A 3R ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, 2024,35(8):3610-3625 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.007118] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ B} 2% Bt S AIE T BT UL A Tel: +86-10-62562563

BT S BRI EMEERFSE
THEY BGEL OB KL BERS TEYY Z4#° Eut T Y

(RERS BEESIH5E, R 300350)
HRERYE WIS EFE¥RE, RiE 300072)
REERE FERSM% L, K 300072)
EERRHE R B AR A, L3 100089)
BEEH: 8142, E-mail: hdj@tju.edu.cn

W OE AFAEMLTE LRGN ARER AL B E RGNS %% SHELARBIEEXES, ik
Hoat R4 B R B, BEAN LIRS L EATH, & T RS EATHE L S TARR LN %L1 8605

PRk, A &%) ITE Yo 45 L0510 K 77 ik 57 RE R T W &M% % l?i]:kl:. b TRT 2 AHERSNEANANL
42 HE 5 75 % NAP (network-side alert prioritization). NAP & 3%t 7 —/ANA TR 1P 3t 5 B 49 1P 3bikeg 2 R
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Abstract: The network security monitoring systems deployed on network nodes generate a large number of network-side alerts every day,

« FEEIUH: Jb g i RHLE 2 1HX1(Z211100002121150)
ARG W4 A 2 4 G R A B ) 8 SR . BRIT 8% EdsF8R. P EANEER .. BIRBUR R
WG IS 6] 2023-09-10; 48 24 [A]: 2023-10-30; K A [A]: 2023-12-15; jos 72k Hi AN 8] 2024-01-05
CNKI P28 7 %2 i) : 2024-04-03

© PERE#

SEARAFIESTET  http:/ www. jos. org.

cn


http://www/
http://www/

F sk 5 AT S AKBERROGREMEERE 5k 3611

causing the security engineers to face significant pressure to lose sensitivity to high-risk alerts and fail to detect network attacks in time.
Due to the complexity and variability of cyber attacks and the limitation of network-side alert information, existing alert prioritization/
classification methods for IT operations are unsuitable for network-side alerts. Thus, network-side alert prioritization (NAP), the first
network-side alert prioritization method, is proposed based on multivariate data fusion. NAP first designs a multi-strategy context encoder
based on source IP address and destination IP address to capture the context information of network-side alerts. And then, NAP designs a
text encoder based on the attention-based bidirectional GRU model and the ChineseBERT model to learn the semantic information of
network-side alerts from the text data such as alert messages. Finally, NAP builds a ranking model to obtain the alert ranking values and
then ranks the high-risk alerts with cyber attack intention in the front according to their descending order to optimize the network-side
alert management process. The experiments on three groups of network attack and defense data from NSFOCUS show that NAP can
achieve effective and stable prioritization results, and significantly outperforms the compared methods. For example, the average
NDCG@k (ke[1,10]) (i.e., normalized discounted cumulative gain of the first 1 to 10 ranking results) ranges from 0.893 1 to 0.958 3, and
outperforms the state-of-the-art method more than 64.73%. Besides, NAP has been applied to a real-world network-side alert dataset from
Tianjin University, further confirming its practicability.

Key words: cyber security; network-side alert; prioritization; data fusion

EHR, &SRB TR GERRE, MEZeEMFRRAT. 2021 45 7, BIR KA DarkSide i
A E EER EE e B Wk, N T IREER S B s, RIN R4 BT, KR4
BB RGN Z B EE AN AP 2 55 B, B0 48 AR5 & 8t (network  intrusion detection system,
IDS), Web [ i K 3% (Web application firewall, WAF)1®], 3 &5 [t 2% 22 4= W5 125 28 45 At St W W X 48 &2, Wi
SEWE M5, FRIE%S %418 F L (security operations center, SOC)E 1T AL 2.

HTMERTE R, SEHWEEERALZEANRANE AR, 24 N AT IS <& E 9% 57 (alert
fatigue)” (¥ 1] Y, BI: 224 N 518 52 Ab #0M B 4 EK EOR R g, o v UG 15 AN R, TRV R R B 4%
Wi 4T 4. Orca Security 24 7 — 43 31 2022 A H = % A RS BoRPL 59% 1952 5 & 7 K 2 E) 500 4~ LA E
B &%, 19% M2 VIEFRA 500 MR ERGEFNEE. AT, B TREEEPLAERE RGBS &
0T Sl ELAT BUs P I v AR 35 AR A, 22 A N B T B4 9 DK Bk F ) e A0 38 19 5 2 R 4T 407, IE iR
TR A 64% M Z VT E N, HIEE IS E G R T 10%; 56%[H 52 U # 1 RAL % 20% LA _E 1 [0 & 75 15 %
I T 75 EAI S Ak B o

TR KR e, B AR T T AU AR T LA AR A S T, R A AR
FEEMR AL, (1) REREF RN 2R — e R NE A, BRI R 9%, BER
G AR BT 7 O™, R R0 S ARAR A S AN, TS TR e A N SRTE S B iR 5 b 55 3
fi b pr R U B R B RE. ) R EIR I T V2 R R R U B Sy i,
BTG HF RS, WM& EHest HTTP 78, S5 IP Hibk, oS, SE 4 mame). &
ey fif (payload) Web 17 ] 15 3R {4 F1 i 5 44 (q-body F1 r-body), /> B 4% % B R GUIRAS I #6140 SCHR[9,13]
B S ERB A S R S B E. AFE M. RS SCR[14]FT 5 1 CPU (2. WA A 2.
1O it & SR PR T . 4% B IR S5 i b a e LA S SCRRO1 ST 5 RO e SE IS ()L AR BRI )L SRR B SF AR bR

ERHT IT BHSZIRETFEEMRGRE, XU IT B4 TIERRH A 204 Wi 35 2 51 i (incident) i1 ™
AR, B E A MR I ) SRR T 5 S RS AR HE A Rk, W4 Bt AT N R 2k 2 A LA
T I 2 A0 o A R ) TR R A Dy IR 28 ) o 2 ) AT SR A SR B AR b Ah, BT R 0 4% 22 4 U 1) o )
PEVONE K 5 AT —Ar 2, BRI 5 R AR, R N B G S Ak, XA
SN LR

