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global attention and residual structure was proposed, taking the preprocessed graph data as input. After serializing

channel attention and spatial attention to obtain global attention, input features were weighted. Finally, the model
outputted the intrusion classification. Experiments on the CIC-IDS2017 and NSL-KDD data sets showed that, com-

pared to similar models trained with the original data, the F1 score increased from 0.853 2 to 0.978 6 and the recall
rate from 0.914 8 to 0.984 2 on the CIC-IDS2017 data set, and the F1 score increased from 0.646 2 to 0.844 3 and
the recall rate from 0.726 to 0.876 8 on the NSL-KDD data set. This indicates that the proposed method effectively

addressed the problems of slow data updates and insufficient samples for certain intrusion categories in intrusion de-

tection.

Keywords: intrusion detection, graph data transformation, Cycle-GAN, sample data generation
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Figure2 Framework of data generation based on improved Cycle-GAN
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Yy R NINES R IETES
BENIGN 36 352 36 352
DDoS 20 204 20 204
DoS GoldenEye 16 633 16 633
SSH-Patator 9529 9529
Bot 3161 105811
Infiltration 58 10 064 1
DoS Slowhttptest 8 886 8 886
DoS Hulk 36 819 36 819
Heartbleed 18 100191
Web Attack XSS 1053 111731
PortScan 25414 25414
Web Attack Brute Force 2435 127121
DosS slowloris 9366 9366
FTP-Patator 12 823 12 823
Web Attack Sql Injection 34 10037 1

#*4 NSL-KDD HiBEFERIEHHIES
Table 4 The quantity of data before and after
balancing the NSL-KDD dataset

Wi e TR/ A Tl

BENIGN 61637 61637
Do$S 42851 42851

PROBE 11253 26 645
U2R 202 15052
R2L 2856 15995
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54586, 3, 2, 0, 12, 16, 84, 363, 0,
0, 0, 0, 0, 1, 0, O, O, 40, 0, 0, O,
30, 0, 0, I, 1, 0.00, 0.00, 0.00, 0.00,
1.00, 1.50, 0.00, 104, 66, 0.63, 0.03,

0.01, 0.00, 0.00, 0.00, 0.00, 0.00, 4444, BENIGN
1, 223, 0, 0, 0.5, 441, 33, 1, 21, O,
0, 0, 81, 5521, 0.61, 099, 1, 2, 0, O,
0, 0.22, 16, 66, 73, 811, 1.00, 21,
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3000, 43, 1, 1, 2, 6, 2, 2, 2, 0, 6,
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%6 NSL-KDD #iE& IR KIE RS
Table 6 Example of NSL-KDD dataset sample data

RHAE basE
2.0, 12983.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, BENIGN
1.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0, 134.0, 86.0, 0.61, 0.04, 0.61, 0.02, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0
0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 229.0, DoS
10.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.04, 0.06, 0.0, 255.0, 10.0, 0.04, 0.06, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, 1.0, 1.0

(2) Cycle-GAN #i 7! 2%

Cycle-GAN B FH PN 4 JE A 22 X 45 73
SIAE 0 00 45 R0 A B ) 0 25 R0 A B R0 R
48 FH Leaky_ReLU, 7] & (1) 45 2K R Ef H —
TGRS XN, A A IR AR R bR BB A X P AR R
Loss gy FHIEA —BUEA K Loss, . FI5I 4524
A ) ) R W 2Rl S A%, WG N 0.1,
34 SLBERSHH
3.4.1  EIEAE RO loss

%} Cycle-GAN #E4T 100 56 A& alid #2 i 461 2 43
Mr, 19 EI0PE 8 s A A% Gx 5 Gy LA )
% Dx 5Dy sk ik, o, GefCRMIEHFE
REFRR T EREAMAERSRE X=>D, Gy NFHE
FEAKARRE PRSI A SOE R (Y->X, Dy
IEHEEAR O KRR, Dy RRFEFEAR (1D K3
e RN A EAA ST

