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Abstract: In the case of the imbalanced protocol flows, the changes of flow distribution have a huge impact on
the accuracy and stability of traffic classifiers that use machine learning algorithms. It is very important to select a
suitable machine learning algorithm to classify the imbalanced protocol flows on line. By means of single-factor
experiment design, this paper verifies that it is possible for C4.5 decision tree, Naive Bayes with kernel density
estimation (NBK) and support vector machine (SVM) to classify traffic with the first four packets of the TCP
connection. After comparing the performances of the three classifiers abovementioned, the study finds that the
testing time of C4.5 decision tree is the shortest and SVM is the most stable. Finally, Bagging algorithm is applied
to classify traffic. The experimental results show that, the stability of Bagging is similar to SVM and the testing
time and modeling time of Bagging is close to C4.5 decision tree. Therefore, Bagging classifier is the most suitable
to classify traffic on line.

Key words:  imbalance; feature selection; traffic classification; ensemble learning; single-factor experiment
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KEH F LR PHEMIBURGIE S S kit 5 ik 1501

TREAA 110 X 26 38 Bt 23 S A 60 R DO 4% 22 A 1) Ot A B T OR AP 48 WU L SR AL WA S35 s 481 ey o PR . D9 4%
TE 2 R R A WU A S A R o e 1 RO AR B H ATV 22 P2P Y 4 BE ML 11 .Mandukar %5
TS B, 3 U AR CUAS g U3t 30%~709% ) T 6 199 9% . AT, 446 K 22 BOWLAG 35 % FH A 1 H a0 £ 46 )
(deep packet inspection, fij #x DPI)E: A 4> 23 . DPI AR FH B0 53 BT A0 3 T A HR BB 130 28 amp e k3 3o A
2 DC P B304 2R A R A R 3 B DL ARV Al 1 s L AT 8 e R 3 B e ol 1 L B P 7 B A, EL K B
TN U B U B 0 PR OA I, Karagiannis 25 AT % T 361 I AT 4 (3 5 2) 28 & 48 BLINC.BLINC %
GeOVE T BN S UG I8 0 LA 38, L 5 73 R MEAf 28 7Tk 90% LA b {H BLINC 4t 2 BEARL 1l iR
5] P2P i, AN RERS B P2P 41 43 B BAK R B e Ah, Kim 25 ABHE Y BLINC Wi/ 2K R 40 & T 8 5 21 i
1 14 % M 45 (single-homed edge network) 321 S 45 Ak, T AN IS & T8 38 B8 75 s 58 THLER 2% S I 22 40
PR A T I J2 478, 23 I G UL, W AE A ST LA s SCA A8 A ) £ T e AR s 1P R 1P,
P 11, B 3 11, A% a2 DO HEAT I8 A5 5900 1) B AL AR A BT E AR 07 I — I & 0 2 T AL 22 ST i 2K
AR T BB 1 2 (packet-level) 1B Uit )2 (Flow-level ) {5 & 451 24 K /N e 4, 380 34 I Ta] 5] B AT 1R /N 25
AL T2 T N AT 8 9 R 2 SR PR 2 ST 4 R AR (R B s A H A T AL 2 ST
I3 HEHARHAE Sy DA I H IS 2 Wi & 4> 25 T A Tstat2.0M15k 45 548 F DPIHE AR FIHL 222 ] 5 AR {H Tstat2.0
AR FH SCHR[514E H IO ML 88 2% 3 SE92 10 skype it i, B A g 6 1) FH 122 77 10 2 25 I 4 wp BT A 0t e G 32 8 D DRI
T T LA A 2 [ 0 o 2 A B I 4% IR B 1 5 R K, I 8 TR REAS I T 0 A R AR AR AN ) 4% S 3R R T 4
DR 22 #0025 ) AL 2% 2% ST I Ik 1 20 28 8 7= A 5 A A ST &5 6 51 B 19 T 488 TR I3, e 0 W 285 1 BB 2% S0 ) T o

