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Abstract: Pattern matching is the main part of content inspection based network security systems, and it is widely used in many other
applications. In practice, pattern matching methods for large scale sets with stable performance are in great demand, especially the
architecture for online real-time processing. This paper presents a memory efficient pattern matching algorithm and architecture for a
large scale set. This paper first proposes cached deterministic finite automata, namely CDFA, in the view of basic theory. By classifying
transitions in pattern DFA, a new algorithm, ACC, based on CDFA is addressed. This algorithm can dynamically generate cross transitions
and save most of memory resources, so that it can support large scale pattern set. Further, an architecture based on this method is proposed.
Experiments on real pattern sets show that the number of transition rules can be reduced 80%~95% than the current most optimized
algorithms. At the same time, it can save 40.7% memory space, nearly 2 times memory efficiency. The corresponding architecture in
single chip can achieve about 11Gbps matching performance.

Key words: pattern matching; network security; network intrusion detection; finite state automata; large scale
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Fig.1 DFA built from basic AC algorithm
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Table 1 Transitional rules table in DFA built from AC algorithm
R 1 FEARPPIRHUSE S e e 41 2

T2 5 ELIRNS BN T JaRE&
R1 So P — S
R2 S A - S,
R3 S, T N S;
R4 S] P Ed S4
RS Sy T - Ss
R6 Sy A - S,
R7 Sz P — Sl
R8 S; P — S
R9 Sy P - S
R10 Ss P F S,
R11 S, P& IT — So
R12 S; P — So
R13 Sy IP&IT&!A - So
R14 Ss P - Sy
RI15 S P & 'A - So
R16 Sy P — Sy

2.2 B 42

A PR MU SC VT IE VL T DFA M3, 10 #4  DFA JIT 77 A2 0 4% 3o )5 45 AN [ i 28 700 A% G s o L
TG A9 o 2 45 R D) Y8 A AT AT DX, SR FH AL i) F4) SR s 0B AT DR 5 26 480 FRAT TNy, IR 490 0 D0 T i £ 35 R A o I
e 9 BT R 3 FROIR S ML 0 A 35 R0 00 T DA A3 e 4 2R T A e 30 b 0 A8 SO 0 T« 2K e 4 R ) 0 B )3 A o
FU. LA 204 {PAT,PPT} = 28 HARAS ML A B, 45 S B 40 0 ) e SCAn
o SEAEE SR IX L i N DFA WU IR 25 T 40 B B2 B OB 30T A 55 7 44 R 10 2 R ) 2 P 1 s o £
eI R 1~RS. A 30 )26 B DFA JIT 75 1 AT IR 05 B AT B2 O T B T 1% DFA IR BE AR 4544
o KX SRR R RS DL AR SRR ARG 45 HAb A R 2 X 1 mr AR 1R B 1 AP i 36
F R6 hy A8 S, iZ M R 7R R A Sy TR MG P 51 PAT 1057 4 7). A1 ik, 74K
5 Sy B U A W B R B4R R AL PAT B4R 10 Sy TR A A S 1 0 00) 77 21 ff) 52 T A = o
B — B A ol A SR i AT R AE ARt F PRT 7 R CGB 2 NP 55 PAT 1)
AR 1 ASTFFF)P AH R R G P=2E 7 A8 SCRE #3001
o TR EAF IR e SR DFA AL AdOTR 2 5 45 B0 A5 RS 10 5 — A IRAS 1 S 30000, 2 ) 1 s P i)
e R7~R 103 5 45 0 J0) 7 48 2 DT T, i 80 22 7 B N 5 15 JC 125 L Af G T 4 iy P60 A5 2 8 428, 4L T LA
AT Gt R A T B Uy — WA S UC B o B2 OF CL A B T 58 1 AN/ B IR A Sy R 1F P I ek
56 AR X PAT (1) T IE, (HZ A7 457 AT LAEDBT T 26 805X PAT 8038 PPT [ UT T B2, K IR E S, 7R
FHF PR T ) Bk B S
o RGN 52 XA DFA H M AR AR 4 3 2470 Gt TR A 10 A 35 R0 0), 2 B 1 T 7 o [ e 4 B ) R 11~
R16. 33 28 2 0 10 AT 2 iy N7 A% G 928 I Aff e DI AT o A % 7 2K, R b SR S WL 040 o7
2.3 FHMARMKRESNEE X
2006 4F,IBM 3 HHIF 58 B 2% % Lunteren tBX AC 53k AU F U EAT T 43 81 Al0oks DFA o it ) 4
Ji 3 28, T AN R A 58 9, 32 B2 TR Z DX 4 T IR ICEE 80 K0 U)o e 6 950 0 0 R0 FE A 58 2 7 2k, R
TE I B 3 e e 8 2 O 2 4 00 ) 0 3 A 3 MU U 5 9, R 3 B AE 256 S 2 .
DU AR (PAT,PPT 51, 217 0 20 G R S LR S92 A2 B i DFA W 2 BiioR, 36 2 45 T S 4 ) ) 2 (3L
bR TG AR AEA).
Lunteren *Kf DFA 1 55 A% % 300 F0AZ S5 e R0 0] (At A5 1X 4336 P ISR 000 ) e oy e e D 56 2 2,9 7 )3 e
TR B AR SE G 1, SR 3 R 5 g PR S 4 0. R A WL IR IR A5 e 450 AR A8 e 3 0 DU 5 G 00 A7 08 T iR A,
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Se AR N AT AT AL PN 2 BRI, G SRAT - DUk A 381 I DR 28 77 U e AL S 2 .

