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Abstract

With the advances in networking technologies, organizations have increasingly
participated in or shifted to the Internet environment to conduct business transactions.
According to prior research on E-business, network security is one of the key factors for
E-business success. Denial of service (DoS) attack, which aims at rendering a computer or
network incapable of providing normal services, is a major cause of current network
insecurity. Existing DoS attack defense mechanisms (e.g., firewalls and intrusion detection
systems) typically rely on packet information gathered from gateways of network systems.
Because such packet information is on the IP-layer or above, existing defense mechanisms
are incapable of detecting internal attacks or attackers who disguise themselves by spoofing
source IP addresses. To address the aforementioned limitations of existing DoS attack
defense mechanisms, we propose a classification-based DoS attack detection technique to
induce a DoS detection model on the basis of the SNMP data. The constructed DoS detection
model is then used for predicting whether a network traffic flowing through a network
interface is a DoS attack. To empirically evaluate our proposed classification-based DoS
attack detection technique, we collect network traffic data from two different environments,
including an enterprise network and a university campus network. Our empirical evaluation
results show that the detection accuracy of the proposed technique reaches 99.78% and

98.59% or above in both network environments respectively.

Keywords: Network Security, Denial of Service (DoS), Attack Detection, Data Mining
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% i

AR R A R AL R E SRR A E T A S IR R AR S A
B EROFTAFTTERY R  REBFIFHBTREF LI LT L& ACI-FIND
Fr#frog K A ik A RE RBT - £ 2004 FRBEEM S L@ E A F e 81.1% »
BIRMB(LAN)EE L R ik 5% oMb EE L R FiE 357% ARLERN
3% (Intranet) ey 12 & L A K i 33.6% c B AELERLBAT  BRBWRLERTET
AL A 3 B K A5 R AZ T R B B 6 2K B (R 1= g, 2005) -

3% Kim et al. (2002)#2 Ranganathan & Ganapathy (2002)84 #F 7235 & » 483k 22 &%
HEETHAHSRIRLEHRERTRAEZ— - AOREEKEK CERREEWH AT
(Computer Emergency Response Team/Coordination Center, CERT/CC)#y 43t #8 -~ » 2003
2 R e A E A 3R BOBP 5 £ 137,529 4 (CERT/CC 2004)- gt #h Computer Security
Institute 72 2004 SFPFE/T BRI FE M 22 A EME T/ B - A BORXTHLEFY - A
S53% L ERTHARNNEHR AR T EARCKRBEEAGEL > L 2609 Ro ¥
WA ELPTEROEBIBRTEIR 4T % ¥ £ (Lawrence et al., 2004) o E i
BHRT AR EAZAERSNEBEBREY > AR 22T REZF S ERGER -

WA BARAE 0 T3 2004 FHEBELABAGER  BETERA
¥E 5 M4 X - [LETIR# (Denial of Service, DoS)s # - # %o £ % F i+ (44 B #,
2005) © 2005 4483 & E A BIR T T DoS ¥~ 4k F K X 0 @ H DoS
KRG THREAZHHIE K o HIbT e METRB LR L —FAH B RGEE R LR
# - AR 4% CERT/CC (2001c)#y & & > DoS sk % 23X [8 3% 5 18 49 3% IR 5 04 & ik 8 A %
$ ik OB F AR R IR0 —AE4T 8 0 DoS BB A - IR T RS F A FBEEF
WA ARAS D » BT AR R E— ey £ KR o A A 2000 F 2 A ) DoS HEF
&) 0 E 4 E B HJE N 3 (Yahoo!) 2 A 8 B i BX K% » Yahoo!#yi% 5 5] % fn
A a3k B AR EAF T = A 0 T Yahoo! F S AR R T M T HRAMA R T E
MK Sk d MR ICE SRIRFS o £ Yahoo! W B Bk B % —Fw NBEN  EB G —EF
4 %935 buy.com Fo eBay &1 ZFMLF ik ey 5 - gL b F 4 69 8% E 4935 amazon.com -
4n % %7 M #8 sk CNN.com ~ 483% % 7 E-Trade #= Datek » 1A & #+# #7 B 4935 ZDNet 4.4
BB R NAREE 2 - SR AEFES BT RR S Kb EB IR A E A
BEOHEZLHIS FRAEH T EFHYRBELRA L —AROEEAE TR EH
258.44 25 - A BARKT E AL IERAL T BT 64.26 B -

¥ DoS B BA N ERFEALAFTR DoS 842 X Ar Al A o) 4k
5B RRAZRAEHMARREA o 45 DoS I H A R IIRIELE 4] 0 TR 8§
KR K DoS #5464 # € (CERT/CC, 2001¢) CERT/CC (2001c)iZ ey 5 & 5 X £ &
FA&E o QIEH R BEMAIRTAR DoS B2 54 ISR R £ K0
iR >~ RPN L RO - BORAEE AR A RIRFI )AL - R LRGN A]
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B KM R AR B B LHURRIUT  KRFTAHFRRE S T
49 DoS & 7 K - Rm it &k e 2P E# A DoS B FMe 54 - sbsh - ikl
B AT FHRAAER TR L RER AN AWK TRGHET THER - Rf
RE W 3 PTA IR SRR H I B K 09 45 G 2 SR I R SL6 AT T 8
FRBES » pllo M BHA T AL TRA R AR RERH AL - B £ —
TG KM - AMRAR A SRR REEARHECBRLALK - HHFEFAGEA
TR EEEEBEAET T » TAREHRERELGH ZHE > R RERAE R
R A RB RS AMAL X - TR BARA H 622200 R A MRS 6 £ £ @ & k)R]
AT o A BB B DoS SR A 09 &R RIASIRAT A IRy 5 T o BLEF RS
BB 4 BR  E(W3C, 2003) « Sk wy B & T 0 BRA BRI - T e &
BT 8 BB IR A AR 0 TAAF MR AAEAT R R E R RAEE
e AN