1) Gx 4RI T [ 8 SR G (45 2%
2%, nLLERELT40RIL)E, Gx HkE
. XK Cycle-GAN 78I Zhid B Az i 27
B RAT A ER I AR, NS S R A
ARGV A s G 0

2) Gx i RPAENMERCOR: H%, GANKIZS
FEATR FRAFREN, AR Ras A #5400k pR £
e WL s e T IR IR, Hk, %)
| R KNEFBESERBEA YA fe R B s
KB =, ARSI, AT
M DL ] BRI B0, e R EARRBE) .
5 Gy Mtt, Gefik SIEKIWEEIE, TRER)
JiR R e B AR SR AR B A Th B e A, 33
Gx REE R IRHEAX D, Rl AR RS A R A
BEATEE . REBENER, ERAREHRTIRZ R T
(1), R A LE I SRR T I B AR F e R )

0.25 0.25
0.24f 0.24f
0.22F 021
» 0.18]
8
—
0.15
0.12
010b—— v 0 v 0 O10b—— 1))
6 111621 2631 3641 46 51 5661 6671 76 81 86 91 96 6 1116 21263136414651 5661667176 81869196
ik L2V
(a) Gx (b) Gy
0.7 0.7
0.6F 0.6F
0.5 0.5F
S 04t Zo4
03F 03}
0.2F 02}
O b—m ol 1)
6 111621 2631 3641 46 51 5661 6671 76 81 86 91 96 ’ 6 111621 2631 3641 46 51 5661 6671 76 81 86 91 96
iV ik
(c) Dx (d) Dy
K8 HikiE

Figure 8 Loss value
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FRE. N T U AR et G IR e sh, JEIART LR
HORFEICA RS R ), BA AR 53 it
T LML,

3) FI 5 2% Dx Fl Dy BIHR HBESARRL: 7R K
Mz, A28 Dx F1 Dy IR 285 Gx. Gy
Z A ARAL T I B 35 03X 3 BH I S8 1E 2 > U3
A BRI B AN R A B R 2 R E R, A
T U DA v S P e

ZE L HTIR, Cycle-GAN A= sl 4k i 45 2% 43 B
ZERFW, FE1005 Mg, AR asiz P g|
TR A BRI e AR, AR G R UK
AR, (HEARESZE R R XE—BRIE T
Cycle-GAN 1E A% 58 F B A &k, AR
For il 43 28 2% BN SRERAL 1 B 22 45 AR B 4 1T () %L
PRHFAE, A IR S R Ve R A S
3.4.2 CIC-IDS2017 4% & Lo 4 XM

CDA# I CIC-IDS2017 JE ah # ¥ 5

{4 I ResNet50 75 G 46 1l 242 BIZR, IF
M EE By, [EWIPRma R, CIC-
IDS2017 Ji 4 B4 SR VE B i b 3R 7 B, o
FAATERIRE S 5 LD . AP R m
Al O6F N TR FE R A 1] 9 P

#7 CIC-IDS2017 Ria#imE e HR
Table 7 CIC-IDS2017 raw dataset performance metrics

W e Kitf%  AEE FIE ik
BENIGN 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
DDoS 1.000  0.957 0.978 0.995

DoS GoldenEye 0.998 0.998 0.998 1.000

SSH-Patator 0.992 0.995 0.993 0.999
Bot 1.000 0.998 0.999 1.000
Infiltration 0.054 0.870 0.102 0.994

DoS Slowhttpte 0.993 0.984 0.988 0.999
DoS Hulk 0.999 0.996 0.998 0.999
Heartbleed 0.265 0.300 0.281 1.000

Web Attack XSS 0.953 0.972 0.962 1.000

PortScan 0.994 1.000 0.997 1.000
Web Brute Force 0.992 1.000 0.996 1.000
DosS slowloris 0.995 0.990 0.993 0.999
FTP-Patator 0.997 0.995 0.996 0.999
Web Sql Injection 0.421 0.667 0.516 1.000
L

