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CocTs3aTelibHble aTaKh Ha MOAEIIM OOHAPYKEHUS
¢ummara Ha ocHoBe URL-aapecos

E.J. lllycrosa, O.P. Jlanmonuna,

Annomayus — POUIIMHTOBBIE ATAKH OCTAIOTCA OJHON u3
HauboJlee PacCNpPOCTPAHEHHBIX M SKOHOMHYECKHM 3HAYMMBIX
KuOepyrpo3. MojejJu MAIIMHHOTO M IJIyOOKOT0 00y4YeHuUsl 1Jisi
oonapyxenuss pumunra no URL -aapecam nocturaror F1-score
0,95-0,99 Ha cTaHaapTHbLIX Ha0opax MaHHBIX, OJAHAKO HX
YCTOHYMBOCTb K  [eJeHANPABJEHHBIM  COCTA3ATeJbHbIM
(adversarial) moauduxamusiM BXOTHBIX JAHHBIX OCTAETCHA
HeJ0CTATOYHO U3yYEeHHO M.

B HacTrosimneii paGoTe nmpeasioKeHbl cMCTEeMaTH3alUsl BU/I0OB
(GUIIMHIOBBIX aTak M  MeTOAOB MX  OOHapy:KeHHs,
cpaBuuteabnblii anaau3 URL-based apxurextyp: Random
Forest, CHMBOJIbHAA CNN, LSTM, CNN+LSTM,
KIacCHPHUKAIMS  COCTS3aTeNILHBIX aTaK Ha  JIeTeKTOPbI
¢ummnHra, paspa6oran Python-dpeiiMmBopk, peasu3yrommit
ceMb THIOB aTAK YKJOHEHHs B peXHMe 4YEPHOro sIIMKAa:
NOJCTAHOBKY  OMOIJH(OB, TAWNCKBOTTHHI, HHBEKIHIO
noaaomena, ynauHenue URL, xogmpoBanme URL, GAN-
MYTALHUIO € JIy4YeBbIM NOMCKOM U KOMIIO3UTHBIE L ENOYKH.

Pa3paborannbiii (peiiMBOpK yaoBJeTBOpsieT CJe1YIOIIUM
TpeOoBaHusi: reHepaumsi coctasareabHblx URL pus cemm
THHOB aTak; CLI ¢ rpynnaMu napamMeTpoB JUIsl Ka)I0ro THIIA;
Python API pna BeTpauBaHMs B aBTOMATH3MPOBAHHBbIE
naiinialiipl; JAeTepMUHHMPOBAHHASI TeHepauus 4epe3 seed-
napamerp; Mo/IepKKa npefonpeneJéHHbIX "
M0JIL30BATEIbCKUX  LeNo4YeK;  BH3yaJdbHas  IOACBETKa
u3MeHeHu# B verbose-pexnme.

JKcNepUMeHTATbHASl OlleHKAa BBINOJHEHA Ha JaTaceTe W3
73575 URL (PhishTank + Marchal2014). Tloka3aHo, 4Tto
omorsmgubie Mogudukanuu cHmkaoT F1-score na 10-15% y
BCeX APXMTEKTYpP; TAMNCKBOTTHHI — Ha 9-14%; uHbexkuus
noanomena — Ha 8 % y Random Forest u 8-13 % y DL-moxeueii;
ynaunenue URL — na 10% y Random Forest u no 4% y DL-

moeJeii; koquposanue URL — na 6% y Random Forest u 0-10 %

y DL-moneneit (CNN+LSTM wHe nerpammupyer). ILlemouxa
full_evasion cumxkaer F1 mo 0,79-0,84 y Bcex apXHTeKTyp;
memoyka maximum - po 0,77-0,84. GAN-myTtamusi ¢
IBPHCTHYECKHUM SCOring cumzkaer F1 na 14-16% 0e3 nocryna K
napamMerpaM Mojedd. Bce aTaku mNepeHOCHMBI B pexXUMe
4€pPHOro SLUKA.