T BRI 0 2 0 5 A S R 2k 2 AR I N 45 AT Dy, I B R LR A I 8% Tk e L v AU
e RCIRH T ET 2 ou i ala 1 R 45 75 ZHE 7 7775 NAP (network-side alert prioritization). NAP f# /] 3
Tl N B (1) B R SCBERE, RIEE TR 1P M btk (s-ip) 5 H 1P bk (d-ip) 1 B FSCH % (2) SCAKUE, R
LZFR EEHAT. Web Ui IR, Web Ui WL, (3) BEHCEUE, BT E M K (d-port). B G, AJTiEHE
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T s-ip M d-ip Wil T ZHHE LN SCgmIG AR, TR ACE BAEUERE, NMIRIEE S E LT UEE; HIKk,
NTNERPEZEHREFZ|MEFELZHELR, NAP Wit 73 T X1 GRU(gated recurrent unit) £ 1 Fl
ChineseBERT #LHY [ SCA GG 2%, M2 ZHAT. Web U7 mliE R4 Web U I W R4 5% 42 BRSCAEHE p 27
> 5 (W E SUE R, TR — B R R 2R I 4515 30, BeJa, NAP M T HEFP A8, JE i ME =R A An
THEHE P, 4% I HE T (B 00 B8 P s PR s i) o HEAE R T, A T O 0 TP % ) 5 280 B VR AR

R VG AR T A SO, AR SCAE 3 A4 RN 0 R A T Bl AT S, SRS 4 R NAP REE G
T X 2 0 75 AT HE R, JE HR BT KA LTk Bl NAP 7E 3 Alse¥en % LT R R AR
NDCG@k (ke[1,10]) (BRET 1-10 ANHEF 45 /0 3 — A 47 2 21138 25) 39 7E 0.893 1-0.958 3 2 [, T e % th
FFEAUEE] 0.546 6-0.571 7. SLISIEUEH T NAP 19 & B AR (RI R S dmtd 4% 1 2 S ms m il ML « SCAR gm0 4%
IR GRU R BRI = J i DA K 22 2 AN ATL) DA B2 B 28 45 B0 0 (RO SOOI - B il A0 B R SC i)
SHHEF 45 R TUER. 7 Ah, RSO NAP EESH(RIHTRIBGES . BN RIS s & DO/, GRU £
TURRGBCIR A R/ IS LA K& NAP BIHEFP s b AT 7 0hie, S, 10 I 3 S 00 Do 45 ) 45 4 5040 a3 AT 5 %
PEAS.

EETTER TG R

(1) ASCHRW T ET 2 n 8 i & 1 e AP 205 07 7715 NAP, 12077 88 R I R I A Bt =
P R 2 25 2, A e 4k 5 B B R RS, PR e A N RN TAE SR,

Q) AFERSFAEERE P bk, B9 1P sk, BRSO, 5% 8. Web 7GR, Web i
WA R A A IRAEE R, W T 2 NS BT SO B Y AG A8 A TR LA GRU BRI
ChineseBERT 5! SCA g 2%, " A1140 Bl 2 =3 £ 45 2 1y 1 S0 {5 BANE U B, b 2R 2
AT 2% 2 25 [ WX 4 IR 75 5 I 2847

(3) ATFIRAEGBERIR 3 ML BB B E g BTS2, SEUR LSRR ARFIATE 3 AR R LR
SEHER 4R AR NDCG@k (ke[1,10])97E 0.893 1-0.958 3 2 [f], Lhfkdait (975 3T 64.73%0L 1. %
Ab, I NAP B T R K 2% 3 S0 R 0 28 ) 15 0, AR SOtk — JDIF S 5 v 1) S8 i 4k

ARSCEE 1 A A SN 0 R O EE MR TAE. 5 2 WA@AE T Z nidmm A s m 5

BHET AR NAP. 26 3 Tl 5 MEA R A I SGIE NAP [ 2UPE. NAP 1) 4 A=A HEF 15
k. NAP [ 3 S5 N8 X 17 DTk NAP [ 2 ZSHOEHE P 52 LUK NAP [IHEF 208, 28 4 A9id@i
BARTIE RN T B, VP 2B S TN A . B 6 T A S TAE 4.

1 MEMSENERSEEEENHEXIE

1.1 WEMEE

VR 286 4] 45 25 S - 58 70 Al P 4 45 05 R R I8 22 A WS R G, I N R K R E(NIDS) AT Web )37
Bk, Hop: MBNRENRGHETEMNLE R, HFEEMNSRE, 80 IR0 BT A &5 M 0
Ft . B ) I A L Web B B K 5 R N 2, R e 8 4% N FE S ELBC 2 BT (¥ HTTP
1709, BB X 3 00 2 PR 0 © A0 IRIR (0 SQL FEN . B & IR . xss 5l A 250 3E4T M & Br ik, IF
R ik b,

— 2% O 2% 0] 45 e I [ B (timestamp) . VR TP Mk, EE IP HMihb. BROERO . EHELR. AR,
Web 7 115 R . Web 15 im0 AR (S B, R 1 BR—FWEMEZERE. BEMNS, SL20e— B H
FLI SCAREIR, Db vz N T N 4 22 A 1 AR, 0 SCER[16] R 45 4 44 F) e 51013 31 o 7 20— 25 N T
2, SCRRIL7]R A 25 % 44 TR SR T 28 B0 (AL, 45 5 48 B 22 4 N A DR 3 0 3 i) 0 8 o 1)
W B8, EASCHIR T, SEAREP RS, 5 EEAT . Web Ui )5 KK LLK Web U 1l i B 4460, 75 1)
SR AL g FE R Vi 2 40T, DR A N B RTE S SC R R A E S R AR E R S A
AICEE. G T A A EE M, SCHR[18-2115F AR 15 e A A B ST TR S R
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1.2

g
MR

HEEE
FEM 25 22 402 IT @2 sl ch, 5 R A AN A I R I A S A SR
BRAEILAR. H e, G5l R M B R G DL N, 0 R R A R PO N Zhao S5 NPT T
SCWarn J5i%, BHEIRMKEAELIRS RGRAFA R, JFAERATERA S S, J15h, RO RS %
FRR KB S BT R, G ERGU SBREP SN GA R, BERMZE N RTE
BCA, R AL FE . 0 Landauer 55 N PSR HH — R0 0 N KRN R G B R G ITE, ST
VR S M R A TV REAT A2, P ARG S A AR AL 5 A EAT RS Chen 25 NI —Fh 1)
FEL S5 R GER) 5 A Tk, 273570 R o 8 H SR 4 2 o 5 R UE BT AR B, IR E
TR P 2 ST R S 5 I AR SR, 2 Ay o

5 EIRTTEAR, ASCHE W — FIk T 2 o Bl e 1O W28 M o R 7. AR D il it B R S Y A A
SCAS 2 B 2 AT IR F) D00 26 Q00 95 5 rh LR R 2 2 AR IO AT O, B PE A B 22 4 N % St R LR AT I 4% T e
o P e DR o e, AT Ak 0 0 7 S B AR, AL A AR, A5 ik RE N I8 1T 2 Ph I 4 3R
ETFXER, IFANZ o8 oI S ERE UG R, AR R 2 RRMMNEOIRE S5 MK AT N, L —ERE
bR
R M B