08435 09148 08532 09913

() A% FH 22 T 2 )9 72 0 R 0 3 A2 ket Bt
28 735118 5 (1) CIC-IDS2017 $id 4

158 FH 03t J BAOARG A0 A R0t 7 I 8% 5 v A R B
PS5, 18 F ResNet50 75 J& i I 2 8 LI 2%,
CIC-1DS2017 -1 % #i5 4 14 B 48 b5 41 3% 8 fr
XoF 7 P VR AR R A P 10 BT s

%<8 CIC-IDS2017 ‘F& IR RETRFR
Table 8 CIC-IDS2017 balanced dataset
performance metrics

Bk g e HEE FUE R
BENIGN 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
DDoS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
DoS GoldenEye ~ 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
SSH-Patator 1.000 0.999 0.999 1.000
Bot 1.000T 099871 09991  1.000
Infiltration 10007  1.000T  1.000T  1.000
DoS Slowhttptest  0.994 1.000 0.997 1.000
DoS Hulk 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Heartbleed 10007 08007 0.889T  1.000
Web Attack XSS~ 0.966T 09937 09791  1.000
PortScan 1.000 0.999 0.999 1.000

Web Brute Force 1.000 0.979 0.989 1.000
DosS slowloris 0.997 0.995 0.996 1.000
FTP-Patator 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Web Sql Injection  0.711 1.000 1 0.831 1.000

FEE

0.977 8 0.984 2 09786 09991

1 F Cycle-GAN A& B AU 1 5256 45 R 3R B,
14 5 S5 IR O SRR S M RE AR AR VS TR R
Fto XPRCJR AR HE SR, A AR T (R R I
Cycle-GAN A& 1B 7E 2 B0 28 FIAS T
ST RV I R . 0T B D R REAS
Infiltration Fll Heartbleed) HJUR BB NHER, P&
A B BT E R, HAE 55179 1.0 810.800

IO EE L R, RIS B DL R AR

1) AR GRS I X b T K 4
ZHIRZ JEIIEE R, AT DU 5% B A R A P g 2
ERTt. PEEIEES, BLASF A [
0.914 8 2= 51 0.984 2. F1 {f M 0.853 2 # =
0.978 6 (IIF 97D, Ui W P H s 44 B T
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Normalized confusion matrix

BENIGN -E0¥¥ 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
DDoS -0.000 [(KE¥40.000 0.000 0.000 0.043 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

DoS GoldenEye -0.000 0.000 [ 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
SSH-Patator -0.000 0.000 0.000 [JEE] 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.000 0.000
Bot -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 (K] 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Infiltration - 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [ 0.000 0.130 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

DoS Slowhttptest -0.001 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 [¢RE}E] 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.005 0.000

i

DoS Hulk -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [e&k[30.000 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

LYK

Heartbleed -0.200 0.000 0.300 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.200 0.300 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Web Attack XSS -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 [¢¥k30.007 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.007
PartScan -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 g¥e[e[e}0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Web Attack Brute Force -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 g¥ele[6} 0.000 0.000 0.000
DoS slowloris -0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [e&¢E[¢} 0.000 0.000
FTP-Patator -0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000 [eAckEEY0.002

Web Attack Sql Injection -0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [SRCI¥S

> & $ S X o b4 e
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Figure 9 Confusion matrix for the CIC-IDS2017 raw data test set

B B 4 H o 2] D BRI RO R IE, T BCE %A 3.4.3  NSL-KDD #0348 & 28 R4

W R 43 28308 (1) {#iF NSL-KDD J5 i ¥4k 4%

1E J5L4A i) NSL-KDD % 4% 4 |1 Fil ResNet50

%9 CIC-IDS2017 HiRELERLE

Table 9 Summary of results from the

TIN5, 3B MUR MBI 45, NSL-

CIC-IDS2017 dataset KDD JFiG B M BE R b an 3R 10 o, HIEE
R BEZ FILE B FEREAE 11 R o