D 285 A 2R 4 A1 [RY AN S 2 0 256 T L8 2 ) (9 U Bt 43 IS 4 P %) 56 W AR AR 0 A1 (R AS S 8 2 A LR AR R
7 I 28 TS 1) A A 0 3 e 3 At Y 4% A
L5 DU T AR AN [R] 1R 2 A S 1) 55 56 5040 4R AR B W SO A 3 A AN P-4l B BE S v http B 500
A AR B0 328 KT LA S ) AR AR B AR SC IR SR TE T BA R L
(1) S R T ks T e JEOAS TR] A B SR AT DX 40, T AS 2 HELRE 5 b o T 4% i 1t 70 28 . BULK,P2P 1
Services 55522 BT LLAIRL My S % BRL A ] — o 3 ) AT LU AT 2 AN Wt emule B R B S HE
eDonkey 37 20, XCRE HTTP Wil ™ 37 2 M0 AS 7] B U 09 5 VR AE A AR [
(2) M CA5 PIAEH . SVM Fl NBK iX 3 AN [F] 43 2 STV I HE AR M, A SCHEAT T B DN 7 22 0 T S e
PARfSE S8V TCP S TF 4RI & 3E B 3 H 0T TCP 3 T 46 I R 25 T/ 2 ke v s 34
TCP LIS, IX AT LLAR it 20 S35 (0 20 ST, D WL2% 2 S i i 70 S AR A0 26 00 AR AR AT
(3) AN MFEAR D AA T EIE BT RHESTE . T ERTE. AR X 4 N ehr
PEAIH LL A 40 FT C4.5 s it . NBK T SVM IX 3 B4y B BVk (K Pk 8, 0 AT T Wi IRFE A 40 A (AT
M PEXT 3 B oy A EVE R RE ISR
(4) A3 Bagging H2 B > BLVE N T G 4r A SR T CA.5 S 4 EANER A In) 8L AR SC S 06 B0 iF
T Bagging fEREE S REVEEIE G THEL S R E.
ASCE 1 AT ERHLAS 2 S I o A G268 2 T 0 BT i i 4 S W JRU L 28 3 WA SE IR IR B 4
S M R RV AR S B 1 7 3555 4 T LA M CA.5 YRS . NBK R SVM 3X 3 73 20925 1) S 45 56
5 WA T Bagging HEALA: S R > KA S 6 WA A

