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Abstract: Dividing regular expression sets into multiple groups is an important process to solve the problem of
DFA state explosion. Previous grouping algorithms are heuristic or are done by brute-force, which have poor
grouping results. This paper analyzes the reasons of states explosion and summarizes conflicting relationship among
regular expressions of some types. When conflicts are non-negative and independent, the optimum k-grouping
problem of regular expression sets can be reduced to the maximum k-cut problem, which is NP-hard. Based on the
idea of local searching, a new grouping algorithm named GRELS is introduced to solve the problem efficiently,
which is 1/(1-1/k) -approximation for maximum k-cut problem. Comparing with previous grouping algorithms,
GRELS has the minimum number of states for the same number of groups, and requires the least time to update
grouping results when pattern sets change.

Key words:  regular expression; deep packet inspection; grouping algorithm; local searching; 1/(1-1/k)-

approximation

i OE MENAAXESRTHARME DFA KEEIKF MG —Fr &5 5% OF GBI E XL B A X
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Fo b AR 5 0 IE ) R GE K A0 KA k 9L F AL T )2 45 sk Rk B 1R A LB 3% 19 A2 NP-Hard 498 T &3¢
FEREA IR B T —A 485 % GRELS %féaf/kéy\éﬂlﬂ FHEART K Kk B PR, Bk e A £ 1/(1-1/k). 5
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FEIR: R RGA XGRS -4 ik B Rk & (- 1/K) A
hEESES: TP301 CERFRIZAD: A

TR 3 VG E 2 T SRR 27 L 5 AR U K — A 0 30 1) 8, i A7 IR 2 10 SR B3 A0 B8 ) 1T % 1
)25 325 2 DC i A T DK AR P 5 A O30, 0 ) 2k 5 DG R e 0 17 FH 13 55 A 0T« SO RIS A 2
SEE AR, 1T £ At A I T T IR 45 e G ) 58 AUk THT 1) 9 4% 2 e ) 1 D2 ik UG PR R A AN TR] A9 2T AR o KA
FE N IE A e BIA AR I B i« L S0 2 A5 A 18 )2 3 DG P 1T AN 2 £ 21 L B A7 DR T 1 HR 45

1 % it

K 8 2 T I 4% 2 4 I FH R IR 25 70 XoF 328 s A B 1900 0/ 1 B Sk R AT RS U0 1% TR0 BT, 30 75 R N 380 50 0, 1)
BB B AT A IR B 0K D (deep packet inspection, fRi Rk DPI) & — o Ak H. 5 2L IR, e S A 3% 45 11 1 3
A5 T e TR AR (B 7R AR AR AIE 98 73 R A 55 ) EAT TG AT, AT 4 B0 A0 o R A ik W A B H
R PSRRI B AR A )2 b A 5 X 0% 1 R 9 28 IR 25 o R 8 N AR AT S 77 R B 3RO k. B
POl A9 AE.

A 298 1 YRS B0, 00 A SR R A 2 % R SR R s B 2 (LB A TP 4% 1) R T8, NAR R AE 5 AR 15 R B 5 2,
B, 2695 BE B S Y 1 ) % 3% 3 (regular expression, i Bk RE) 3% 7 HUA RS i 7 445 8 V8 b F s B i T 24 4
Linux I (¥ 7 95 B 80 0 51 8 L7-Filter™ A3 SR T 11 ) 2 a2 Ak N 2 W SRR AIE 5 35 4 160 I ) 26 N A2 A
F&esnort™ [f B A 2003 4 4 1 0 4 11 ) ik AL K F) 2006 4 2 i 1 131 4, #kil- 2009 4F 6 H U1
K3 2971 4.

22 ML 11 11 D) 2R 328 X DG PC 457 AR o L A 8 0 3R TA 58 0 20 I 3B A 2 2145 PR A 3 L (non-deterministic finite
automaton, fij #X NFA) ki 2 45 BR A sh#HL(deterministic finite automaton, {8 #% DFA)SK#E4T i VLKL .DFA B A
[LRRTE A=

(1) 7EVCHC I TR AT R I ZI,DFA R — A& ITCIRAS A B AR U IC 745 R 75 Ui I — DOIR S BB 3K

(2) ATLLAZ 4 IE N RIE A — A IF 1K DFA, AT AE — 38 413150 2 5 skt BT 16 2 0 5K (¥ U .

L} DFA AN[l,NFA ZE e BRI L Ab BEAEAS T 75 75 22 O(n)IX U5 MR SR (n 2 NFA BRIRZS S H ). N 7 3
1) T 48 BRI, DR 43 I FH 408 SR FH 255 T~ DIFA PR DG C B¢ AR 5 il SI I 98 A0 R 00 AR 17T, DFA A7 75 45 TR 3 T JIK 1) )
(FEEE 150 R DRA RS B H 2 238500 K), S50 DFA W] B8 1Y #E6 B K177 0% 2% 10) L 2 T 128 #4910 31, L 7-Filter
1) 1 M 05 304 4 (107 45) A2 B 11 45 91 DFA 75 22 F B ) 16GB 1) P A7, T B04E 1 T AL A% - 0y A3 FH L IR ks, 2
/b DFA [ K 25 (8] V1 4, A2 ST B e 1 W) 22k X TG it ) 7 222 ) 8