TR A AEALAF PSP 1 e I 5 24 iR 25 T 5, T S AR 40 i A\ 7 435 R o 22 B A (IR
5 IE B I 0 S8 T L e 4 R U AR AR B B — BECUE E A 56 200 O FR e e I 5 > IR A R e A
TAFERTC IR, LA B BRI AR A 0T T 2R O e ).

XF P L e g PR MR EE, L e 40 1 I R M B 2 WA IRZS So e RS I BCR (K 2 Prosil 5+
B D,AUEHN 0 IESRN AT 1 45 1 T IR So I RS I ECR 5c 22 h 256(8 AL i AN\ 71 68 B 1
BER S KN 256), KL, L5600 1 e S U 5 B e 22 0 256 RIS 200 1 ROFE RN BB o 256, A A7
FEILSCL A O (RS, AT DA X B v R A AT 3 A8 B0 A 7 A ML SB Z0h 1 IR e U 5 O 1 D e,
DESE B ARIR LIS Hh 4 0 1) SR T 80 R DU R 3 4 i L 5 B e 2 O 256 4%

Fig.2 DFA built from priority based AC algorithm
(S HW R RN TN RPRERS IR N
Table 2  Transitional rules table in DFA built from priority based AC algorithm
2 USRS HE e B 512k

VRS ELIRNS BN T JERE
Rl S(] P —> S] 2
R2 Sl A bl Sz 2
R3 Sz T el 53 2
R4 S] P —> S4 2
RS S4 T g S5 2
R6 S4 A bl Sz 2
R7 * P - S 1
RS * * N So 0

3 E TN zh A4 R TELE % ACC(Aho-Corasick-CDFA)

3.1 BEiEai

FRYG R 4 ) 7328 DFA AL 4 S5 SR 0, 38 Gk A 56 4% 5 vk vl LCHE 50 e ke 00 T R 2 DU e R ) 5
IEH 256 G AT I8 AL S BRHOHR J3 B 2 A 2 4G K0 U)K I 46 10 ) ) 5, A T iR ACC I Bl

BT S 56 H50H 35 T P A A 48 NAR A I 2R 48 Snort FIAE X 2R SO 5 AR 4L ClamAV HR FRFAEJEE.
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Snort #5220 AR R B AENNR AR A SCAE A Snort 2.3.3 FRAS I — MBS, A 75 3 000 22 4% 8 )4 BT 7 90 ) w46
G AR — MRS, AL 1785 A AR

ClamAVP U —ANTFU (1B 993 25 2 0, 2093 BRI I 0 R HBT . A SCR AR S PR AL 5 49 50 000 4. 2
il 1 AR, A R e A, LA 7 49 644 S5t

BT T 5 U058 GRS ML L X A HEAT 23 A 3R AR S 30 008 . 0 T8 T G v AN W) AR =X
RN 4 40 0 B (s, LR SR P ANBEX SE O W AR e R U AR AT T B BRI A B AR ST I N BT
A HIE S R R IXF 4 1. L Snort B N B A T AR HE N 1 RN Snort BN EA G G 1 785 A4
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893 745 AR 73 I A b A R AR AL 20 1 75 7.
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Fig.3 Statistics of transitional rules in Snort set ~ Fig.4 Statistics of transitional rules in ClamAV set
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R 55 73 288 D ), 5 L3t 8t A0 T AU TR AS WL AR S AR 7 A 5 H At A8 X i i i) () — i Bk T
TP () 2 )RR B, T DR A SR L ) 3k — 20 I DL 432881 2P A8 OB N n 20 A8 SRR (n>1).1 20 AL
S AR 5 SR A S A0 e T AR [ R A B AR T 1 RS SR A BRI n 25 A8 SURE A N 1 S A8 S
BRI  AH TR 1) R A RE DR T 1 A8 S SR B 55 3.6 1 40 AR SCH A M 77 20 5E n>1.

DU 3 2K {pattern, testing } 9 41,25 B RS ML AT B 5 From (B A o i S 35 i R0 2R MO i iy, JE p f 2 3 4%
A SUEE AR FN), EAA W46 3 pattern - H t ST testing MURTZE t AHIF), ELILAR R 7~ 83 KBRS 1, D5 bk, 5
MR Ny 1 DA ) A5 testing i ¢ 5 CAT4E o AH IR, HACRESE T 1,8k, e e i) R2 424 1
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Fig.5 Example of 1-step cross transition and n-step cross transition
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Table 3 Cross transitional rules table

3 A EAIRIM 5

Mg~ HIPRE WATHR ERE ks
R1 S3 € - S() 2 1 /}
R2 Si e — Sy 2 14
R3 S5 S — S]o 2 n i

g bR AT SCRA RN T ey 1 A A8 SR F PRI 2058 SO 0 R0 24 B FRATTmT L3 — 2 73 i X Y
AT S A R 0 B B A AR A A . B 6 RTE 7 2303345t T Snort BEUAEA ClamAV A AL AN [A) 5
T ERNG DU 25 S 0 U K (1 B8] (B o A 5 RO B 1 480 0 0 F) ).