1 HEHFR

AR [E 9 A0 56 T HLES 2 2 I B 4 R R T4 K I 90, 3 et 5 1) ) 7 st = 241 42 i 70 838 1
VERPE . SN DL 4R HURI 326 4565 255 0 194 44 4 iE - Moore 25 A TOVRI T NBK 5392240 S 00 B e 190 294 SRR 35
H 53 B 10 Bl A [FIME 55,53 K AERAIE h 95% 76 4+ Li % NIME Moore T 44 (3 Atk -, SR FH 66 H 56 1y bRl s i 57 vk
(fast correlation-based filter, K FCBF)#EATRFE i 4, 2 B 1 12 Fft Ny 23 B 10 RRAIE . Este 25 A\ BVR 745 L LE
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5 X 448 i AR IE T B R v R I TCP 34 5 S S5 1 56 — AN B AL /N T B A S 1 oK, R AN [R] (1 B[] 0
b 5 SR (R B AT IR, B0 T B0 A K/ e B R 4E . Bernaiille 2 AP124R 853 TCP WIT 44 (KT 5
AN B AL RN A8 K B8 S8 28520 20 i Soysal 45 A\ PO A% Bayes M%% . we s A1 22 2 I AL (multilayer
perceptrons)ix 3 Ff Ml &% 2 31 573%, K IL Bayes 99 % Al v 85 W) 538 5 T 00 49 2K 0 46 341 Pietrzyk 25 A\ M7 AR [
FURAEM B4R 1 H NBK £7% . Bayes W45 Fl1 C4.5 YL s iX 3 FlbL#% 2% 3] Sk 8b 4T b 5428 X (cross-site) il i,
R IV 25 B304 A R k£ B £ 0 A R — b AR BRI, 3 Fofr 2 S Sy 3 2 I M e 4 1 A 5 )1 2 A R I Ak
HE AR TEAS R M s R AR, 3 Al o 8 B 0 M R 8 BT B ARATTIA O 3 J I A B 5 110 D TR 2 3 28 B 0)
YIZREH 1L LA (data overfitting). At AT [7) BB & I, A8 LG 1 2L At B Fh 43 SR 577, C4.5 WS 149 43 I8 1 e dpe 4. 1)
PO T U RIBE T AR IS N2 e B C4.5 Yo i 4 5L 240 T Naive Bayes 73 28595 Al NBK 4) 2%
B3 SCHR[10-120 4 A LA 1 3 8 23 S O v B 1, 9 AT 4t 20 2K 0 7 1 e vk Erman 25 A28 B,0.1% 1)
KGut s 7AW AR T ) 46%. W Ry i 4 K4 R U X 0.1% 1 K ZL i M 15 21 99.9% 11 vt ik
P, IR 4 91 B 43 AR KGR 46% I T MERPE. R 1 LR a0 T B BT AR ETFHLAR 2 S i 2 B ER.

Table 1 Comparison of traffic classification technologies

K1 WESBHARMLLE
e
iR WL 3 5k R O i S FHLPE %i%%i
N SE B E I i P SR I 248 Ff
" Vi R AE, L4 SRR 42 B 1]
N Naive Bayes #l UL = M = BULK,Database _—
Moore %5 A\ 18] : TCP it I F1) ik i) 1] - e R %
NBK 4} JE 5% W TS P2P,Mail,Services 4 o
i PN R R s

o TCP %% 1. TCP FRiRAL I

Li A o BlRL | Bk, TCPABOCMY | SRIGHE | R R
5 B
S 3 TCP JIFEAII T 5 M EdE 1 Donkey,ftp,http, .

Soysal % A0 B?ﬁ;?&ﬁﬁﬁr SeAE ) TCP AT PPWeb,BuIk % | HLfiE %

HH A 22 T s £ K /N FR
. N NBK,Bayes [ % Bs ELAL i 7 17 Web,eDonkey, . .
Pietrzyineh i C45 MRS HTCP M LA | Mail.Chat,Gnutella 25 | TR fi

PR I GE s B
525 FH S i1

(1 E I C4.5 P st ;2 F,@’:ﬁ;gj Web,BT,BULK % HRLE &
NG SVM ARG 5 ARG AR 5

FEE 1 AT 0L, H AT T LA 27 ) I3 2 SR AR B 2 R 5 M S o B4 N T 0 S W 20 Al L
Ab,3CHR[9, 5] it 2 3 2 TAE B 25 R UM AR AR B/ 1 500 1 199 45 137 AR 177 FATT 1 S 56 45 SR 3 1, A6 o 8¢
I FH AR i 0 B R A 2D ARABAT A B P 7 1 SRR K, T eI e s 2 S B AR A M T RO
LB 3.2 7). L5 LUFE AR AR Lb, AR SCH% RS ) Bl IU AT 0L B 1 2028 378 8 M AE 28 43 2R 000 B 00 9 i %6 B8 A6 AR SC IR sz 56
Bl 45 BB R T 255086 I AIE T C4A5 tREM . NBK Al SVM i3t TCP ER LA HIRT 4 R AL L2y
KA N UER Y WAERR T . PRSI A B R ARG X 4 N abs, FEAIHL LU B3R 3 R4y
SR ERE, 20T T D DR AP At X 3 Fhar VR B 1Y B2 ) B AR SCKE Bagging 8 Rk 2% > 501k R 2]
WA I RA TS B R4 b5 Rid 3 Ry ST T SL 0 L A

2 RESEFX

AR EA 28 NBK. C4.5 HR A FISZ R M ML SVM IX 3 B 432577k,
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2.1 NBKHEHAL

A5 A4 Naive Bayes 135,06 NBK 495501 /& Naive Bayes 5710 — .