AR S0 A AL W R TA A A 4 1 1) 4 2 T R % JE N AAT k /> DFA IR H . E ZE Tk :

o ] AR JEE 6] I U A SUAR A I 2 A ) RUREAT T % AL IR, 1 2 0 3T AR S o S B AR R AT I IE
T2 38 2N (W B DR K 23 4L ) 80 R WA 25 D B K K s 850, AT B T 2% ) R NP TR 1

o STHAR I T —FP 2L T R0 &R SR 11 5 HH 43 414515 GRELS(grouping regular expression with local
searching), 3 M ER1E FAIE WA T % ok k il 1) AZ AR A AL EL R 1/(1-1/K);

o YLV SEIL T GRELS SLVAFIHA 4 Fhar4l57ik, Jf N DFA RG B E. 4150 H A4 41505 i) ie) 3
A FRAR TATHAT LR, B S5 AN R BT R AL B s AT T 8 &5 S 6 45 SR AR WA RV b 52 A 7 R0 e S ST K 4%
PEFEAS B BE K 2 GRELS B30 40 41 45 BT B A T O o L 0, AR IR I i) s T 1

= Application Layer Packet Classifier for Linux. http://I7-filter.sourceforge.net/
=+ SNORT Network Intrusion Detection System. http://www.snort.org
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2 MXIE

Bl A5 11 2R IK SUAE 48 22 A R ARG B9 2 N I Ak (R TF R 22 46 TR 78 OIS IE U RA R R
QAT ek 2> DFA A7 2% 8] T84 . DEA A7 it 2% 18] JF 41 2= B0k 11 HOWRGES L #8638 3R AT 58 R 91 58 43 93 %) Y. DFATH
RS H ARSI EBILE A |Z|(C RN T4, B 10,07 D DFALT fif T 85 1k A ia A5 BB mT L4y S 92D
RSB VSV e 45 2 e 30 4 ol S0 3o 0 1 U 308 3 45 AT 40 £ T 4 23 1) J T 45— At v JEL i

YuZE N5 H7 T Snort%5 ZR 45 H LS 1 W) R R 3, i IR DFAR S B H R K B AR L 1E 5 2%
U0 2 33— 25 o 2 250 098 AR5 B389 K (1 19 28 1 ) 2 308 3B 77 o5 5 DU, A5 73 DFAIR 28 50 H K KUk 4%
T, U505 R0 0] R R 24 v e R 90 1 ) 3R 0K U 280, T v A e At 1 R 000, R T AN LA 3 kSR [ 7134 Fi
o 2 AN K AT JR B A 4 1 TF ) 2 ik =X (2 *string . *string2”) 4E i £ DA, R A B H T BE S 5 H
K T b ME 8 a3 T I SRR AR & 1 40 21 1), 45 W T — Pl s e X ) 3 L v Fang Yu(DUE & 44
iy 44) RT3 IE 2RSS 15 1 58 U5 , AN WK 5 2 11 20 21 AR 32k 2] b 58 e 2D 1) 4 3 4 1) 26 38 0N 38 24 iy
I3 B S YL DFARIR S 5 BB L AN B R 12 50 21 SR A 78 o M R L 2R 08 TR) Rk 2 vb 5845 8L o H 4
2 gL T 1 B . GRELS /> AL VA TE A Yo B b5 FLIABL B 78 70 I T P 9845 B I REUT 58 A 201 g

R NAR T — 5 T DFA) 1 ) 2 5 3 1 4 50k B A% 60 1 2 78 T K 2 S il 10 0 238 =X A 2 i
Rk IR T —Fh 4y A 5 ERECCADR, Ml oL 5 A b 18 35 1 [ 25 5 SUDFAR A I K 11 7 B BRI 77 5N 15 )
28 ATt 7 SR R B, 86 15 ) 2 08 = TR 1R 21 0 R 3t — Flode 1 23 4L V. REG ADR, 7 1T 12 57 (1) A7 it i =K
SRR I I B A o B KR B YR D TARFS ML B AN A e B T VS SE I B et B IE R IE K s
T AT DT TC 45 3 11 UG Fic 45 S A7 72 1 BH M (false positive), I8 12 530923 1 UC T 45 51 75 B30k — 20 b b 47 564E .

Becchi & A4 Y T — Pl TR A A5 3 10 JR 45 550k 0 O Y 17 320 05006 10 o 25 P A AIE % B0 10 o S AR
SR T Wb HbR R B 1 AE 1S R S AR AN MRS BR B & I 21— K sk 2> DFARIR 54 B AE SCHR[10]
W BecchiZE A SIN T —F0 29 & - M DFAIR A E H i K, ey e 455 =0 A2 04T B 8l 43 41 (1) SR A% SR s i T —
A BIE o, 88 5 I3 b — 2y 15 04R, H 2R 2 I DFARIRSE H /D T M H o