IiH 5]
i} 6] 8k (timestamp) 2021-03-24 20:50:03
Y& 1P ik (s-ip) 10.5.XXX. XXX
H i1 1P #hhik(d-ip) 10.67 .XXX.XXX
H /3 11 (d-port) 8020
5 4 47 FK (name) Apache Shiro 1.5.1 & 361iF £53d I (CVE-2020-1957)

POST /tmui/login.jsp/..;/tmui/locallb/workspace/fileRead.jsp HTTP/1.1
Host: 10.67.#4% Hokok ok
User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko)

AT Chrome/*#% **% % *%% Qafari/537.36
(payload) Content-Length: 28

Content-Type: application/x-www-form-urlencoded
Accept-Encoding: gzip
fileName=/etc/f5-release
POST /tmui/login.jsp/..;/tmui/locallb/workspace/fileRead.jsp HTTP/1.1
Host: 10.67. %% #kok dokk
User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows NT 6.1) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko)
Web 1 7] 17 >R 44 Chrome/##% * % #%% Safari/537.36
(g-body) Content-Length: 28
Content-Type: application/x-www-form-urlencoded
Accept-Encoding: gzip
fileName=/etc/f5-release
HTTP/1.1 405 Method Not Allowed
Date: Wed, 24 Mar 2021 20:51:26 GMT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=utf-8
Content-Security-Policy: script-src ‘self” ‘unsafe-inline” ‘unsafe-eval® http://##* sk ook sk ok
Web 15 1] i B 44 http://localhost:9881 https://hub.jetbrains.com www.google-analytics.com www.google.com
(r-body) www.googletagmanager.com mc.yandex.ru http://¥3 i ok sk %% /hyb; frame-ancestors
self” hittp://Hksk Fkk Hkk Fkk k% hub
Content-Encoding: gzip
Content-Length: 60
Failure: 405 Method Not Allowed

2 FHRGM

9T N R e U T, RSO — A T 2 s B s B R 4 0 B HE Y U5 NAP. A5
B RS 3 M AN —— LR SCEE . SO A O
(1) EF3CHdE: 8 7RO B B OCUE S, BRATRG BEA T A AT R A AT N A B P R R R
B SCRRAE;
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(2) SCAREE: BT P Lah /b B8 R i R GURAS S (W CPU M %, WA 2, VO BFiL&
%), BN TEERSFIHEZLAR, SEHM . Web U5 a1TERAAF Web i 18] i AR o K SCARA(E
B, HET IR R B % 2 A 1 W 455 B
(3) EHEREE: BT AN E A AR AR [F AR &, LS I TE A S A Mol B R R, AT ok B R
F 51 9% N
ATFERVEARNESR I 1 FroR: &%, N T A S 2 e s R IR ICRE, AT ER T — AN TR 1P
ik H 1P ik 1) 2 S0 B S0 B AT A8 A — AN B T = I ALEI XA GRU A% AR ChineseBERT #52Y
WISCA GRS, 1T SO A8 BE 8 M 55 e A= BT S AH 4R IR ) B P 45 20 (R A8 P 27 =) B SCRRAE, 3 T 2 AR Y
G, XAREBFLAERNESHER, K, BT EZ DN MMM GRU #8F 2l 4iF 1
ChineseBERT #5843 ) A 3= & B 9L U S (payload, g-body F1 r~body) 1 &1 55 [ 7 3 5 2 42 FX (name) 7 4 3£
HMARR. ®Ja, ATTER RS AR i g — DR, 224 N R R AR 5 B HE 7 45
T Bk A B DR o 4, R v AR R

_T +T
| Ex s Fx |
N
r N\
d-port payload g-body r-body name
LT X4mBE X A Y5 18 23
BEHHEE.. . NEE i A= RSE
setentionmicy | | el s
— — — ’ | | — 1 :

R W

(o} (e Cho D P Q R N ol  che O
N /
=
— .
A BES T

B 1 NAP K AARHE LR
2.1 TR ERT

2.1.1 R E AR

N T IREUE 0 B R SUE R, BRSO A N R AR (A AR () By IR S . BRI S, BN U4
T2 RH 2 AN KANAAT BREENE H, 23 3RS AT & & R AR T min MEAESS T min FEEF5), B EXC
(preceding) 52 ¥ 51 5 F 3 (following) 55 2 ¥ 51

SRT, AHARHS MBS A — B S UR S EE R B kE, F— 1P ks ik 58 Wi 4 m
HERN—ERE E W% 1P bk W 254758, O TR B SRS B 0 B SCRRAE, A7 T 3 FhsR e
BT UR IP Hhhb i R S B AR S . T H R 1P HhhE R b S B SR g DL T s-ip 5 d-ip FIETR
CE SRR, BRI S, EF SCmABEE N O A N s R R (1) SHais AR
HAA s-ip B975 (RN EE T s-ip B9 BN OO B SENS); (2) 5240 d & RA M d-ip B35 &R T d-ip 19 E
T WAL RNS); (3) 5 4RTE E RN A AMHFE s-ip 5 d-ip A ZENET s-ip 5 d-ip 1T CE B E
). AR T AR, RATKAEBIE 2 KR, R —F BN SCE RN,
2.1.2 bR SCHHE R IE R R

B b, B FEAER R CE BT H) 5 M 2 Wl A TN EL il Mk R AR, ZRE N
B (R R P BB AN () Y BRI G, DR, R A R 0 S T DA R AR e A PR ) B R S X T T
Tl B X 28 B 85545 2., BT BA, NAP 26 T 2 Flt R sk i vk ) B F Ol B 2 s gmigpll. BRms, B
o 0 25 s B SR USSR B 5 R AU RTS8 n dE T, RN C=[c1,¢2,.1Ciy - 5Ca), FoH, n 37N O SN H L HK
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(AR, o RORER i PR EAE B SOF A BB IR B, A T X AN R s 5 R AR R JE ) B R SURRIE R R,
AT bk 3P bR S EUER HEE SRAT I SCRHIE 43 558 SCA CF, Cp ALK C . [RIER, SRR R (1 SC
FHES A E LA Cf, Ch LA Cly . TEE 2 IR B (BB n=5), i it fh 5 B2 RN 2] NS)H L
B, ST s-ip L S0 B S SR g I AR 2 (1) b SCRRIE T LLRIR N S 4EM & CF =11,0,4,0,0].

