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Traffic Classification Framework Based on Ensemble Clustering
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Abstract: Traffic classification is the basis and key for optimizing network quality of service. Machine learning algorithms apply flow
statistics in traffic classification, which are significant for identifying both encrypted and private traffic. However, the discriminator bias
problem and the class imbalance problem are two main challenges in traffic classification. The discriminator bias problem denotes that
some flow statistics can improve the accuracies for some applications but reduce the accuracies for other applications. The class
imbalance problem denotes that machine learning based traffic classifier identifies the minority application with a low accuracy. To
address the above two issues, traffic classification framework based on ensemble clustering (TCFEC) is proposed in this paper. TCFEC is
composed of several base classifiers trained by clustering in different feature subspaces and an optimal decision component. It is able to
improve accuracy in traffic classification. Specifically, compared with the traffic classifier based on traditional machine learning
algorithms, TCFEC improves average flow accuracy by 5% as well as average byte accuracy by 6%.
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T A% 52 27 R S (0 AL T, Y 408 VAR AT 14D A 5 ) AR 38 0 A 1) S8 ) AN P A8 ) il — B A T L8 2 )
4 S A TR S 14 79 TR B e 2 00 U R 0E 1 5 ) RS 48— g B A VR AR B AR v T 4 Y TR HE A
ARLTR]IF BEARS T 53 A 3 I FH Rl v 256 AR AT 308 8 0 TG VAR e s 288 1) L, DR A TG 18 2 R A A 15 A B B, 4 28
V14 AV it 0 0K 52 B35 W) R B 0 AT (R 2R 0 AN P A I 5 P S (R e AR B izs e i T LAl S i I %
T D I (SIS A ST A ) 0 ) A AL 27 30 Ut 4 SR 0T o Ik 1 4 AT B A /S 1) I P TR A i AR A DR ATE T T
A K S 3 A 0 2R AN P A ) 05 1 A 22 U AE e /AR R R AT A ) AL () A T s I 4 R 4
PEAL T 7 TR FHMLAS 2% 30 SR ) I 23 248 22 b B P I o, F88 R A A 8 ) R B 3 v, O e A SO IR T R TR
HERE S 70 2484 TCFEC. TCFEC [ 2 N6 73 SR 83 A1 — S P S A B, B A 70 R 3R K I SR R 5Tk
TEAS R (R RFAIE 2% [A) S T . B TSR H T 2R S8 B0, 2 40 IS0 RE A e 5 HH BT P P AN 28 8 Jlof A%, A Utk 5 T
AT AR AR A0 B 43 28 25 73 R 5 AN — BT, e 52 2% R 08 LUd5c /) [ % 2 X0 VAL 1 R T BB AT ), v AR AR A
B IR O 43 A R B AN R WA A0 A SC R 43 5 1 T IR B 4 P AT T IR S 0 SR R A S HUE R (5
W, B 56 R N D /NEEAS i il #2352 R (synthetic minority over-sampling technique, i #X SMOTE)K V46 Il 45 £ 3
A, TR JE 40 A S R R AN ] S e SR 10 i B 5 Bernaille 25 A UH H 1) 2 80w i J7 v A G A3
IS UE T P AT 2R B S K B SRR S HOR B L.
W R B AR SCI BRI AR T-LUR 4 Ay T
(1) 4R T TCFEC it 73 S BN A vl T 5 AE (B Tr) R332 v 17 00 20 2R (W Aff 6.
2) RAFZET NGB ENAFEILZEN K BEREEESHOEBRNFE MW, ENH T SMOTE il
GHAREHAHA ARG BB EERE R A EHF A UNIBS BdE4E B ol RR %
D7V R i FA A L Skype Wi R TR A .
(3) WIS T VIR B PSR AR, TR 0 B IR T AR AR A FE L A BUNE DL, LA AN B R ) i R
Z0.
@) TEEFRAFFR UNIBS Z#i4E L ARSCIAE T TCFEC AR S1EL I % g o R4 M L,
TCFEC My HEff K e i 3 T 5%, 7 WA R B = 3 T 6%.
AT S AR O3 SRR B R T ST J ARG TR A B I e T A SR S U T 0 SR SR R 4 TR AL T vk
ISR ol =P o'

