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Abstract

Collective traffic data (BPS, PPS etc.) for detection against the distributed denial of service attack on
network is the time sequencing big data. The algorithm to detect the change point in the big data should
be accurate and exceed in detection time and detection capability. In this work, the sliding window and
discretization method is used to detect the change point in the big data, and propose five nonparametric
test statistics using empirical distribution functions and ranks. With various distribution functions and their
parameters, the detection time and capability including the detection delay time and the detection ratio for

five test methods are explored and discussed via monte carlo simulation and illustrative examples.
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AefUle] LA R3S} Ao 7H53tR Qe thgFeh 22kl AujaEo] A
ol st &kl AMulart 7193 =7t Fast AAYPer FAet dnt. sHARE
37 £ A EoR AT YolA 2ekel Ausdl el B 4
20114 Ao 22 £ AWEol Wa) 85% FAHACH, AelHEA0E AT Tshel
el (oF 41729)0l 2 ATz A7 A7 =1 Qe @_zg, ojtt (Symantec, 2011).

B A 8|2 7] 2 (distributed denial of service; DDoS) & 242 A A= sAUAA Bl S4dvkge] &
B PO 3ol 57 AFE A2dolu HEAZol SAlo) Au2g 2 AT SAIZ o] T3
S8 oA Auls FU wE A A%E FUA/E FAolth. 53] DDoS BAL ¥ oo g
Ao 2 3= Aol ollgt EA AL w8 28 A2 J7F 31 Atk ZU A= 20093
79 7Y(77 DDoS)¥} 2011d 3€¥ 4Y(34 DDoS)o| A, =4, 23 A oy TEA o|E 5o F
7} 8 24] DDoS B 20] 93 vhilsl & Aol BAste] 4742 Q48T Aok,

DDoS 342 £H| PCo|| &} F40o] JAHBE F49 dHS Zo} o] & TTHA =
sttt oAl FA9) WA RS A% BRG] 2AE Ao] B4 thee A AT F
oleh, MEAZOIA B4R E 2] Folut g 2A37] 9
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per second) Y PPS(packets per second) 52 8% A& (big data)©]t}. o] A5l tjgt DDoS &
22 GA%) ANNE AETE BA LuAF AGADS Wwe ABFA G| FH ol
of gith. 121 BPSY PPS 59 &% AR EL o|& THdks UEHZY ARSEA ol SFAIE
o et old REA SAE ANT gons Bem YU A8 olsinh. MENZNA AT
o) Aol Wt A%H O WARE hEY ARl AET 5 TS AL Aol TOUAT, A4
251A DDoS 34+ ©AT 5 A+ TAF ol tigk 28 o] A7)t
HEYZ 714k DDoS +7 €4 #H2 dutzoz 2o F 7IxE FEHAY (Karend} Peter,
2007). A WA FeiA Y DDoS 24 S BA5}e] 0|2 Holeolac] $28 F, o
gt Egfjgo] A A7t AR & QAR ol FUE W ol FEHLE FASE AlZYA 713}«]
gAptAeltt. T HAlE AAAEA AFA Y MEYa Edg ExE RUEE st 43712
== EdEY B2l A LS TAZALE FAse] AT dAXE Bt F¢
o5 ¥HL 2 7kFd= o] 4" A (anomaly detection) BHolth 7]£9] A|IYA WAoo 7= ZF 3}
A5 318 bk DDoS B47188 ASH: tlol @A} glent, olabea) wae wxe) Wabd B
A=)
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£ 531 AFA S35H DDoS FAZMIE BAT 4 JonE A @ Wyolth
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DDoS 484 Wel Bt 478 @ A= PR the) e} (Carl 5, 2000). 3A, 79
=929 SY(PEe, Pordls, SEEE 5)E 2HHYD T UBLAA =hde) AYFE o
FEASE 49 $A0R RS PHolth B4, A £AHE BAEE YEYD =492 9
2 £ 4to]

A A R EAAS A0 Ao EAE A A Al Fore
$ 01 DDoS FAL2 TATH oIt} (Lish Lee, 2003). A= A2k} A2 s
24e) a9 S 24eks 57 GBASe] Bxo) o3l Nahdo] WASEAS FAL
tel, o]& B3 DDoS 28 BA3= o 2H B Aol A3kt st