Ex s 1 2, 3
sip  dip name EF s-ip HIHER EF d-ip WEE BF s-ip & d-ip i
HHE
1 A B N1 s-ip  d-ip name s-ip d-ip  name
2 cC A N2 1 A B N1 1 A B N1
3 A D N3 3 A D N3 9 E B Ns s-ip d-ip name
4 C A Nz 7 A D N3 10 A B N3 0 A B N3
5 ¢ A N2 8 A F N3
6 E C N4 10 A B N3
7oA b N3 ) i [name N1 N2 N3 Na Ns| [name N1 N2 N3 Na Ns |
8 A F N3 {name N1 Nz N3 Na Ns | fcount 1 @ 1 @ 11| fcout @ 0 1 0 0|
m 9 E B Ns fcout 1 @ 4 0 0 f ’ ’
10 A B N3
Eul ci= [10400] c;= [1 010 1] Ciw=[00 10 0]

K2 NAP LR 3CHmhdas i 3 Fi sk mg

2.2 XAHIEMIENFRK
NTIRNESRE I Z A IMEAT J, RIS BB & B8 Web U 7115 KA FI Web iy i 1] )87 44
BN —ANH) -, I SO G B 2% 78 73 2 ) 2 35 4 A8 SUE R, R IRAN BT SO S 38 TRV RN
BRI
22,1 HEWSCHISCARTE LR R
WFRCER, Akl GRUPHEIKE S B, I, SO & — BUSCifRor, Bl
faf  Web Ui [ 75 3K & F0 Web U5 il B4R, 1%, @RS, WO =R, FERE. HIk, NAP
B SCH PR RS DBRAF. BIERFSIEF BRI e, 84517 (40 AppsLocalLogin, getServletPath)¥s 7 A
BOMAE, JEREERE. 8T R, NAP B GRUP P /244 st ) S0 {5 BT gn i, 12 T/ER W, GRU B
A RO U SCA 45 BB BRI, NAP A FH 3 17 BN GloVe A5 R B3IER gl 257 i 3] 11 £, HLiE
B PE I8 3 € R (common  crawl)WSC 4R, R IG AT DAY 55 R 3506 70 3 L 9 SC R a], SOt Yl g vh ok tH ALK IR, B
J&, NAP B —a)F o 1] [ 55 5008 SN X=[x1,%0, X Xn)s FeH: x RoR TSR B0 2 © AN R 25,
RIAJ R 7 AN sim]. RAR AT — P R -1 )M RGBCIRES Ay, PP R 2, SEE 1 r, AR FTR:
z,=o(w,-[h_,x])
{rz =ow, [h_,x]) @
HHp, oFIR Sigmoid B, w. Al w, S RIRREH I THEEHBTEFIMNESH. TR, ARXQEEGT—
B 1) 25 (0 BRBOIRAS iy, T HH 4RI A2 ) BEROIR 25 A, -
h, = tanh(w, -[1; © h,_,,x,])
{hi:zi(ah”-r(l—zi)@ﬁi
HoHp, wy, BRI I 4 S8, OFRRIBITC R TIEIBEAF. N TR A 19 UE B, NAP 8T %A GRU #E 4
SN F, BT GRU KRR AT — BRI ZS A V54 BT BREOIRES A, TS 1 GRU @5 /T — 4N
RS b RS4RI BRBOIR S A SR, NAP 5PN FRRIR A Bkt ok, 19 804 F I ROBCIR S |, B
H, =[h;h]. NAP &3 E RSO 22300005 8, T B v 0 3 0 15 1) G i 2ok 2L
FER S, IR SRR B R AR G AR O, T BRSO AT B AEAE B R 2R MO B LAY, [ it
NAP R B LR & Bk oo R B BART &, NAP AR &4 i B BUIRES [H,. . H, ] E A
PLRUE, RARRIETEE NG AmE S, WAXG)HR:

2
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Szzn:ai xH, 3)

Hor, op 2 H 22 2] BIAUE, B Softmax BT, N X 20 A R 15 SRR, A3 P, O F1 R AR
AT Web Ui [711E SRR FT Web 1 1] W B2 A4 F) 18 LR IR.
222 HCEELZRR AT RN
ERRREZR TN, SEAMPNAERAIE, BEEERD, AfFGEAES . Fit, 584K
A] PLIE I I 2R 4T i AE 5 B (pre-trained language models, PLM)#E4T 4805, Hdr, HEAAFRMEN PLM 23 T4
P 2% 1 X 7] 4 i 2% 2 7R (bidirectional encoder representations from transformers, BERT)#£134 BERT 45 74 i i
2 Sk B WL R 3R A F AR AE, Dl 3z B T A 2 AR 0Tl AR SCHOE SR 0 44 R el
SRS, NAP J#id ChineseBERTUSHifi 3k op 5 5 4 2 R (115 LR V.
2.3 BEHBENFHERR
TR EEE H R O, NAP W gmis R B e 4 m 2, Ellgad 2, K EE iR SR B
. AICK d-port IR NEEE M & D=[d\,d,,...,d;], £, k F/R d-port [/ & & LY.
2.4 1RBMIE
Z5d FiRgmig it 2, NAP 32| IR 11 Flm &= 5E0K.
(1) ERSCHE: SO 3 Rl B IER R (BD CF, Ch 5 Cly ) VAR SO i 3 Fh S s U4 AE 3R
A CY, Ch 5 Coep)s
(2) SCAREE: HFEHMMMERR P Web U7 NG RERI M ERR 0. Web T 7] 1 N4 1] 7] SR 7R R
DL 5 e A FR I =R R N;
(3) BHCEE: B O ERR D. N T HEEERIRR 4, NAP B R FHER &k, A
DFw, K, R ERE A
A=C{ | CH | Ciap IDNIPIQIRINICS 1 Cp | Csapy 4)
N TS B R HE R HE, NAP R 2 )2 BT (multi layer perception, MLP)MJ IR TN AR Y, FE7F % J5 2
A Softmax JZ, ¥ MLP (¥4 H 7 & 50 N — F5 A 3R 73 4ii (probability distribution). B40: 2475 % (¥ XK 72
BE4r T 3 2RI, i HE AR 28 2 A7 A B RURS: 20 ARG 3 181 23 90 R [p1opaps], Fr, py A2 TN O 0 XU R o5 5 (1B 22,
P2 R T A RS 5 8 IR 2, py A2 TN Ay v RS 75 S PR 26, FERE AU I ZRBY B, NAP 3 38 XU 40 2% iR 4
(cross entropy loss)TH8 A AE, HFFHBRRE T A S RAE S/ M. 7R A& I 2 o, NAP BT 45 e
WA Wk AL
Jihh, TESERR ML IS, T RS 1 )y LU AR K, BRI e A 28 0 1) B3 9 1S 24467 (imbalance). 7E I 25
I, B2 2R 1) T 00 A A 0 K B S ) (R T KR 5 2). S T X% il /L, NAP X I 2R 48 v i) o AU 25
AT RFE (R SCHIRFELBIN 30%), FFERRLIIZRIT, MKHE 55 A SR FEA S & 1% B 2 AR wo™, AR
(S)FR:

