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H E AN ERBERAERETAR PR LG IEFBANZAEN A RGP, BT ity R
FRACH 28 ok (IMFBA) A T REHFELTE FRBEAARKBETHOHIETE RGN AENZEMNEE, § 4,
ESRATFTRMER TRt ELFESFARFELEFES FEATATHB A EME TR I fefod A
IEBAETEARRESRAGEZEET KNa B bR IERFES TR T RLMBE R, 425 Tk sik g
i, AR BEIHFREF TR AEZ R IIANRB I, EHRTF LB BREFR BB HiT 4,
AN B RE A R T R S AN M RERARKL, RE, RHE - aEN SR ERE % R
BHERRBRERARABINKEHNORE, BLESESRHELFIETEALRAEIBAL, ZALHH
KRB BRI R @64, FI 4R AV IMFBA AT &t 4 48 & x4 M % A 42 # # %& KDD CUP 99 #= NSL-KDD %~
RERGEHESH A 95.37%H 85. 14% MR T R EAFIEEARIT T 3.01 8454 9.78 B 4%, IMFBA f 4k

®HERHREHET EFRRMEAREMN EHE,

KEBIF NN, ML 24, HIAERE, Wik, 2HFHAA

FESES TPI18I XEkRERD: A

AR KW R S8 (intrusion  detection  system,
IDS) " E S LI 4% 22 4 G — A 2 B % &
B BB AR ) T AR A B R 4 e B R R
R AT, I R HUPR A7 R 3T 5, LBl
1L RGP — D AR TR, H AR 2 1 ik 26
RN 2% i A2 R AR 6 A AR R I A R T 5 — A Bk
R TUA IR AR DG I AR 23 5% W A RS R 4t
X 4% Bl B oy PR RE . PG, O TR R A
RZ B WS RIT & T VR 207 Ok 5 IDS 1A
RS BE AR RE

RF AR L % A1 D B dh 42 B AN LA 2 ) v E LA
Ak BT Bewl )z N TR 2 AR A I R S A
Tl AR B (19 5 e ik 4 P s B R RAE B
RAIE 74 DAk 2 [ 4 A4 0 70 JEPERE R H A . AR Bl
SRR AN R Ak 375 R A [R) iR R A 8 4 07 1
Jy3 28 b uE R (filter) ™ 7 AR (embedded ) ! 1%
A3 (wrapper) o 3 38 2R AE 28 PR RO T A 26
GUiT oA S, DEBRAN T A2 n v B R AE DL A7 2 T
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FH G ) R AIE 3 $% ( correlation-based feature selec-
tion, CFS) F1 & K #H 3¢ % /N TU 4% ( max-relevance and
min-redundancy ,mRMR ) 45 | {5 i F HAK I 55 11 47 vk
G2, B HFE 5 20 2R ME O 1R 0 AN 5 ik
A FURRE B 4 e N Pk 8 @il A 23 S8 0 72 ) AR Ak B %
HRRTH NN 25, G0 TR B2 o AR R e 4% )
B B E M (wee-based feature importance ) &5 | {H #51
R = W] AR £ 2 SRR AR L K 2 R A RAE R
T FE AR, BEAS 1K BV 1Y 7> ZE AR VE , # ULy
NI 18] 3€ & ( forward selection ) | Bf K %2 G i kL B
L%,

AR SR T3 TR AR AR Ak 10 A0 28 sURRAIE L 4
TR, PR 5 B A0 ik 1) A Sy i Y Y NP (non-
determinisitic polynomail ) [A] 55\ n 4k 048 45 b F 4%
AL RS AR B v 3k 2" DL, o R TR AR RE AL
TS R0RE U8 Ak 22 R T 5 17 O 48 1) R R AT
ARSI fifk R A 8 45 A A 1) R8T, AL XoF 44 B8 9 XE ( curse
of dimensionality ) . I ki F #f 1 4k 5 ¥ ( particle

EE TR - 6 K H A Al #5L B (20 18XXXXXXXXXX) 3 i i 45 5K 24 i & 00 (201300311200 5 9 39 2 3 F K &

i (231111211600)