A DoS B AG R 4T £ BT R # 1 A3 &4 N & (Packet Content) % JE# ~ 1A
17 Bk £ 4% B 25 (Server Log) & & & vA 48 3% 7 & (Network Traffic) & J #t % = #8480 7
FoorRRAT o 1) AR AR ELEBGAR T AR EBRHEN R EE LM
BIEARR  EdEHONEZE LS FRLTRN DoS A EHF AL - Rik4T DoS %
% ~ 48] (Rahmani et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2004; Mukkamala & Sun, 2003) - 3% 3 47 & &
— ek BL o e 25 A B R R R EATH B2 R BT AR AR B BB B AT R e s
WA A A BRI R ey S P o BB R EATAAR] o RS IR MR S M R
BERLEHHE  AAHETHOLAFRABRERIGWHEREFTRENEL
R b KB T ARACHHOKRZTBRT KL FER D ZMH AT
Fe WA B AR AREA 0 B PR AR AR 38 6y R B RAR o 2) A FIIR £ MK B S A R HE ey A
Tk A ERREAREREMAGOAMESRERAREKZ 240 RAXLZTEH
4 DoS S5 o b 3R T B B 25 AL A E R 5 B B AR R Sk 48 0] 345 IR A OR S 6Y 4
HHH o B ¥ TCPSYN Flood SR € 2 £ R RBNAEFT X BAZFI R G
YT 28k 0 BTl Bk B AT P IR AS S B2 AR » 3) AR IA T A A eyman ik
F AR H S AR (Bl e B R B)PTR AL 09 R B AR M T A (K] ke SNMP
NetFlow %) 47 DoS ] « 4847 A3t & W AR IR 24 B 354 s 2 DoS
BB R H Ay o AR #8354 E R AR DoS s EE TR f il ey KR rse B c R ILA
VABABR R E A R ik 0 K B AR R IE T MBRAT B BATAR] 0 TR A Rk
HEMERBET  BFCH ARG LAEEAELE St AR EIBIEE P » FTE
WIEF AR AT THRELEZMERMERL(Plw > EH LA HEB IR EREHA
o EREARITETRABRTMEG) - Al BRAANREKEYGEFTERITSE A
A8 E A P L B R

A b ot 3 DoS SUEARR] A ey F K PR AR AT 09 1R BB 5 AT AT R K
Bl A 4838 A BOR 0 BCe A ORHIRE) ¥ 60 2 A AT 4 A — 18 A 28y DoS S A
A4 o APTRIETIIL R A K SR E ISR N 68 B I o AR PR AR
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PIAGO B - AXBHEFHONEM[ kT '$%ﬁﬁDﬂ&§ﬁm&%mm

MR KB EATIES B d A A XTI oy DoS B MA A2 L 2 224

Wﬁ?fi B P 3% A SR 7]‘%‘4’ 89 DoS R BTN X KX FHEIFIMERLER fﬁ;{g}%
EREPREATREESILRRIF R G o

R~ BRI

rEE P I Bk 2 3 B L AT 0 R S FRET AR S X B (DoS)rAa AT % - W& &
3 DoS s #E = 2 Ak DoS S EZ AR KM AR TE AR AT H A 0G5 B0 R
#] o

— - fHERRRFFILE2 (Denial of Service, DoS)

3% CERT/CC (2001c) & Mirkovic & Reiher (2004)84 & & * “A denial of service
attack is characterized by an explicit attempt by attackers to prevent legitimate users of a
service from using that service” » FH 53R [EE L @WK IR o9 & k180 F - ')%JT_ H
1 FZIRA o B 1 Prw > /&£ DoS A8 ¥ > £ BT ARAE é’]ﬁ% 0 55
BEL AR R R EAT A

m%m%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ
| | |
RABRHOHZRE S BRAEHHBEE 2 RABYERE S
-HRAEA B R - A B 3 T R R - B g B
- B YEAR B ARFE E M - A A 48 3% AR F5 R TR - % B B ROR

- B SR 4 Bt
B 1 : BEEFARTS(DoS) B 548

1. RINBH R RETAR T INE 7 28

RABEH ST T DoS A B & =fK > >R EHHEHA TR - #3E4
B R 7 £ A% 3R Bk 3 49 7% 2 45 (CERT/CC, 2001c) VAH 34 H AR 2% El?if“*’é’) DoS % # %
R ERZRAREHATIEREARBATITOHA FA (P 8B L > TSR R =
Ml CPU R %) AR B EEBRAESHERFHBE - xﬂ&f%ﬁﬁ
HROILHER G RAFRE N I HE T -

(1) #8343 2 IRF% : DoS A EHHMBRME L LAHFE —BEERRY - L2 4HT
R(ELILTIEE PUTRF )N REXFTFEFTERELIRBGREE - FEA
A%w%&&%%%% AR & ARERAEN ARSI E B IERMLE ﬁw%%

TR R K o SR E Y IA F L TCP SYN Flood %% » 2% 77 X &4 %
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F %Kik 4z ey SYN Request 3| B 4Z > ¥ B4Z#%® SYN-ACK Response 4% °
Bk 5P A% F £ 69 Acknowledgment B JE 0 3 = %) X 4 (3-way Handshaklng)m,i%;c,
AR BAFAEE B AR SYN Quene A K EAFHFR LT AMRBLEHFE  EX
A 75 % 4% (CERT/CC 2000) -

(2) #W3BIET I DoS AR AA K ETNH O HEMEBAL  #£—KHE
Bk EFARS AR PE EFIRA B o) A g 58 4] £ ICMP DoS s 4 5, UDP
Flood DoS s % - 1 5 X &1 § 2k 1P #49 £ N %5 & Broadcast ICMP Request 5% UDP
Request 3 &, > (FHEE NEERH O EY  HERER AL 2 ERELTEAHC

ﬂﬁ@ﬁ%%%i%éﬂﬁ%Dﬁ&%ﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁl% ST A by AR
B SR B AR AR B 09 A RRS E M 0 BB AR B e B AR &k G F 1EE o e ek 3 DNS
FAM 0 (EAF IR ek R H R kB L4 3R 4 A (Domain Name) 234 3] 42 4 IR % 44 1P
A hk 0 MRS A 7 X R B B AR R IE R R T O EBIRTE o kIR 0 VA
AR W R A & B AR 6 DoS S ¥y X KA S B AR TR HE MR L oy A
e ik B R EE B R EN ERTE R  BELETEE - Fldek
Kusg Loy & 0 R RKEME - AT A REICER G E L ESEE NN R
EML MR A o BEOERZEG B o
2. {KINEEGGEL 2 PHERAR 75 I8 73 5

R DoS L H R 6y 55 85 0 AT o B =48 0 4 % & F] R i R = (Protocol ) i iF) $1
F1 ) 48 38 AR #5 IR 2 DoS sk % -

F B 38 W € R 2 DoS k& F K 0 £ B EAH TCP/IP 443% b &4 18 ) € 09
Rtk o R AT FLET IR 75 4T & (Paxson, 2001) » AREAW T RE » TR TAN &
TCP » UDP ¥z ICMP DoS % # =% :