W;lass — o (5)
nc X }’lk

o1, B I A P T REAR ORI, m, 2 7 7 4 SR W 0 L BB, 26 I8 P 2 2K (= 1) R 3 75
SEMR. B, B 0 KUK 3 B 2 B T e kA T, AT A B S B0 1
BJE, N T AR MHT A v, NAP 90— A48 74 2 g U R 8 4 I TR R A BLEE, 4114 3(6)
iR
V=3 p xw 6)
k=1

ot pe BoR 5B k (k= D)RIEZE A, kBN, RS Z BRI & EROR, WBGE IR . w™ Romxt
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Sk BIR T MIBUEME, ATHBUEN w™ =k -1k =1). B, &5 2 00 e xS ot m, JOHE7E VR, NAP
KPS SR H P E v P RAT T, a0 S Ab BEHELE AT A XU, A N R REE S R LA
Tl B B R 28 AT D9, 328 T DIE A0 o ) o 2 £ A 2.

FESEBRRL R, 22 438 8 T D RRER IR K B 52, NAP 2 3 B[] 5 e 10 %ot 307 A6 Rl f 1 285 0 5 2 33 47— IR
HeR, JETH SRR PE O FE A,

=

3 0% W

AT EBRFFLLLT 5 AL ) /.
e RQI1: NAP 7E P £ %5 2 b1 HE 5 20 anff 2
o RQ2: NAP [N 3= B AR 2 75 %0 HE P 45 T A5 oTk?
o RQ3: NAP [} &EF N B 2 75 % HE 45 505 5Tk
e RQ4: NAP [ EZESHON HE 7 45 R 7 A BRI 52 ?
o RQS: NAP 7EHEFRE LRI W2
NI 5 AN AL AR, A SCHESS 3.1 1-28 3.3 WA A BEAIEE . W IRFR ISR E, AR 3.4
-5 3.6 o Vvt xf ESERe . R SEE AR S HE, RGN 3.7 WRERHEF A,
3.1 HEE
A F 23 TR K R 1 R s T A R, BRI M s N S ECRIE T A M e s EEHTE
(NSFOCUS intelligent security operation platform), 7% EaAVEN . BA M. PIZKC RPN TUE B K
BRI EFRARISHAT IR . XSS Bl ASE, A7 Mz B S 1A Rtk 5 2 FE i B ARk 4.
o HHME. BT RART B RERR, FIOARIESER A 2k, X 3 4030 1 ih 4 B R
MERXNLHE, F4GUE L S, 3305 % R 50 0 A AR
o M. X3 ASIN G, FHAMT 7Th MM NEERYE. K2 RN TSN TGRSR, U3
HLIEXT ST YR TP HubE A S di . B 1P Mk R SRR . B DM R sE . HE 4
FRAn e . JE S EEA I S 3B Web V7RIS RAEMT (S L. B4 Web U7 i 08 244 [ &5 BE DA
J A AR B i o b, Horb TERURS: B SR IR IR H LSS A R R iR IR T B B A 2 S B
S BT T R T SN R A, LA A M AL
#2 AL RELRER
A S1 S2 S3 Avg.
# s-ip [KIFh2 4379 4145 12605 7043.00
#d-ip AP 4700 4227 4520 448233
# d-port Rl 542 976 4102 1873.33
# name [¥)Fh 2 348 427 381 385.33
HE% payload (%)  16.51 49.63  32.68 32.94

dE4% q-body (%)  7.28  23.51  15.04 15.28
4E% r-body (%)  6.92  21.09  13.87 13.96

TE RS (%) 94.00 79.61  82.03 85.21
AR IR (%) 372 2023 17.93 13.96
o AR (%) 228  0.17 0.04 0.83

M 2 AT ZAIERAEE, 3 AL 2P S 38533 M B 4K, 7 043.00 FRiE 1P Hutik. 4 482.33
P H TP kLR 1873.33 FH M 1, I BL7E 3 A stiext & BZEBRK. Fln, S3 ¥ R 2 s-ip A2
605)21°9 S2(4 145)1) 3 fi5. F4h, EMSCHIARZS & L5 52 RS G (4 5 L D7 T, 3 R SEIext S A K% R
Bl dn: S2 H i RS 75 2 (0 5 HE(20.23%) 418 S1(3.72%) 0 5 15, S2 Ak 4% 5 2 3 47 1 5 EE(49.63%) 41N
S1(16.51%)If 3 . W4k, P F, 32.94%M P45 % BAG F 5 1 payload XA(EE, (HEA g-body
r-body )55 2 5 LR, T35 LE 4 BA 15.28%F1 13.96%. it T 45 20 S286 5 52 A SR T 6 h Y #2518 5 TE R
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6 5 B RAE (AN S 2.4 715 B A B At 1, 4% 18 3:1 LU BRI 4 R U R AR TSR AR, 5 505 1 h I 5 2R A IU4R.
3.2 i ERR

AR SCAT 55 A2 %ok 22 Foft IR 5 0 10 TR 48 A 5 S R AT HE P, TR AR SC 4k B TAER 2Ll AR — (b 47 40 i 3
%% (normalized discounted cumulative gain, NDCG){E ¥ #x. NDCGM L2 4 & HEF R G A WL RI6 45, %3845

F & BAEHET A A BN AR A, A R(7)1F H:
DCG@k

NDCG @k = 7
IDCG@k
Hr, DCG@k FKRTT k NMHETF & RMIT RFIE R, HARE®)TH:
_\_ gain,
DCG @k = z} e @D 8)

2, gain; RoREE § A B SEBR AR 00 To AR & B gain {9 0; BEE KRNI _ETE, &%
gain M. J14h, IDCC@k REFLIEH PR T T R 25, NDCG@ke[1,10], NDCG@k i#K, RYIHE
G R