Majumder2 A Mk 2> Cache Miss (14 3t & % K& 1E I 26 38 304 £ 43 41 11

Step 1. 5 X —ANVH5E 40 28 i A B A 5] T84 ) B A

Step 2. WIUHARF I FEAE LR IE X AE D —N 54,

Step 3. WIS ALA I /5 Ae A 21 b R 18] FF85 de /> 19 o0 L4 IR 4t & IR e AT

Rohrer&s A ¥ 73 21 v 254 & 2 B8 18 fee /N ) 2, I 0 ] 2 AT P04 SRR T X0 325 (Can 2 0 2 ek F k) A8
TR K45 SR BRI (1 43 2 45 SR 102

IR JUR Ty v R 2 3 T k2> DFARIR A8 H K B DFA R A i 255 18] TR 84, 53 b — 4 B 590 s &6 e a3 1 4
e o 3 S A A7 25 ) T A 21 451, SR 1303 3k 5 DFAFR) 5 bR 25 10— 430 Y B 4% i 48 0 SR AR R 4R 1 —
Tk Ay 4 3R %0 A DFA(delay input DFA, i FXD2FA) K [ Zh ML, 5256 45 % W1, D2FARBE I /> 95% L _E (1 476k 25 ] (H
S D2FALL BELAEAN N 775 T 6 T BT AT B8 10 2 UG RS, W1 5 B2 22 YR U7 A7 B 4 T L D2 FASE I 45 6 7 34 1)
J7 V2B AN LA B DFAREAT He 4, DRI I 75 2 93 5 A2 i 4R 1) & - DFAEUE 5 15 0 T 6 S8 Bm FR 48 v (1) 1 U
ik AR A W3 A JEDRFAE AR AT A7 (™Y, i 17 42 B ) L 7-Filter,

AL F B RAETCIE A G I DEA IR0, 4] Ry 28k o) 17 ) 2k AR AR 13E4T 43 41, AT v LA A
1 RS BB D 1 24 DRAL X AL SR I — AN a50RE e R 4 3% 7 100 10 v A L AC 11, BR1 e T LA st s 44 5%
ANGrEL DRA SKHE— D9800 JEAT 15 DU 34 2 DT 5 75 2 (1 A7 2 1) L AR 0 AL )i A B AN 7 135 75 B2 1 T 40
A1) DFA BT (AU 2400 . IR AL EE B e 45 HAT A PR % T 2 V2 B H, i I 1) 52 2% B ] DAE i
XL DFA 7E AT A B & b [RI I8 4T K BRI,
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3 SERIRSSETMN

X 1E W) R IE A A AT /3 4L B bR 982> DFA FPIRZSECE 2 % 50 241 DFA BRIRSECH BRI N TS
Sy UL (R I DFA IR S E % B bR Ae 0% SETLIK AT H2 2 15 W) R I8 202 [AFAE v 58, I HAS [F) R 1A 20 TR (1 e
SEFEFEA A
3.1 ENZFRERKE A MR

FEFang YulT 43 2 i 1F 2 i 3 U1 A 6 38 56 5K 28 B (I DFARPIR 80 H 5 IE M a8 s K i R ME R R,
EATE S FHASTHEREEE WA A8 R e A4 A 3 1 DEART, X W (17 & FEDFARPIR S S B 2 2RI IK, B
FEA R RIR RN KRR 3 & IEMEEIE =" *ab.*cd”,r,=" *ef. *gh” filrz="*ab.*gh” 't 1% H (IDFALL } &
It G MDFALNE 1 7.

=)
0 N <

WOLOROZOZO)
b

g (b) DFA of 1,

o l o H

(a) DFA of 1y (c) DFA of 13 (d) DFA of ry]r (e) DFA of rq|r3

Fig.1 DFA for regular expression ry, Iy, r3, rq|ry, ri|rs
1 IEMRIEIr, Iy, ra, 1|, 1| raft N [ DFA

P 1 e UL Pl 5 RS o IR A s 3 3R 2 ) 1(d) /2 AT 18T 1(a) A1 IET 1(b) 15 9 21— A il i DFA. AT AR ] A
WEHORE 9~RE 156 ZEIFPIARIEAGE 1 Tl =i 51N FBRR S (BL R FR e SOIRE). 31X 2 TR & ik 5
“*ab.xcd” 1 F“ xR BLUL AL 0 A AT 2 AN T 48, BRI TR 25 I N B0 AR AN T« > 2 15 CLUL Bl R A =« *ef. *gh”
(RITT26 < <ef”. I X PP BRI 1, 3 B0 TIRZS 12K 2m AN 12k 210 1 ) 2 1k K4 JF 21— i, A i ¥ & JFDFA
IREHH EOoR™ B K.