(1) TCPDoS &% : £ %% by 5% £ M A% K Z 09 EF R EF 69 TCP 4938 3
@’E&ﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁiﬁgﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ KA BAIRHE B EE - B A EMR
BmIFW R BATIRA - BATH Aoy TCP DoS A ¥+ &/ =588 » » % % Land st
# \ Teardrop s # 1 TCP SYN Flood s %t o Land &% % by ¥ # 5% — B F 8
Connection Request (SYN)3t & 2|4k e %55 > 2] EAF 3 ey RRsufe B oysn ey 1P
bk LA R 0w HR IR H A B sk e @I % R T A AR E] 0 e sl ok A A B
ARRALERTCAGHEIH L AT - Mk AR AES T EH o Teardrop % Xk
ALRARAH Oy E o EAMGBRA MEEOXEFTX RFELIP B FEZRGHE
B FeFMRAR T 2B e G K b BN AMEE 8 6 MTU (Maximum Transfer
Unit » R KR $42) - 3 HF 604 8 byte & Bfaegfz o Bk - EFH TCPHEK
BRZA—BAEALRBZEZEO T XENBIR IR B 40 1P B L Tawz d4
oo f2dm R ﬁwk%}%£%7i*ﬁ@ﬁﬂww%@k$f%%%%57%@
R EAEE R &0 E MR Y12 IR (CERT/CC, 1997) - 52 4% » TCP SYN Flood &4 s # 7%
HERAEFERER L4 0 SYN Requests 2| 8 B 4% M & Z AR E ZE = SYN-ACK
Response 74 » & 3% 4p R £ % 5k 14 49 Acknowledgment ® J& © 3 = &) 4 (3-way

o




DiEis SRR ENETIRETIR B RNBRAHR 7

Handshaking) & 7% 52 &%+ 45 B/ #€ A 2R 30 8k 3712 42 04 4 #7 & (Buffer) 2 32 1& %2 B » 3%
17 Bk 28 A2 3k 2 % #(CERT/CC, 2000) -

(2) UDP DoS = # : UDP DoS = # X #% & Fraggle # ¥ » £ % % i% % UDP Protocol
¥ R R % A A6y UDP Broadcast # & £ BAR4A5% > $ A 9MRT AR % 24w
JEZ 1% MR ARKGERR A REBGEE -

(3) ICMP DoS = # :ICMP DoS % # &,4 Ping of Death = ¥ 1 Smurf % % iy #& 5%
#7 X o &2 > Ping of Death Bt % 75 % £ & 2 A Al 44 %42 X, Ping - 4§18 & 04 & #} X 3|
HHE B AR 0 AR B BCE R e E M A S (TCP/IP Stack) 36 7% A $H AT 3l 0y A AT R A
MRl > MAEFAREAHT  RBEN AR BEEIN KL TR EFR  MERA T
REERERAKBEAMR ENBEREBRRXAEHHME - LRk Smurf £ 5
AERREHEHWAEEITRE > EREBRBREAHERH M FE - Smurf G 7 Ef
WA 215 1% 69 ICMP Request 3 @, 1% 2 1P & 4542 4k (IP Broadcast) » 5K 4% J& 3% 1 ik €
1% =] X & ICMP Response 3t 6,45 B 12 B o 48 Smurf s 8 7 Xk 7 B4 2 B A2
EAH LAt A £ R ICMP #) Request 312 Response 3t &, » i & ok 48 3% F Bf -

F R 48 2 R FS i TR 2 DoS ¥ Ty X 0 £ %2 bR 4R g 3k b & AR RS A2 X 69 TR R
RAEITHEATE - WBIRHERZLEHEAREK EORHEEZRT R > SRRFLXL
Rt LB AR T RREANREETARYEHREADT - FIIFLEFF ER
¥ 3 R F (F]de 4 & ¥ &K (CERT/CC, 2001a) ¥4 32 5 & (CERT/CC, 2001b))&y # # B
1% o BHRIE AR ELERDBANA—MARFEXGRFAEZ  RABREEHE KB R
Fes E R EH AR EIETERRR TN R EH O AMER LRI - S0
HOGEREIFHHE - T 2 EE QR R BT R R -
3~ RN B LRE 2 PHETRRFE N E 48

ARBEREGARRE > THrsE—FERREZMEAHERIRY DoS &% - &
b BB RRZ SRR e E e 2R AR B ey — AR A
RAHFZX  ABMAXZOE I RARAE IR RBLEABRETR 3%
1 Sk B F AR R EIRAS o R 0 S SRR SR 7 X XA S oA X B IR
# % % (Distributed Denial of Service, DDoS) - DDoS s # % #] /] 3 % & # %4 J& 44 DoS
Agent(B B K IEA) » £ 5k — 5 R B B $H4F 2 B AR E AR AT L AE — A 8 3 g SRR e
FR MK EI RN B IRER AP R R F RS A L TFIRAFR R AL
JARBER — T B EH - A2 A DoS Agent £2 X, » 3 A SRR EE T
Fegir s -

— - FHERRRF N Z |

A AHH A DoS H B AR F iy BATIRE > A T AIA DoS S A i fiy
Z AT H X 0 3B 5T RA AR e A A 09 BB Ak & KBTS T8 DoS A
AR MY S RIE o FLET AR B o B 2 48 8] B # A2 18 8] (Intrusion Detection) % — £ -
REBAABERAGERRRM T BTy m=4 (1) 113 & N & (Packet Content)
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L AR ik~ (2) A IR £ 4% B 25 (Server Log) L at ey 488 7 ik #1(3) A4 %%
& (Network Traffic) % 3k # a9 18 8] F ik ©

AH R E &R aR ik TR AH LR ERBA R EEEE A DoS %
BEoHOWRAREIRA = —LHEMER ERTERN M - ARER Loy RliT
18 38] o 45 de 1 JB] 48 B4 BT 22 3% 64 Sniffer %% Tepdump 89 & #F 2R 4% & DoS {8:8] &y & # ;
B — B A R W A A RGEAT AR 0 e AR 438 B0y Br Kk & NAT (Network
Address Translation)f5] f 28 » R DA AE L2 A% M3 & o1& F edafan a4 ey
A8 3] 3 AT 0 £ B 6,318 % A 4218 7] & % (Intrusion Detection Systems, IDS) A7 3% A 44 43 £
{8 vt #f (Signature-based)f# 8] # #7( Rahmani et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2004) - iz 287 ¢4
MAHETERZRBERERA X M RARZLEXMHTARIN G ZEHE > WHHORNER
HAoH FR T RIF0h DoS B 0 AMELFIFI AL B DoS H & o

AT B A R AR ik e — s Pllm A BRI MR EITHEZIR
£ RAEBRBERZMITENER SR EFAE RS BRI T
Al ik BATAR] - Bk AR 2R M AR EARENHE BAHEFHLRAF(RA
FHREHEAGLH T RETRENEL  ARERILH 7T N @AM KB ALNHH
OHRETEBRIF > RTEFEB DR MATEGEEN RAETREA » BA®EIKAR%G1E
Ak o sb4h Signature-based fAR) F XA B Eeyse s » bR Y ERMALKLT R EL
T &AF DoS SR A S BRI ARFTATF RAEABHKATHAETELRS
Ao BT SR T RO AL+ BT oA TR ey AR B 3 ey s 7 K -