0.843 5 0914 8 0.8532 0.9913 = _
210 NSL-KDD RIS #BE 4 REIER

09778 09842 0978 6 0991 Table 10 NSL-KDD raw dataset performance metrics

2) KM, PR gy, e R dEE A R
— s T o5 25 A U Infiltration. Heartbleed B F1 {H BENIGN 1000 1000 1000 1000
Jj,f[:& ’ éj\ %IJ j\j 0.102 %ﬂ 0.281. ﬁzﬁ E ’@E )fﬁ SA- DoS 0.962 0.881 0.920 0.944
Cycle—GAN EF‘@T i& :J:E ;% Jfl:?:E ResNet50 J: U” éﬁ\ , PROBE 0.728 0.756 0.742 0.950
L K 7 R FLE A T B30Tt R 009 0396 OIS 0993
Infiltration. Heartbleed (1] F1 {2 4> 512+ %1 1.0 A R2L 0314 0.597 0412 0959
0.889. SE4){E 0.620 5 0.726 0 0.646 2 0.9232
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Normalized confusion matrix
BENIGN-E#E¢] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

DDoS-0.000 ¥} 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

DoS GoldenEye-0.000 0.000 f¥slf#] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
SSH-Patator-0.000 0.000 0.000 (SREF] 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Bot-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [sE£] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000

Infiltration-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 B[] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

DoS Slowhttptest-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 fBel#] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

X DoS Hulk-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 f¥s¢]0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Heartbleed-0.000 0.000 0.200 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [¢}:[s]e] 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Web Attack XSS-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [S§E] 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
PartScan-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [¢¥eEE}0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000

Web Attack Brute Force-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.015 0.000 [¢KeFA] 0.000 0.000 0.006
DoS slowloris-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 [¢¥kE] 0.000 0.000
FTP-Patator-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 pM¢¢[e}0.000

Web Attack Sql Injection-0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 FR!H
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Figure 10 Confusion matrix for the CIC-IDS2017 balanced dataset test set
Normalized confusion mat 16 FEY 425 1A A 8 B PR PR 9 42
o s BE IRt IR T S PRI ]
5 ResNet50, NSL-KDD V- #if £ 4 4 P A6 48 br
R, X RLTRVE R & 12 Fros .

BENIGN 1

DoS-

@ F= 11 NSL-KDD & iEE M aEisFR
lté PROBE - 0.055 0.141
pes Table 11 NSL-KDD balanced dataset
o performance metrics
U2R- 0.000 0177 0.042 039 0385 g K= % FLiE W%
BENIGN 0.996 1.000 0.998 0.998
R2L-  ooce 0323 DoS 0.963 0.944 0.954 0.967
: : $ PROBE 0.826 0.848 1 0.837 1 0.969
S O Q W 0
Q&%\ N &0 & < U2R 0.624 1 0.851 1 0.720 T 0.999
TH AR R2L 0.687 1 0.742 1 0.713 1 0.986
5 H S - YELY o

Fig.11 Confusion matrix on the NSL-KDD raw data test set

(2) A F A8 3R 25 Bt 40 9 2% T 325 1 165 5 1 i FH & 25 8] 9% 2= 77 19 Cycle-GAN %} NSL-
NSL-KDD % # KDD 45 5347 P11 J5 , @ id Il 2k ResNet50 75
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B S RRY], BV RS R EBIRER T’
KIETE . BARME FRA FUES S THRT, %
PRI FIAE M 0.646 2 527151 0.844 3. 7E—LEPkRE
KO BEEA L, GnU2R FIR2L, AR A7 P
Ja BB SE ERIE N H A, U2R M R2L 1 F1
B2 53128 0.720 F10.713, AR GG BB EA T %
EHETt.