YEB B AT 5K (1966— ), F i g B I N, R0 M1 R 2 2452, 1, 1 o 2R 5 O, 32 T8 0N o TR A5 Ak B U A BF 5

Email ; zhangzhen66@ 163. com ,

S| AR kAR VR S I 3 T w0 22 TR DR A o B0 12 19 90 2 AREAGHIN 7 32 [0 ] M R 2 2 4l ( 3% i) ,2024,45
(5):52-60,94. (ZHANG Z,ZHANG S Y,TIAN H P. Network intrusion detection method based on improved multifacto-
rial optimization bat algorithm[ J]. Journal of Zhengzhou University ( Engineering Science) , 2024,45(5) :52-60,94. )



%5 W

KR, L T O 22 DA O A e R B 3 1) R 6 A AR A D T i 53

swarm optimization, PSO) """ #E If 1 1k 5 ¥ ( grass-
hopper optimization algorithm , GOA ) '*' | 2% 7 5
( differential evolution, DE )™’ W 8% % 3 ( bat
algorithm ,BA) """/ &5 M4 A [ R AE 26 8 B A, BF 5T
S HEACR REDC AL B0 B2 10 T Rk AR gk R
AF VBT — ORI R A BT B Ok R AT RRAE
8P B G ARSI 5 vk SRR A R AR B gt i
ﬁ(fﬂ?%T?Eﬁ%E’]ﬁ{W?ﬁ%,Ll %[12] 4 K-means &
25 W 08 VR AR 25 G JEAT RR AR S R AR I A =
R b HRAG T AR AR 5 Abbasi 4578 A 15 TR
Ik 73 2H SR ek A B AE D0 A 300k R AT R AR TR
DAy FERA A I TR) AT, (HLR X S8 07 AT AE TR 5 B
N Jr P e (I MAT S50 R 48 A5 ) T | S BOHOR BEAT Rk
5 e AR AT R g A50RG: N o 2% v i) 0 A

BEOF DA b o) B0, A SO T — b ek 22 R
Ak Wi e 55 32 ( improved multi-factorial optimization bat
algorithm , IMFBA ) #EAT R AE 2E $5 , SR 3 F ] 2
>J SR B0 s A R 5 AR ML M 5 Bk TP R B 2 R
PEFVE R WS B 7E % A A v B ) gk
1l 22 73 JE AT 7 1Y 5 B0k 10 JR AR A R BB ) kA 0T
LA R R, R ZH T A= St BA
vkl BT PSR SC AR AR R R AR 55, S AR 5
) 1) R B 7% 8 B SR B T 2 R R RE O, AT 4
EZI I L SR D S (TR

1 #HxIME

1.1 IRIEEE

BA J& —Fp st Ml e Rk oo g kX E, R
JERUR T ol TR0 W 4 1 S A BE T, B Yang' D
2010 4FE 46 M BEAE 58 N DTz M Al T A B 5, B
U, Ye 20100 5@ o 51 A il £ 3o Ul 05 B AL 4 )R
WRE TR T T W 8 5k 004 RKE R Yu SR
T — R Y R BA 4 R Ak ) DR
ST I R M R S B 5 Bangyal %51 R A Torus
walk B BA LL$E T+ 50K 1Y Jay F0 48 &R BR 7, JhE A B
ARy et

FRAE S PEAE R B HLOL Ak 1)@, FRAE I 2 5 5
S A R EOE R IF B R g A A AT
SIEHC S B Ay R B 8, BRI  FEAS SO fdE T BA
AR A — ] BA (binary bat algorithm,BBA)[m 5
76 BBA HfiliaR 7 W s AE d 24E —gE ) 2s E] Y as B
FESE ¢ WA B Ho i DL B vl = (0,0l o0,
v,)) TEDLE xi= (x e, xl) BEAL AT, LR
RSB f W BE AL KRR SR L e 8 L

B SO P RRAE T 4 O 18 o 3 R e R
Fidk, x! PR R 0 AR R AR R A TE T
FRAETHE v TN 1 3278 IR AE A7 TR T 4R 14
W, JHRTRE AR I 2R 0 2 2 i, 3 IV B2 pR H0Hs 2 o)
FARHIPEA IR

RS2V GT S AU R AN R AR TR S NN U

T /AW L

S = o Lo = L) = A (1)
U:;l =U:j + (xi/ - g/') 'fi; (2>
. 0, rand(0,1) < S(v;);
= (3)