AR IR 24 B 38 B KBl AR ik » TR A ARBIRFFGFIIR EHKZ 2 4% A4
g2 e A A2 X B 35 Ak & A 0 & ) Signature-based 18 8] 3% #7 » A ) E L F A4 DoS %
B R B o e R B 48 B A5 IR £ 4 (Web Server) Bz P o430k TIABE R A S
# 4 Code Red gty 484F > A A C&e ¥ Jp0h T4 o d 70 3LAA DoS A& 45 A 3 47 48 A
MR EA B A REST > R ERHZFAIRERETMAR TIE > BEMAR IR EHK
PASh oy HE e S T8 o Sk oh o #Ah 3R kA R SR 8 DoS S o R SRR HAT IR A& kA AL AA
A o 49| e ) 38 SR R U R R #4769 TCP SYN Flood % » Rk B 5 AL a2
ARERR AT FEFAREIKAEYE T Lk HLAFIREHKAES KGR
R 7y ik o 3K A A R R s AR 69 DoS L -

% AR E LA GAR ik B R BB (PR G S
e B)PT IR AL 6 A2 1R 8 K A (] 4w SNMP ~ NetFlow + SFlow » RMON % )4k 2 {5 2] 64 3
B o AR HfT £ £ 2T R A & F AR+ 2 Anomaly-based 4% 47 2R 48 B 2 K A&
REGET GREMEEZIHGREB LN EFTERAETH ALK FERELHER
EFARERER  RELREEFEBRERETREREAGER  AEZRZTER
W T IEFREE-TIEME  RIZAEA DoS B4 4 (Yau et al., 2005) = 7 4 » &
TTAE s DoS SE AR 0 R Bk b ey MK R S DoS B AL R AR AL RE 0 B T H) A
A DoS # #(Rahmani et al., 2004) - f#]4r > Barford % A (2002) #| A SNMP % NetFlow
89 F# - A Wavelet Analysis 89 5% > AT 4% L R FHR TG HE £ -

r
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B AU IR L R 2 AR ik 09 B BE £ 5 0 Anomaly-based {2 8] 3% 7 64 & 25
AR ERETHEBITSE R ARREEGEIBRET  BFTHILR Y E
FHARFE AR FRE 0 L HETRGEBIRFE T - PR EF @A ITE T
FEFAAE G (Flde AT ENGHEBERXZREMBORET > BAEERNZET LTI
FTARAAE G PFFPALEBRGETHRBRALRERRE) B 222 REBYEFT
HWATS AR — R K TR ERRNEEERRY 2T AR B EFRE
A A B By o

# % L3 BLA DoS 18R] 64 &k B LIk &) AFF R R IHKA HBIAEAAEL MR K
B SR E FHR B 09 5 28 5 b AT 0 R 1B 4T DoS LB ARR - 4 F IR B B AR A
EAEBREERTAE EH LN ERAFIREH A 2L A AR F R A L0k
2L Mk R AR e AT R B 0 AN A #E % Anomaly-based 18 8] 5 X A& &
s E AR AR BE A B BT o R 6 B 3R -

%~ FMEBTIRAF SR AR B & L RAR

ARIE RE F AT AR 5T #70 &-48 DoS s A o) 7 AL 4 0 A R F ik 42 & K 5B A
HE R DoS KL% > & A A RETER AT > TR A NIFMEK T RS DoS %
BH F R THE M EEERE KA F R EOERA T EANER T
RERANG  ARAFFREE 54 DoS A EW XM ETRNGHAR AT LA MIE
FRALTEZSEBMNIORARBRAEA AR - AmEF—BAEFTHEAI LRI ETHNG -
ST REE L EBERAITLENER  MALRWEFTHEBAERE RLERFRTY
5B B RN PR T SRR E M DoS 43 R B ey R o AR B e A AT F ik R
FIR Cam AR IR A IR AR Z B AR ERGRG AE L AR
Sk sk FARE X 0 BT ey AR AT #8509 #) 2 (Elson, 2000; Mukkamala et al., 2003) o
AU R 5P EF IR E N DoS WA EHMRFIMAE — AR L AH A e
S IETHEB AT DS BB AT EL AKX  BATARIHWERAELE L
DoS B oy WA E o B 2 & KU R PTHR H 69 DoS AR LB 2 A S 2 4% -

)
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é},ﬂs EZM I?%_ Bp 85 SNMP A 3% 5 T £ A
A B =2 - -
OLE B TH I
| —— E — BN
o DoS/gEDoS
—— DoS B % — R E B
B B M 4 % % SNMP
W R j« EEM v
@% ﬁ\< DoS % #]ir € DoS | LR
@%&' DoS sk 4% 45 AR X,
FeL 7 AR 5 73 3R 4R R0 2 B R TR A RRARKEE

[ 2 : BRERAR TS (DoS) I B RAI B B E R ZKEE

— - EHERFRBERARAZEE

B 2 Ffow 0 FRETAR AR FARIBL X B F @45 T8k % DoS/JE DoS W3 i &
o X2 E A DoS FARM K o R#F 4L A ) DoS/JE DoS R AE A LE A MW
3% % o SNMP 72 4t - SNMP & ] 5 4834 % 2 =&
Protocol) = ffi#% - & & ¥ IP 49 E&J—_Kﬁ & 49 Internet 42 # 4} £ (Mauro et al., 2001) -
CHRMEE ERR 6 Ak Ao AR g ELT#E#MT]EZ» T A A o EEH

— R AE K ARGE IR SR AT B AR R B R L HA SNMP
ﬁ@k%@Mi%%’ﬁﬁ%?ﬂﬁmm%mﬁ%%’@muﬂﬁﬁA’ﬁﬁ&‘%
H 2% ey AR B 448 K R o SNMP i 5 & a7 oy 4 9% 3 fh 0 12/ 3 R R ey 48 % A%
fir > SNMP Fr 5 ey FRAH AR R EFTAMA LR - LAFE LA RMAR—F
T A %P > SNMP £ & T 49 % & R & (Management Information Base » ffj # MIB) - %
Jo Ve MRS BT A % B R A MY B BRI LR E R E AL SNMP M4 -

AHFRAE F 65 SNMP 78 X+ 4 & # MIB-2 T ¢ Interfaces 3853 - tn k& | BfF
FA1 B Interfaces #7875 P I 12 18 1 7% & 48 Bl 69 % % - 15 & K& R BT 4% DoS % 78]

(Simple Network Management

M2 H G-
#< 1: SNMP ;i & X #8 KR H
5 B4 A i)
ifInOctets AN By bytes ¥
ifinUcastpkts M BY unicast 3 &, ¥
iflnNUcastpkts AN 69 JE unicast 3 8, %
ifInDiscards By discard 3 6
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ifInErrors By error 3 &
ifInUnknownProtos NG R AE AT T3 A
ifOutOctets A8 bytes #
ifOutUcastpkts 7% 4 B9 unicast 3 & &
ifOutNUCcastpkts 7% & 89 JE unicast 3t &, ¥
ifOutDiscards 7t By discard 3t &L ¥
ifOutErrors L H By error 3 B

1fOutQlen o EAT 7 0 R E (3 )