Normalized confusion matrix

BENIGN

DoS -

PROBE -

FLRARAE

U2R -

R2L -

il ziEes
Bl12  NSL-KDD T~ #cde Sl i G i A AE B
Fig.12 Confusion matrix for NSL-KDD balanced dataset test set

THE DL B 45 3, it SA-Cycle-GAN #E4T FE
Y AT BN PR AR, AV RER IR T
RERT EPEEHEESS, BRI MN0.726 52T
F/0.876 8, F1 M 0.646 2 & 751 0.8443, HEHf =
M0.923 232 7F510.958 9 (I 12 173%) .

AL TG A BOSHTL I 285 (R B 4 78 77 1%
DM R AR R0 T AN A AN A R R AR ) 4y
HKtkgE, AR NIRRT R SRR
THMFE.

344 et R

FREE SR G ERE, K CIC-IDS2017 A NSL-
KDD #4580t Seie 45 Rk AT R LL A, k13
FT7R o

# 12 NSL-KDD #BELERILE
Table 12 Summary of results for the NSL-KDD dataset

Hd e X Fhff R AR F114 TETf R
JRUGHHE S 0.620 5 0.726 0 0.646 2 0.9232
PEHEE 08193 0.876 8 0.844 3 0.958 9

4 LERIB

Bt 5 AL 5 ST BORAE % AU R RN B
WF 503 T IR PR 2R FL BN N AR A I 40 . s
&, RS HOR C 2 O N R A I
RGN OBEARZ —. HERTZHEHAR
A I 28 0 A7 T W A v P IR RCR AR AR R . R
S T IR N AR AR T KA AN 11 1] 7k A
PERE ™ A2 0 ST R, S AR SR A N A R
SR

BEX Bt AT S OB R R AR R B, A
SCEE T 2T A AR AL B0 AR R B
2R ITIERA R - A SRR AR EAE AT #e
FOREBEATIRTE, R AT 0 AR B, R
Kb B U P v A K A7 1) A 5 g 2 R K

®13 DRLERHEE

Table 13 Comparison of classification results

e/ ik Fitf R FENCIES F114 HETf R
ANND] 0.645 0 0.500 0 0.4375 0.502'5
EP-LSTM["! 0.9210 0.912 0.776 0 0.904 0

CIC-IDS2017
MLPR 0.956 2 0.978 0 0.967 0 0.986 0
Cycle-GAN 158 J7 0.977 8 0.984 2 0.978 6 0.999 1
ANNE! 0.8236 0.592 4 0.6326 0.799 0
2-class Classification!??] 0.965 6 0.637 3 0.768 0 0.780 6

NSL-KDD

AE+logistic classifier!?’] 0.846 0 0.928 0 0.887 0 0.872 0
Cycle-GAN 143 5 0.8193 0.876 8 0.844 3 0.958 9
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FEEFIER, PMEEA Cycle-GAN FIHIN . 1EXL
PR R B, R T B 2 I TR A O — R
VERREARCEE, BT Cycle-GAN fA4E 4% k45 21
b LU AR, LA BT A BEREN H Y. 1
A s gl N R L, PR B B TR R
fiE, FEXOCBERFIEAS B ML, R A A
B -

B )5, fE CIC-IDS2017 A1 NSL-KDD %5 #f 42
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AR RO e I 28 A2 N AR AN A3k 22 73 28 1) B AR
BT

1) AR RELE G 52T : 75 CIC-IDS2017 %4
PodE b, WEAZE M 0.958 714 0.999 1, K%
M 0.826 4 1 2 0.977 8, [0l K M 0.915 14 &
0.9842, FI{HM0.816 7252 0.978 6. ENSL-
KDD ##54E b, HEmIZE I 0.925 54 %20.958 9, F5
B M 0.603 1152 0.819 3, #HIZFM0.632 21
%0.876 8, F11{HM 0.609 3¢/ % 0.844 3.
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VERAS [F) B 28 B 38 B R i, JCHT T
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BRUti s LR T AR .
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