0% 1Y £ B 5§ B F I & Vol.9,No. 1
2011 4F 2 A INFORMATION AND ELECTRONIC ENGINEERING Feb. ,2011

XE4HS: 1672-2892(2011)01-0117-04

: Y A [m] LY
P2P AR IR Al F AR
%ﬁé&%’ '%:E—/\v ;‘([J/(/EE, "%ﬁ
(VHr B K2 fF R TR26E, W) 480 621010)

W E: P2PRUGANL TN Z, g BRG] P2P B Ry + 0 EE A
R P2P R B T AT BRI P2P B A U AR WA & T 4 h o XERYE P2P WA IP &% H |
UDP WOIUREER BT ED BT HRE, EABELRLILEE, RET - HETEFH LS
B H ke gk, A ZEFHATLRBIE., TR IAXAFEFEARERFATHTRN A LT,
B Z T E, ARG PR PR P2P R BT AR R R A, kB X P2P AR B M.

K., HENL; RER; AL

FESES. TNIL5; TP393 X FRIRAG: A

Technology of rapid P2P stream identification
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Abstract: P2P software is widely used in networks. It is a very important issue that how to identify
P2P data flows fast and effectively. The traditional P2P identification methods are not suitable to widely
applied dynamic port and the content encryption. Combining with data mining classification, this paper
proposes a new decision algorithm based on distance decision function according to the dynamic
characteristics of P2P flows, including IP packets numbers, percent of UDP and link-numbers. The
experiment results show that P2P data flows can be identified and predicated quickly and effectively using
this algorithm, therefore P2P flows can be monitored.
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