529 K568 HH AL A Vol.29 No.6
2009 46 A Journal of Computer Applications June 2009

CEEHE 1001 —9081(2009)06 — 1662 —03
MEMEREEIIRFNHR

F o X
(1. NYLIFTE2 0% TR0, IO YL 6411105 2. YLIRTE2ERE W4 R T BT Z B SCi =, )1 T 641110,
3. BRERZ L TRBAB R L, AL 100093)
(lyen_99@ 126. com)

i B4R RN T R ERA N EREAERRGEA, I ERERELBG AT THE, A
B ERFEREGNEREHAEE T BB T B 53 55 &K 205 5] 3k 0 8 8 1S oA R R 6 K w14 kT A
ERHARF MBERLA TR, BB R EmFEREAFEARNGBERFe S 6B NE A EFEHRNTE, A
TR EFEORIERAARAZFT RS EFETHRE,

REEW B G RARF 445175

PESZHES: TP393  XEkiREE:A

Research of encrypted network traffic type identification
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Abstract: Concerning the problem that the encrypted network traffic type cannot be identified using traditional inspection
way, this paper studied its identification methods. Since the network traffic remains intact after being encrypted, the network
traffic type could be identified correctly by calculating data packet size, timing and direction, etc. Finally, the identification
model of the encrypted network traffic type and the corresponding real-time identification project were also designed. The result
of the verification of the project shows that using the project can achieve good effect.
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