1, rand(0,1) = S(v}).
K :S(+) K Sigmoid K%l g = (g,,8,,,8,) NY
BIARRRE S o on AR b By B . BE A A0
A7 00 B AL Kb & S5 2R ) Wb 25 AT AR N 08 SR T
BN
A = el (4)
== (5)
KXoy WEEH O<a<l,y>0, #7 ' /NTBEHLEL
rand (0, 1) , DI sglc2 {1 B ML 90 502 SR s 7)) 798 A 1l 4
AR 8 i
x,, =x, + &4, (6)
K. e WYL TE] -1, 1 BEDL & A" 5
U R BT A A A 1 ) BT 24
1.2 ZEFHK
ZAT 55 LA 2 IF 5 1) I ik e 22 A 000 A T 2280 B T
Pt 1o A DB A 1] R R Ty, AR B ALE A DR S [ (U
AEAE —SE L [R] (9 RN AR A T ik ke G A A O 1B
RY1TE %, 2015 4F, Gupla SO T — OB I 24T
FAAL 5 2R 2 B F 4 46 ( multifactorial optimiza-
tion, MFO) ,JF#lE ik it 7 Z W FIfb 5k Bk
T8 3o 1% 7 A8 WK (assortative mating ) Fl 3 B SC Ak 15 #%&
(vertical cultural transmission ) %55 T 5% 3 A [F) 4 45
) g AR AL 5 O AR I Bk 1 R, TE SRR
T3 5 E R R B T ik e A R A T B 00 A T R, 491
U, Feng 257V P B F 2 W i X ek vk 59 PSO Al
DE 803k , 28 LU E WHZ A2 MFO 19— A1 &R
B SE BT 5 . Osaba %5 22 42 H kot 9 22 X7
B A RO G 1 2% A B R AR [R) AT 55 18] £ ) it
AR TRJ R, I 180 B L i ke s e A Tl et
iR 1 AR SR .
O MCYFTFEE P A BEHLIE R P A SCARAEAR p,opy s
@ AW —BEMLEL rand(0,1) ;
@ if (1, ==1,) or (rand(0,1)<rmp) then
@ LA p, py, BRI FA ¢, ey
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else
L p, RAERMREETH ;5
A p, A A TR o,

End if

it (“c¢’ AMAAA) then
A —A 0 ) 1 BEVLEL rand (0,1) ;

if (rand(0,1)<0.5)then
O RRER RN T,
else
CCHRBHEERRN T,
else
Col B B SCAEAR R BREIN K

End if,

MFO B3 1T —A> 2% 55 B9 3 58, AL 1 — A 5
— B ATE AR R [ I A 2R 22 A4S AH DG BUAE 55, Herh
AT G5 AE R — AR R Z R A R R 2R, HA
[) ) A 55 ] 8 B AT AN [R) A T8 1, O ik o ik — [ et
R R R E G — B R =S [0 b MFO 38 o 1 534>
AR5 RE A 28 b R R 20 O A ) O 20, 4 A S PR 8 o0
e 2 5 B R IR L AT S5 AR RE g v,

T VSRR P RS A MFO TEfR D b AT 55
ARPAE P XA p, 2 T IR s

(D HEFRMr, DK p, 7RSS T, BRI TN
W E SR HOO R AT 55 b 3 0

(2) W T2, MK p, 7EAE5 T, LRI 75549
ri R A F T RS S RS R A R T

(B)HREM R . MK p, ERE R 7, U8
AT A AL 55 P R S5 HRG ) 7, =
argmin,_ . {rif o
(4) bR BEIE RLRE o AMA p, BAR B E I E LR

@, = l/min%ril,r;,-",r;,} 5
2 AKXFHE

2.1 SERFREHEZE

— BTG OLT |, 4% ARG D RS8N
Wi, A Al BEAR S Z R RAYERERI IS DL T, R
BA X B 03 2 AT YRR AIE LR o 2D B AR AS 1 73
KA XA R EMNERHNZ —, &
I 22 R D0 Ak 10 =X Ad 31 ) U BT 5 AT 55 1Y)
MR R LR — N E RN RZ — A
A AT 55 i foe (0 A D7 THD ROE 96 A — 7 9 S R B AR
TEAR S, JE T AR 28501 89 70 ML RE BT A A 55
£55 1 BU T84 B T 52 T A ot 4R 23 26k fE
ARFIE 548 AT 55 2 fl1a T 84 A T/ Mo il
VAP IR RHAE T, TS 2 LSS 1A —

SHGEN=N-E-NCNCNCRCNSRONT)

a7 G AT 55 B — 8 B B A e sd M A
55 AE R AR i B v 2k =2 5 B DL SR B0 047 9 R AE
T4,