CdopmyupoBaHbl  NpaKTHYECKHE
NOBBIMIEHUIO YCTOHYMBOCTH [1eTeKTOPOB:
Hopmaimsauusi, |IDN/Punycode-gerekrop, cocTs3aTeibHoOe
o0yuenue, ancamOaupoBanme Random Forest wu DL,
orpannyenue 1auHbl URL. IIpousBoauTesibHOCTH (peiiMBOpKa
cocraBJsieT 10 220000 URL/MuH n1s oqxuHOYHBIX aTak u 48 000
URL/MuH a5 TpEXCcTaaHiiHBIX LENOYeK.

Kniwouesvie cnosa — Obdnapyxenue ¢ummunra, URL-anpec,
cocTsi3aTeJbHbIE ATaKH, YCTOWYMBOCTHL Mojaejaeii Random
Forest, cumBosbHas CNN, LSTM, CNN+LSTM, Python-
¢peiimBopk, omoriaupHbie MOAM(PHKANUHM, TAHICKBOTTHHI,
HHBbEKINs mnoaioMena, yniaunenne URL, konupoBanue URL,
GAN-MyTanus.
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|.  BBEJEHHE

A.  Axmyarbnocmb memol

B coBpemenHoM 1udppoBoM MHpe QUIIMHT OCTa&Tcs OAHOU
n3 HanboJiee MACCOBBIX M OKOHOMHYECKH 3HAYMMBIX (OPM
KHOEpIPECTYTHOCTH. ITo  gaHHBIM «JlabopaTopun
Kacnepckoro» 3a 2024 roa, 4yuciao HOMBITOK MEpexoda IO
(MIIMHTOBBIM CCBUIKAM IpeBbIcHIO 893 MwumoHa -
mpupoct B 26% mo cpaBHeHutro ¢ 2023 romom [1].
AntiPhishing Working Group (APWG) sadukcupoBana B
nepsoM kBaptane 2024 roma cBeiue 1,1 MuuIMOHa
YHUKQJIBHBIX (UIIMHTOBBIX JIoMeHOB [2]. CoOBOKYMHBIH
yiep6 ot ¢umunara B 2023-2024 romax oueHHBaeTCA B
JIECSITKH MIILTHAp0B nosutapoB: GBP coobmaer o 18,7 mupa
nom. moteps B CLIA 3a 2023 rox [3], a cpeanss cTonMocTh
OJIHOT'O MHIMJIEHTA yTEUKH IaHHBIX 10CTUIIa 4,76 MIIH 10JLI1.
[4]. [Homs  ¢ummHra cpead  BceX  HMHLUUICHTOB
nH(pOpMaOHHOM 0€30MacCHOCTH CTaOUIIBHO YAEPKHBAETCs
Ha yposHe 30-36 % coriacuo Verizon DBIR [5].

KadecTBeHHass ~ »BONMIOIMS ~ Yrpo3bl  OmNpenensercs
MEepexo0M  3JOYMBIIIJICHHHKOB OT MAacCOBBIX  CHaM-
PACCBIIOK K IIeNICHANpaBIeHHBIM KaMianusam Spear-phishing
¢ pUMeEHEeHneM OOJbIIHMX S3BIKOBBIX Monenei (LLM) mist
reHepaluy NepcoHATN3UPOBaHHBIX muceM, homograph-arak
Ha nomeHHbie uMmena, fast-flux DNS [6] u kionupoBaHus
JIETUTUMHBIX CaliTOB B pEaJlbHOM BPEMEHHU.

Jns  mpoTuBOAEHCTBHST  3THM  yrpo3aM  aKTHBHO
MPUMEHSIOTCS MOJIENIM MAIIMHHOTO OOYYEeHUs U TIIyOOKOTro
obyuenus. URL-based kiaccudukaropsr Ha ocHoBe Random
Forest (RF), cBeprounbix Heiiponubix cereir (CNN) wu
PEKyppeHTHBIX ceTeil ¢ monrocpounoil mamsaTeio (LSTM)
nocturator Fl-score 0,95-0,99 na craHmapTHBIX HabOpax
nanaeix [7]-[9]. Tem He MeHee BBICOKas TOYHOCTH Ha
TECTOBBIX BBIOOpKaX HE TapaHTHPYeT YCTOMYMBOCTH K
IeJICHANPaBICHHBIM MaHUITYJISIUAM C BXOIHBIMHU JaHHBIMA
- cocrszarenbubiM (adversarial) arakam [10], [11].