X R 3L R UL, I A5 I DFARARASH H B2 HCRE BEBAR, 7 8 S 4 PRI, i a8 3 *ab. *od” A *ef” I
RIL A I 22 FECRSEH WD, & 1) FPREEH A T K 1@ MK 1(c) PR H 2 ML R 1)
T R FRAT I R B 4 1 2, 75 B r,=" *ab[ e]*cd” Flrs=".*ef[~a]*gh”, " & 11 i) & FF DFAB AT & AR A ik,
Kl 2 Pk,

MR g3 A R LA 0 D2 0K ST FR R 5 50 R AT B, B 2 i 5 by ZR A S [ I, 3R s ik
A& AT EAN O, I HAN [ 1 )33 0] £ o SR P88 o AN [) P9 B AT T 1 D 2 a2k 5Tl o 56 ) st DR VA 45 4 O 4
R EBDINE . FAFRBORINE L S UCBOROR) I A2 5k 3T 2R T A AN B A ORI AN i S AN W B I U 3R K
A AT IE W2 3 5 S, an“Astring™ (i 15 B A RS Al 5 447 B ). 81 0, 0 1 U 2 3k AR 5 23 2 I 2K
R T 0 35 743 R AR D24, LR D DFA IR AR 5 4 F B0 78—/ il I e i sk 4 41 S0
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(a) DFA of 1y (b) DFA of rs (c) DFA of ry|rs

Fig.2 DFA for regular expression ry, I's, r4|rs

Kl 2 IEMZRIEry rs,ry|rs X5 5 1 DFA

3.2 DAERAITMIERR

i bk, 2T DFA JE4T 1E W) SRR ST R I, — Fp SRS A2 4 n 40 I8 AR I — /A JF 1) DFA, o5 —Fl SR s &
H BRI A L—A DFA, BEIHLIIAEC n.jr—Fh Seg A 31— A 757 G U ] — JOIRES B 3R T &
It DFA [FPIRASEH S RIZUE M 5 —Fhong (1) DFA R B H L > (H b B 2 75 1 75 ZAE 454> DFA h &R AT
—UOIREFERE, IR 75 25 n IR V5 PR S B %

o 1 DU 8 TR A 1R 43 21 AR T b 2 3 P R S s T 7 3, R n 4 3R8 x040 B k A4 1 L (L<<k<<n), L B, Ak
PR — AN ERATE K IRVT PRSI0 B K A0 4 DFA IR MUBE i N T A4 41N 1 — A4 3 DFA.

D8], VA L )30 3 AR B 1) 20 20 45 L F R4 DFA BRSSO 23 40 H A

o DFAIRZS S Bz 38 1 Z s> DFA 74k 7 (8] 1) £ B 2% 1. DFA [FPIRZS 2 B 2 e DFA o F A7 ik 2 T
KNS R 25 DFA (FPIR S 55 BBk D e BT v IR AF fids 25 T gl /N X RE A1 nT B8 L BN (R A7 25 18] R 2B A
i/ DFA;

o Sy HHCH Dz AR I UG B () A R R LB H e T AR BIAREAS AT IR A B R 10U ) IR,
B 2 5 0 1E ) 338 =X 1) DE P P

AR IX PN FR 2 A B JE . — OB DL, 2 415 H K, DFA (FRIRAS B0 23 040 H 8/ DA TR
A RHEK.

AN A SCHINT — AR5 20 10 B RET A BE VR A FE b, B3 4 TR N ). BE S IR R RS AV . I
B 5 BE AR ARt e AN W A R DAL, 8 AR W R 6 v 1) 1 0 2 98 AR Bt B A AN T AR A (7 238
A 3 8 5 I ) 2 38 ). TR b, B AR 4 A 9 R Y B R gk /D 1 ) 3R 0k A A AR AR, B T 43 A 45 R P e
S (1) IF 8] T4

4 EMFRERESHISA

4.1 SRR AR (LR

Xt RS Sy n (1 1 U 2 18 34 AR (AT R 4 R A 2B, e A1 4% A IO DRAR A58 H id R Sifi Sy, & I A6 ik
[ DFAIRZS U H 3d 0 Sip My s i g [R] ph SOIR S BB, B UMy=S—Si—S;. 0 4R, — 4 5 B MAT- ik 1) A2 AH AT
FIIE R IE X BT A S BDFARS I K H

A T TR 16 3R 0k SR AR B 3 2 0 ) AT R0 SR A, B AR HE dn R AR K

(1) MRIEFCAFEFRLLEMRIENX R DH 0 NP sERE, BIM;=0;

(2)  RSEMALIE RS S 1 SRS AR S B IH I SR, BT R ZHRn(L<m<k) T i 77— 4
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B2k ri(rgRe) A BN AR I E L ROREHH TR, 1) = 2 M,
fi€Ry
FH AT SCHT R W] 40, B A ST SR 4 R IE XA I B I DFART BES IR S H b, £ 4 & iRk
KEH S FECREEH 2HHOE A, X DA H A SR L 27w 53R 57U ¥ A B Az, BV MG<0, AT &
My =0; 5 i R A’ e AN BT BATTHE I I o SRS A v B0 H D My TR 25 185 0 3 SR 2 1R ZCSEAE T (R,
i €Rm
A g 0 B0 358 b SR AR 0 E BAG TE IR, 1k 5 31 G R e G BT () A v R ST T S 56 4 T LA B BRATT I
B 1E H AN B & o0 45 A K K.
W T1(Rn) A 73 4Ry HP 45 215 U DFARIR A H Z A1 To(Rim) A 90 ZHRm R A 3125 1 20 2 DFAFIT 15 Jin IR 2
B H 24 b SR GO P SR AT I, 2 4R IR 25 R B
T(R)=T.(R)+T,(R)= D S+ > M, 1)

i €Rm f.rjeRpi<]
E MBS 40 A D R o 945 2 B2 A H B L LM B0/ 15k B 96 R 49 K 41050
ASY LA DFA SOk