117 7 22 DR Al 0 i i 28 1 %) 6 e i)
UL Gupta 5570 B4R 19 2 I F AL 5k S 15 4
0B AR 1 I A 55 0 A A 14 B 1A WL O 1k A AR
K2 5, o HO® 16 A A8 Be /R 0 AN AR B) i A7 24T 55
BRI S PR B 1) S S 4 A 4, TR BT I BT T &
HARR A, 5 ST BALEC X HE R rmp S 445 il 1 784 58
Ber st A . WR — A BEILEUN T rmp, (7)) T
BRI AN A (2) O
v E e (xy —g) o f v (xy =gt ) - f o B (T)
X g" = (g .8, .8, ) RAH 1 Wikt
AN § AT AN TRAT: 55 0 A 1 b 1 42 R iR 5 f, wh
X(DES; B, = (B,.B,,+.B,) FtEdl g* XAk
TOH R S R A, Yang 25 2R TR TR T4
PR AR A B I I S B0 s B AR T Ak g
X F 51 A S B0 BURYE | 2t SCEGuE B 3 A i
ERRANE 3 S ELS I R X g A 00 e 2R
L, AR SCEIE T BE N E T S8, , PLE SR
(7) % g " MR H AR, B R
T A § BB R A A g g S N A
ZEBER N B, L% AR /N, LA B 1k A [R] 4 55 (8] ) 81 1
T, REOL LR Z B 7 FL3E I B A A 22 5D
W B, BB, ARG g " XA S8 i 52, LASE
T S BN TR AT 45 i) %) 2 i 4 = () el i B A A o e
AL g o BN .

A =l Fit, (g) - Fit, (x,) | ; (8)
B =l Fit, (g") - Fit, (x,) | ; (9)
( min(A,B))
m — arccos|1 -2+« ————
B.=0.6-0.2 max(4,B)/ | o
T

(10)
A Fie( -+ ) A 3d I JEE R 8, 38 i AR SO e A9 2 8
A RSO, T DUTE SR 2k A A v A 3 N A A
MARE B, o AE B B, AR T 22 S OK
T P AE AR B AR D TR B A Y X
S5 A 9T B, 2GS MR ] 22 S A8 /N BE A A 50
TF A T8 7R DX, 3B S B A R B R AL, XA S X
AR T I AR A
2 B SCAL AL o e S Ak 1 R — 2
IR B VR BEALAE (15 5 5 TR A A 4 19 25 0 A%
5, WG S BRAN R AT: 55 1o fige ke J7 58 00 5 e, 3l ok
H AR 5k B AT 5 1 e AN W7 AR AT 55
AR AT Ay BN A DR T 56, AT RE A8 R 3 T A 4 i
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RIS, TR 2 PR T A U AU A IRE AN AR
PR 1557 10 22 DR 7 i 0 B 0 A A e
Bit2 ZHTIWEAE,
B AWEGE NP OYERE D RS BR KRR
ERREL N,
it 2 T A AT 55 0 e A A
© WG ALFRE NP
@ TR BT A AT 55 13 0 BE R
@ HHAEEBNNEMERRRE 7,
@ T A AT 55 194 SR B A
(® while 1<t<NP do
® fori=1 to NP do
MR (1) B /5
if (rand(0,1)<rmp) do
HUE (7) RIS (3) T v, x,
AR A T SO A% 3 R T A R AT AT 55
else
AL (2) F1X(3) HHr v, x5
End if
if r{ < rand(0,1) then
HRAE (6) T x,;
End if
TFR B JS BT A x B R R Fit(x,,)
if Fit(x,) < Fit(x,,,) and rand(0,1) < A then
X, =X, ;
Fit(x,) = Fit(x,,,) ;
A (4) 2(5) R A s
@ End if
@ if Fit(g) < Fit(x,,) then
& g§=X,.;
® Fit(g) = Fit(x,,,) ;
@ End if
@ End for
Di=t+1;
End while,
2.2 TEHH
2.2.1 R@%3
JZ [ %% 2] ( opposition-based learning, OBL) ** J&
— AP L A A m BRI T — T A X O R
Jra MR YT AR x Az S ) i x, OF AR AR A
N7 85 6 5 A T I A A A DA R R TR R 1 2 R
FISE SR AR P A A, HOE LANE .