1 HxIE

L1 EFTREFEZMREN XL
H 7, CA AR TN 0K SR 28 SV I ] ¥t 43 28 P MeGregor 25 AP FLAE i EM S0 S AL 4 2 11

McGregor 55 A F AR M AT T Autoclass 553 73 JEU R IR ™ A d U 45 AR WUARR AR SCHIR 5,617 AR AR A
A A5 2 23 2800 o, TR Ok JLIURRFAE 2 A 56 28 1 TCP 3t "R A 21 0.1 . Erman %5 AU, EM 85070
AutoClass 5115 > I 1) 8K Bernaille 45 A1k — 204 5 S S0 7 17 2Rt 5k 49 28, 75 B B2 I 5 A AT
M K $BERBHIEIRIE A TCP HERL MR TS Eodi A KN A7 7 I OR Je R i TR N ) T AE R )
FRICHR[9-1113E— BRI K B8 SR S S U R it . BUAR SCHR[4— 1110 7 VR AT 1 S =55 0 ROk (H A AT
SRV VAL 7 Al R R I, A A PR AL e T A ) ) R
12 ZHEFHERE
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X BAAN 3 SR8 A B SRR B8 SR AT B N A 110 43 2 4 D13 TG A 1 512 BRBE S 11 190 4 30 4
2% Kuncheva %5 NIBHAIE T K #E 4E OER A AR e 1.

G SR8 Rl A BEALUT A7 AR 32 B TS AD A 3 () RV IR AL R SR 43 2 43 28 (K 5 7. Claesen %5 N UV45 & 4
A BF 27 5 0T B SRR 7 SRR A AT S K DI R B 4R 20 ot T AN AR AE AL 35 2 R A I e 20 )
B I STL N 5y S5 Szabo A5 NN T 2 RALAR 2 I W 4Y KR GE, AR BN 2 T VR SCHR[ 161414 1
TR Este 45 NUSMg 5003 2SR o B Y 2 49 2SR 1) S WLAS A oK o3 S B A AT 1 5 900 28 S i) o
U ST 3838 1 AT D 8 T 3 73 SR K A A SR 22 20 S S5 i AL — 20 20 2 AR, 199 20 1 AT O it 2 %
{1, B 401 FTP £ 77 A= 428 1 bl B A SO A i el B 3 84 70 SR SRF 1) S LA M 8 o 8% 2 T 47 A i HL, SR
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BEAE AN TP Sk SR H H A, T ELAZ2R: E A2 B0 0 22 1 T A R A o die ez r 1,

2 BETEHBEMREN LR

A ESA Y TCFEC 73 M I ZRANAE L 72 Jd B TCFEC th 2 ANk 73 K 3 A1 — A SR B A
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Fig.1 Traffic classification framework based on ensemble clustering
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BEASTAERE T A N YRS AN 2 W15 2 /). B AR WU J7 2 R B TCP B il P
(<P NN A K/ RRAE ) 5, BT A X SR AIE ) B Ak T P 425 0] Py 3% P 428 W) SO N 428 A 1) 1 2%
(1) A5 A 5 IS 88 L AF I P 2 ) ) 295 280 1) R AR B, FRAT 1A TS B 1) TCP IR 56 1 A Bl 0 /N S 5
1ANBE G S8 A0 AEAN T 1) AT 7 /500 A0 /N v 8 2 AN SRy S A A AN T A AT 3 AN A0 KN v o 3
ANBE IR I, AR S AT JUU SRS Bl U B 1 NV AN E L, e N AR 2R SR AR T
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T K HAE 2R A L A SR 2 vk sy B R R SR ST o . POl AR TSR K MM R Rk
FE LA NI 4y % K A R SR AR R A 2 1) v B M L% B kAN Bdl VR S WD A b O 3 SR R R
Do PR 0 P B A AR 20 TBE B ARHBA (0 8 v AR i A BT U ST A R (. bR e AR AN W R R, B F
FEAMEP O SAE N 1E K B E LRI S E b A BRE  — E MR AR5 2.1.2 P AR SOK BETHFRRE &
(1 36 4% 77 125
2,12 FRECHEBRE

AATEEH T RSP I SR B S AT — 4k B B R A A5 A s R B S B 2 BToR) AT
AR AT B A G AR BEAN AR AR 10 Ty

B L TP AN AR RN — AL B B R AN A & 1 S HOk B A

i N\ :max_clusnum. 11K 5 H
i i :optimal_clusnum. 1A R H
procedure choose_clusnum (max_clusnum)

1. begin

2. clusnum< B E B M H ;

3 optimal_ NMI=-1;

4. optimal_clusnum=clusnum;