AR SNMP #4942 4 2 % “IfInOctets” & 7 /£ & 12 A~ & P73 4 89 Byte # &34 MAC
J& #y3RAE Byte #& - “ifInUcastpkts” & = F §¥ 4 & F7 00 B) B3 2540 LB (Jm IP )
38 SR T 6 T4 34 AR BB S 46 4 @ 3 o “ifInNUcastpkts” & = & #2 / &@ AT 360k 2] B
fikts £ (o 1P B )ALY€ 00 T 4% PO 35 96 T35 46 (.36 T 405 19 90 B3 T4
% NAEIE)H ¥ - “ifinDiscards” A TERA T WA @ m ik EZNH AR T (L4 3E £1E
fTe5 R84 FE 03 ) BREM I B EIEHOHNTRERAZ — TR IO FE
Ti(Plde » FXEEAR  FATRERFOCAZAATENGNELFE) 25/
BFehdt e o “IfInErrors” k FEN T B A w4 A 4435 (F A IP Checksum | Ef & &
B4R )M AMAE £ @SR & % ey 3 &% o “ifIlnUnknownProtos” & it A\ K ¥ 4>
wo AEELABRERT I MREZNHOEKE -

HR—EMERE R A A DoS HER HBEEE LYK ETENAZE( TCP
Acknowledgement + UDP Broadcast + ICMP Broadcast % )€ 4% ¢, % & IP Datagram(id %
1 A2 R IP 424k) » B A Ethernet AAE @K » R d AR X B B/ &% A4
¥ Z % 0 K& SNMP Agent | MIB-2 # @305k I N HHK 2 KR ET AR
MREHEAEHEHMNAEAAR TR BEATE AN F T XRE@KITSL  #4e > TCP SYN Flood
BB A AL KB4 IP 3H6,(8p TCP SYN 3¢ shid BB A @i &%
“IfinOctets” & “ifInUcastpkts” ¥L iE A Z a4 R S ML M ZHEKREZE o A
HSE R GO E R RR ARG ER A B SRS R 0 B A A SRR eh 4a B
ViR &

M “ifOutOctets” R TE& G ER A @G H B K ANEH B Byte HE > &4 MAC
J& 44 A AE Byte # & - “ifOutUcastpkts” & 7+ £ & (4o [P B )@ M £ B K ER AN @ik 4
FETHEBNREIEZIEIH OH @4 EFRILA a3 & # e “ifOutNUcastpkts”
AT LR IPR)EARMHEZEZELERNIGREE FTARBRNINERELRB/ IO b
WEERAAFZE R MG EH - “ifOutDiscards” kR T AR TR A @R b mE£20 e
BOERTRNGEEHOLHTRREAZ - RER M@ TERLY > BEF%F
o3 o Pllm i K EEBTREN TR AT SAENHMNY R R EH AT LR
ERAMAEm Y LEN XEHOPREE IREFZOH O E ORI HFALE R -
“ifOutErrors” A = H H L4 m A AR B A~ @ikt L ARG BwH K -
“IfOutQlen” % = % i% ¥ F #4 /> & 1% H 49 3 &.17 7] (Queue) & F (3 L ¥ ¥) » DoS %% iR
TR ERYH AT RE - ERFER -
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i
ol

FHR LR KR B8 % DoS SERF c WA E S AT R M IR E T
@’@T%&ﬁkﬁ%hﬁ%%%mz’%MTu&ﬁ%ﬁDﬁ&%ﬁ%m;ﬁg’
FHEASATHAN G TR AZOAAMERATBE - BT 7 R 41 5%
REWARBEREEF -

ERRERGEFRCRE  AVH s BT AAENEE o RFRAN R
1oy 12 /BFER % 8 ABFHRE F oA eh il > REITTLET RS B FAR KX
2 o 38 5T A T 4e 28 7] 89 3] Sk Ak A (Training Examples) & & % » 1835 2 B M A (<
AT AR B AR AR AR S B ) S — 8 o A K R g B M AR 0 Z B AR - Ak
J G o F8 o0 AT AT 0 &35 RO B 49 8 F 7% (Quinlan 1986; 1993; 1996) 2 45 4% it 84 48
49 % (Backpropagation Neural Network) (Rumelhart et al., 1986) - # & K #F 72 BT & B F2 49
HHR R NEBP B 2R - RATERA T C4.5 th F B 492 Y ol R M DoS R
EAMBK -

HHLZTHINREARAES  RRBENE LA A Emey X 0 REABHK
Ee AR o EBEREBBAE Y - C4.5 A F AFE A (Information Gain) 2 J% F|
%(Galn Ratio) 5 1&k¥ » BHERLE> WO BEME LTI - RIZ AL
T ooREFEFEY S EBEZMEB . B ES SETFHL - EH5R KB A Z
FiAIRARAR  pREBEHTHEY - BEHHAF A TFHEETHAIIT LB
HIHE—FHEBEPHOSGINRRREBALX AR XFE THELHR C45 A%
BOEMEH o H R RTARIBE R EHE > CAS R XTI A Aok 2 09 FARER] > A
% DoS AR EHANZM - & 2 PeyTERKA] Rule 29 X7 » &R koY bytes B K5
29,706 » ;7 & &4 unicast 3 6,8 K54 2,351,072 + H A By unicast 3 & 2 A E 5 9,608
B A 99.1%89 4% % & DoS ¥ F7 & & 897 F - ¥ Rule 30 8] & = » £ /A& & 49 JF unicast
#H &K 327 A8 unicast 3 &, F A FE A 89,290 0 HA A 64 JE unicast 3 6, F
7 268 IF 0 A 95.79% 89 # F & JF DoS AT E A WA E

x 2 REMHPTELR DoS WEFHALLA

Rule 29:
ifOutOctets > 29,706 and ifOutUcastpkts > 2,351,072 and
ifInUcastpkts <= 9,608
- class DoS [99.1%)]

Rule 30:
ifOutNUcastpkts > 327 and ifInUcastpkts <= 89,290 and
ifInNUcastpkts <= 268
-> class notDoS [95.79%]
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— - FHERRR IR A RGER

&
g

AE % DS AEPAEANAEZIHE - THRETHINF  EENERETLLIKTER
BN AR %4 SNMP ayth 2 & BME3% AN d » BPEF A X — M MRN8 il
12 fEFaR SR SEHRME REAN—FHALN>AELENRANZATEHAT S
DoS ## o & ¥ &k — & % DoS B AF - 43k B 2 £ AR AR F e PAT Ry R
3 0 AR DoS L B H EF iR F a8 o