& n AN Ci(i=1,...,n) AT E MM EEA y B T285 C %k

P(Ci1y)= f(y'F‘f(i;)P@): 1CIPC)
J_Z:if(ylcj)P(cj)

TR Ay HEREUAE 1 P(Culy) (=1, ) KR F 001 3 (G 2% 5 1 B 4 Naive Bayes 5%
YR E 25 A0 (EL S 3 A0 9386 A2 1 2 29 71 NBIK 45 2KV PR G B ORI 2 B A B A 2%
@I,

()

reic)--t > k(1A @)

cj Xi:C(%)=Cj

X h 2 %A B (kernel bandwidth), K & % B8 50 A% R 2 AR 67 FLig 2 Ij:K(x)dxﬂ.ﬂa?%‘ﬁﬁ&%&ﬁ?ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ
PR NBIK 2 JA 0 R s 0 R B o i eR B A (1) A aK(2) il LA HNBK 40 JEE90: 50 2R 5 Ak
T U RRE A B o AR
22 CAGREWMHLE X

C4.5 RN AT T 34012396 1 J7 30 3 0 SRR, R 3 10 20 JEBE AL 2 — b 1) 46 K A AN 40 434
ClER M ) — AN B M B IAR, BEAS B AC R — AN I L T A T S A AN bR S e SR
S T D) 2 A A R R 45 S TR AT SE TR R AT e M /N .CA.5 52V SR FHAE L0 25 A 0 SR IR 4 10 i & R kR 43
B 3 PR A B 25 R B K B A A BT L EE AT n AN Cii=1,...,n),D 44 I I I A A B A I 2
4E D 1, K I EEAE S (BE D M)A

H(D)=-3 p,log, p (3)

i=1
Forfpi A N Z55E D ISR A R 1200 C LR ABUE I FEJm IR A E 70 700 ki Jm vk AR A V11 25 8800 2 1) )
WA m AAFEE K D K7 m A AR Dy(=1,2,...,m). K93 5 HO I ZRAE 150 JE T i O A7 B

H,0) =3 2 H(D)) @
=D

T, HARKB). A5 Bk KI5 B3k 8 15 B4 a8

Gain(A)=H(D)-H(D) ©)
C4.5 HykAT H 4r 85 BEKH5 B G 25 k. 70 245 B LA

SplitH (D) =—3" 21 1og, 101! (6)
7| D] ID|

R, £ BN 2 R T

gainratio(A) = Siﬁl:l(?ﬁ)\) @)

ARG ~A(7) AT IL,C45 M Bk e LR T M /N B s ms % Bk Ak B — O 2455 Ak
PR R 25 2 T (5 B3 2 R 1 V1 ST TR AR T N B AR 4 v 2 28 500 R R 0 A1

C4.5 Sy R B Bk R o N G B ok A v 0 B A I 10 0 2 T /08 A2 % 88 AT, DR Lk 7 S B X 485 0 4 8
i B S G 2 B o S TR . SR AT
2.3 SVMAEEX

SVM 5306 592 o i RIS 2ok o1 £ 1 A e 1) s A 1) A 225 D), 3 v 1 2 ) o by 38 4 e S 53] o Bk S B 23 25
TEFIE SVM 43 BRI 15 o0 e 8 22 o 30 B 0 5 A% o 000 i N 000 e S 30 v 4 2 1) 8 5 A v 4 2 ) v