FESEPRA TP S e, 224 N B o 4% BRI o 1) ek 6] 1) B R Ui B 5 . il R AT TR, AT A
ANFIE F F ) ) B 080 3 1 25 R AT HE T, R 4k A AR DY, S A [ R I TR B, AR SCKE BT R AR 1
SR I R AR, ARSI I HE T B A () B 152 15 min. 930, XTI (R 8:00-9:00 [t 2 2 %4,
PEA HEAR NDCG@15.00-9:00 P HIA TR(9)75 HY
NDCG @]gpq.515 + NDCG @lg5 530 + NDCG @139 5,45 + NDCG @13.45.5.0

NDCG @1g9.9.00 = 4

()

3.3 IMEERE

ALHT Python 3.9 1 Pytorch 1.13 SEHL NAP. i M8 3R, ASCECE HEFF A I 18] 9 15 min, | F3C
i 5 B E L R/NAT 24 5 min, GRU #ERUBRGECR S 19 K /A 100, INZRIEAIKECH 10, GloVe BB HEHT I
SRUF R A B4R RE SN 300, 7R STIUN B 7 VAR, AR SCRATREAY A B IR, JRER IR IR R E S
$. A XAE Ubuntu 20.04.6 LTS L 3E4T AT SL5, M2 HC % Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5218R CPU@2.10 GHz.
64 frigfE 24 L & NVIDIA Tesla A100 40 G GPU & .

3.4 NtEbscud

3.4.1 X7k
AT 1) H R RQL, B NAP A 2. BT 28300 18 A HE 4 0 25 1 TAF 30 v LA E Rz
BT 10, DRI A A 26 4 ) 28 00 4 20 1) 3 28 T AU OTRA K TT 3 4 5 4 1 e TR VU AT it 7 P 1 48
B HETAT S
o AlertRank: Zhao % NP H — Bl 7] 1T da 445 S (0 HEF 1%, %05 1000 50 A 0 1 AR Hidk P B
¥ i (topic) KR AEAT IDF H5AE, JHlt s HADRE (52 IR R . Es SRR . S8 RANEL.
5T —AN 5% 2 (A T (R A] B 45), &5 A XGBoost #EATHEFF.
o DeepCASE: Van %5 NSt —Fh 3 3% 55 WL 0 =00 250578, 1407 AN R 25 8 44 BRI 40 A 11
B, AN LB PR LRSS S LB AR, R ER ST ERER S
HILREHE T 2 Zen, o H 0 BR85S CAEREIET Lo, M S2 D044 8 XU 20 i L Bl 25, hid
T AR S 1 45 S HE PP 3 5, AR ST R R, 2 f T 285 SR 15 B HE P 45 R
342 XtHhghHg
#* 3 4 NAP 5 H A X} H 75 ¥ (AlertRank 5 DeepCASE)fE 3 HSZ8 %t %.(S1-S3) L HIH F 3865 NDCG@k
(ke[1,10]), BAFEARHDEARERRITE L i g R, HR3 A NAP R EIG M HRE T4 R, 7
3 SR E, NAP Wik B HEF 86 NDCG@k, TEE A 0.840 8-1.000 0 2[4, H NDCG@1 5
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NDCG@10 1 N2 710N 0.0815(S3). 5 AlertRank 1 DeepCASE #H L, NAP 7t 10 ™ NDCG@k (ke[1,10])
febr b P8R TR 5108 64.73%F0 1 260.87%. X & K9 NAP B £ JudE iR 30, il i £ 5 1P Hhhk 5 H i1
IP Hhhbf) 2 KmE BT X EBEMEBHREEE LT XELR, IR AT EZIPH XA GRU AL A
ChineseBERT B 7Y 1) LA G A 2% 27 °F 1 B4l SCS O Bds, A1k NAP BB 78 75 R i 24 1T 52 % 22 A8 1 ) 2 B 58
FIM 247 K. X T AlertRank, By /245035 28 T X & B AT, B RBENLE, M AlertRank 42 B 4F1E
(002 2 HBUTR | & R A B SR IR RE 70 0 I WL 2 IR A4S, T LS T 17 52 854 1 G v M SRR AIE T8 VR %o
o, [RAZ 5 iR CAFE 4 4 3R B W85 R {5 2. A 4k, DeepCASE I A2 8 i uARfFEE, HAX
B O A 2 ) AR R R, DR DLTE B P HE ) B B IET (1S min) P9 A R H o RO

Yany:ld
H=.
£ 3 NAP FXTEE AR 3 A28t R i HEF 45 51
R — NDCG@k
e Tk 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
NAP 08750 0.8750 08749 08749 08749 08749 08635 08544 08470 08408

S1 AlertRank  0.7917 0.7917 0.7623 0.7182 0.7093 0.7029 0.6751 0.6931 0.7077 0.7104
DeepCASE  0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205 0.0205

NAP 1.0000 1.0000 09707 0.9546 0.9441 09367 09310 0.9266 0.9229 0.9199

S2 AlertRank  0.5000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000 0.4990 0.4983 0.4976 0.4971
DeepCASE  0.1586  0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586 0.1586

NAP 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9580 0.9307 09112 09079 0.9221 09155 0.9185

S3 AlertRank 03750 0.4234 04413 04512 04576 04622 04656 04736 0.4804 0.4863
DeepCASE  0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239 0.0239

NAP 09583 0.9583 0.9485 09292 09166 09076 0.9008 0.9010 0.8951 0.8931

Avg.  AlertRank  0.5556 05717 0.5679 0.5565 0.5556 0.5550 0.5466 0.5550 0.5619 0.564 6
DeepCASE  0.0677  0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.0677 0.067 7

3.5 JHRASCLE
NIEIZ RQ2 A1 RQ3, AT LLF 2 4 yH Al S8 7 T 78 NAP 1) 4 Fh 3= T AR A0 3 2% A\ 04 1 sT k.
3.5.1 KT NAP == H4H 4R 1) fhse is
NAP [ FZHM4AFE 1 XD 12 R RG] . ORI 1 XA GRU A58 FNE 52 ) #L] LA
K% 2 IEEINLMLP). AT LR 5 FhAs 4.
e NAPAE b bR SCE B gmig i, ASTHARIEE 1P dhik 5 H ) 1P thhkHHT £ SR gnid, e s 5
o BR 2 R BB A i — MU
o NAPrppr Ml NAPuy #F NAP STA SR AG 35 Hh A0 GRU B2 43 51 % ey TEXIDF I TextCNNM6L B
PRT 5, NAPppp il TExIDF TH5 & A F i ALE w, JFIESE i A SR 1 E [ & xS 8 a)mE S,