K DoS KB ZAMHAREIR > BT E %A WM DoS FEWHEZFK 1 (1)
PR EERE L EEABRNET  EF L AR TUARAEERLE R R R FREH
R ERALE 0 3t BT AT PE ARG R H AR E R ERBEN T
NEBEFAREPEHSEARABNIGOER  ARBXE IR EBARBODZERG THER
4745, 2000) © Q)IRAKAIEF N BE  F BFF R AL FWEBLEE 0 Pl B H LA
IP Spoof 3% #7 & % & 2 J& IP (Savage et al., 2001) » KX 4 % % (& ¥ £ W% L F &1
MR EA% - B AR B SR o B A & T AR i R R E R B 0 R T AR R 3T 4 R H g
7% vy % 89 ACL (Access Control List) sk, 4 1& 3% % 4 A~ & 69 3 2 QoS (Quality of Service)
B 0 A FRLET SRk SR BT R R 0 R B (R T, 2004) -

RIE L6y DoS & By Bk » AHF A Z — R A DoS &4k 4u B & KAy
B8kt o (1) 2% DoS %25 AR F I I M BT E » A ¥ET i
R 0 Bl & 4T & 1 SNMP A Bk 3 ¥4 DoS ¥ ey IR A& A Z 4 L ALKF
REAEHE  PBELAAEN FH AR BT AG RS &% 5 X DoS ¥ 3 M3k
1B o Q) ZRAEFGEAMBELIRABLETENEE LXZETRHRARESL M
RN ERR AR PE L AR ERGRE T X MARRE R EERLRFLK
R R B 2T Bk & 44 DoS ¥ 4E A o) TCP/UDP i@ 3 3% (port) 44 3 &L 1%
o dm T A R b B R A5 R M IR A 09 LT 0 A% DoS s g BIRAK - (3)
ERBEBTEEEEEERYRE M ERRAER L LEE R P Lk (Fl el
& A 1P Spoof 4% #744 SYN Flood 3% #t %, & Ping of Death #43x #) » #93% % 3¢ + #% 7T 1A
I H el B P %8 ACL - FR41 18 IP 42 bk ey M8 o (4) 5 A ¥ R AW
A g ey do [ o B AR RRA & A T A BT TP AL 3k B 0 AR AR E 18 3% T 43
$oh a3y B 0 K DoS S AR AR K 0 QoS » VAR A% I T AR HH AR T A i R 0
2;;'_3 °

I RAGAELGHEAM DoS KB ERL THEBELE  RFWREETEE DoS
A HEFE AR 0 A Fe DoS BB B RR A 0 AR FRIR G E 6 B L A6 o ] do B RR R
EEEORE N @R EEETARSG L ERGERTEAL » Ry ki
IR EN R R RGN T H A IRAK DoS LT A A 60 F R R @
[gj o
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i
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= EEERFRREZAIRMERMIEZEMFEGFHE

AHFRA B AT E R L RAR A 09 458 E B € SNMP % & 38 £ 438 R oy Kt
$H A AR IR B 68 S R BT R v S H Al 0 R 4T DoS B AR AT E - KB RPTIR R
GZEERAERA = —% SNMP #5572 2 %M DoS MK LE - (DA
SNMP 4454 78 R ERAF @ » B B AT 69 M3 % M4 % ¥ 3% SNMP # € - B ABF 4
Aty L kB E e SNMP Mm% 0 R ZxEHmBR i mEr g
SNMP 4@ i7 & £ > - @HA TR EBIBMERBREODE - it KR
15 ey IR T M A A PTFZ SNMP R AT ETEE  FEAMRIFEN
BAHERHEGRRA T X FRE - —LWHAKUH AR BT RME - B AFRFTREZ
AR AGHEBEREIRAEZTR  TRAAHEONEE LB ER Tk - QA
DoS ¥ FaR X 2 H 5 & - B RHF RARN R T S E L (C45) HEHkF
AEE o A—18 5,000 FH AW TR L6 0 L HIMAE— S A Intel Pentium 4
2.4GHz CPU - 512 MB RAM - #47 Windows XP Professional #4 £ #% F it /742 % 8% » pf
FZARIFMAEL 0.92 £ o B m T - AR DoS A EMRM A R A2 2 &
AN GRS F — & — ey 2K REST SNMP 43872 A 4Hay 38 & 51 DoS S ¥ fanl
PR EE 1 FBEATENGER T EHER TR T B a8 g% -

St ABT R ATIE DoS AR MR M L A KA AT AR A LM 2R R4
T ¢ BArE & A R AR R B DoS st ey A (de 1 By oK~ AfR4aR A & (DS) ~ A
R EZHAPS)H) XK 5 R AH RN B L KA AR 7 ik - ST KT H A LKA
REERREG  BEHOGEZAGARAMNHNOITALHER  REHHERABEAN
&7 [5) 48 F& ) B 1 4T B o T AR BT BT 3R th 69 DoS 18] & 4 & A A SNMP 493% i7& 15
HAAR e A A AR EENARAZT AN AR AA B RBTKRART MG - A
AR ZRIANRFTE LG L— SRR RFLZZGTAH S EEEGERZM > &
7 SNMP & &0 0 ER R AFERA MBS - b 1R 2] DoS s ¥ % » Tk
EAE R ST DoS K A 0 MR A & AT B o IS AR G A A BT — RO T s 5
Fu4 DoS 43 —Hm F B 2R A 2k 0 2T T ATET DoS #9353 4h > R BT A
WRE—ARENTRRESE NIRRT E AR REZEI KRR - Rdm RFFRAT
#2169 DoS S B8 R B By 2 £ G BT AR R 6 R 4 & R0y SNMP #3534 & H 4 AT A £ 18
BIPPRFME E R B AT ERE R 0 ZM A - RECRIIAELEL 4N T RAMABOL TR
REATEHETENFHMRBO )AL HARLBFROERIMHN T RER T4
49 DoS M E LR A A R E W R HREFE -
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B MABTRAF SR AR X FEFPE

ST IR PLET IR 75 X B TR K 2 2 F KR LB IT T B 746 ABRE T4 & DoS
HEFAARNZ AR AFREIROREZATEETR D A4 KIM4H DoS E R &
B TAR Z AL B ATIRAE AP H TR E BB A5 T HFAREKX 5 9 DoS ¥R
TEMIEFTARENRS LR RO HHFARABXEE > T B A DoS S8 4693k
%kﬂﬁ% HEATHAIREGEB AT LEERGTARMBEX - L E R T AR DoS %

BEHGEA N LWARERMBE AT —4 DoS HEFAME TN > F i EEHIER H
DoS k¥ ey %] - AR @B e TR IR S 9B kB KRMFPEHTR
DoS % 78:8] & S {50 #1769 DoS A Z MR AL - A T 4 HEHE & A E
AHEE  FHEER FHARATEISCLERETIF @SR -

— nBEEAESR

ATHEFPELTERERAANGAZEHN 25 L EFREATHE DoS HBR2F
o EAETAEZNAMNRET G AX S M R ES LMK AL RMBIRILT 0 IET A
ToAEEBRATEAHREREAXATOENARER  HERBLEK AT AHAE
REABREBRLRZFGRRFELER S o B4 & TR E I MBRERTETH
AN R P74 X DoS BB AR R AR BE - KBRS B 1 548 A TRAR R
MM EEE=1,3, ) ETHBRIBIETHNIETAETIRE - AF R AELEZ D
KWk PO E BT AR 1> 35 45 AR KB R - 2 % 3 % 9,000 4 E
WA E R ML TEIEZA