W
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RN F A 1A SIS P 1 T i
f (x) =sgn (iwi*yi K (x,X) + b*J (8)

i=1

Forb w7 VT 1 2 50K (i, X) A2 A% 90 R Ys e {1, 132 S b T AR SO 0% v 42 1) ik R 500 DA A% o 0 s A2
ST VIZRREA, M0 x A MAKFEAR. 22 2(8) wT WL, SVM LIRS 0 1UFF 5 3E4T 7028, B () >0 IIFEA YA —3K,
11 F() <0 FIFEAS YA 75— 250 M AN, SVM BEi50Ks 22 28 73 SIS ) i Jlont 7328, B 37 Mx(M=1)/2
A 2 A A DREA x & T M b R — 2RI, FRATI 5 BB T A s x [ R B A
IrRAS ) x JE T 1 RN RS 2 1 RS 1 5 SRR ISR R B R RE x BT IR SR,

SVM - SR AIAG T W 26 G AR (10 1 560 WBE 4, 3 o 2 288 T e A 49 DAy — 0 3 DA A (A 2 26 IR A 3
S B/ BT 97 1o fU A B

T REXT A 3 7y SEETE SR R A 3 B AT A Y NBK 73 5305 B Mg T 199 2 LA A O M 20 A 1) SVM B
ANHHST 199 288 AT A (RO 23 A1, B 19 2% B WCRRE AR 20 A1 (K 8l A 22 A X SVML T 5E i B/

3 SKEINE

3.1 HIRE&E

1 2010 4 3 IR 4 JAS[R] ) I 1) B, FRATTAE 8 2R v T alb R 2 HE sz gy 5t 1 ] tepdump 5 ER4E 6 G
it R R SR 16,1 Bl £ £ 38010 6 A B S IR IR BE R - 100Mbps (19 BUK M, K204 80 & ML B4 4 1 1 4
THOL AR 2.3 2 W] L, A SC LR AR T 9200 % Ay AR IN R ) O A
Table 2 Description of the data sets

X4 KA i) LS NN
dumpl 3 423 H 15:00~16:00 3.28G
dump2 3 H25H 16:00~17:40 2.82G
dump3 4H8H 10:00~11:40 241M
dump4 478H 13:20~17:40 11G
dump5 4 H13 H 9:10~10:10 2.02G
dump6 4 A 14 H 18:30~20:30 0.99G

3.2 mERRE

EI A, 0 S bR 1 30 2 A R — P R AR R T A R g 1 DC G ) R 4 28 T B AR R A ) — AR A
AT 2 0 P 4% PR 8 T bR R 90 T B R S web IR G5 A% FTP RS54 . emule 458345 3 7E4F 4 IR 45 A% L ITEL
R A N IR S 0] TORRE FE b 43 2 B A, T DR T B8 2 Oy 8 AR S R FE P AE T IR S8 b R B8, el T
7] —Fft 3 FH 0 LI AT 2 AN B, 1 0, emule 1.1.8 BUAS R 32 eDonkey #0277 50, )2 FF HTTP Bl N 8
77 3 W AR AR 25 4 1 UGB AT emule T, BRATTAR LG8 bx i B TG V2w 80 R, R AR FH B8 1 B 7 e bmi
Vi

HRiF, 3 T 703 VC (3 B 4 28 TR L7-Filtert S FHAE o 13 (008 IS B v 0 L3 T A I3, SCRR[17]
tH AT L7-filter X AN [ B SR DA R AR SC Rk HE L7filter YL HERG K 9 A E R A, 3 A
HTTP,eDonkey,xunlei(:{t F),ssl,ftp,pop3,qq,ssh Al smtp. 11T TCP R AERE B 5 T R0 A AL 4>
25 TCP Hdi i it EAw v Jig /N E0a 88 A A B AR 3. & WSO R A 500 o b gl dnn 181 1 B os.