5. %A SMOTE V45 I ZR B 42

6.  while (clusnum<max_clusnum)

7 R clusnum 20 R BRAE Bl ST K B IR KA
8 P it DI 0 1 A5 0 288 ) Py R

9. AR b A B A 23 AT AN S0 23 A, v 5503 — L BLAR S ik NMI,
10. if (NMI>optimal _NMI)

11. optimal NMI=NMI,

12. optimal_clusnum=clusnum;

13. end if

14. clusnum++;
15. end while
16. return optimal NMI;

Fig.2 Algorithm for determining the number of clusters
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B 10, W AR bR ic ) bittorrent 248 HilAE A5 = 2, W R N 2R H50 0 41 2 AN T4 14, L 4 bittorrent FFE A%z
% T Skype HIFEAEIN A A AL T A T BERE AR 1A bittorrent. 4y 1, WA 200 5% -1 U1 25 B4 42, b AT SR 2Kk
AN FEAE FH AR AL G B A5 53 S0 1 I 2 R AR A 20 2R B b i A% N AR DL — 52 b2 P 9 HR IR B AR B 1) 28
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H ] 2 BT, S0 1 2 8 T SMOTEP21- 465 1 25 50405 5. SMOTE $52 AR BE % 24y 43 Aii Eb 451 452 /N 19 18 T (% L. iy
NS D WGBS X229 574 = B N7 i & S 3 M NYIVAZE = B N B 9= B N VAR S £ e N S i < gl T N B2 e =9 2 A NS
A DS I 5 B B A S I R i 6 A Rt PR P A — A A R R B R AN [R) 2 U 11 2R 8 i

25 B BENLAR 5 X 7m0 I o0 A BN AR B Y SRRIRFR 2SI 20 A0, X R Y 2 B TAS R i

P(x,y)
MI(X,Y)= ;P(x, »)log POOP0) (1)
Hod PR A x P AR R FLBIAE v BIREZ, P()E N x IR, P() &A% y IR i Ik MI(X,Y)
WMETE 0 F0 1 2 AT A — W EAS B T

NMI(X,Y)=

MI(X,Y)

— (2)
min[H (X ), H(Y)]
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b HOOM HY) 53 78 XY P03 — 40 HAR R oK, B2 4 Ry
2 P VR VA Ja i U 25 808 4R b Dl K — A BLE B sk e S A2 B i T K {50
[ 3 28 ] i) B 25 S ) 038 22 T B A S A i PR g 28 0 R K e R ) AR B ) R max_clusnum 5
4 100.K-means FVEE L S 7] 1 AEEH R — RER IS HS T H v S5 AR B BT R 2 R] TR VA — Ak H
& S i K-means S35 ARE B WA E A IR B S b ISR I E B L DR KO 1 T IR 258, B 2 S5 B R 4
H b 100,50 50— TAF B st m K RS 1Ry s AR H .
2.2 BIRKHE
M E KL BT 3 S — A B AL SRR 10 45 R — BN, e sk 38 22 DU /N R Rk — 2D A AL
INGE eV
TEINZREE I HEARIN AT 5 § A0 AR UIME S Py, 0o 28 g, T 565 7 AN 2500 R85 LI 2R Py, 4 TR — A
WA RN m, H. Py Py, 2 F AT 553 S8 585 vh 43 IR A 05 R BT PR AN O T 8k — 20 5 i 0 10 N 2800, AR 74
TG BT A 2 T XA (P P, T2 B 10 S 25000y 48 B A v 5 f 485 S8 LR AE 1 O b AT Ak 38, T 2 )
T AF NGB new_traindata AEAFE R RZ, N TIRIITE new_traindata 135> N S50 IRE A B0 A
PR AN Y2885 P 0 43 2R 45 2R 1) 3% W, TCFEC ok S 23 70 55 P9 AN N FH 2 [ HEAT YRS R WUR AT n AN N HIL, TCFEC 8 2 4t
A nx(n-1)/2 AN RFIS B 3 5 A RIBAEN RN g HRH m S, o S35 (0 @ S B0 A RVELE
SRBRAE TR SRS LT SVM (PR SRS RIEL T Hash [ YR 5388l SCHR[2] 0B 58 45 AL AT i1, AUC J &
G S TIEA A 5 LT it 4 R8I Pk e IR b i S0VEAE N 5 B 45 13 5 A SVML YRS 28 Al Hash 4k
AR VEAT 7 2R IF LB s AUC J f {H 1R YR SR 28 Oh e 8 IR e SR 28 B 2 (W) TR SR 38 4 N B s A %
modelmap "'.modelmap (¥ 8 Jy 3 5 [ F 4 ,modelmap (K18 AH 8 [ vk S 2% . F DK PRGN A28 SVM P 5 8%
F1 Hash #3845 7.
ik 2. LA,
SN mewtrain_data(Piql Py, 5 B 1 N 2 51). /Py 55§ AT B PEREA 3 S
//WFH q H"j’fﬁ%}:a})mi%//]\%%%%
I REA > IS HT m (IR
#i i :modelmap. /IR 3
procedure decision_model (newtrain_data)
1.  begin
1€ newtrain_data [ 387 SCFF R AL SVM,;
3. {E newtrain_data bUk Pi/P;, 29 RHET-E L HASH R Hys
4. AUCI1<SVM,y.classify(newtrain_data);
5. AUC2«Hy.classify(newtrain_data);
6.  modelmap.key<(NH g« N m);
7 if AUC1>4UC2
8. modelmap .value<—SVM ;
9. else
10. modelmap .value<—Hg,;