B. Ob6ocnosanue évibopa URL-based nooxooa

B nmanHO# paboTe paccMaTpuBalOTCs aTakW, NEHCTBYIOLIUE
uckmountenbHo Ha ypoBHe URL-anpeca. [[anHbIN BBIGOD
00YCIIOBIIEH PSIIOM apXHUTEKTYPHBIX IIPEUMYIIECTB.

IIpexBapurensnas punsTpamus. URL-ananu3
BBITIOJIHACTCSL JI0 3arpy3KH CTPAHUIBI, YTO IIO3BOJISET
BCTpauWBaTh JETEKTOPbl B TO4YTOBbIe ILTIO3bI, DNS-
pe30JIBEpHI U ceTeBble Mpokeu [12].

Macmitabupyemoctb. Ananu3 ctpoku URL 3anumaer
MHUKPOCEKYHBI 0€3 CeTeBhIX 3armpocoB U peHaepuara DOM,
obecrieunBass mpow3BoaUTENbHOCTE 105 — 106 3ammceii B
cexyHny [13].

Pacnpocrpanénnocts. URL-based monenu cocrasisior
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HAnOOJBINN KITACC Pa3BEPTHIBAEMBIX JIETEKTOPOB (DHUIIIMHTA
B Opay3epHBIX PacCIIMPEHUSIX, aHTUBUPYCHBIX NMPOIYKTaX H
DNS-¢unsrpax [13], [14].

HcciaenoBareibcKas HHIIIA. Hecmotps Ha
teopernueckue onucanus URL-based arak B nureparype
[10], [15], cucremMaTH3MpOBaHHBIX BOCIPOU3BOJUMBIX
HHCTPYMEHTOB C MapaMETPUYECKUM  yMPABICHHEM U
MOJIEPIKKOM KOMITO3UTHBIX IIEMOYEK B OTKPHITOM JOCTYIIE
HE MPEJICTaBICHO.

C. Brxnao cmamou

Bxnagamu n1aHHOM CTaTbU SBISIOTCS:

1) CucremarusupoBannas kinaccudukamus URL-based
COCTSI3aTECNBHBIX aTaKk Ha JCTEKTOPHl (PHUIIMHTA C
(dopManm3anyeil IeneBbIX INPHU3HAKOB W Ipoduieit
YA3BUMOCTEM JUIsl KaXJIOro THIIA aTak M KaxXJIou
APXHUTEKTYPHI.

2) Python-¢peiiMBOpK ¢ OTKPBHITBIM HCXOJHBIM KOJOM,
peaM3ylOUIMid CeMb THUIIOB COCTSI3aTENbHBIX —aTaK
(moxctaHoBKa OMOTIIH(OB, TAUTICKBOTTUHT, WHBCKIIHS
noanomena, ymiuHenue URL, xomupoBanume URL,
GAN-MyTanust ¢ Jy4eBBIM IIOMCKOM, KOMIIO3HTHBIC
LEMOYKH) C MapaMeTpUIecKuM yIpaBieHneM u Seed-
based BocCmpou3BOAMMOCTBIO — AHATOTH B OTKPHITOM
JIOCTYTI€ HE U3BECTHBI.

3) DkchepuMeHTalbHas OlleHKa Ha qaracere 73 575 URL ¢
gerelppMs  apxutekrypamu  (RF, CNN, LSTM,
CNN+LSTM), dukcupyromas aerpagauuto F1l-score u

aApXUTEKTYpHO-CIIenU(HIECKUE TAaTTEPHBI YA3BUMOCTEH.

4) TlpakTH4ecKHe pPEKOMCHIAIMH 110  I[IOBBIIICHUIO
ycroitunBoct URL-based nerextopos, Bkiodass NFKC
Unicode-HopMmanu3aruio, IDN-neTexTop,
coCTs3aTenbHOE 00yUEHHE U acCeMOIUpOBaHNUE.