@

m=1r,rjeRyti<j

X 45 58 I RIS A n (1 1F 0 e 1k AR S R U, Ch (R) AN KA 2% B A K DFATRZS S0 H SR, RIS X
EERFEAT N> 21 B DFATRPIRZS SV B AR 2 ] 1R DAL, g5/ Ak 53 4 B DFARIR S B B S5 T d Mk 4 4 ten
Pa byl ITORINSS - AT

Min E, (ingroup) = Zk: > My ©)
m=11,rjeRy i<

4.2 Fifiks ¢E 0] R R EE 5 4

TEI L. oA GURI R SN I 1 ) 20 2 B (1 S ik 4 L i 0 — A g /NI e 5 1A Kk S )

E B i /N SRR 1) k43 ) R R 145 8 — AN TE I 1 G=(V,E) R — AN BUAH R £ wiE—N, SR A — A k 43 #1,
WXt G R AT A e V—{1,2,..., K} A7 FL AT P9 AN AH [R50 60 T00 A 119 320 R AS AL A e /D, BT

Min > W(V;, V).
(v1.V2)eEzc(vy)=c(v,)

o 4y 5 BB A ) 10 ) 30 3UAR AR, BT T 0T LAY 3 — AN JE 18] BIG=(V,E), |V|=n: T0 s i W 1E M 38 2y 35
ri A S UL T AR ) 5 )N — 45 AR A M 19 G 1) 220 %8 1 W 3 08 S A A RAEAT R A3 21 J5 A Y. 1) T mst SRV A
5 KA TR R —F R N IR T v A [R) 0068, AS 7] 42 1) P TO0 s e A ) 30 - I SR B PR S TS HE R — F
ENMAMEHEMEMTSEE. SnadRMLIL, Z AR RS EE % T EAME A
k
B3 (K B B E, (ingroup) =D~ )" My = > w(v,,V,). O
m:lri,rjeRm:kj (v1.v9)eE:c(vy)=c(vy)
TEHE FRAT AR 1T ) 2R AR G 1R B D K 43 2L ) R0 2 48t Ay 8] (1) e /DN 320 8 2 (1) K 43 384 1) A e 17 AT i) — A 11
R I REAS 31 53 A — AN il R 2 22

«=xx Minimum Edge Deletion k-Partition Problem. http://www.ensta.fr/~diam/ro/online/viggo_wwwcompendium/node43.html#GT33
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TEIR 2. b SR SN b SR SL I, TE ) 3% sCAE A R BRI K 2 2L Tl AU AR T e K k1 1) 8 (maximum k-cut
problem).
E A <5 K 20 1 1) 0 PT80S 8 B ) R, 8 P DA R 45 5 — N e I G=(V,E) . — MR
{H B Bw:ENA— AN IE 4 Kk e [2, V(] 4V I AR A FIAE 1) 14 F={C1,Co,...,C 3 M AF A T & T AN A 1
k-1 k
BEMIL PR R AR B Max Y™ > DT w(v,v,).

m=1t=m+1v; eCy,,v, €C;

A R HE e B e 3 1 TR T N4 8 IR n B IE R IE ARG R MaE TG 1 Bl G=(V,E), i I 1] 1) B
A ILKIBUEZ F1 E(total) 55 1K R 7324 1 4L(BIAN - )N EE 73 o4 n i 25 ) DFACIR A H A (i 4 — AL,
Jf H. E(total) = E, (ingourp) + E, (crossgroup) :Zk: > oMy +§ Zk: > M,

m=11,rjeRyti<]j m=1t=m-+1r Ry, ,r; G

Ex(crossgroup) J2 k 4 #1 JC 1nl &l G J& (¥ 1 3 (% BAE & 1, BRI, 3K Eg(ingroup) 1 d5 /N {8 st 46 4 T 3K
E\(crossgroup) ) 5 K AH.

JT LA IE W) 2R IE 2CEE A 1 Bt k 2040 1) A5 T B oK k3] i . O

TG 17 R 1 R kS ) S e RS 1) AR 2 k=2 I R K ) ol R 2 e RS ) L R k)
NP-Hard (1], 5tk 15 ) 22 1A AR & I B AR k 4541 il it 2 NP-hard 1.
4.3 GRELSE:%

BESR 1E 2 TA A A A5 A k 20411 B0 NP-Hard #9957 LUFE 26 B 1) 3 e vk 3k 15
T A R I AR SR T —FE ¥ 2 AL 5Tk GRELS, M i i/ bl b At e d K K 1) 1) 7Ok 3R
431 EEPARR

SN AR n B IE W R IARE S Ry o @l k. RIER R w546 B M[n][n];

Sk ARG 41{R 1Ry, R (A< mM=<K).