b B 1wy I hetp Wb SR AR B A B T T S SR AR 0 D A A A P S R T I L 1 2 TR

WGP LA 2, BATRBIATF dump4. dump5 45 8 http 9 A1 B AR AR DK B4 Lo B 30K 2 35 K. dump4
Hhn L ssh B SCHE 715 L gl o5 R 5501 60% 404710 dump5 $idiE 42 H ,eDonkey B3I 4 45 L 155 )
78% ¢ A7 AR B UG, dumpd A1 dump5 $dE 2 ,eDonkey AT ssh #0330 B0 viE BLAR 2D (BAR AT B A8 v T I,
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BRIV AU A HAR 2D B P 03 FATT AN i W e AT A R .
Table 3 Number of samples in each data set
&3 MBS AL
HitE4  http  eDonkey xunlei ssl  ftp pop3 qq ssh  smtp

dumpl 3667 81 380 74 19 31 78 0 3
dump2 5570 147 162 188 28 54 120 1 3
dump3 3057 5 96 71 0 0 94 1 6
dump4 3586 71 129 81 1 0 20 2 1
dump5 1930 67 125 67 54 0 21 0 0
dump6 4092 16 381 31 0 0 158 0 0
1.0 T .
dumpl 7
g 08 I dump2 i
X 1 dump3 7
& 06 [ dump4 1
£ I dumps 7
E 0.4 dump6 7
B 02 1
0.0 '
http edonkey xunlei  ssl ftp pop3 qq ssh  smtp
eS|
Fig.1 Proportion of different protocol samples in each data set
K1 B4 Hdn 4 h 5 D SR AR BT 7 Ee
Hl dumpl 4
2 I dump2
) ] dump3 J
;‘; [ Jdump4
W* dump5 .
dump6
Do w ool I 1 I I

http edonkeyxunlei  ssl ftp  pop3 qq ssh  smtp
e
Fig.2 Byte proportion of different protocol samples in each data set

2 RS R PSR A LA

33 REFITREILFRMEIECLKE

N A T WL 27 20 R AR 23 EBOR RS 1 2k DR M 732, SCRR[7,9,15] S48 R IR K TCP 42T 5 >4
P B B GE R AEREAT 73 28 5 AR SCRT ST ) 20 RELIEAN R, SCHR[9, 1511 I JE M 1) K 3 BRI BE 7 Ui & 3k
AN AN TR 23 RSk th T e vk B BEAS A i S8 o (0 50 €0 40 H B Y %A DT AN 8] SCHR[7T1 AR B UE T C4.5
YA N AZGEVHRUT IR T 5 AN A, (ER AT I ) 34 5 AN [R) Bl € 16T 1) 70 SR 1 A 17 190 B 1) L A 2
W, BeA Gt B TT iR BEATUE B30 5 7 2 3 22 ARl o #1022 S 36 T 5 B IE 3 Al R REE TR BT
HEST TR B L H

ARATEE R AN 1 53 R E0VE N TCP R T UG I HT 4~10 A (FL48 TCP 348 3 4R T I8l ) 73l 2t AT
L W O AER L, DR PR T T T A I R HE B H A SR T BRI 25 ANMRFAEEAT 202K, X
25 AR AL 5 A K /N R A I [h] 18] B 1 2 45 8L DL S TCP AR AL AH SR I S8 H A5 R A5 L 12 3.2 W i
) 6 A Hdln A, FRATAE R Hetl A EoRT 28 I UEJ5 1%, 00 SVMNBK Hil C4.5 dR S IX 3 F 7 RELVLIEAT
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AR J3 # HL2S 22 2 SRR L 8 AR 23 RSB0, 73 FUERPE S AN R S 80N R 10 888 Y T A S AT AT
YO L FRATTR S 2 ) i W T VE R PR S B 0 T A SO SE B B 4, AN [F) 3 RES i IR S B LA 456 TRt T
BT 4~10 AN Edh 6,3 Fh 70 JSBVELE 138 XIE 5 IR 45 R LK 5.
Table 4 Optimal parameters of the three classifiers
F 4 3MHRBNEILSE