Z7DoS X EHEBATEMNIRE WA LETREBRERTETEKX TEHOE
HRE MV EEFTEBENE  HHBFEZEMNOER  AREAFAREBH T TR
HSE IR P 4T DoS A M MBATLHE - AF T LR DoS L TG AL LR
MEEH KA RAFE A WA F 6 DoS sk 42 K (&4 TCP SYN Flood - Land » Angry
Ping #2 Fake Ping) » 4 %l A sbva#g DoS s%x #2 X%k X—H2 T - ﬁ%i&%;’%‘ﬁﬁ%
REBEHANATAZTER - AARL—ERAERETRENIEARAZT AR =P
) MFE LR ETFARBE R - R RE R At 545 =1, 3, 5) &A% I R
Ml FaE 0 - 32 % DoS B ey i iR & KAt -

&= 3 DoSEBREBEHEH

Aﬂn

a“

BAR B P B
HE B — 48 =4 Eap
TCP SYN Flood 1,311 1,726 494
Land 1,440 748 545
Angry Ping 1,425 1,404 925

Fake Ping 874 962 735
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Z - ML RERIRE

LB AR T @ 0 RATIRA B S AT F R 69 =CA45 4R © R & (Missing Rate) » 3R
#k % (False rate) & 4 #F % (Accuracy Rate) 1 & & 1] 2 R+ A& 09 1R IF - X QR H k1B
Ao R GRES TR oy KRARKXTHES T RS C AN m A AR
FHRTARSE CRANZERBE - RFRN  ny REREHETAR S CRAZEFEE -
Fbst# 3k —4 2 Can - ARk ERRRELT KT ¢

ZI; ll¢]n] zlj ltijnﬂ
FREC)= L7 mERBE(C) = L

Z, 11y z] 17
iR R EERTRS

k

Zi:l i
A F= k k
Zi:l j—lnl]

LEEEFERAETE > ABREAHERNI R - TRERNRZ - AFREARR
o4k DoS HEMAZEHEFR > 2R A — A =548 DoS ARREAHEF
&M IR H 494 ~ 545~ 925 % 735 % TCP SYN Flood * Land + Angry Ping ;ii- Fake Ping
FrAAMARERH T ANRLHEFTAZTEHN EEAFHEARIL NGB AL
mﬁﬁﬂﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬂiﬁwmﬁé%mﬂﬁ%ﬁzﬁi*ﬁﬁAﬂ%ﬁ
L1454k DoS B FARBE X THFHEZ o sbih o KT RH A+ 2 LkhEx(Weiss &
Kulikowski, 1991) %k i 47 F 3% u{-ﬁ.‘lﬁi 13545 L3l SNMP A2 A H oMY R E
FEEARE K egFaTEe AL ¥ —mtE LR A LR RE SR T
o g — A 0 B 10 éﬂ%%/\f&f?ﬁéﬂﬂé&’“ﬂ MAEH 10 EHa - &
o AHHEERERGTHMELREDER -

= - FHERRRF IR AR E R B kS R

Bk AT AT DoS HEMA AL £E S DoS AEREMEFAE

Y ainb:\’?*?;fﬁfrﬁf EGEFETR Y > RMELHFIE S T B #5689 DoS &% »
W A R E A AL S DoS SR E - Wb FARE KX B e AR S IRLIRE
;E'E DoS i # » “ﬂl‘ﬁ"* MEA T RE » st AAF TR AR L — 18 DoS s #/3F DoS &
Bog MM R 4P EETPAELERT R KAXPT# 3 69 DoS 4 1A )
Ao AAEWBEZET AR MMES L, 385048 L E 5 F 5 3] 7T i 5] 99.78%,
99.91%%2 99.83% : W A K E 4 KRIREAAMF Y REBMMET » a3l 4 99.21%,
99.31%3%2 98.59% 8y & A E R B, o A TAR MR FE 7 d » & E IR A T B I B
Bl T AR KA 0.19% 5 mi B AR IRI BB FE R SEMEA 1.82% » JRBr £ 100 {85
T2 DoS kA E Y 0 »RIMEH 0.19 81 1.82 MBik %) &k DoS L& A® - BB
IR A IR0 RIRF RS A 0.33%5 1.10% A W - R M T » AR

B
nE

&
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P #& by DoS A EFARMEX - £ TR BT T (DX 4R M EATE 6 M3 F TAE 48
HARTARLER -

#< 4 ! DoS MEFRAI T ERAER

ER N S il iR R F R
ST ILEE) 0.19% 0.15% 99.83%
K I 4 9% 3R 3 1.82% 1.01% 98.59%

Y It AR E T ool
ST LS L 0.04% 0.15% 99.91%
A% [ 458 3R 0.52% 0.85% 99.31%

— > RE R A & % RIE Al
ST LS L 0.11% 0.33% 99.78%
S LET T 0.48% 1.10% 99.21%

Hoh o B R R 4938 R BT 44 DoS SR TARI R - T A B A E L N ey TR

BN ZERE A% - BRI FOTHRERER » EAZRE 4 EIK &R H 18
ﬁz%,l:éxésy’fiﬁb FaE AR TRBTER - flde  DEMBR RS R ADLEHSR
B RETREAF S OEAMRM(TRREZIMAFTP MRS~ Fa4E A P2P -
ARl A Web TV %) H b ZA AT EA KD - AARM  ZREBAME RN F 09T
Bl 5L BT RAIER Y 0 RBAEAZTAA LA TR KRG E R -

AR 0 ARIAR B M MR AR b 3k DoS 25 T8 B 2K A 0 7T VB BLIR AR BF R R RS 0 KD
AR KRG BELFR » B SFARGRRMN K REFR AR FH G
RAEAT A AR 0 Ao b T A B e ik 3R R R R IR A RS P A 4 DoS B - AaH 0
ZEE T AR R 0 BT LA OA T o 4E 09 85 K BE M M B R GE AT R R B AR 0 AR
ERBVEREKNGFTEERER oA RGEETITH -