100%\_‘|_‘|_‘|_1\_1\_| 100% — — t—7 —7 —T [
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1 2 4 8 16 32 1 2 4 8 16 32
Snort £330 T2 5 ClamAV i T4 &=
Fig.6  Proportion of different types of Fig.7 Proportion of different types of
transitional rules in Snort set transitional rules in ClamAV set
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I 6 7T LA 1 20 A8 S e 7 4 e 45 100 0 A ko o AR D EG A9, T L3 e B 451 it A A X B i ) i 2D
(B AR AR P 184 ) T 184 056 T Snort AR (B T AR B0 1), 1 A8 U4 0 ) o 48 A1 4 10 ) 4
119 79.2%. 351, 1 A AC SR R0 ) oy 4 AT S 10 30 D80 58 1) 89.9% . %) T n 25 A8 S i ), L850 8 o o L ) %
AR A HBAR AN 0] T AR B 45 J ), S LG AG A T AR A A 24850 B AR R AR

7 HL KA ClamAV BLZUAE 45 35 Snort BLFUAE TN T ClamAV A24E,1 258 SO ) 7 4 350 100
BB 95.9%,1 2528 SRR o A 3B AS X640 BB 1K) 96.9%.n 25 A8 SR M0 B o 41 B 51 AR /).

1 2028 SR O )2 B A AC SRS L 400 K00 D00 5 184 o =4 82 it A ol o A58 R AR 7 R, 2K
BN BT o A9 3 R R AR U T o L A I 95%. 1 0 A SR A R 1) 7 A ke 5 AR X
AR R T AT 5 H A A B B S AT AR R AR T IR AR AR I M D 4 3
ez R AR b P B A i BRI BB I R AT S AR A 1 P R .

AT AR AR VT e I AR v B A AR A 1 A5 A8 XRG4 ), T AS 2 B A MU A7 i 2 AT T FE R
AN BR AR 1 204,45 Sy T AR AL S o) (R 8 e oA T B A AR 1 20 A8 G e ), A
YR TAL G BARES B WAL R T ARSI
32 BEEUSHEREE

5 28 FRIR S AR Y 2 B R ALY 1) — B ] 4k T 2, J6 18 4 52 18 FRARAS A 30 HL(DFA)IE 2 A 7 18 BROTR
A HBIWLNFA), T —MREA i S HRS T Y 5 AN vos, a1 8 s NFA 1] LA 4k 5540 1) DFA.

TS PEAT BOAR S F1 B BLDEA)E SO A 1764 M= (K, 0, 5} (L -

o HHUREHES L KNI REHES;

o FRERES CES VRSB F AT RS,

o GRSV FFLRARESIALE Sos

o RWUREESIWMEF;
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o CIRZSFEH R H, S KX Z5K.

A R 0 R B — A 70 BR B TR P DS MU A B A RS R T R U R — AR FEAR R
BHBFEFF A LIRS PR A AR L5 T DFA B BB T 5.

AT A H(cached deterministic finite automata, i FX CDFA) A SCHE H A — Bl A MU T AZ A5 1Y il 4] o4
A BB B AR B AT RS LD B8 v 38 06 Dy S0 A5 B S, R 1 S HDIRAS L A A TR HLIK Py S5 B —il
YBE R —/NIRE BAAREHAT 0L T AR ZOREHLT — AR A G AR G A7y A\ g IR 2,3l 1 %t 7
SAE B AR SR 3G I TR LR U J5 RS I B AR 1 3 5 1k AR A WL S 7R RS WL rp 388 RS B A7 Tl
B BRI B0, 9 R AR EER R E ARSI AR GOIRS L — R, A AN 45, i RS AL
FR)F T 25 L AN ) 2 AR TE T 03 0 T 48 A7 25 47 7% (cache), BRI XPIR ZS HEAT — 58 S 1 2 AE.

NG PNEX
H ‘%ﬁﬁ#%#%‘ | maswien |
L AL ) A S L A U P S
e R —
Fig.8  DFA model Fig.9 Cached DFA model
K8 DFA #i% K9 ZAPRENLTY
ZAPRENL(CDFA) T LLE L — AL Indl M'={K,2,s,,F.N, 5, 0}, fLH:

o HFUIRELES,CE KA IRENES;

o FRERES IAMEZSBDRENZ I TR E S

o CREWUIFFLRAIRES IAME Sos

o BWUIREHES, WIE F;

o CRAENLTEE M AEEE, ILAE N;

U ’Iﬁ%‘x%ﬁ%@ﬁ,&KxKNxZ—)K;

o SRS R L, O Kx S5 KN,

FLr 2B AT S R B ORI 22 17 R AS R 22 117 0 N R LR AT IR A IR A e bR B SR M RS . AT
RS TN FRFPE N —ANRES B T8 8900 1) %5 4738 BeIRESHURR 475 22 17 5 w6 R B8 il 3 Ab ANy L, 1 5 11 5
WIAFfi% R G5 Cache [f915 U Ji BEAHALL, DR b, iy 4% X AToBT IEDIR S HUBE RSN A RS B AL
3.3 ACCHZRBEMMEA

ACC SLiEFE T AT SHI vF 0 Bh A& 7 VEAEVC Bk FE i A2 B 1 2528 SCHE R U0, M T 38 25 s R 2 L
R A N B R AR ) 6 NI 7 MR SR T AN, 1 0 A8 S ) R AR K R AR o A &
S 95%. ACC B2 R] LUK IX S ik 95 % Pty 5 e M ) 435 25 .