X9 ¥IdS A6 g A W CUSUM dae)E, Ap7HEA o)EBaAE (Expo-
nentially Welghted Moving Average Charts), ¥Wsl7l-s =77, Bayesian Shiryaev-Roberts {9
52 A3y o)A g BExU} A i 7HEEE B4E W olt) (Basseville?} Nikoforov,
1993; Ross 5, 2011). <=$jo] 273k v|242 CUSUMO|Y B]E242 Shiryaev-Roberts 5 (Mcdon-
ald, 1990; Gordon-\} Pollak, 1994)¢] &A13} 9] A4t Al fd= = Wre] 53 Z2A=Z A3 4l
LHFABAANE AR3H7] AAX 9tk AAA | (stationary regime) 717F F9F AR #AE=x)9 F7
2 BARS o] &3F= H|E 42 CUSUM ®M (Brodsky$} Darkhovsky, 1993)& &-83lo] 25 W ES
3 T3 A= Wang 5 (2004), Takada2} Hofmann (2004), Siris®} Papagalou (2006) 12|11
Tartakovsky 5 (2006)9] ATE EAAT, MehAS BAsh AN 27 TASH vALHd 4%
SIAE THEdA FATS S Ane da B49 T A4S BAsRn dolH Nest AsE
= o] &A)3t} (Ming, 2011).

Mz = rlo 2 ox rr
o),

1 |m
ol o

2 AToIE RTe Wabd AR E A Minsd PHonA AUA RTGSE ol e I AR
o EHE O1BT AAYUS AT FolA AR w9} 2ol ST ARoIN AFA REFs
ot &HE Atsketl Adolx= WEe SRS} ALFAIZEe] BAl A ™EHA "t 2= o] #A
£ 31Z23H7] 931 Ross 5 (2011) 7} Al 2+3t Sliding Window$} Discretization(SWD) ®HH & ARS-3t
G ol We ARl A7t A2 BobAERE 4 A4 Ao ARt ojuelel 4SS o,
HS BAE A A0 F ES Ar1902 2U0mH theT ARANL AW B vz B3
o] A sl dsitt

2 =R 0} go] TAR] Atk 28l AL BEe) WAL BAH] AT Mg oA
APA Bxg4o] Ao]E o]&3F Cramer-von-Mises®} Kolmogorov-Smirnov A4 H-S TFEH, <A
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A AT IR EX9 AR, HELE EX]57] $3 Mann-Whitney A78W, AER4
s 9 HT 7} FAlol W3l Aol &8 5 Qe
Lepage WS 27/i%th 380X E td&F A50A W FAE -ﬁa} AR, F0E AlekzA
2 W=EA]7]+= Sliding Window 2} Discretization W& A3k, o H
= Atsttt. 480 A= DDoS ¥4 °|x€] BPS, PPS #x%} ¥4 ]—?—"ﬂ ‘JrF/PE_} —’F U THFS
29 W3lE nHste] h&F A5 E B0k RYAHAS AAISte] A DDoS 34 24 v
Astar B2t 5380 DDoS g4 o] AA BT A5 A5l Aldd WSS A8A
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=
9 AgS ST v 62oA S =gt
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Ross 5 (2011)2 Ex9] HX|8} 45 EFo HQEPG o] Z2A=X= &X3}7] Y3t v 242 5o
<A SAFES AT HES A 22 Aol e 2
B BERLE A8IHe WELH ARPUEE ABAALH, £4 5AZE A
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37 9AE 95 BB R
B3 el WIS Wb BASe) Fo Aoz FeiA Yk
RS WS BAPEES Y5 Aiste] th8F AR 1AGelA WYY BPS 52 PPS A

Dy ={z1,...,xk,..., 2}, 1<k<t<oo.
oAl k(< t)AN-oA WE o] EAFE=AE AAFY] A8t tARAA LA FEE D = {a1,
oo xpy 3 D = {xpy1, ..., 2 ) B 23T o714 D, = D |J D}
AR5 DDoS §4L 9457 8 R2e) Wl v BAlL DIk Digel 9] wsh} 2415
EAE st EAF Ak ol ARG He AFMES g L v 2ol 28T 4 Sl