1 WA /R B4R B nochange, M14A1E 2 true;

HRA Iy A8 R AL
TRy LR

2 HIEKD AR Ry, RF(L=m=K), I 4E AT A INULL;
3 Bl BC A S ik X — AN A
4 while (true) {
5 I {8 nochange J true;
6 for (i=L; i<n; i++) {
7 for (m=1; m<k; m++) F[m]= > M,
jeRy:j#i
8 B F bR MERTEALE RG] IFIEEA F A o s s

9 R IE K AN Sr R H K B 4 2R, FE I {E nochange  false;

10 } /lend of for (i=1; i<n; i++)

11 i i KT n Jf H nochange 4 true, Bk H! while 7§35,

12} /lend of while (true)

1B VE T 5 B ATL K o 4% 1 D) R 0A S T 57 1 43 T B — AN 43 21 60 2 W7 1 4 AL 45 R T R R AR — &R
B HHE N BT AR B 55— Ao AL 2 b i SOIR A E B R A AR, K RS B)) 22 9D v SOIR S
HH 2 0 dlrb SR G I T — A a0 A AR TR A8 S AT Ao 0k AR A S i OIS 20 H > 2 W 1tk
Iy 1) 53 21 25 F 48 2 SR i s L ).
432 HEo

o IEMMES BT

M7 I KU B GRELS S (W IEMATE:1) GRELS 532 At 15 21 1E 1 (1) 4 20 45 5, B A8 {4 1F 55 4% 1 ) ik
A A2 IR ME— 4 41 L ;2) GRELS 326818 28 11 A1 I while f 38 AT #2280 i SRS I H i vh 58
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R B KAE A E(total), K Ik, 1% 5530 Bt 2 W4T E(total) ¥k while 15 ¥R 8 45 45 5. i% S5 i 1 1) 52 2%
O(E(total)nk). 8 1% it T, 5K b AT A0 B B aze 3ze /N T % A8

o IEULL ST

EIE 3. WK k ) L GRELS Syl )2 1/(1-1/K).

B AR BE{R 1Ry, R }ZEGRELSHL VAT B A RITK AL 45 B {R, R, R} A2 X B2 & REEATK A 41 1) 55
I & S (TR] It 52 of I3 B j:ka.alJluj S 451 1) 5 0 45 SR ). N GRELS 5k 43 21 45 %Eﬁﬁ% s LM AT 40 4 VieRy,
DMy Y M A

jeRy jeR; t=m
k
Z M; < Z My, (k1) Z MugZ My,
ieRy, jeRy ieRy, jeR; t=m ieRny,jeRp t=1ieRy, jeR; t=m
IR
k-1 Kk n-1 n
22 X Mys2 2 M,
=1t= m+1|€RmijR[ i=1 j=i+1
1 k-1 k
> ) Mij*Z 2 2 M
m=lieRy, jeRy m=1t=m+lieRy, jeR;
188 1 &
St fZ Z Mij*ZZ_ Z M;;
2m 1k 1t—1|sR ,JeRy t#m m=1t=m+lieRy, jeR;
k-1 k
DIPINDY 7'\/' S T M
=lt=m+lieRy, JeFll m=1t=m+lieRy, jeR;
k k2L X
=k*z > T M, 0

Tt m=lt=m+lieRy, jeR;

"1 G TR K %

R SRR A AT 40 B oK k)
BRI & 1(QA-1/K). 24 ph S HE AR b o b 37 I T ) 2652 2N AR A B B Atk 2o 28 Tl 0ot 57 f 2 Rk ) o) J sz
151t £ 0 1k GRELSH92:453 B A K T %3 U HG A 45 51 H A, 56 T2 10 78 PR B0 R A b 4 770 E281 s 45 380 ot e Kok ol
Hﬁﬁ’ﬂﬂiﬁ?ﬁu A T L S 1/(1-1/k+21Ink/K2), (B 2% 5 vk A3 2% P8 A v, T 325 ) 1 D 3 i 3 45 160 20 4 i) A,

My A B

5 IR

730 I Sz 3 LU Becchi JF U 1% 1E ) % 3k 3 UG B 51 %8 (Becchi Michela. Regular expression processor.
http://regex.wustl.edu/) >y T. B 75 i DFA, 525 3755 % Intel Core 2 Duo 2.4 GHZ,2 GB £, T i 5216 45 % 16 A,
1 AT Lo, B AT AN L7-Filter,Snort A1 Bro(Bro intrusion detection system. http://bro-ids.org/Overview.html)ix 3 4~ JF
PR G PRI 4 MR B 52 IE W Ik ARGy s i 4R,

5.1 {RIgIE
511 RSB ERIE
5 S AR AR rh IR R ) S e v AR LR 1.

Table 1  Statistics of conflicts for regular expression pairs in pattern sets

F1 SR ERIEK NP RGHE R

Pattern set # of regular expressions | Max negative conflicts | Avg. negative conflicts Max positive AVQ. positive
conflicts conflicts
L7-Filter 107 19 1.88 99 966 281
Snort-Web 98 52 1.59 99 874 1693
Snort-Backdoor 158 17 1.79 1038 48.88
Bro831 831 85 1.05 213 11.08
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6,58 4 FURARZS WD -7 B, 55 5 AR A B I ik 55 K fE, 58 6 B IR 10 iy ~F 2 4. vl BUR L
1) AN d KA AL P 3, 9 4 1E ) R 2045 0 5 ED DR A58 o 1y P 8 T 38 K TR 25 k2> 1 7 3 3 W o 5%
Al B R A B X S0 S G IE I AN 20 43 4L 45 AT K I 56 ;2) L7-Filter B4R BUBTE H 7 HAC L
552 2% AR HL 2 (1) o 5 LR Snort-Web A58 AR MU /N 1 (RS B S 2% 10, 46 B 2 TP 24 5N 1 693
MRS ;Snort-Backdoor A5 22 ULt {1 ¢ 38 SUA 0 1] 5, Bro831 Ak xR MM I i K, A7 831 4% IE M ik
HILAPORS I 77 R 22, A 4 AR B rh B TRT SR 1) 0 4 A BESCAE A BRI B2 8 T R AT AR 1.