1 3B A8 SN 2 i AT DAt A A2 i, 2 IR 1 528 XCRGJ 00) 77 A6 75 B 19 4 8. L 2 AR A7 LIRS HLIT)
FEAKG I b A ] 5 BT, L5 A8 UGN RY 1) 77 AR A5 SRR T 56 45 ) R4 AL 0 R0 W) RS.F A2 DR Ay
AL R4 B AAF ¢ SHIERIRA So R BB RS B 77 AH R R LS, RSB FTF e BT AT XN E
e FNEE ] So.n AT SCECH NN 1 2528 X 300 2L, AT DA TE b J55 AR 8 480 0 0 Ja W 24 .

T A8 S R D) AT AR 0 D A S TR e, FRATT AR AR A MRS 2 35 T 77 3 T3 40 0 I 2 2 A R
P VLR B ACC.ACC BVER W A — AN A7 5 A7 48 B AR WU AT LA A e A3 1 2038 UG 4 )
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3.4 ACCEZHTFALH]

ACC $LiH R M AFIRAHL CDFA & —A-EIt (K, Z50,F,1,6,6} , i B B ARIR S S N=1,00 LT % 1
AN A AAT IR AT IR e bR i 5T LAy o BLF 9 28

o Soasic o FEASHE A U] £ IR 2575 1 B B, Shasic: KX E> K ACC 532 Syasic (172 L5 AC S M 17

©  Sheross A N AU SUHE NI BRI IR 75 5 6 BR B, Sneross: Kx S— K, 1% 58 L AC Sidih & S

AR 45 R B O 2 Xk

Si’ if (5basic(si’c) = Sj ” é‘ncross(siac) = Sj)a priority =3

5(3 .S ) _ Sj, if (5basic(skac) = Sj H 5ncross(sk,C) = Sj)’ priority =2 (3-1)
T Si’ if (5basic(soac) = Sj)’ priority =1
SO’ if (§basic(so’c) =), priority =0

Horp @k 237 R TR ANAFAERE B R 40 U s priority Dy P58 RARIR,3 b S i 56 21,0 b S I A Je 4 o R =i A o
I 245 A RLE ), 012 45 SR 2 R 400 T SR S8 0 v 1 485 SR G R MR AR Se 0 45 SR Rl 5 RGO FR 3
—IRE Si 7F Svasic T Sneross 7 1t R HH B BT AT © I 4 B ).
ARAH bR B S T SO T- ACC H CDFA (PR HE4, 15 58 I S AR A S R B AREL RN n 238
A AR R A5 A A B T TR o BEE R
o UTSRAFAE, WS FH LR TR — AN IRAS S, S e FE A 4 N 58 n 25 A8 SR AN
o UITSRORTEAE X I 0 A 3 MU U, DU e B A7 RS S B, T LA Sy RS R M ADIR S EFE A FE AT n
2 R S R ) S RS TR o 1 )
< ERAETE, W BRA SURE IR — AR S, 520 1 2538 SO 3R )
S UITSRIRTEAE N I R A S M), DU BT A A IR A So A A BT o SR A, T Ik AR IR 2, I it
TR R0 75 0, Bk BN ARAS So, SIE it R RO e F ).
IR 4 AR GRAE Z G2, T R F FRAT B AR AN S i de &k e
LRAT N R L 05 U
9(si,c)—{si’ 1 b O =)
Sos if (Opasic (Sp50) = D)
AT MG R O 75 S 0T ACC 1 CDFA (WAL ZF R (R 1 /), 48 AT B A7 1 A7 1) N 2 A2
TEIRAS S WU ATIIANTAT © XS PEIRTR — N BR AR SR 77 58 AR % 80 0 0] A 55 1200] I 2 45 R D), D) 2% A7 400 4
IRES So. T LAE B, 2547 5K IS BB 4IRS S k.
ACC HEET EREAPIREN,Z I F B 5 PIAN 5 SR TRAL BHAN VT BC. T4 BE B Bz NS B, 13 27
TEARAHL VT B B3 N AR VT EC SCA AT RS WU 3, 07048 2 TR AR 25 DL,
TRAR LY Bt 5 AC SIS AR T B 3 B AR B 45 10 LR n 25 58 S 3R ), %of 7 (10 A 36 B35 D A ) 2 )
10 1P 11 fiosPACC 519k 5 AC SIEASRL, W T M3 S A e b U R n 2028 e e ).
o T i A VT ICAE B, 35 B TR B AEIRAS L R s TR AR H A8 2 45 o (TR T e B ) 3K 75 B A0 A I AR S ML IS
A5 b 1 6 R A 75 2 i ) DG A B, X b 10 B9 I — Tl e 0, L e T B AR S 2.
ACC S (¥ VT BC B B ) #4328 18 2% A7 R A LA F U N SCAR IR 745, TR) B R AT RS J e AR A B AR AR
LRATARAHLO IR AL e oR B SHEAT . THDE I — AN SE 5 3 W ACC S35 B A DL it 72
B AR {pattern, testing} K H 7 A0 56 R IRPIRESHLIR T i 3& 1) DFA W 5 s SR ACC S i 1
CDFA =8 7 HA (1) 1 528 R U(R 1 A1 R2), 201 & 12 Fiar, Horbn 2530 XCOFE B W) 44 B4
£ UL PR A\ patesting AR 1 I AN B AFIRZS UL FRATTCU A A 3 B0 747 ¢ I 4 7 45 e A
58 B A D AR A ML UL i A
JAHA 3,45 DU FE SCAR SN T4 ¢ M B9 24 BIR A Sy H 3 AR 5 0 0 DU AT 511, Shasic(Sa,t)=S3, AT LA JE IR 25 Bk 4% 2]
S [F) IR K 408 22 77 S0, A(S5,t)=Ghasic(So,t)=Ss, K W IR & S #E 2277