B S=Zwi-x,.. NAP oy 7E TextCNN AR o |57 K B2 4331 O 2—4 19 3 HERUZ, HARA A 100 M,
i=1

o NAPYS B SCA G i 3 b XU GRU A5 78 13 7SI ML

o NAPYO, ¥ £ 2B ANHLE #e A B )2 B AN AL

IR JTEAE 3 ALSEE X 5 E T NDCG@k (ke[1,10]) I3 4. 5 NAPA: MLk, NAP 7£ 10 A NDCG@k
(ke[1,10])F6 45 P34 T 14.40%. SR 78 HE R 7 5K ™ 1% I (B k=1 1), NAP £ NDCG@1 845 | H NAPALE
PE1129.36%. SRR SR8 E T CEZmIDALEIA L, NAP H 3 T U5 1P #hiik 5 B (9 1P Hhhik 1) 2 SR wg
Gt ALH ERE IR R £ R CE B IIE R, 5 NAP e M NAPou M EL, NAP 7£ 10 A~ NDCG@k(ke[1,10])F4
br BRSP4 T 2253 31l 09 49.68%H11 5.07%. %45 KK M: 5 TFxIDF # TextCNN AH Lt, NAP H )  [A] GRU
BB BB o) B 5 AR SO IIE SUE B @R I NAP 5 NAPLD. il 41, NAP £ NDCG@k(ke[1,10])48 45 ¥
PR 16.07%. XUk BRI HLHI e 08 A 2 AL 32 B AR SR B R (S R, A B IR ol SR AN [R] RIS 2 ) 11 45
E‘J%ﬁ. AN, 5 NAPY, KLk, NAP #£ 10 N~ NDCG@k(ke[1,10])45kr - F 3R H 6.00%, %45 RIEW T £ 2
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TRFIHLTHE R (1 TR
R4 NAP LHGT EEAM IR 3 AL R T B H 45 3

— NDCG@k
7k T 2 3 7 5 6 7 8 9 10

NAP 0.9583 09583 0.9485 09292 09166 09076 09008 0.9010 0.8951 0.8931
NAPAE 07408  0.7730 0.7898 0.8066 0.8175 0.8208 0.8271 0.8287 0.8297 0.8334
NAPrppr 0.6666  0.6022 0.5391 0.6025 0.6000 0.6252 0.6366 0.6339 0.6320 0.6355
NAPcnn 0.8333 0.8495 0.8650 08806 0.8852 0.8885 0.8910 0.8956 0.8926 0.8925

NAP[:’TOT 0.8125 08125 0.8052 08011 0.7944 0.7896 0.7774 0.7779 0.7807 0.7811
NAP]\’;SP 0.8148 0.8578 0.8737 08755 0.8766 0.8774 08780 0.8812 08811 0.8793

3.5.2 KT NAP i N Hs ) T ik S8 56
AICHE 8 FAZATEDTIL NAP 1 3 A A od (B0 R SOl < SO iodi A s Sl ) o HE 7 1 5T
S, NP NAPNS . NAPYS . NAPRS o NAPUS,, NARS,, 71 B0\ 0 1 T SCHCIR. 500

Payload * Name?

Web 17 [l 75 KK . Web Vs i W g4 58 AFK. H R BB, 548, NAPLc Fl NAPLqow™ 43 ML R b

Context Context

I (preceding)f5 25 X (following) 5 8. R FVEALE 3 S50 % G F 1) F3¥) NDCG@k(ke[1,10]) W3 5.
5 NAP R H KT R BAMMRMALE 3 AL R T HH 745 %

NDCG@k

JiiE 1 2 3 7 5 6 7 8 9 10

NAP 09583 09583 09485 09292 09166 09076 09008 09010 08951 0.8931
NAPNO 06139 0.6922 07281 0.7537 0.7758 0.7915 0.8035 08148 08244 08326

Context

NAPFeedine 06667 07294  0.7527 0.7905 0.8095 0.8141 0.8176 0.8299 0.8338 0.8369

Context

NAPflovine 07083 0.7244 0.7206 0.7256 0.7452 0.7514 0.7561 0.7680 0.7777 0.7858

Context

NAP)O 0.6032 05548 05271 05259 05305 0.5249 05206 0.5145 0.5240 0.5266

Payload

NAPg_gody 0.8333 0.8656 0.8775 08771 08768 0.8766 0.8765 0.8764 0.8763 0.8762
NAP,i‘fgody 0.8333 0.8495 0.8553 0.8585 08606 0.8576 0.8553 0.8500 0.8427 0.8367
NAPYC 0.6582 0.6420 0.6608 0.6571 0.6528 0.6454 0.6358 0.6412 0.6455 0.6482

Name

NAPYO 0.8125 0.7941 0.8263 0.8146 0.8221 0.8230 08237 0.8267 0.8266 0.8240

D-Port

5 NAPJC, AL, NAP 7£ NDCG@k(ke[1,10])Fa b5 b 1T 342 T+ 3R 21.94%, X2 A bR SCHHE g%
S W R AR I SRAS. A, B NAP 5TV NAPSce Fll NAP o™ AHXT L AT %1 NAP 78

Context Context

NDCG@k (ke[1,10])Fa#5_F Et NAPFrcedne s 8820 17.62%, Hb NAPIIovine Sp 514ty 23.63%, 3% 43 SIE W] F 3¢

Context Context
585 b SCE B HET R TTER. B L NAP 5 NAPY, ., AT %, NAP 7£ NDCG@k (ke[1,10) 485 1 P24 m
72.25%. RE 3 HEBXAN G RA 32.94% 15 & A 25 L8 (payload)(L.% 2), (HH T payload
X AR ST T VR, Rk, HOCRE BT REER. B4, @K NAP 55 E NAPY D,
A1 NAPD o FHXSEL AT I NAP £ NDCG@k (ke[1,10D)3R 45 Lt NAPYS P35 5.75%, HL NAPRG P62
i 8.36%, FIEM] Web 7 i 7 KA F Web U 17 W5 N AR HE 71O TR, %45 RIER W, NAP FHX T NAPYD Al
NAPG o, HIFRTH A B RACT NAP AR T NAPS  F2TH4. XN g-body T r-body 2% f-F- 4 L 45 73 53 Ay
15.28%F1 13.96%(JWL3& 2), B BAKT payload I3 I EL1(32.94%), (R, g-body 1 r-body X 15 ZHE 7
H L payload HIR. 74h, 5 NAPYO Hith, NAP £ NDCG@k (ke[1,10D)Fa ks LT3R TR N 41.95%. X

FUA 5 AWK N R P OO, B — E AR B R A R K . BRI X EE NAP 5 NAPYS AT
A1, NAP fE NDCG@k (ke[1,10])48 45 L F 4R 5 12.43%, X iE B B 8EE H 0o 1% HE R 1 5T k.
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3.6 EESHHIETNE

