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[S1] id
uid~100(ssmcl) gid~100 groups~100
{$2] chup
usage
[S3] csh
[S4] ps
PID TTY TIME COMMAND
16302 pts/6 14'20 csh() /* PID-Process ID

chup <pid> [uid [euid]]

[S5] chup 16302 100 100
Setto 0 0

[S6] id
uid-0(root) gid-100 groups~100
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* Report @ A4 94 Ayl vigdhs YYdwdel 4
* MLV : Minimum Limitation Value(# 2 <A x])

* Warning @ Folgtx FHE AYHY
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1 Algorithm Intrusion-Detection
2 Scenario = Associate(LT);
3: forall Intrusion i € IT do begin
4: CMP = Compare( IT(i), Scenario )
5 if( CMP > MIN(E) ) then
Report = (JCMP

6 : end

Warning = Intrusion_Decision{ Report )
end
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1 ¢ Algorithm Associate

2: L1 -{sls€LTG) )}

3: for (k=2L4., ¥ O;k++) do

4:  C; = Candidate_Item_Generation( L )
5: forall trial t EULT do

6 : C; = subset( C,, O

7 forall candidates c<C, do

g c.count++,;

: en
10 L, - {ceC, | ccount

11 end (}JL;,

= MIN(sup)}

12 ¢ Scenario -
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1 : Algorithm Candidate_ltem_Generation

2 insert into C, // ]om step, when L is sorted
3: select p.item,, p.item,, + - -, p.item, |, q.item,
4:
5

join 0}1

A}
hal

from L, 15, L. 1a
where p.item,= q.itemy, *+ * *
p.itemy, = q.item; ,,p. ztemk W q.itemy. | 5

6 forall item ¢ € ¢, do // Prone step: now prune rules
with subsets missing in
Ly

7 forall (k1) subsets s of ¢ do

8: if (s&L,., ) then

9 delete ¢ from Cy

10: end

11: end
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1 : Algorithm Intrusion_Decision

2 forall intrusion i€Report do

3: forall mal t€LT do

g : forall stat/: sE{sEITG) | s>minweight} do

6: LT(t)EIT(z s)) then count++.

7 xf(cmnt“'k)ﬂxen

8: Warning - (JRepor#(:)

9: break

10: end if

i if {{count >~ MLV) Il count <= k}} then

12 insert LT(t) into ITG,s)

13 end if

14: end
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