(3-2)
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Create Basic_Trans()

1: for each pattern(i) in PatternSet do

2 for each char(j) in pattern(i) do

3 j==0 ? CurState=S,: CurState=LastState
4 if basic_trans(CurState,c) do

5: CurState=basic_trans(CurState,c)
6 else

7 NewState=CreateState()

8: CreateTrans(CurState,c,NewState)
9: CurState=NewState

10: end if

11: LastState=CurState

12: end for

13: end for

Fig.10 The building algorithm of basic transitions in ACC algorithm
10 ACC B3 Fp R AR e 40 10 ) e B0k

Create_NStep Trans()

1: for each pattern(i) in PatternSet do

2:  for each char(j) in pattern(i) do

3: j==0 ? CurState=S,: CurState=LastState

4: if basic_trans(CurState,c) && i!=0 do

5: CrossState=basic_trans(Sy,c)

6: k=0; TmpState=CurState

7: do

8: t=pattern[j+k]

9: if basic_trans(CrossState,c) && (j+k=plen—1) do
10 CrossState=basic_trans(CrossState,t)

11 TmpState=basic_trans(TmpState,t)

12 else if k>1

13 for each g in basic_trans(CrossState,[0,255]) do
14: CreateTrans(TmpState,q,basic_trans(CrossState,q))
1% end for; end if; end if

16: end do while (basic_trans(CrossState,t))

17: end if

Fig.11 The building algorithm of n-step cross transitions in ACC algorithm
11 ACC S n 2D AT SR I ey a3

1] 2]3]4]/5]6]7
mAN|plalt|fels|t]i|[n]g

Fig.12 The matching process in ACC algorithm for an example set {pattern, testing}
K12 ACC Sk TR F2 45 X 4 {pattern, testing}

JE A 4, RR VS TE SCAH AN A e, BUIN 1) RS D Sa, B G A7 IRIRES hy Se AR 348 B 00 400 0 o B0 ST Ak 388 7 3 ]
A1, B 58 FI BT Ghasic(S3,€)=NULL H. Sycross(S3,6)=NULL, B AT LE X6 W 5 45 0 98 J5 45 G2 AR A Sg I H, ph S A
KU AT 1, Shasic(Ss.e)=So, L, S AR AR B B So. [) IS ML 45 22 47 SR WK, A(S3,€)=Ghasic(S0.€)=NULL, Kl IH IR F Sy 2%
TEACZ AW, CDFA HCTAF e B SEIL T A SyoRABREL 31 S RS X MMRAHMAE 5 h2Ed 1 PN
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A R Sk S ) A B A A 1 A AE U R T AN A A A7 A X Se B U, ACC B b AC SR T AR
D [ B R
3.5 EIXIEIRIERR

EIE 1. J&T CDFA ) ACC Hik 53T DFA ) AC Hik%M.

WEWA TR ACC Rl AC S35, JURR UF W P R S0 26 A P RS AL B ] AN RS WL 2 ALY
PR AN TR ASALLE B2 BOR [ 4 A\ B 7= 2 A ] i

DFA Ji:— 1L IG4L {K, Z;80,F, 0™ ) M5 55 2.2 715 % 45 000 F4) 3 248 AT 460, % 1 2 2 5 o A IR A WL AR 21 4 0
PRI LAY K LLF 5 A T4 Shasic M LA FE AT, Sy cross A1 1 25 A8 LA I, Soross 49 N 25 A8 S A I, Sraiture
T R I AR RN, Srestare 10 FL I e 45 L.

CDFA J& —NtI041{K, 2s,F, 1,0, 03 3 T4 5 X4, A7 AR A B HE 4500 ) 0°PFA 7T L 43 LR B A
T AR Ghasic J EEAHL AU, Sncross A N 2P AZ SCEG IR N X PIAS F AR M AE 5 AC S AH ).

ML FRATUE W] DFA 6 ¢ross, Staiture M Srestart FE 5 # CDFA 454 k.

X1 AR SO, I P 13 7, 24 BRSO Sy NP5 A b,7E DFA T AEAE S cross(Si,b)=S; R 4fE 1 28
AT SUHE A 52 SRS Sy Bl 1745 a 5B ab AURTEE a AR F]. Db, 0 RS S 40 R U 2540 F Shasic(Skb)=S;-

A A Wtk
/1 WA SR

'~~.fl -------
N

Fig.13 Proof that ACC algorithm is equivalent to AC algorithm
Kl 13 IEWACC ik AC 5k

CDFA AAEFE 1 538 EH RN, Sasic(Si,b)=NULL, Sneross(Si,b)=NULL, P&l 5% I 22 A7 4R 250t 47 B e JE IR 7
HKVE T Spasic( Sh.a),b), Ze A7 & SHEF I T 1 24 5 (3-3) I S IR A B 21 Sj, 15 DFA R Al 7], B ACC 5%
BRI 1 DA RN 5 DFA & A2 B 45 0

5nasic(g(sh,a)ab)zénasic(&asic(soaa)ab)z&asic(skab)=sj (3-3)

XF T DFA H I 2R D 480 K00, 180 201 Staiture(Sis k)=S0, HT 2 TG 0 ) 58 S, M HDIRES S BRI 49 K AN A2 5 4
ol ) RN AT A 3 A e ] DA 5 e g 6SPFA e SE gk 0 kA% 5 5, B 6SPFAGS; k)=S,.