S R T % ABIERRA0G R LA L BB o ik

3621

A% RQA(EESHIIFLM), AL 5 0 WHEFP RGBS ). R ORI vE 3 & DK/ GRU
RUBSGEOIR A 1R /NX 3 AT AT B I, L34 RN 3 fior. Hd: x fiRoR k{8, y BERoR 3 i xR b
HFpfabs NDCG@k WIV-3ME. &5, NWHFUHET (B RIS (B0 5256 45 R se ), SEad iz 280y i E N 15
min. 30 min A 60 min. H1T24Z% 30 min 5 60 min I, NAP KIfEF 4855 NDCG@k (ke[1,10])335 5 &K
EED 1), FUbARSZIE & (HRTEE Y KRI[1,50], W 3@)Fin. %8 R S HET B fR .
AR B, HEp st — 2ok, Bk, ASCRE 15 min BHEF B REEHRLERE — 2 i8kg e, JLoxt
T2 TSR ESN G HIR/NAT, SERKH 5 51 B2 5 miny 10 min A1 15 min. W& 3(b)fim:BEE
TEBNE O B3R, HEFfis NDCG@k BH#i7Z 2. X RF il KIEsh & O8I N T KRELRN T 0EE, %t
HeFp 45 Rt il T R, X U0 B A HE R I B T S & IR B & RN, RS, AT GRU Y BRGEUIR
AR/ RS S0 45 B SR, SRI0 K 1% 2 00 Il ¥ B D 50, 100 A1 200. 11 3(c)mTn: 7E— 8 Yu A, NAP Xt

GRU #478 FEbR 25 ) K/ FF AU,

—— 15 w38 —a— 6B —— 5 —a— 19 -+ 15 e 50 —e— 180 —a— 200
1.406 i—.t—--t.,_—.h.*-—&—-g—.-ﬂ‘\ 1.9 ‘_H"——o-_‘_._'_._._. 1.¢0
A4 *'-‘. .“\ é) A4
® 9.95 o PI: _at. ) B G 2.8 A ®0.95
2 N 2
S 0.90 z 8.6 e | 618,98
9.85 b4 53356 7s0m O

15 191528253035404550
k
(a) HEFT 18] K e )

K 3

3.7 NAPRUHEFRE

(b) BT CmtEARIESN E 1B RN
AR SHECE T NAP 78 3 A9t R BB HE 45

k

%2172 3 45 6 7 8 918
k
(c) GRU #5714 Bl R A 1) K/

DR TE NAP J250f L 75 32 T W DK S AR R e 1 190 228 0] 5 5 ) ) 3R BL(RQS), 3R 6 JRIR T & A A HE e A 41 Sk
BEs G ep BT AT U Al I PV FE RN (R, AT S, P 5 VEIIRELE 6 s L HRERS 1 000 A 2% 0 5, 3o
LN E TN, BRATTIENHF I T AlertRank il DeepCASE, X2 Hi+ 4 17 248 th B AT
Bl RIS B AR R B R 2 2RI MG S, ATER G T 2 ou il BAT B, R A R
i Web U5 TR AR . Web U5 i Wi R |t 8 44 FRSCA B v 22 2138 SUF BRI S, AT R AT #%%

{1 HE P S 18]

# 6 NAP FxtLb 77 3 A seib w4 i HE IR

05k S1 (min) S2(min) S3 (min) Avg. (s/1000 4“)

NAP 27.1 41.3 18.3 5.4
AlertRank 8.3 10.9 6.6 1.2
DeepCASE 24.4 32.6 20.9 3.5

4  SEETE

ASTT L T AT 25 0 46 v o P 3 ST 1 25 00 5 A 22 B RV T ORI ) 0 A U A AR 25
RS, “ENGNEE AW, B, 24 A 53 xE DR BR8] P 6 fic ) e ol 26 0 5 3 k47 N T2 b, AT
LIt B AT Ty T e RS 7 . AT T NP R 6 AL I Py 1) I T 1) k00 755 5 4 DX 20 51
BATHER, W IZ RGN 2 R, B, ATORAZEEE N T SLBPPA . 28R RIET 3 h A SR 2

f==%
i,

G RIAE EREAERAT . REBERUT . A SENEH LGS, K H%E4

Jguun

AN

141 Fh, J5 1P

HudE 3L 1 761 A, H AR IP Hudk 3k 947 Fi, UK 200 36 8 B AESZBEIEAL b, ASCREAT 15 min 50 260095 AR
WIZREE, #H AR 165 min (35 8 E P HE
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F 7 N NAP 5 H A%t b J7 3% (AlertRank 5 DeepCASE)#E H SEH¥E 4 _E I HEF a4 NDCG@k (ke[1,10]),
BAMEVRRRAEROR T T RIFRER. HE 7T RS L NAP BB A M AR E iR 4
R, HEF$8 b8 NDCG@k (ke[1,10])7E 0.933 4-1.000 0 2 [8], 4K & F X777 AlertRank (4 F 0.638 1-0.752
3)5 DeepCASE (0.857 1), %45 Rt — DR 1 A5 V5 1 38 1t 5 s i %

R T NAP SO HUT AR O a4 L HEF 45 2R

NDCG@k
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
NAP 1.0000 09699 09586 09569 0.9557 0.9605 09617 009523 09384 0.9334
AlertRank  0.6472 0.6381 0.6607 0.6854 07015 07129 07261 07366 0.7451 0.7523
DeepCASE  0.8571 0.8571 0.8571 08571 0.8571 08571 08571 0.8571 08571 0.8571

5 BYMEE

5.1 FEEH

R B B, AR SCHE T ik 52 B 0 R v 3 A R A AT AL DX T 4 I R, AT DR AIE T 9 R R A A
ThEb, kG A I L VAR A, A SOR AT R IR ARD, RS> URACRE I, T2 R 4 R GO SO A
REIITEIF R E S 3.3 THR).
5.2 LIHE

AR SCAE F G R IR 3 20 W 2% Ty 04 AR AT SR G 3.4 1Y), HFESEERITAS A (BB 4 )RR E R
EM gL R R B SE PSS AR, RE S 3.1 WSS 4 W IR T ARSI B RO 0 B A 2 R,
{2 3K 6 S B B AN e AR AR A ] B X 250 5 . 534k, XFEE 7 DeepCase #l1 AlertRank 7£ 3F-A & % X
Ror 45 g I F BB SR I R AT, BRI, SRSRIRATTIG WU R T8 22 20 ) I X 48 0 5 5 AT B8 AR VT £k

6 RFKRIfE
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