host same srv_rate
7 Land 21 | is_host login 35 | dst_host diff srv_rate
8 wrong_fragment 22 | is_guest login 36 | dst_host same sre port rate
9 Urgent 23 | Count 37 | dst_host srv_diff host rate
10 | Hot 24 | srv_count 38 | dst_host serror rate
11 | mun_failed logins 25 | serror _rate 39 | dst_host srv_serror rate
12 | logged in 26 | srv_serror rate 40 | dshost rerror rate
13 | num_compromised 27 | rerror_rate 41 | dshost_srv_rerror rate
14 | root_shell 28 | srv_rerror_rate

[E 4] KDD Cup 19999 SZZa~
[Table 4] Attack Classes of KDD Cup 1999

ZHo| =9 ZA n7iel 3HEHA

DoS back, land, neptune, pod, smurt, teardrop

R2L(Remote to User) ftp_write, guess passwd, imap, multihop, phf, spy, warezclient

U2R(User to Root) buffer overflow, perl, loadmodule, rootkit

Probing ipsweep, nmap, portsweep, satan

4.1.1 HIO|E MEQ| 257

O] KDD Cup 1999= 3742| CIO|HMER TLME|0] QICh A J1& 2 A KDD MEE= &
4898430 7HO| AL}t U=D| Ol STHMEZR AFREICEH 0| THMEZF 42 Hirysto] 0|F0)
M oF 10%E FE3 MEE 10%KDD2tD 610] 0{7|0f= 494,020 7He| HAERE FHE[OQUCE 1
2|1 $HE(Corrected) KDDZ YT 311,020702] HAERZ TAE BHAENET} 9t 0|9
F= [& 500 LIEH HEQE ZTH15).

[E 5] KDD Cup 1999 74
[Table 5] Composition of KDD Cup 1999
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BN E

t 2 _.:.! HA| DoS Probe R2L U2R Normal
X KDD
@2 E) 4,898,430 3,883,370 41,102 11,260 520 972,780
10% KDD 494,020 391,458 4,107 8,606 70 60,593
ANEME 311,029 229,853 4,166 1,126 52 97,277

42 HANz|

g587tE Flote HHX2|E of=tl 4 432 s Y2EL 725 [B 6)ut 20| Bt

[E 6] {44t gt

[Table 6] Translation of Attribute Value

4 protocol type 34 82 length src_bytes, dst_bytes
0: g4
0:TCP 1:Probe
u 1:UDP 2MHIAHE | 10g[0,60000]=[0.0, 4.78] | log[0,1.3 billion]=[0.0, 9.14]
2:1CMP 3:U2R
4:R2L

1 L1250 g5 HIE7I0H| fI6t0] M 280N 2Est SYKE =FOIRUCLL [E 7]
Ol= TP H|E1t Fp H[ES LIEIRD, [E 8]0 Precision H|EL =
2 RF0M HEEYAES F50| 7HY FU2M, LSO 148, Naive Bayes ©L2 2
o
=

LIEFL L RUCH

=
2

=3
0=
I

mjo
I~
m
p
fin]
N

=
|10
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[H 7] TPH|81} FPH|E H|
[Table 7] Comparison of TP Ratio and FP Ratio

g= TP HIE FP H|E
Class Naive J48 Random Naive J48 Random
Forest Forest
back 0.977 1.000 1.000 0.005 0.000 0.000
teardrop 0.995 1.000 1.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
loadmodule 0.778 0.667 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
neptune 0.996 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
rootkit 0.700 0.100 1.000 0.003 0.000 0.000
phf 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
satan 0.954 0.995 0.999 0.002 0.000 0.000
buffer_overflow 0.200 0.933 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
fip_write 1.000 0.500 1.000 0.003 0.000 0.000
Jand 1.000 0.952 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
spy 1.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
ipsweep 0.970 1.000 0.998 0.009 0.000 0.000
multihop 0.429 0571 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
smurf 0.999 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
pod 0.909 1.000 0.996 0.037 0.000 0.000
perl 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
ware2client 0.470 0.983 1.000 0.006 0.000 0.000
nmap 0.442 0.957 0.991 0.001 0.000 0.000
imap 0.917 0.833 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
waremaster 0.950 0.900 1.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
portsweep 0.905 0.955 1.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
normal 0.653 1.000 1.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
guess_passwd 0.981 0.943 1.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
58T 0.928 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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[H 8] YLt A= & H|w

[Table 8] Comparison of Precision and Recall

= HUE ZEE
Class Naive J48 Random Naive J48 Random
Forest Forest
back 0.454 1.000 1.000 0.977 1.000 1.000
teardrop 0.638 1.000 1.000 0.995 1.000 1.000
loadmodule 0.029 0.545 1.000 0.778 0.667 1.000
neptune 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.996 1.000 1.000
rootkit 0.004 1.000 0.909 0.700 0.100 1.000
phf 0.114 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
satan 0.578 0.996 1.000 0.954 0.995 0.999
buffer_overflow 0.028 0.875 0.968 0.200 0.933 1.000
fip_write 0.006 0.800 1.000 1.000 0.500 1.000
Jand 0375 0.952 1.000 1.000 0.952 1.000
spy 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000
ipsweep 0210 0.998 0.998 0.970 1.000 0.998
multihop 0.094 0.800 1.000 0.429 0571 1.000
smurf 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.999 1.000 1.000
pod 0.014 0.996 1.000 0.989 1.000 0.996
perl 0.750 0.750 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
ware2client 0.143 1.000 1.000 0.470 0.983 1.000
nmap 0.157 0.995 1.000 0.442 0.957 0.991
imap 0.149 1.000 1.000 0.917 0.833 1.000
waremaster 0.068 0.900 1.000 0.950 0.900 1.000
portsweep 0.657 0.998 0.999 0.905 0.995 0.999
normal 0.997 0.999 1.000 0.653 1.000 1.000
guess_passwd 0.068 1.000 1.000 0.981 0.943 1.000
58T 0.989 1.000 1.000 0.928 1.000 1.000
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[E 90lc HYUREE T2 ZE HUE LIED AUA=H HAl HFYZEH2E, 148, Naive
Bayes =2F d52 H0|1 ULt
[ o] HUREY ¥Uze 4cg Hln
[Table 9] Comparison of Precision and Recall
Class Naive J48 Random Forest
Normal 0.6530 1.000 1.0000
Probe 0.8178 0.9868 0.9970
DoS 0.6695 0.9920 0.9993
U2R 0.9927 0.6750 1.0000
R2L 0.8434 0.7163 1.0000
5. 28
2 S0 220 5RE0| ks JEM HEYIALE2 5% FF02t & = ULt
EFE0M0IAM R83 HHEHAEANEES KDD Cup 1995 0|83 HEQIAMLE X0 X
SoIRACE 22|11 458B7E flotd O 2t EFEOM AHEEl= Naive Bayes, J481} H| 1S}
ULt 22|30 Naive Bayes, J48 L 12[F0| Lot Weka Z2OMS 0|8510] M0k Zutet Hjuw
Ot 2FZOMOIM AL E7IXM =2 TPH|E, FPHIE, 2, & 52 0830 d&H|
wok Znt B= HIANZOM HEIZAE 48, Naive Bayes?| =22 £2 H&2 LIEIRICE O
= HEZEYAELDNLFO| HE %El’é'?:l%*xloﬂ HEst 8R0: R84S LEHHCR = &
Cf.
g2 HYZY2AELNDF HEAIYYEXOS HES 9ISt ZLUMH|AHESH 52
AtZMEE O|83t0] 7P QI ¢77h stk
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