X T DFA A 33 AN, W B 13 TR, Srestart(Sind)=Sh. H1 T Ji HEH A & XA FPIR A S #0455 d AN
35 AR 0 0 R ) N8 S 2 3 e T A s e g oFPFA RSB o 1 Bk AL 50, A SR (3-4) TR,

O(JDFA(Si»d)=5oasic(80>d)=sh (3-4)

BPEEE T AC 5L 5 8N 58 4 AT LAl ACC " CDFA £I7R,ACC 5ik5 AC FL%EM. O
36 HiEYT R

ACC SLEEET I T ZAFREVLAK, Z50,F, 1,6, 63 H 1 A7 A7 A W 400 N o 1l i i 22 A0 IR HLACC 5.
A DLENAE A B 1 A RN SEBR B ACC BVE R LAE— B R A RS 2 AR AR
CDFA.

B b SRR KA BAY B 2847 %5 A7 45 ,CDFA 1] LB A A2 B K 25 DA P (9 4 348 SCHE #3008 e £
FE KT K AR SCHE H B Bl A AR Bl 1 2548 SR 3 ) 19 B3 4 49 ACC-1 B3, A BE S T Bk K 20 DL T 38 )
RN STt % 0 ACC-K STV 78 TRAR BB B, 1% 510 26 R A 5 3 J R n 20 A8 SCEE 3 30 ) (n>K).

ACC B4 R AR AR R HE— 20 W0 TR AFE I 5 0 M AR SO, T N=1LF24 1 DA XA i o
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o R RN T 1t 2 S 4 3 T L S S T ELAR 25 e S A BB 4124 T I T — A
BT T R S, 2 25 B % 2 A SR BN B 2 B3 3 24 K N, ACC B0 7T Bt
I At 2 ) T Lo S 4 o e i P U o, B N 2 O R B e i

LLBER A {pattern,testing) (1, 14 45 T ACC-2 SR FLASL L 5 1 12 A1 He, ZEAEAR AL 250 T 40
1B 2 455 S AR (B, S~ (10 4500 0 )P o Bl 25 o 0037 ko T D, T 5 o 5 47t 0 S0 ),
ACC-2 % 2 AN HUGLZEAF 5517 # Cache-1 5 ACC-1 SEVAN IR F 47 b P 1 A3 SUREH B 24 RO 78 2
3RS, Cache-2 FI A7k 2 5 4 B SR A Je 9T A B2 AR AS 58 5 A JELBLIN N T4 4 R A o S, ACC-2 54
B S AR 0 B 1 SRS, I 96 Cache-1 T ZE A2 IR Sy Lt S UL EAT TR e sl T Sy R A e
FHF e 5 Sy RS, So A7 5] Cache-2 155 6 A, M7 S5 R AHC T 5, M A HIF Cache-2 ks
S EHEICT AT s BURZS S0, IARAHL L HPIR A S 37 S10(U1IE 14 o i 47 7%). (B Cache-2 AR A BRI 4 7
A T HING Cache-1 ik A 7 B2l 4 7T 45

ARATE Cache HrHE 5, 0t S 204
________________ >

I $Cache-1 I I $Cache-2 I
x

R 2f{3]4]5]6]7]8]9]10
wmN|l plalt] tlje|s|t]i|]n|g

Fig.14 An exmaple for ACC-2 algorithm
Kl 14 ACC-2 ik 254

ACC-k FEY & T ACC-1 53k i A% O JBAR R F R AT IR ASHL, AT DL Jl A3 1 1 31 K 20 A8 S48 5 Y. 1) 2%
ERANL CDFA J& — AL Ind {K, 250, F K, S, 0} K N ZEAFARER 7390 /2 {Sc1,Sc25- - Sk} »Sei ARG | MEAFWRE T
WERERE i 20 A8 L3 N .CDFA H I 4X 1) n 20 A8 SB35 I 3R 7R A Sneross-N>K.

R R BT 8 H
S, if (5,
S, if (5,

(5i56) =S I Opeross (Si5¢) =), priority =k +2

(5i56) =S [ Speross (Si50) = S;), priority =k +1

asic

asic

8(S;,6,8)=1"" . .
SR S, i (Bpic (S020) = S, | S (S2150) = S, ), priority =2

S if (Ghasic (S9,©) = S)), priority =1
Sy, 1 (Gpasic (Sp,¢) =), priority =0

TAT RIS R B 0={0,,0,...,03 T 5 1 DNRAFRE I BAT RIS R £ 0, 0 A (3-2), 5 m+ 1 DNERAPIRS 8%
AT SR B B Oy 5E LN

(3-5)

9m+1(5i ’C’Scm) N Sja if (dbasic(scm’c) = Sj H 5ncross(scmac) = Sj)
&, others

ACC-k HiE:5H ACC HiEm25 3 W] 555 3.5 5 Py A AHABL, 3 FL g 2.