IR ZH
SVM C=0.8, gama=1.0517578125E-5
Naive Bayes —
C4.5 C=0.25, M=2

Table 5 Testing results of each algorithm (%)
#5 SIS R (%)

A% B
dumpl | dump2 | dump3 | dump4 | dump5 | dumpé
A4 | 80.0647  91.45  93.9922 87.8632 84.4444  86.4795
5 AN Kdifl, | 67.6206  61.406  75.2853  64.0966 84.9867  85.8398
NBK 6 N Ednf | 83.1295 851427 88.2282 87.304 88.0531  87.580 3
R 7 A ¥dEf, | 83.7757  86.0673 93.0931 87.1241 85.8216  88.3711
HUREEEES 8 MHyi4l | 85.2989 88.3628 947147 87.7923  89.27 82.649 6
9 AN Hidifl | 845905 89.3688 95.8559 87.6124 89.4991 825641
10 M ¥dlsfy | 83.8754  89.6876 953754 87.4068 89.1916 825427
A4 | 94.0633 965066 97.0862 96.9401 94.2222  95.6717
5 ANKdif, | 95.1304  96.5567 96.6667 96.7104 93.1798  95.4799
CA5 Y | 6 NEUEAL | 949227 96.8436 96.8168 96.7361 92.3451 953319
R 7 A M, | 95.176 6 97.2262 96.8168 96.8389 93.2862  95.3862
AR 45 8 N Edufl | 95.3381  97.019  97.0571 96.2478 93.2718  95.3205
9 MEHEfL | 952018 96.9238 97.1471 96,5819 93.1898  94.9145
10 M Edif | 95.0173  96.9079  96.967  96.5819 92.6626  94.9395
AL | 904597  93.8268 955542 96.4258 92.9778  94.4075
5 AN Hidls 4 90.63  93.7988 951351 96.2992 93.4898 94.88158
SVM 6 MM, | 92.2917 951538 95.0151 95.8879 92.7876  95.0107
Iy RETVE 7ANEEFL | 91.8994  95.0741 95.0151 95.8879 93.5954  95.040 6
DR 5 8 Mryi4L | 914378 950901 94.8048 96.0935 93.4477  95.1923
9ANEHifL | 91.0496 951546 94.7147 96.0935 932777  94.9359
10 Mg f | 90.8651 951068 94.5946 96.1192 93.1019  94.6795

AN K F B R T 07 ZE 03 B 5 VEBRE G v AN WA AN BOR TR R 3 P SRR I 2 S A 1tk 3K L B
H 7RI L el 7 AARFEUE,RT 7 AN KCE 7 2200011 B TR 560 25 A B 1 AT B 2 540 %
BV AR Pp > B0 oy B EAT DR 7 07 22 90 B S 30 B v, B A I B A AR B G VA R B A B o 28 Bk
PAER I T I B 22 5 B0 Hopn=ph=ps=. .=y A BE N HeBl A S EAE RIS E Fo IR B HIEEA
a-1 5 N-a ff] F 23Aii.a B 78I B a 620 7.N Fe 08480 N {8k 424K SO BAS KT o B 0 0.05. T
S, M FooF g nea I N Z R4S Ho, 352 Hy ARNAH N () S HUE 15 3 Fpao1n-a=Fo.05,6,3572.34. 25 T 3£ 5 H 1 5
BATH Excel 5085087 1T HAF 5 Fo E. R I C4.5 YLIEH AN SVM 4 285035 1) Fo 43 34 0.032 F1 0.065, 48 /)N
T Fo.0s,6.35 81252 Ho. RIST T C4.5 HEEH AT SVM 4 FEEVEAEGE VT U6 1 AN [R50 604 B0, 20 28 o vk
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