$=(lb+ub) -x, (11)
A 10 I wb S x R B R FUE B A0, FEREAE

OO EBEEBOE®A

PR b =0,ub =1, ¥HHET B 2448 R3],
HRARUWT

x,= (lb, +ub) —x,,j e {1,2,,d}, (12)

TEA SO BT 3L K OBL W TR 1Y
Bt Ak B B, 33k 2 RS ) ik A B B 1) e 2 BE LR B
(4, W] REW) IR i 5 4 Jm o5 O i A 22 3z | DT 3 B0
2 B W SO B k18 3 B AR D A6 B Be i ) OBL, #F
WV RAEWI A B BOS P RE R B A A H AR . S
(] B, Ay 17 e AR 7 2 AR A v B A Ry B A T A
Wit 7T OBL B9 SR HLT , 45 g 7245 € 19 Miter
Wk A AT 22 4k, WISk B OBL 5253 FloRE v i i A5
fiff , LA 3BE S B3k B A R S R AL o
2,22 Z#HHEHNRE

FEREGE AT BT B, AR SOR 25 4y AL
(1) 5 A8 AL T B 4 S B B8 v i — 20 Y iR AR
BBk R AR LR RE ) . i TR S 22 oy AL
122 HURE fifk the % LA Ak 0] AT, A AR SC T fige e 1) R AIE B
PR/ E Rt — R iE T 241 55 09 i 22
o i (R

FEAR SO TE R B v S A 0 7 eR 3 A
FAF R RN BRI o 32 4R A R S B S AR AL L
e RoREUE R, @ 7 RN R EGE B AR R
I

x, + (2, ®«ly),rand(0,1) < F;
x:jﬂ = (13)
%!, ,rand(0,1) = F,

PR 7RSS ¢ WA R rand (0, 1) <P
H 54K i RACAH AT 55 AR AT 4 A 01T 1%
RAPENE, Hop el 2 3 HBENLIE SRS i B A
[ RER R MK F oW 2%, H F e (0,1),
1% R B E R IR R A R R I R 2
2.3 AXEEELKRRE

ARSCEIER AR WE 1 PR A A R o8
IRFEVE B AR, PR 1P AR R BOE S PR R 2R
SIREAS JIT o 43 LU B IR 6 28 SR A B O DL b
B 43 B 2 R VAN 48 A AL AT 55 2 93 B R
B, FIRHE S5 1 DB A o B S5 4 2 35 7 B ek g, b
TR 2 SN0 e AL AR R B A A BE AL 3 TC 45 TR A
555, A A T8 A F Rl OBL X 47
U R HEAT A DR ) R i () BT B, AR5 38 i AR S
IR BE T ) 22 PR - 000 A i 8 5 3k 56 B9 4T 55 (] 1)
PGS  NTTTE A 55 2 5 B AE 55 1 38 T 4 1Y)
AR A R AR 0 B v R T OBL A9 i 585
B R 3 1 25 3 11 B8 of sl 4 B30k B A ) 8
o PR FE RN ZREvE . Jrh P BR 2 i A R 2D 3R
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Figure 1 IMFBA framework

3 XBESMH

FEA T v JUA 52 50 K VAL BT 4 58 1k AE R
TE e PE L 7 P A AV . AR ST AT S 6 14 7 G A 0
FRRIG 2 17-13700KF ot i A1 32 GB 847 WA B9 i1
BHLLIEAT . VEN R AR ER R Ace KEHIE P KL H
R DR F1{H HE%R FPR %5 | A PR 48 br 0 52
o WL SCHR[25]
3.1 HIEEMIENESRHY

AR SR B T2 B T PR AR 45 Bl AR A
I H) KDD CUP 99 ¥ 48 19 T R #F +F % F1 NSL-
KDD $H8 41207 3 47 52 56 % 56 F 559K 76 W 24 A=
Ry A M . R 1R 2 RS T I g
I B30 2 b AS ) R S B 1 A A I B, R
1. 20 IFEH,Probe R2L U2R X L& E 2 7 &
BOE A B0 4 b b E AR DN (F X 8 T R Y OE
WO AR EEE