D. Cmpyxmypa cmamou

B paznene |l paccmarpuBatoTcst BUIp! (UITMHTOBBIX aTakK |
CpaBHHUBAIOTCA METOIBl WX OOHapyxeHus. B pazgenme |l
omuceiBatotcst ML/DL-monenu URL-based o6uapysxenus. B
pasnene IV cucremaTtu3upyroTcs cOCTsA3aTelbHbIE aTaku. B
pasnmene V ONMCBHIBAGTCS AapXHTEKTypa W pealu3aius
¢peiimBopka. Paszmen VI comepxutr sKcriepuMeHTaIbHOE
uccnenoBanue. Pazmen VII GopmynupyeTr pexoMenmanum.
Pazpen VIII - 3akmrouenue.

Il. OUIIMHIOBLIE ATAKU 1 METO/bI X
OBHAPY)KEHU I

A.  Onpeodenenue u knaccugpuxayus guuwunea

@UIIMHT — Pa3HOBUJHOCTb COLMAIBHOM WHXEHEPHH, MPU
KOTOpPOW 3JIOYMBIIUIEHHUK CO3JAa€T JIOKHOE JOBEpUE K
KOMMYHHUKAIlMd WIA BeO-pecypcy C LeNbl0 MPHHYAUTH
XKEPTBY K PACKPBITHIO KOH(GHUICHINAIBHBIX JaHHBIX JIMOO K
YCTaHOBKE BPEJOHOCHOIO ITpOrpaMMHoOro obecrnieueHus [14].

Ilo xaHamy JOCTaBKM U CTEHEHH TapreTHPOBaHUA

BBIJIEJISIIOT BOCEMb OCHOBHBIX Pa3HOBUIHOCTEH aTak [5], [16].

Email-gpummnr peannsyercs myTéM MaccoBOH PacCHUIKH
MOJJIETBHBIX [HCEM, HMMUTUPYIOUIUX YBEIOMJIEHHS OT
0aHKOB, TOCYAapCTBEHHBIX OPraHOB U  MOIYJSIPHBIX
cepBuCOB. [IncbMa 3KCIUTyaTHPYIOT CPOYHOCTD («Ball cUET
Oymer 3a0mokupoBaH depes 24 wdacay) W comepxkar

BPEIOHOCHYIO THIIEPCCHIIKY.
Spear-phishing npexcrapnsier co6oii 1eIeHapPaBIeHHYIO
aTaKy Ha KOHKPETHOTO 4YENOBEKA WM OpraHW3alHio ¢
pUMEHEHHEM MIePCOHAIM3UPOBAaHHOTO KOHTEHTA,
COOPaHHOTO M3 OTKPBITBIX HCTOYHHUKOB. 10 manHbIM Verizon
DBIR 2024, spear-phishing  sBmsercs  BekTOpOM
MPOHUKHOBEHHUS B 36% KOPHOPATUBHBIX UHIIUAEHTOB [5].

Whaling nanenen na ron-menemxepos (CEO, CFO, CISO)
C  ULelblo UHHULUUPOBATH HECaHKIIMOHUPOBaHHbIE
¢unancosbie iepeso bt (Business Email Compromise).

Smishing u BummHr wucnonab3yroT SMS u romocoBbie
3BOHKH ¢ oaMeHo# Homepa (caller ID spoofing).

dapMUHT IepeHanpasisieT MoJIb30BaTENei ¢ JIErNTHMHOTO
JIOMEHa Ha NOJUIeNbHBIH caiiT yepe3 otpaBiienne DNS-kama
uin Moaudukaruio ¢aiina hosts.

KnoxupoBaHHBIH (DUINIUHT: 370YMBIIIIEHHUK KOMUPYET
JIETUTUMHOE THCHBMO, 3aMEHSSI CCHUIKM WJIM BIIOXKCHHUS Ha
BPE/IOHOCHBIE aHAJIOTH.