5.1.2 RSB E

A T HAIE R ST B, AT L DFA 1A BLSE b S8 H RIFEIZ MR Rl v i REBH 2 T] I G .

RS A P A 2B Sl SR B O AN Gy LI 1 DFAR S B0 5 4 n LI % DFACR &5 80 H Rz 2
At Ewh S5 H 2 AR 4 4L IE 02 32k 211 A0 o 58 50 H 2 R B E S (ing roup). B 1 JRAT £ 52 56 455 2 4 46 AN 43 241 B 3
#r JEDFAIRPIRAS S H I 100 J7, BRI FATT AN o BEALAh A 4 08 2 B0 E 2 BB I AR W) B RS B
06 UEASE X A 2%, A B v N T D 3 32 X, DT AL 45 0 S e SR R - SR 80 Y I 2 A A MASE 11 72
P A S 2 F P 3 BT, i B oh AT AT AR B o ST P AR R O AS T e S, T A 0 R A T S 8
H /N T B0 ph SEH0H AE 5 2GR RF A [ R 1 3K 3, AT 845 GRE LSS RE 8 7 1 il 5 1o A8 B AAR [+ 11
I3 R G GRELSEEAS FH Al v wh 98 £ H 3R AT 23 41, 3K R e 4% 3 f 3 ok %304 I DFAER 1573 2 1Y) B S 58
BUH IR 25 18053 20 BTt SR B0 I 1) SR8

1000
} —>— Snort-Backdoor actual value
800 —— Snort-Backdoor estimated value
—=— | 7-Filter actual value
—— L7-Filter estimated value
600~ —*%— Bro831 actual value
—&— Bro831 estimated value

400~

200 -

0

# of conflict states in composite DFAs

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

-200 # of selected regular expressions

Fig.3 Comparison of actual number and estimated number of conflict states in composite DFAs
K3 & JF DFA i SRR R B0 SE B BN Al v B 10 HE AL

5.2 BIENHRSERITM

RN TAE M SR B, & e se 9 7 REGADRE Fang  Yul™ Random( ¥ #5 =% & o i1y % ik = B8 L 4
#1),Becchi™ HIGRELSIX 5 A4 41553k, 35 40 il 4E 4 A seie it b TORA S B (state) 43 214 % (k) 14>
211 5 T ] 1] (time) 3 3 A FR B . A SIZ 56, 73 241 5 I [) AR QAR R b 3 1 4% i s ), oA A o AL VA N E
BRI A 4 45 B IRAFR =ROLr I 20 21 25 SR 1A IR 8] 33 B, FoAT T4 90 ol S5 s ok B3 20 201:1) B K
N EPRZELH 55D 1694 4L b 285 IR 2% 93 20 DFAIR 25 B0 K, W riJ8OFE — AN T o 4 52) R 43 450V T 4y
5 L5 1 R SR SEORT I IR, HL5 40 A SRV TG O A S T G T o A RT RECRAR 22 56 2 S BE 1 B AL L I
4320 AR B ) Rk, i AR P 5 1 e S Rk 5 7 40 20, 15 B 2 o SR 0 2R A B T S M B 1 PR SR e
(1) 53 20 45 25 2 A BN, RATT AT AN Ry 25 20 A B30 00 T B U R 1) — S 5 2245 L L8 IR A7, WIREGADRS. V4 1)
i 1 2% R GRELSH ¥ (1) 1 5 4 B 18] 1k, GRLES B9k 1 B8 91 il 5 D vk B 5 Rep 48 308 X ) 1) b 58 56 3R 4R i 1
FIGRELSHIEIRIFR (K1 4> 4. 5L 50 45 P L3 2~3% 5,453 P (1R IsF 1) g SR 55 2 P S5 s s (1 40 4L 3 I 1)
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M 2~3K 5 Fin g FnT LUE Hi
1) REGADR 43 41 S35 T 13 43 241 45 1) DFA RS RVEUR K, 3 B4 21 588 B I R K i SR 3 NS 80y
S SR, B S B O T R ARB R, DR o6 A [R]85 0 AR e i, i SRARSRAG B I 7 L 4 R BFEAWT L S
B EE I RUR A T e R AR AR R IA PP R 5845
2) Fang Yu 7rA50EAET REGADR 532, i H LM M AN S 402 HA B o, R LR 43 240 DFA RS

B
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3) Becchi 73 41 SA IR AT 3 = 70 BEQAERAEAT 20 41, 70 4L 1A 45 RO T B rh 1) 3 0% U AW 1%
S 3 ALRCRAR 22, 9 HL 23 4L BB I TR S I B Bk AN 5 2 e SR R SR i v G R E I S 4