%1 KDD CUP 99 HiFENHIER
Table 1 KDD CUP 99 dataset distribution

g UEER &g S WK 45 4 4
Ko it/ % Ko i b/ %
Normal 17 129 29.99 12 183 32.52
DoS 35 700 62.51 21 705 57.94
Probe 3107 5.44 1 880 5.02
R2L 1126 1.97 1 468 3.92
U2R 52 0.09 228 0. 61
%2 NSL-KDD #iE&EHHHER
Table 2 NSL-KDD dataset distribution
Fp R &S WX R 4 4
o 5 E /% LG i /%
Normal 67 343 53.45 9711 43.07
DoS 45 927 36. 45 7 458 33.08
Probe 11 656 9.25 2 421 10.73
R2L 995 0.79 2 754 12.22
U2R 52 0.04 200 0. 89

TEABT I, 2R F PR SR 55 AR O 0 2 i R F
WP R AE AR PERE. X (14) FIEC(15) 9 %F

TR $EI FE TP AT 55 1 FIAT 55 2 938 I PRAKC
Fit, =a - ACC +(1-a)L££l:£9—L;(14)
Fit,=a - ACC_. + (1 - ) W)T_S)lo (15)

X ACC ACC 53 3 B R 43 S T R R /D B
I3 RUERN A D Bl SRR E SR S Ry B R R AIE
O EICEE 5 o Ry R 3 2% IE A 23R 0T 326 R 1F 00 i A 7
e 8
3.2 BHERE

3 PR RAARSCE LM LR S BB, B
TFREALEC N HE R rmp F145 2 B AR IR EL Miter &4 3C
JOT U TR AR AIE 18 R 3k AR b ) A G B S R, A A
2w 6 AN S EOR [RHE 19 414 1 52 56 0k D7 Al
o, oA X rmp WX T 5 A4NME (0.4,0.5,0.6,
0.7,0.8) , % Miter WX T 5 4~1{H (15,20,25, 30,
35), 25 AN B R A, SEREW,LE rmp 4 0.6,
Miter 4 30 I}, 52564 %mﬁoﬂﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ¢ﬁ%
FEAR YR R B I R AE e R O E S, B
P R ] RE AR 1 AR R v R B e A . AE AR S
JRRETE R SE R T LR R IR PR RE AT B A 8
TR RASE R B R AR R B4 B 100,
3.3 RAXFEMERE

AT A SO 1Y 7 5 (IMFBA ) 5 4% 3¢ i
WEREE (BA) AR U 2 W F IR A R

(MFBA) 0 A SCIBE T A 58 728 AL i 24 3 1 i 0 35
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®3 BHEE 2 (IBA) Je 5g B ARE 4 (FULL) (920 2Pk fE A L&,

Table 3 Parameter settings PLE B % BA ﬁ/iﬁ)ﬂﬁ(iﬁﬂ: E"J;ﬁ?&‘ﬁo ZEENZE 4

S Bt FR o AHEET S0 B B 4 | 8 O BB B R AR S R AT

B 100 A3 2K (055 S 7 45 AR bR L 0 2 AT LSRR TE, Bt
o R IEACR AL 100

) 0. o0 IBA N A SCHT T 1 28 A8 HIL I i ok T BA 3L )
Miter @ B A R 350 B L i B Tm) AL, PR I 7 o 28 5 R LA T
rmp 0.6 BA, IMFBA FF EHRAE T 5 %) W 2% A 12 B4 4 KDD

CUP 99 FI NSL-KDD 43 2% &5 SR o o & 5 5l 4
95.37%F 85. 14% ,AHHE T 58 B AL 2 7+ 1 3. 01
T s 9. 78 T 43 il S5a K 3 Fis AN [ 2 5 4
W25 B n] A 5E 2k 22 A4k 5 =il (9 MFBA
SRTEL K Z BT M 46 b5 AL DB REA 0 28 BT
IBA, JuH 2 X Probe 28 X o7 9 K il 1F 35 8 1
93.35%Fil 88.22% (HTE 240K LR PEGE A i T
R, 3% T MFBA = 28 48 1L ] 5 BOH 78RR AF 1
BBk S AR R, Hitk, A8 4 -
TR b Ol S G IMFBA |, 5256 45 SR R 0, AF
PR BE FAS [/ 28 391 3 2 i 58 E 300 T IBA il MF-

2 FABE S MALNIRER BA . Z5 b TR AR SCH 6 W o 55 0k T AR T A e
Figure 2 Results of 25 combinations of two parameters HRITZ A,

x4 NEHWAEBERTLL

Table 4 Performance comparison of Intrusion Detection %
HERI R Acc iy e 4 DR F1 M A FPR
=BT S KDD KDD KDD KDD KDD
CUP 99 NSL-KDD CUP 99 NSL-KDD CUP 99 NSL-KDD CUP 99 NSL-KDD CUP 99 NSL-KDD