11. End
12. return modelmap;

Fig.3 Algorithm for decision when conflicts occur between base classifiers
K3 AEHE o RAR 2 b RN T P SR 5%
2.2.1 SVM #ifids
FEFTEE LI IZRAR b a1 H R T — AN BB AR P/ P> A AR SRR A2 53 2 0N H]

Pl 4 b BEARAR A Pig 5 P 1A EEARL T AR AR TE P BE 35 SC U N 1A T W 8 R AR AR IR 0 AT A8 — 4~ 1 2.
Wl 4 s, T X 53 bittorrent A1 http 14 180 {EL I AN 7. 32 B Al 0 5 1) S BR AAE Tk K (SR 3RR
45 R SR T AR AL (0, 3K AL AT — SRR AN BEAR A 4038 N T A AT DA 3 o2 o T U R SR R b e A e A R 2 X AR
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FHUN R B B P A7 AE R IR 5 O e A 06 I i AT T FOUA B, S D v 34 A% o BORs BRSSP/ P 480
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Fig.4 Distribution of pattern values that are used for discriminating between http and bittorrent
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SR 2R I P R 2 A8 v, T R/ R R A 4 R AR A S, AR SC O ST Hash PR 348, DURE IE RN 40 K405 11
B g R
2.2.2 Hash ¥R58%

e A PSR A S B bR — AN A A R TR R A AR A 5 S NGB AR T BB AN R AR B T A A R
1) — T B AR, Py P S W A 2 IR DB 2, 52 v 1 I FH 28 31 A2 W o 3 10 (L. ) SR 7 S S I A R (R AR v i
A 22 T R SR T S FRATT R Ik A A5 2 TP R R I T AR 1, IX R0 RS R B A 45 {43 TCFEC = AR IR R 4 it 78 58
B 3 Fk R op MG A R PG R R B P/ P, FeATHE A S5 AR B i BA YRS B 28 Py, KT P;,,, TCFEC
FUHRE 2 ) R N g 15 30,00 R N
2.3 TCFECHELSEEHE X

TCFEC {E£rREEmE 5 PR g8k e WA TCP WA IAT n ANEUR A /ME A FRAE 7] &
TCFEC 1% 1 MK kmeans base[|1H 434 TCP FHIM 1 MEGRA KNSRI 2 3o K5
kmeans_base[2]fl H1 454 TCP WITHT 2 MR ALK/ 32K kmeans_base[ 311 /A~ TCP i (I HT 3 A4 8L K
INGY IS DAL R HE AR 5 RN 300 B8 LANE R res[i].probability ¥4 53 25 N ] res[i].classname. 1% B E BN R
B K IO AN 90 845 B res[k1 RN res[]. 55 Ja MR B I 25 N 5t A9 e (¥ I FH 4 G ok 8 S8 IR AR prob(B5 12 4T 71
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B3k 3. TCFEC 1E 45 5115
A < 1 ).
procedure TCFEC_classifier()

1.  begin
PRI TCP U, H SRR RT o ASEE K/ BURFAE 1 & v[1],v[2],...,v[n];

3 for i=1 ton

4 res[i]<—kmeans_baseli].classify(v[i]);

5.  end for

6. ARHE res[i].probability WK EI/NHEF res;

7. M res IR FERTPE A VUM G5 R res[k1FN res[f];
8. if res[k].classname==res|j].classname

9. return res(k].classname;