FYo, if 1<i<k,
Ho: X; ~ Fp,, I <t: X A ‘
FDQ, lf k<Z§t
t

AR A YA BEPSE oG MRS PHL 033 2ok DIt Dio| EASE
9 + 7 CEEES

k(< t)AHolA Wzt o] &R)s=A]9] thdt Cramer-von-Mises(CVM) SAHEHS ZAE 2 BET 4o
AE AR Cpy(o) = Sy o (1) — Fos (@24 A5 2, tARoIAe) AREAZS o1} 2
o] 2R, AAsA AHA hyol thsto] CVM, > h 9 A%, M3} o] 2A6HA] Peths AFA
2 71729t} (Anderson, 1962).
Cl/c,t - K’
CVM; = max — (2.2)

k,t

A7V ey = (E+ 1)/t 0y = T+ D) - = G/E + (&~ RELRE - B} + 172,
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AEA Bxs4E AR FU1A 9 AAWH 224 Kolmogorov-Smirnov(KS) AAS AL o

KSy,: = max | Fpy (z) — Fp2 ()] - (2.3)

t

KSAAREAZEY p-z+ Kim (1969)0] Ao+t Greenwell®} Finch (2004)0] ZAMAZ #bHo=z
pree AR F, tAIHANME p-h2 pe = ming pr 2 AT AHH AHE e ol o
3%, Azt o] AR Fethe AR 71ZbE

TMFAFE o83 vRsA PHoR v 22 Al R AFYHES A%t 4, Dist
D29l Rzol apol7p EAe=A o] et AEAZS o838 Mann-Whitney(MW) AAEAH =
2 Wilcoxon 93t 73 (rank sum statistic)S 83t vl o] AHHtt (Gibbonse}
Chakraborti, 2003).

t
U = Y rlaipg () - LZREZRED,

AZNA r(2i) e AA F2oNA 20 Aot EIF A AA S SARS vt 2ot

’
Uk,t - MUIL .

MW; = max (2.4)

(o
Uk,t

AZNA py =kt —k)/2, 00 =k —k)(t+1)/12.
k,t k.t
TAEAFE A = v AAUH 224 Mood(MD) AREAH2 vt 2ol Fejdnt
t 2
Ml/c,t = Z {T(ml) - #} IDtQa

AR F EEEe] FUshA REF o] Atk AT sel A 245 AheAE (¢ + 1)/2°]ck
Wetd MD A39He 24 259 €917 1 Atiges e dnht "ol eAE S45E 44%
Aot

B Mk,t - MMk,t
MD, = max | ——————|, (2.5)

o171 A4 gl | = (t—k)(t* —1)/12, Ty, = V= k)t + 1)(#2 — 4)/180.

npx]eto & Lepage (1971)= & 7] —LE o] f1A19F A=t FAlol wslske=Adl thE AH e
W YA mLe] WA ARG 93 Wllcoxon Tﬁiﬁlahﬂr Hzrso] Wsbds F4As] 9
Ansari-Bradley 432 7 AR LP SA 2 AI¢3ItE Ross 5 (2011)2 ©]2 3t Lepage?]

734)3]_34 oAl Wilcoxon <=9 E 42k thal MW Eﬁ]%hg AF2-38}3L, Ansari-Bradley S4%F th4l MD

AFS 83 Lepage-type(LP) HATAHE th23 o] A L3kt

ot rEL' it

’ 2 ’ 2
Uk,t - :U’U]'c Mk:,t - ,U‘M,;
LP; = max 2+ o . (2.6)

[y (o]
Uk,t M’mt
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. SWDE 0|8%t |24 DDoS SAEHX| &

tAANA 2] Wzl A=A E AR At k < tQ BE A FoA AABS
w0 22 TA-E ] A%t A= t7F S el uhet M) $HQA k ES 5
7V El B g Wkl g9AE Y8l Akl oF s AR A4 =8t SU18HA Hln) ol AR WA
A < H8E u F=3 ALALE oA st EREE 7 SUFgl et A
1619] 77} S7FstAl "ich whebA 24 s A8 o o] & A7detr] fsl
o3 R F =3 Z7FH "t olst AR dste] DDoS ¥4 X & A8 t&Fe=
73=&= BPSY PPS #1509l o]gfst WS A8 22 27kl 7Hath uetA 2 AFois &
ZAg oA ¥ 242 W3 SAPH S BPS 2 PPS 59 Ao B85 Y3 Sliding Window 2
Discretization(SWD) 2] W2 A okt
ol & 3l tAI AN A5 AL vk Lol FHTITE