FULL 92.36 75.36 97.08 88.17 89.12 61. 14 92.93 72.21 0.93 5.84
BA 93. 66 82.87 97.21 90. 65 91.46 72.16 94.25 80. 35 1.78 3.07
IBA 94.59 83.77 97.91 90. 82 92.39 73.65 95.07 81.34 0. 82 3.05
MFBA 94.93 84.00 98.29 90.27 92.90 75.83 95.52 82.42 0. 85 5.21
IMFBA 95. 37 85.14 98. 57 92. 38 93.53 76.19 95. 98 83.51 0. 80 3.03

— —
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KX K4 KX P < KX
o £ L) bS] o K]
K £ 2 K] K] %
o o o 2! (< K
b o b K5 K 0%
KX Kl K4 P % KX
1 £ < o K5 o
o o 4 K (<5 L]
DO % D] KX KX DO
KX ° KX 1) 0 KA
o o b K5 K} o
% i 2o o o £
2 K 2 o o b
K] o o 9 o K]
K o b K5 K5 P
% b £ o o £
K] o K] % D<ot oo
o K4 o % S K
i K K K] K o
% £ % o K] 1
o o o o (< K -
b P b K] K] 0% %9
o o o kS £ K P
1 5 < o K o <3
b b b k] o~ B !
o o o £ o o o
b b £ K] K] o~ (3
£ b 19 o o (S £
b K % o o b 9
o o o K o o o
K o £ K] K] o~ (3
% b £ o o £ £
K K<) K} D3 % oo KX
b P b K] K] < (3
K4 KX K P % K4 KX
< % K< o o P (S
2 £ £ o o £ £
KX K KX < & ] KX
5 b b K] K] o~ (3
1 b 2! K] b K £
il b ! 0 4% K] % b
Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R Normal DoS Probe R2L U2R
piee | B
(a) KDD CUP 99 (b) NSL-KDD

B3 FREZESE M

Figure 3 Performance of different class
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Table 5 Performance comparison of different methods

LGS Bk MR Ace/% KR P/% KR DR/%  F1/% B2 FPR/% FRAE 5K

PSO 93.22 98. 46 90. 37 94.24 0. 88 20
ACO 93.34 97. 16 90. 64 93.79 1.06 20
ABC 94. 08 97. 86 91.73 94.70 1.03 21
KDD CUP 99 SCHR[8] 94. 94 98.21 93. 06 95. 56 1.23 18
k[ 12] 95. 06 98. 05 93. 10 95.51 0.84 19
SCHk[27] 95.12 98. 05 93. 16 95. 54 0. 85 19
IMFBA 95. 37 98. 57 93.53 95. 98 0. 80 21
PSO 82.78 85.01 72.16 78.26 3.18 22
ACO 82.58 85. 83 71.91 78.26 3.32 18
ABC 83.36 91. 44 73. 41 81. 44 3.50 18
NSL-KDD k[ 8] 84.28 91. 65 75.09 82.55 3.58 19
CHR[12] 84. 90 92. 46 75.99 83. 42 3.32 21
CHR[27] 84. 82 92. 17 75. 83 83.21 3.32 20
IMFBA 85.14 92.38 76.19 83.51 3.03 22
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Figure 4 Convergence comparison of different methods
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Table 6 Basic information of UCI datasets

B s 2 51 i AR K
Australian 690 14
biodeg 1 055 41
Climate 540 18
flags 194 28
hepatitis 157 19
sonar 208 60

F£7 UCIHEE LEREITLL

Table 7 Accuracy comparison on UCI datasets

TR/ %

RN

Australian biodeg Climate flags hepatitis sonar

PSO 68.78 87.98 96.79 76.10 92.81 95.11
ACO 68.25 87.94 96.95 76.02 92.06 95.13
ABC 68.77 87.63 96.83 76.83 92.94 95.16

HK[8] 69.64 88.14 97.52 77.80 95.31 95.58

SCHk[12] 69.28  88.27 97.61 77.32 95.62 95.12

CHA[27] 69.72  88.26 97.51 77.45 95.22 95.32

IMFBA  69.93 88.26 97.98 77.85 95.62 96.28
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Figure 5 Experimental results of the

IMFBA on 6 datasets
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