OUIIMHTOBBIE CANTBI MMUTHPYIOT OaHKH, IUIaTE)KHBIC
CHCTEMBI U mopTansl. [yt oOMaHa 1MoJIb30BaTeNs HA YPOBHE
URL npumensitoTcs: combosquatting — nobasneHue cioB K
Oopenny  (paypal-secure.com) [17]; typosquatting -
akcrutyaranust ornedatok (gooogle.com); IDN homograph-
aTakH — HCIIOJNB30BaHHE BU3yallbHO MICHTHYHBIX Unicode-
cumBoJioB [18]; URL-koaupoBanue — 3amena cumBoioB hex-
MOCJIEI0BATEILHOCTSIMU.

B. Memoowi obnapysicenus puuiunzo6vix nucem

MpaBuia u GuALTPHI KOHTEHTA. IBPUCTHUECKHE TIPaBHIIA
AQHAIM3UPYIOT aipec OTIPAaBUTENs], KIIOUEBBIE CIOBA
CPOYHOCTH, 3arojOBKM W THIIEPCCHIIKM nHcbMa. [lpn
aKTyallbHBIX TPaBUiIax TOUYHOCTH coctapiser 80—90 % [19],
[20], omHakKO 3JIOYMBINUICHHUKHA TOAOUPAIOT TEKCTHI,
obxonsmue craHgapTHeie marTepHbl. IIpoTokomsr SPF,
DKIM u DMARC cHmxamT 3QQeKTHBHOCTh cry(uHra
JoMeHa, Ho He 3ammmarot ot lookalike-1omeHoB.

AHaiu3 noBeneHuss ¥ aHoMaymi. IloBeneHueckuid
aHaIW3  CTPOMT  MOJENb  HOPMA&IbHOH  aKTHBHOCTH
oTHpaBUTENs] W OOHApPY>KMBAET OTKJIOHEHHS C ITOMOIIBIO
MeToq0B aHomanuid [21]. OrpaHudeHus:: HEOOXOIUMOCTb
UCTOPUYECKUX  JAHHBIX 32  HECKONBKO  MECSIIEB,
perynstopHbie TpeboBanus k MeraaanibpM (GDPR).

NLP u LLM-ananu3 Tekcra. [IpenoOyyennsie Moaenu
BERT [22] u DistilBERT, noo6y4ennbie Ha (QUITHHTOBBIX
nmaracerax, pgocturaror F1 0,96-0,98. C mnossiaeHuem
kommepueckux  LLM  370yMBINUIEHHHKH — HOIYYHIIH
BO3MOJKHOCTh T€HEPHPOBATh I'PaMMATHUIECKU O€3yINpedHbIN
(PMIIMHTOBBIA TEKCT, 3aTPYyAHSIOINA YaCTOTHBIA aHaIN3

[23].

C.  Memoovl 0bHapydicenus Guuiuz08bIxX caimos

Yépusbie u Geavle cmucku. Yépusie crnmcku (PhishTank,
OpenPhish, Google Safe Browsing) o6ecrieqnBaroT BEICOKYO
TOYHOCTb [l W3BECTHBIX YIpo3 TPH MHUHUMAIbHOH
BBIUMCIUTENBHON cToMMOCTH [24]. MenuaHa BpeMeHHU OT
nyOonuKanuyu (QUIIMHIOBOW CTpPaHUIBI JO TONaJaHHUs B
9EpHBIM CHOHCOK cocTaBmser 12-24 waca, TOTrma Kak
OOJNIBIIMHCTBO JKEPTB MPUXOAUT Ha (UIIUHTOBBIC CAHTHI B
nepBble Yachl. benble cnuckM NPUMEHNMBI B OTPaHUYEHHBIX
koprnopatuBHbIX cpenax (SCADA, kacchl pO3HUYHOU CeTH),
HO HEIPAKTHIHBI A1 OOBITHBIX MOIB30BaTENCH.
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URL-based u nomennsiii ananu3. URL-ananu3 crpoutcs
Ha u3BJeYeHnH npuszHakoB u3 ctpoku URL 6e3 3arpysku
cTpaHmipl: Jekcmdecknme (mmmHa URL, KommuecTBO
MOAZOMCHOB, JOJISl CICLHAIBHBIX CHMBOJIOB, KJIFOYEBBIC
cinoBa); xocroBble (Bo3pact momena, WHOIS-nanusie);
ceressie (DNS TTL, 3amucu A, peryrammuss ASN) [7], [25].
Bpayzeproe pacmmpenne npuHuMaet pemerue 3a 300 — 500
Mc 0Oe3 3arpy3Ku KOHTCHTa cTpaHullsl [12].

