ESBHE2M
20104£4 A

B B

2 & ¥ #®

CAAI Transactions on Intelligent Systems

Vol.5 No.2
Apr. 2010

doi:10.3969/]. issn. 1673-4785. 2010. 02. 007

TEFERY Skype iR =12 51

AR LARE JRE
(LAFIHXE M54 6 TRER, LT 10048; 2. A%3EZARTA LFAZALATA, 7 10004)

i E:Skype MIRFIWBIFERE RIR TR SRARMEAEE VLIS, BA Z B MARAHETE Skype TR IRHIH HIE
B R T — T AR UM 532880 Skype JEIRFIER. BoFE MM ERHER SN RHEAE Ty 0 BRI SR, AREIR
A REHRAFAE LH N IR I, P — 0 AR A SR A 4 BE T34 20328 IR R 0 2 5 S TR PB4 SERHRLARAE R Skype TR E. 72
JERBRE B TR % 55 R ISR BB ROt IR Bl Skype 3, B —FH A3 HY Skype MIRFIH 1.
RBR:FERF; AR 528 B R ; 5C R RARE

HESHES: TP393 SCEERINEE:A X EHRS :16734785(2010)02-0139-05

Skype traffic identification based on flow characteristics
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Abstract ; Most of the Skype traffic identification models are limited to Skype communication mechanisms and static

payload characteristics. No net flow characteristics are considered in identification algorithms. To overcome this

limitation, a hierarchical Skype traffic identification model based on naive Bayesian classification was developed.

Flows were analyzed according to network connection modes. Results were then obtained according to real-time flow

characteristics, such as packet size, average inter-packet gap and burstiness of bandwidth consumption. The validi-

ty of the algorithm was proven by testing conducted on the Beijing China Unicom backbone network.
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