10. else

11. if samesequencewithtrain(res(k].classname,res[j].classname)

12. prob=res[k].probability/res[j].probability;

13. return modelmap(res[k].classname,res|j].classname).classify(prob);
14. else

15. prob=res|[j].probability/res|k).probability;

16. return modelmap(res[j].classname,res[k].classname).classify(prob);
17. end if

Fig.5 TCFEC online classification algorithm
K5 TCFEC {E£k4r H57%

3 HEAE

31 FEEESE
311 AR AT AR
AL A VR A 2 A2 i e A8 R A1) IR o 9 4 A AR T 23 b ) A A i e L AR R A ) i L
A0 TR R AR 0 R T RO 40 b Erman 25 N AT H A VP U B TR 00 AU B R v R R
A OSBRI ABATT 45 H B BB AR 3R 0. 1% R VA o T AN U 1 T AR B 46%, T R e U SR R 8 TR HA B
T IX 0.1% 193 AT BI6R, B4 3 B HER 2] LK 21 99.9%, (H HIH 2K T 46% 112 45 HER = IR Ik, 78 S B (1 3
YU AR PP Al b PRGSO R T 236 110 (] I, A B R 5 I M 2R
3.1.2 KRR
% 2 6 (B P 20) J2 i 23 38 TR0t 1) S P YR80 ot 12 2 P 7 A TR S 5019 71 0 B B PH 4 (true positive) A&
BIETNH C IR EMmE SN CIRIR (false negative) &8 )8 TN C MR EMA 0 ZERAENH C.EE
FHPEECH TP, IMIRELHK FNAS 4> 2 (true positive rate) ) THE W
TP
TP+FN’
PRk (false positive) & F5 IE N H C I3 24 43 28 H C. B 1% (true negative) & 53BN H C 137 24 43 1k
N H CARE RIRECH FP EIPEECH TN, R 2 (false positive rate)h
FP
FP+TN’

true positive rate =

false positive rate =

32 TWEIEE

AR B B A TT ) UNIBS 048R 04T S0 A2 B0 AR A2 i 3 R # R BR 1 K 2% SRR HIF /N A 7E Al AT 27 B
1) 8% B 2% F M tepdump BKAF3R A3 2 1) UNINS B4 423545 3 AN, 237l i 2 4 unibs20090930,unibs20091001 1
unibs20091002. 4 H P8 4 REARR I (5 8 2 1t GT T B HERA LA 1. A 30 32 BAE UNIBS Biim 4 432K 8 1) (1
TCP i . th T AEXEFR B Hh 1K 52 W, 50 1) TCP £ A3 % H LA FLIE Y | TCP B i o] LARE— 25 4 9 A& P
ity 280 11K 45 2 O Tl 0 M IR 45 s 30 2% P B ). R 0% YN IR A 10—ty Oy 28 P e, S — i JU) kg R 4% ks ity AR S A
libnids T H¥RER TCP %, FHHEI TCP FA ar# FAEIR AR 1 5 TN M REEAZ H I,
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Skype by B (05 FA A Wp L 252 other 7R T bittorrent, Skype,http F1 ssl Z #M I HAb B 132K 5.

Table 1 Number of application flows in the UNIBS dataset
& 1 UNIBS Hodfa S b M AR £ H

unibs20090930 unibs20091001 unibs20091002

s—¢ cos s—¢ cos s—¢ cos
bittorrent | 3278 1741 867 525 344 201
Skype 154 145 152 154 214 213

http 7086 4821 | 14096 10592 | 7360 5059
ssl 1223 752 1230 1013 579 506
other 176 176 270 262 176 173

HI& 1 ] D, £33 S Hedfa e b, 25 P T B S AR 20 A A K PR AR A T4 5 o X 08 235, TR g 2 D 1) 4
AT AE S s 110 4 2% vt ) 74 SO IR AR SORE 43 5l PEA TCFEC 5% %% 7 i 21 ik 5% 45 77 i) 1 e 55 4 380 %% 7 3 77 11) (1)
TCP LR BE J) AL DAl P A SO T e b — AN S 48 F T U1 5, A s SR 100X ol R R M i AT 3 0K,
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Fig.6 Information gain achieved with different packets
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Fig.7 Comparison of TPRs on the balanced training dataset and non-balanced training dataset
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Fig.8 Overall accuracy achieved with the different number of packets in the client-to-server flows
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