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Intrusion Detection on Linux System via System Call Traces

Dongcheol Shin, Seongje Cho
Dept. of Computer Science and Statistics, Dankook University
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2. LiSID(Linux System Intrusion Detection)®| ¥% # 7|5
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2.1. 28 ©x|(Misuse detection)
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2 AFAE Al FEAM Alad i%% sl 2 WA "HxE guiEA sdsteid HA g Zzoads
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