(3-6)
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4 IRREHRIT

ACC S35 m] LU T A FRE A S B AR S B ACC S5095  BE 45 AR S G 5 4 2 46 g S 1P
SR KT 6 2 194 235 NARASE DN/ 977 40 28 00 B30k PR P S B 85 SR D70, TS T 77 I 9 29 B35 28 T fi A X Tl
V-5 AR 19 296 2 2 2R G ) B S K P S DL I L 45t ACC S ) — P A AR R S kg i o

15 Ji& ACC SR — M EDWAR R G50 SEBLAZ G0 v RS 55 A7 8 TR AT A AR S RS A7 T AR 8 IR A7
T 1) G AR AT TR e A R A7 fih 75 1 b s Py MK fik 2 o0 B8 P 0 S Jr IR R AN LA LU 3L v,
So Jr IR FR 1 TR AR M So TFUf A BRI, HoA 22 T 256 4%, BT LA, AT LUK 5 iy A\ 5 135 LB A il e 0 ) P
R B KPR, R VIR R,

L J

@I:> Sy I:>

1 1
i SRR AR Sis |

EEER

SR o S,
@:> 255 Sg I
| __ s

Fig.15 The hardware architecture and implementation for ACC algorithm
K15 ACC LM AR S5 S

FEREAT S5 Ko o0 B 0 32 A 3 4% V0 JRAE 3 Bl s 1.5 1 Al 2 M HiDIR A S AN A i AN 74
¢ MR A e BN Sasic(Si,c) TE IR —ANIRES Sj1 28 2 2 Bodhi i B 1 24 B e AR 2 S A A ATH N 77 ¢ HROAi e it
TR Soasic(Se) MK T —AIRZS Sjo; 2 3 4% Bl M i 2 MR AT 5 1 74 ¢ £ So Jm IRAS R b A HRARPIRZSR 0 B T2k
JSCAN TR i3 4 e U oy T A SR B AT PR 1,3 A B0 Tl B SR IBOFAT U7 1) R AT 1 7 0847 ORISR AE 3 %
T A% B B 2 A A3 R T A AR A~ SN B- DX R S5, 8y, 8y HEATIE R4

A LI A7 fi AN E 8 56 P A7 A A IR ZSHL AR T AT B0 A U, S MR IR 28 AN i N 745 JEA T 3 8 3K T 70 &5
IR BT B L 9 DUIRAS ML BEPF 446, H AT E B 576 3 Al 4 TCAM 7P i 4 7 RIWRE RS A
e 77 AU Hy 30 43 P 8RR 20 N7, AN AR SC ORI 1A T 03X AN FE VR A B O 45 A I 15 IR Bl AR SCSEB L
PRBEPE R R T JE RS A 5K

5 SRS

ACC S35 (R S B o S 435 4 4 7 OB = DG I A 2R 465 40 X L TR 23 3 4 1 ACC B3V 30 Sz B0 v F A i
2l SRR A ST 3 v () DG TRC 338 88 48 5 040 W B AR AN
51 HFEZEERNH

ACC BVEF K I TTIRAE T A B RSN 1 1 2528 SCRE 45 0 438 2 3, 50 3 25 26 X6 T Snort
R AR, 79.2% 1 S 45 IR Bl 2 B, o AR X 4 U 1) 89.9%, U1 P 6 JiT 7 5 F ClamAV #3 5E,95.9% 1) 4 46t
F U4 2 4, oy A2 A8 S R () 96.9%, Tl 1] 7 FT .

ACC BLIEATRA Hh AR S HARAS I B 2540 16 o L i B 45 T AC Ak ik —
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(005 R Hs 455 7 VR %O AR A 256 401K bitmap KRR TS N F R R S AFAE N AVIRES, W A7, U
bitmap HFZ A2 i 1T A SRR A B N E] p_next_state FRET 1 EF X Snort A2 R A 5 BT VA AR KA
SHL AR BT 0 AE A R LR 4.

Table 4 Memory size comparison of

Structure acc_cdma_state different methods

1: structacc_cdma_state F 4 BRFIVELIINAEAE T R HA
2 integer state_value Bk R L N
3 bool  report_match Aho-Corasick™>" 2.8KB
4: char* to_report_rule Wu-Manber!**4 1.6KB
5 bitmap next_state valid //256 bits RS AC ByEB 154B
6 struct acc_cdma_state*p_next_state Ee TR RS0 AC £F 3554 60B
7: endstruct WAL AC FEEY 41B
Fig.16 The data structure of ACC algorithm o XFA %‘;&:[6:7]/ 23 67B (1.05KB/Snort )
in software implementation é’:if /::ESF%{‘%%QF??)”M 9 5]2;?? B
16 ACC 5T A SEHLAH 45 Mg BorSMUSIGE 3 T
A3 ACC HRIg1E52 B 3.3B~7.4B

H J AN ) S35 A AN [ SR R SR AR 22 D/ AN T AR [ 33K LR PR A A 8 50 435 0 12 ) A £ 22 T 4= D At
FARE ] LAE B AR I ACC s fEAe it e B A M UR AC DAk Jr 30 58 76 285 LAt AR S8 21
AC FFAFH A MIFEAR 40.7% A7 U RRIL 2 A5 0 T2 M EE R BEA SEILACC P o HY R A7 ik 22 18] K 29 75
BEFAT 3.3B Lid, LU LA U 75 30 B0 0 A R A R e v 2 A e Aa
52 HEEDH