Dt = Wn,tUWnC,tv (31)

2 S Y3k T2 28 F¥(concomitant) o] Fgto 7 Q okHT)
Wi ={(S1,¢i™™) oy (Smacin ™)}, (3.2)

471N 81y, S AE BARE 5712 ABE AETe] AHY ESRES] TN A8} v}
o P 47 S = (—00,a)8} S = [b,00) o)W YHZA] FHE S; = [a+ (j —2w,a + (j — w),
i=2,....m—12 AAHL. 7| w=(b—a)/m—20°1, a2} b= Z7] s7/N8] AFE F HLHT 3
Bgolth. E@ ¢ e ALHE ¢ - nAY HolEE olgtel YHH TARZAN 5 T B4E

th ol SISIAE BPS W PPSOA H4d 19 olge] ARE ST T 0|8
s o] Eria BoE.
A=SAE el 7 AGelN T o)A olFe] RS FAUAE AR AolBE W, 7 4
ANA koA Woy = WE,UW2TPR BT A7 W, = {@iny1,... 2}, WETE =
{Zrs1, ..z}, t—n+1 < k < t. A 9225 WA kAIRAAY 7HEHEA L th=9
T A7 2ol Fx9 Aol P o] EA =R ol thst AA o] Hrt

D} = {Wﬁt,W,’f,t} v.s. D? = {W;ﬁ;k}, (3.3)
o714 Dy = DiUD?. ©l#3 Age FxE Azl Al wel duolEdH ¢ + 1A-ANE=
Diy1 = Wh 41 UWrgtJrlE HAAT 3¢+ 1A "M Y AR L DL = {Wrgwhwrlf,tﬂ}g]'
D7y = {Wr e 5 Rz B39 Apol@o] EAsH=A ol thdt AA o] Huj, 7|4 Dyyy =
D%#»l UDt2+1'
olef g mal|l9la oA A ARF Hxo] Wakdo] EAlSHEAE AT A% T ERe W=
54 AAPES AT 4 ok

3.1
2P 2xP5E AHET CVMA KS A8l E 4] (3.3)9149 D7 Di g v 22 FE 9
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59 NS ELEEE B3 U] YElz 2opIt,

P (50 s (St ) ] Dzz{(sl,crk),..,(m,cm) (3.4
3

ojmj 7t 27 EFREE o83 je] APA BETT= T A v 2o ¥ H
1 J L 1

n _ t—n+ n N\ n—

Fpi(z;) = P— ;Ci ; Fpz(z;) = n—k 2 Ci s (3:5)
AN z; € §;. oA AFA BEILE A3 CVM D KS BAS Al (2.2)9) (2.3)Uo &A)5}
= 484 BXTTE 4 (3.4)9 SWDE ©]&3t A4F4H 2232 Ao =H 73 4+ gtk CVM
ARTAFTY ZF3E A B E B4 £E QRS WY A AFA t—n+ kE AT R
N Fdsubio g Ak 4 9tk

w

EMSHBS 0183 oy SxIwy

[ . ogu
SABAZE o183 MW, MD, LP Agolxle Diol £Alsie 7 Hiel A4 BROZNE] w5
2 AR Yol Mol £912 2 oldol PR ARE RoF B 4 (32)9) WL, 2RE T8 )
o oA a3t Zo] 2Aer
m—+2
r(x;) = ro(z:) + Z cil(zk > vj) + 1, (3.6)

j=1

ATV 1 (2:)E AELAE WM 2,9 <9lo, Y12 ¢i1(z > vy) + 1S AE9AE oA 2}
Sl o AE FubASE Soto] AtE e9jelth. 28 v+ 559 FYR2EA A WAL} upA|
T AIVESY SIHE A7 a—web+wE AL 7R 9] FHRL v =a+ (- 15wE
AR €t

olgig W AMgEte] DiF} Dizbell Rz Xol7h EAFR=AE AAT] AL A (24),
(2.5)9] MW, MD SAZAA ] SAEAZ r(z:)S A (3.6)22 thAIstLL, A=SARE AHESHA
AUE A AAANEA kS AELARE ARET A0 AAAA, t —n+ k2 WA & 5+ 9
ok o7 2 MWeL MD A %) 2E31E 913 2.3 Jﬂﬁﬁrﬁ AN kSt —n+ k2 YA
Fozn A = Stk =3 LP FAFS olFA i MWeL MD §AZ2 ARg-ste] 4 (2.6)3%
T L5HA At