AHAJIN3 COAEP:KUMOr0 CTPAHMII M BU3YaILHbII aHAJIN3.
HTML-based nerexkropsr [26] wu3BIEKAOT MTPH3HAKH W3
DOM-cTpyKTypbl, BCTPOCHHBIX CKpPHNTOB, GOpM U
MmerareroB. Busyanbusie metektopsl (VisualPhishNet [27],
Phishpedia [28]) cpaBHMBaIOT CKPUHIIOT C ATATOHHBIMH
mrabnonamu 6pennos yepe3 CNN-smOenmunru. ['mbpuHble
CHCTEMBI O0BEUHSIOT HECKOJIbKO MCTOUYHHKOB IPU3HAKOB,
Jocruras Tounoctd 97-99% [19].

D. Cpasnumenvublii ananusz memooos

CpaBHeHue OCHOBHBIX crnoco6oB

npencrasieHo B Tabmuie 1.

0OHapyXeHHs

Ta6smuna 1. CpaBHeHHe NOJX0A0B K 00HAPYKEHHIO
(puIMHIrOBBIX CaliTOB

Pecyp- KT

HOCTh day (&%

Mogxoa Cro- Tow- Zeto-
pocTL.
Bratoox Bucok.* Huwak Huax I
Bracox a5 Cpegue. Hiox, a

s

'I"".P'“.“ CINCKH
URL-based ML

HTMI-bazed DI

Cpeay [ Cpeyn, Cpean Her

Hicsx g Bucox. Buoox Her
969

Huax. 97
99%

Biosyanzmit

Inlpnisi Bucox. Buoox Her

* Tompko wu3BecTHble yrpospl. RT - mpuMeHHMOCTh B
peaTbHOM BPEMEHH.

URL-based meTomsl 00eCIeunBalOT HAMIYYIIHI OallaHC
CKOPOCTH, TOYHOCTH U IPUMEHUMOCTH B PEaJIbHOM BPEMEHH,
YTO JICTaeT UX OCHOBHBIM OOBEKTOM MPaKTHYECKOH YaCTH
JTAHHOH pabOoTHI.

I1l. MOJEIN MALLIMHHOI'O OBYYEHU S 1J151 URL-BASED
OBHAPYXEHUS OUILIMHTA

A.  Ilpusnaxu URL-aopeca

URL-ampec mMeeT CTpOro OMNpenenéHHYI CTPYKTYpY
cornacHo RFC 3986 [29]:

scheme://[userinfo@]host[:port]/path[?query] [
#fragment]

Jlyist MalHHOTO 00YUYEHHS U3 TOM CTPYKTYPBhI H3BJICKACTCS
Ha0Op YMCITOBBIX M OYJIEBBIX MIPHU3HAKOB TPEX rpym [7], [25].

Jlexcuueckne mpusHaku: obmas mmHa URL, mmuHa
JIOMEHA, JUIMHA ITyTH, KOJHYECTBO IOAJOMEHOB, HAIHYUE
CHMBOJIA (@, OISt HUGP U CIICHUATBHBIX CHMBOJIOB, HATHYHE
IP-anpeca BMecTO [JOMEHa, KIIFOYEBBIE CIIOBAa BBICOKOTO
pucka (login, secure, verify, bank), tun TLD, hex-
KOJMPOBAaHHE B CTPOKe, TIIyOMHA IyTH, YHCIO (uUery-
apameTpoB.

XocToBble MPU3HAKH: BO3PACT JOMEHA (pETHUCTpAINH
MeHee 30 cyrok momo3putenbHbl), aHoHUMHBIH WHOIS,
COBIIaJICHUE C OPCHIOM, KOJIMYECTBO IMEPCHAITPABIICHHN.