A5 Fang Yu &% —#F;

4) Random 73 4152 B AL 70 21 1 D)2 02 3, AT A 1] 435t g o 5 A ™ . 1) 30 37y B AN ) 41 1 )
073 2 28R — Rt i 22 ) AZ SR 1A 2 2L ST N T e, HL AN 5 BB AT oh R A5 B LS B A2 15 20 AL A

Hk;

5) M- 4140 H A R I GRELS 52/ 3X 5 Rk rf DFA R ZS B AR D 18— R 925, 9 HL o3 21 58 397 ) 1) g
1K 2 B DA Oy HA S50 T 00 2B B DFA SRANIRT M 238 70 4, 1T FRATT ) 500 At v 55 b SR A H A
VL AT SE S 7 AH IR [R) 4. GRELS SEUAE 4 > BAT AR MR (9 SE 0 BEUAR R BI85 18— BUm, X Bt W 3k
ATTIR SR 3 FH (¥, Bt o S ST RN ph SR SROAS 17, GRELS SV ATY e PR v R0 0] 1F W) ik U4 4 4340

Table 2 Grouping results for L7-Filter pattern set
F 2 L7-Filter BIxUAEf) 2 41 45 R

. . k=6 k=7 k=8 k=9
Grouping algorithm State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s)
REGADR 160871 11430 | 94586 7934 81191 15300 | 48032 3777
Fang Yu 33628 10083 | 29047 8824 22 591 5960 16 877 4902
Becchi 529327 11462 | 314425 10337 | 192530 8129 | 115217 5185
Random — - 122051 3213 | 192530 2475 72 848 678
GRELS 23 808 638 13 537 401 11 994 410 10 993 175
Table 3 Grouping results for Snort-Web pattern set
3 Snort-Web #2xUEE 155 41 45 R
. . k=14 k=15 k=16 k=17
Grouping algorithm State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s)
REGADR 44 411 7245 35715 5383 29 844 3924 21698 4 657
Fang Yu 32483 6689 20 849 6 369 17172 5811 15 609 6 056
Becchi 304006 31382 | 181769 21210 | 109909 10422 | 83486 5227
Random — — 552039 5340 | 877739 13146 | 781799 8986
GRELS 33873 3995 19 771 4897 20 198 4442 10 292 3954
Table 4 Grouping results for Snort-Backdoor pattern set
% 4 Snort-Backdoor =4 1) 43 21 45 H
: : k=4 k=5 k=6 k=7
Igorith - - : -
Grouping algorithm State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s)
REGADR 48 401 18 902 31453 12 837 25080 9620 19 832 7957
Fang Yu 14 371 2095 13 637 1833 8420 711 6164 1758
Becchi 65 497 1953 43 695 955 32316 823 17 040 734
Random 131748 3125 | 114711 1239 | 69386 621 56 639 638
GRELS 11 040 398 7677 223 5736 177 4672 139
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Table 5 Grouping results for Bro831 pattern set
# 5 Bro83l B4 41 45 R

2271

. . k=8 k=9 k=10 k=11
Grouping algorithm State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s) State Time (s)
REGADR 71 050 20 429 56 503 11 115 45 205 7432 43593 6 558
Fang Yu 15 009 14 426 15 106 11979 13 027 7621 12 116 6291
Becchi 244839 14061 | 212575 10903 | 124440 7573 93 487 3765
Random 199 866 1874 222171 1647 172 169 1281 121 634 858
GRELS 11 879 121 12 085 123 10 668 110 9417 94

6 HXRIZ

PO 248 415 5 4D AR 88 R R 8 1 Y P AR T =, 2 S B iR BE AR i ok B KR ) R i 96 T NIFA 1R ) 3€
1K UCELH AR T AN REAE T A2 190 285 22 4% I FH R IR 45 14D S8 B 0 0 2SR, T N AR A I o W B30 BN 390« 7 33 s 2 o i 55
D] e K K AT 5T B0 A L 4 36 1) DTG T3k 22 B PR ) 4 T DFA AR IE T2 5 S DT iR B3 A AR 17 DFA 1778 5 IR A4 H I
U (0 o B, S i B A R O K A S T 43 I R kT ) A R A e, R A [ g R ik UM
22 TV (10 b G FEE 2 ANAH [ (30, R 0k AT AT 3 A 3 o 10 ) 3 T8 B A5 4 4K BRI DFA FPRRE BB IEA T 3
AN BRI b SRRt 1 2R 0k KA A 143 4 45 AT VPR AR SO IE 0 28 SR & (W B A k 3 2 1) kAT T A K
AR I B 24 b 58 3E ORI ph S SIS AT R4k S NP-Hard sk k) ) 3L 3 T ok A S e 7 — Rl AR i
GRELS J3 41503, FFAUE B3 T 68 55 K K 1 1) B S0 (R 4B B 2 1/(1-1/K). S 56 &5 2 i, BV v 5 A S R ph 58
SEANTENG BT, GRELS 43 21 535 T REASAS 213l 2 318 LE 1) 45 S (B e 15 8% Lk B 19 40 415 3k B8 3o R e i L
Iy 2 1) 4 R
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