DDoS 34& 971517 $13ke] A}83 & A=) BPSS) PPSE VEH a9 559 DDoS 49 43
of uet chopek RE] JE|E AT ek ol Sof A4l AFIA SE Bete] BPSU PPSe] #
EE TS 9ol W Aol U TR o] 4] Eejo] BAFTIA ¥ Al7ke] HEA Eeh
o] ool MAE| Fastar Aol AL WASA St ek, BPS @ PPSE TS 7he £
9] FEE A Arh SAAN = L8] @ el Al Aol A48l 9
£ A9 0 PgoE A9 2IRFEES] JehE HET,

lo

1FolE e Frje] BE EAY 5 Anh ol Eol FAA vEA=
£ eIt o] BAcletd BAolRe REt 71§ BPSL PPSY SARe] Belgle wHe
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Figure 4.1. Lap time for MW detection methods.

 (degenerated distribution)o] =23ttt HEYIE EHZ—/\]?]%

29 A& AT A0l ZAcl, B4 A4S 2

Fel7} 2 Zolty. 53] DDoS 340 23 v= _?43/\?01] 13%—% s

9] BPSt} PPS7} A&A o g A&y ug Bako] ke &olxith,
$2)t ol2]3 DDoS B70] €3k £ M3kE WA 93 TAA wHoA FHol1e] BPS °

PPSe] BxE 5T fee] 050 2 Ao f=rt 2 % 2o 4% 2%

o] Bge] 0 223 BEHAL o] HEF 2F3A7 777 22 vt 2ok

_ LogNormal(1,1/2) — 3

' 1.6 '

2E)n 34 o%e) Wk B2 oYl BE 2R Faol WEels A (Type )2} EE 7

F} Babo] Wsksls A% (Type 1), 22)T 29 Ael7l FLEE UL )2 AsslE F9(

ZAe] Blo] ohje} W= A
£ gou P Bave] s
150l HYEA HY, QRS o4

LogNormal(1,1/2) — 3

HI" . N(5,1), H'® . o + 61,
1(1,1 —
H{Hl) . N (61, 6), H{Im : LogNormal(67 /2) —3) X 8y + 01,

H{": U(1,4),

o714 6, =05,1,1.5,...,3.5, 62 = 0.75,0.5,0.25.

4.1. A2} AZH Y|

B AolA Ak SWDE AR B Bt o2 MRS e el 4% wwsts] A%
o Aze| A57t FHF WE FueE '
SWDE A% 43 BT ALIAL) 2718 0 = 022 GAsk] 2ol

T Ehsl BRE WES AR F MW P 4.
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[e]
< 1= 3
Figare 418 L8 AR 2EA00] AR08 LEARS A5 2Ntk SWDE A5
M o

& 3 4
9.9} 0|2 AFREA Fe Aol Yol MW AREL AANA 7+ A E AT A0 24F 2
ol ZAE = whHel AT} A7+ x]— ]7} me F 12 Figure 4.19] H= $2%2 SWDE A&
3 490 A7} AZHORE 12717) L 2 £4%2 SWDE A-837) eg% A9 A7} A

v o [e)
- T -
ZHO%H 3,000%)& AL AA Aoz 247k 2AE SWDE AREE 3 o] & A8-3A)
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&2 e A AR A8 AF T 30,0002 2ASHEARE FA43 Aol 7t vehtar 9=
Ae £ 5 Atk SWDE A3 2 t8% As7t AdE s A AR 0.2% ol &2 A vf
% &Rk S7FE skar glov, SWDE ARSSHA] oF2 W2 30,0002 8 2AstAA AsPElEA 7
AFHA Z7V5ted, 90,000 ZA A& 2,500% (¢F 41.78)7F 285 += AL B 5 o} ogs dake=
MW 274 & obzt o2 A= L5 e, SWDE ARS8 3¢9} o] 8 AH8-stA|
&2 Y ZpolARE ARl 7k A B 2 gy WellAE AL Aok EAfSkA] ekstTh. Wb SWDE
AR b g o2 BASs BPS 2 PPSE AS3te] DDoS 548 g8t loiA A5HHE
S5 5, A3 A A vl A3 gy ojgtal Tk

