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Intrusion Detection using System Call Sequences and Genetic Algorithms
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2.1. SEMEIDIM (FSA : finite state automata)
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SEL L2 S(GA:Genetic Algorithms)
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TP(True Positive) : 24 & ofdoz #dt

TN(True Negative) : 342 Adoz U
FP(False Positive) : B3& 94302 wd

FN(False Negative) : 9442 Aoz #g
Detection rate = TP / (TP+FN)

False positive rate = FP / (TN+FP)
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