 FEETRR IR AR R A EE T MER

de B AR F 45698 0 12 T TR DoS B E ey A S AR AR R I — 4
DoS % 77 X agAa Bl AR » M AARMER 2T I/EL S a0 o BILRFFRLH
DoS st # %85 64 FAR| /T BB - AB AL TR T > &KIHF 4 42 DoS & F X
TCP SYN Flood + Land + Angry Ping & Fake Ping Ff & 4 69 R A4 & &~ Fl by #8 3] >
Hhe LIEFIREG R 0 FTAKRTAR TAES —18 5 AR 6 - Fa R A -

dok 5P BABPTRMMERIEZH A TR MR AT AT RE LT
RIABE X AR T £ 2] 98.54% 00 b oy B AR A & o AR L M R 2T K B A 98.54%
VA L oM & EAE ML FE ) i TCP SYN Flood » Land + Angry Ping + Fake Ping ¥A % JE DoS
HEREEFITBGRR BT AP RATIR B ) FARE K H 50 S w1 [ 69 DoS s #
M AEAR AR PR o A F Y I IR Y P O B R B R 04 B R S B 0 PR A5 SR Y AT — B
AL+ T B A 3 48 2K 3R B 04 TR A A AR A ek AR A A B KR BT 0 i OB T PR R 69 R
HTARKEOBEL TR - 74 b B a# DoS ¥4/ DoS 487 & it 47 7R 2
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# DoS & ##A 5] EATFAR WY EAE R » TTIOAE I B 46 F) BT AR 2 5 B % DoS s HE ey Bk
Foug ARG T — F FIE B AT — 42 DoS KT EAMRE > 7B EEEFARKR(K
Koy %2R AHREHEKIRT » AL 342 EITRBIRAIFH 0.78%) Wb 4 » A
0y DoS K MA FARBXT » RAOFRAGIEE A8 FAFoyFAR EER -

#< 5 ' DoS B LA I THAIE B it IR (SRR K)

E N SIS il g E
DEWEB R 99.89%
K [ 48 75 3 98.55%

= AR AR i
¥ IR 99.78%
GRS T 98.54%

— AR A H R E
IR 99.63%
GRS T 98.61%

TR &KATEH 4 DoS KA FAR X MR FEATRHY » 4ok 6 P » TCP SYN
Flood =¥ ey AR A RIK FAR BB R - £ T B WK IR AT F AR E 09 B B M M
MTXHEBFEEHL 0% LT RFRITIRE DoS HEFARBX T IAE 5 B H K
TCP SYN Flood St # A2 EF AT XA A BEARAZTHE R 7 s =¥ A (Land,
Angry Ping $1 Fake Ping)#y i/ & B IE ¥ 4 R RN MR T RALT M M R0y 2 R ™ A -
By &M o Land AR AR B HEEKRR T I AR SOAAERE 555 607% (1 =5
24E)~ 4.40% (t=3 2 hE) A& 3.67% (t=1 %-4%) > #8-% Land &% A B 4@ 83 P g 3
EAETHFEREFTAER A A EATHMAAE > M EKEE Land HEAE £ IFH
R EREGHERBE 12k Land HE A S E@EIKIRE T 0 AT BIRAR A M
BIFa T AR B R RA 5 2 A 0.18% (=5 548)-0.37% (t=3 »48) % 0.73%
(t=1445) B AR R R A547 887 £ A #3833 18] Land S8 2 2 a ik £
fo A A E RIS IR T 3 B 1 44 09 1R 2 AR o

7 6 : DoS WEIARITRAI T BMER(EREK)

3 3% 3% DoS % #MA Ay EBAREHN = o8Bk EH — a7 A

TCP SYN Flood 0% 0% 0%

, , Land 0.18% 0.37% 0.73%
> E IR IR 5

BRI Angry Ping 0.54% 0.11% 0.11%

Fake Ping 0% 0.41% 0.27%

TCP SYN Flood 0% 0% 0%

\ .. Land 6.07% 4.40% 3.67%
X7 49 3% 3% 35

L A Angry Ping 0.86% 0.11% 0.43%

Fake Ping 2.31% 3.54% 1.63%
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18] Fake Ping A B AR B @B T TR A RS ORBE 25 HF 2.31% (=5 548)
3.54% (t =3 - 48) & 1.63% (t = 1 44%) » HL iR F 1285 Land %% - {21t TCP SYN
Flood s # & Angry Ping % # 5 - Fake Ping st % /&£ & £ 4958 335 P » f& R ) BAR 5 )
M HAAR R EHRL - 2R RA 0% (=5 24%) » 0.41% (1=3 548) & 0.27%
(t=1 24%) - B IARIE B £ 542 » Fake Ping 23 5 4 [ 49 7% 37 35 649 18 8] 2 AEAE 48 7%
Land 5% » {2 £ D EWBIRIL P A A8 & T 8409 AR A8 - 5 — % @ » Angry Ping 3%
BAEMAMEBRREY  EFRBURSHMRBTZAMNER  HARKGBBE > T
Angry Ping X 372 & -F T 2# Mk R - AR D HY Angry Ping R Z MR A & KL
A A A - AR EIEAR T T 0 Angry Ping S e 1 #958 IRBLH R F BOAR BF R R
BT o MARMKHERE > AHRRAF R EZ DoS HEMA A &% H#A Angry Ping
A AR AT 0 {8 R AL AR o

R F AT IARIE M M R R E B E - TAKR Land S E 4
¥ & Angry Ping s8N ¥ 405% 0 A | AR R B IRARBF M M B P s s ey TR AR K - o
BEAE A 3 A8 RS o458 AR B I M 1% 69 TR R 45 R o Land st %30 & ¥ 4898 R fa A 1
o> &8 IR 8 TR B W) M [ 00 3R & 5% 3 (0.73%) 5 Fake Ping A XK #®BEAM 5 4R €
TR BF M M R eg 2R B & 0% > 12 78 1 248 7B IR AL i M) M 13 09 1R £ 45 £ (0.27%) » 3
o 4% B B B ) M R 09 B % 9% 5 (0.41%) » 7 Fake Ping # Ak [ 48 3% 04 1R & R M
R 1 2 4F 7 AR B M M M8 R 4K (1.63%) » 3 54878 B AR B M P Fa 5% 5 (3.54%) £ |
WHERAER B AR BB (=], 3, 5 2 48)FrE 09 DoS kAR A K - HAER
SR R E R S e e R R

4o % 7 B 7% DoS s % #2 %] Fa R #9 3% % - TCP SYN Flood 3k % #2 Angry Ping %
AR ERLSEEBALBBRAKM B BT E L AR - LARNRMREY
BAK(0.60% A TF) BETHEFAETXEMARATRALEAENELRNKRELRS -
B AR AR R I EAGATE 0 AR R R AR £ ¥ 5 TCP SYN Flood st # ¢ Angry Ping
HEE o S AAT R IRBL T A RAT AR A - 1A Land 4 & Fake Ping s %
RMEARBEBRRREY GACE@ABRER  BreREEEBFHLILEETRNEGZ
IE 938 R B A 3 A DoS 4% > B i s DoS K EFARIM X AR B M T A
BEWmME RASEMBERR TIA 1 540 B4R B M R3m E(1.81%)
% & 4h > Land 5% % & Fake Ping % #3248 £ 3948 % 1K(0.81% A F) - B R IFERME
FGAZ » D E 4% P ¥ Land B9 & Fake Ping L% R A ReS ey 18R ekt - R T & R
FA G MR MBI =1,3,5 24)FE 28 DoS AR FARMMA RN REF W HE
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