4.2. EXEsHIR

SAEA GarE|goll oA B ARk ool &R FarE|Ee] dee B A Tee2A v
o] 7 7HAE Aoldtt

Aol 4.1 92 ©XIXA(MEAN DETECTION DELAY: MDD) A2t
(HAY RO ATUA Sl AKX BigtE 2f BHX| Lne|S0l elol BHAIE #stE 7 (> 1)l A0l AlZEe| E
XX (MDD) AlZt0l2t2 5tof TSt Z0] Zelsttt.

n ~
Ti — Ti
MDD=S T

o
Al
1o
08
=]

Aol 4.2 12 0|Uf EHXIE (DETECTION RATIO WITHIN ONE MINUTE: DRM)
QOoJMAG fElist 2l SN SHUM0IF 12 0|Uf EXIoH= HIES 12 0lUf X202t 6t0 ChS2t 20|
ofstit

Q
hd

) 1, OteF 7 — 7 < 60,
O17|/\1I(T,-—T,-){ 5 ¢ =

A MES A 840l AE= DDoS 54 0] AlZE & 1487 oo o]& AR & 39

P AIZHA o {7} §lo] AujaTt B3} Aefoll whA] Al Hct. tﬂraw FEle ¥4 gA ol o]
ATE 2T 4 Q= A7 A E 1207 HASIY] duyERe Py E i)

gt A 7Ex 9] Bxe] Wsle] |§3 o thdte] SWDE ARSS AW o] ARSEHA] obke
2] MDDe} DRMS A4He7] 918t ol d3g AAeksith. ol& 8 AA Wzl ol
7 € {60,120, 180, 240, 900, 86400, 604800} °i| A ¥ s= 1,00070e] #t= S 4k FE3H92o1,
o7 SWDE AME3HA] o2 o4l 7kA ) RlR4 AAWHY SWDE Ak&f& Aue A8
% MDD} DRME A4ttt ojuf zhzbe] AR oA AR fo)F o2 = ARLy = 5002
ARg3FAEE. o714 ARL(average run length)-2 E(%|F FO& Xq./]ﬂﬂ:] Fo= all ggrolth
283 MDD+ ARL; = E(7 — 7|F = F1)9 ZA3zkelth (Ross 5, 2011).

Figure 4.29] &= a#izx= HY : N(0,1) vs. HI" : N(&, 1)l that CVM @392l MDDE
FAI QoA A4E SWDE AHSEE o, %MS olg AMEBHA] 92 A9 MDDE oju|st
th. =2 gV N(0,1) vs. H{'T : U(1,4)0] thate] SWDE AL83 27} 0|2 AHE31A] 2-& ThAl

T ¢
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Figure 4.2. The MDD time with and without SWD.
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Figure 4.3. The DRM with and without SWD.
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A 100%0l S-S ol E85 o] nart Btk wetA DRMY xbel7h vins 34 vehd 3
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Al WAz Aol w2 CVM AAHe] DRM<S Figure 4.39] 233ttt W3 2o A
o] SWDE AME31A] ¢k whel v|gte] o] & AME3St A9 DRMe] A Jelgton, wshae] 9
A7} ARl wpet 2ol 7b HAF raE = AS ahebe =

SWDE A&t AR A3 A7 g4 oAM= SWDE AMRSHA] ok Wil w3 «+43%
W AS Bt SWDE AMES Ao A A2 AAYHEZE AoVl gle 2R Ve
7)) B Ase Eoﬂ DDoS 2230 93 Walss Bzl 43 (Type I, 11, )9 wre} ojgst 73
7 el HAJAAE AuEoy. B2 §3¥ 247 1,000719] A5 EE FE3l0] SWDE A3
= o ER7Y RS 7&%%‘%‘3% A3 & MDD$ DRM2 A4SIGth A8 @A) Al AA H3}
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Figure 4.5. The MDD time for the means and standard deviations in Normal distribution with SWD.
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Figure 4.6. The MDD time N(0,1) to U(1,4) with SWD.
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Table 5.1. Mean and Standard deviation of BPS and PPS before and after DDoS attack
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FERE EEDE SRR FEDE
B 514.60 3916.36 355.08 8165.85
Eraa s 384.42 337.75 489.25 412.55

Table 5.2. Times detected by all five nonparametric methods with SWD
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