AL verilog i & S ACC SLIE LA 5 K, AE I A IE AL 5 A8 1T 0.18pum T ZARE T FE AT 4545
TELREI AR 1, T 4 0 L A8 S IS A4 2R S R AT T IR K ek 7

FEAR ML i B b I — AN IR I 75 B ANIE 22 AR A, DO - 5 Kbl O A A AR HE 20 BT K 26 AT
0 1 DR I 7K 2220 2 AL VB U8 B I K 2. 3l 7 2 AR JERELIZ , LD Ay 2457 AAS ) 408 3 v B
3Bl R ALK B AR B — A B A R AN R 7K B T K8 BEAS [ B3040 At 500 . 2 500 o I 8% 9 [ AT
AR e, DAL X MR K e 23 B D5 10123 AR, RTINS 138 AC.C &4 Ay A A i F A 3 R UG T A e

5T ACC AT 9B A J7 2% (R VG G AR L ACC 50 K2 Gt /K 2 e FR iz S48 W] R 1Y
5 R DR B I 4, K % K R B A 11 G R K IR (ADD) AR B 2R S B AR WTLACC S 1 PR g R B oAl
10Gbps FJ UL BC I E, 55 HAt BT 70 EE, A 00 AR i v

Table 5 The performance comparison of hardware implementations
for different methods, including ACC
FR5  ACC Bl 5 HAt J7 2k 1) DG e a8 LB

4k KEEPEARAER] (ns) | ULFECHFE(Gpbs) | BEEH(L 99/ J4 1)
ACC-NSA, it /K 2 1.65 6.1
ACC-NSA,2 F /KL 1.18 8.5 0.18um T 244
ACC-NSA,Z ik &k 0.85 11.7
Bit split FSM!'! N/A 8.4~11.0 il B TS
BFSM! N/A 0.8~1.0 FPGA
Cho-MSmith*") 1.12 7.14 0.18um L2445
Predec CAMs™ N/A 2.68 FPGA
CompactDFA!®! N/A 2~10 i

53 KMath

i BB FE R LUA I, ACC $idAT — L8 BUAMUHT, B ZORIE T 0 R AN I 25— 50N T 1A A I SR A7
785, 1% A7 45 K/ IR ZSHLACIRZS A A7 4% KN ], XA A A8 5 B 17 DL iT LIS AN TR 58— 08 n TR
F A 0 2 e P AR 2 X (3- 1) W] BUF B, 7R AT IR A FE 40 I, 575 B HEAT 4 DRI, AR LI 4 A7 IR SE 41 AC SV
BEREAT 3 A
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R ACC S T B S B WUPIR 5 e 48 10 52 e M 2 o DG 3 R oA — 5 5 R0 AL iy 7 2 B ) e 4 1 )
AR AT R A7 O T AR G 10 i T G A DAL M 3 P2 5 Wiy AN ] S

R ACC SR N Y TREAE DL, o TR S e b 4 DRI (LB 20 1 A0 0 1 2 HIWTn] LG ) 2Z 8] A
R, R wT DICRHROAT U7 17 77 38, A7 2057 8 4 A Wit S (1 R 2% 1. D ACC SE AT USR5 AC 532 JL T4
(7] f) UL C T 2 ACC S3A (KA A AT 28 MR RERS AL R BV AT b SRAM o vl i, 2 K AR 3D G $22 4 B vy
fPERE.

6 HRIE

ASCHR T — P PR S VU —— R APR S W IR T 2R T AR 2 2 B IS B9 ACC
J AR TR G50 BRI, 12505 5 AC SLVESE . ACC SV3E T A0 58 S AR S ML AR o D e 502 AR A I Jip
AN )2, ACC HEHE T ALK HLBEE, R H AP, 75 DT Ok 72 rh 2h 25 248 O AN 2 A2 06 1 2028 X 3
W) S 58 25 R W, ACC SR AR U RPIR A MUY, B 2L A 5 15 M3 1K) DFA B 2 i 1 AN SR 19 R A7 (171
25 [ AEU AT DAY B SR A RS HL T 80%~95% HA) % ke J0 JU), 255 SR B 582 B0 ¥k () 30 AP 2 O LG IR A7 o 7 ) 8 X UG i 4
L BT 25 1) IE 40.7%,38 & R IR 2 DG e (16 13 L ACC S92% 0 A S B mT LIk 3] Bl Ay BB it 10Gbps DG
P 3852 T U ORI A B RAMUW T3 45 1.5k 25X 192058 Snort A58 22, R AR SC i SE L1 ACC B4
S5 RIS 32 83K B I AE 4 1)

B 5 I 45 i "B, 7 TR PR JR S AR T s G K vy A A U B0V R A R 4 ) A DT R w1 22 R Y 4% 22 4
PR A 2 X EEINIEH . ACC HE A4 A VT L AR 3R 45 0 B v (0 FE AR S503, [R) Il ml DUAE by 3 1 1) 3
A S AR TG 1 SR WA S B0y X 2 SR A7 A g TR DL 3, LA R e ) B T3t
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