CereBble mpu3Haku: DNS TTL (Hu3koe 3HaueHne —
npusHak fast-flux), wamuuwe samuceit A, xommuectBo IP-
anpecoB, HaxoxaeHne ASN B 4EPHOM CIIHCKe.

B. Kuaccuueckue anleopummuvl MaAuHHO20 O6yll€Huﬂ

Random  Forest. CayuaiiHelii nec  oObemuHseT
MpeACKa3aHus | JEpPeBbCB peIICHH, OOyYeHHBIX Ha
OyTrctpan BeIOOpKax [30]:

9 = majorityvote(hy(x),..., hy(x)). )
Ha maracere 73k URL (PhishTank + Alexa) RF ¢ 48
JIeKCUYeCKMMHU mpu3Hakamu pocturaer F1 = 0,975 [7].

Berpoennas onenka BaxkHocTu mnpusHakoB (Gini impurity)
BBISIBIISIET HanOoiiee MHGOPMATHBHBIE WHIUKATOPBI: JUIMHY
URL, nanmnuue IP-agpeca u xonndecTBo moagoMeHoB [31].

XGBoost u rpamuentHsblii Oycrunr. XGBoost [32]
CTPOUT aHcaMOJ1b JIepEeBbEB IIOCIIeJOBATENBHO,
MHUHHMH3HPYS PEryJsipH30BaHHYI0 (YHKIHIO moTepb. Ha
komOuHupoBaHHbIX mnpu3Hakax (URL + runmepcceuikn
CTpaHHUIIBI) JOCTHTACT 99% accuracy [13].
Wntepniperupyemocts uepe3 SHAP-anamus [33] kputaaeckn
BaKHA JUIsL ayAUTa B PEryJIHPYEMBIX OTPACIIsX.

C. Apxumexmypa enyb6oko2o 06yueHus

Monenu raybokoro oOyuenuss oOpabatsiBaror URL kak
MOCIIEI0BATENILHOCTh CUMBOJIOB 0€3 PYYHOrO H3BIICYCHHUS
npu3HakoB [34]. CnoBapb BkIrodaeT 97 neuataemberx ASCI -
CHMBOJIOB; CTPOKa JIOTIOJHACTCS MM ycekaercst g0 Lmax =
200 cIMBOIOB.

Cumpoabnass CNN. Apxutektypa: Embedding(97x 64)
— TpU napauiensHeie BeTBH ConvlD c sapamu 3, 5, 7 u
yucnamu uisTpoB 128, 256, 128 — GlobalMaxPool —
Concat — Dense(128, ReLU) — Dropout(0,3) — Dense(1,
sigmoid) [35]. CaéprouHble sapa pasIMYHOrO pa3Mepa
(UKCHPYIOT JIOKaTbHBIE TMATTEPHBI pPa3HOrO0 MacmTada:
OurpamMMbpl,  TPUIPaMMbl,  IEHTarpaMMbl  CHMBOJIOB.
PhishGuard na nanmoii apxutextype mocturaetr F1 = 0,982
[8].

LSTM. PexyppenTHas apxutektypa [36]: Embedding —
LSTM(256) — LSTM(128) — Dense(64, ReLU) —
Dropout(0,3) — Dense(1, sigmoid).

VYpaBHEHUS BEHTUIIEM:

fi=o(Wi[ht-1,xt]+bf),
it=c(Wilht-1,xt]+Dbi),
ct=ft O ct-1+ it © tanh(We[ht-1, xt] + bc). (2)

AntiPhishStack [9] peanu3yeT cTeKOBYIO reHepaTH3aiuio
LSTM-moneneii u gocturaer F1 = 0,975.

I'n6puagnas CNN+LSTM. Cxema: Embedding —
ConvlD(128, k=5, ReLU) — MaxPool(2) — LSTM(128) —
Dense(64, ReLU) — Dropout(0,3) — Dense(1, sigmoid).
ConvlD BreicTymaer Kak JETEKTOp N-TpaMM, CHHXKas
pasmepHocTh; LSTM Monenupyer nambHHE 3aBHCHMOCTH
BJIOJIb TIocenoBarensHocty [9]. F1 = 0,97-0,99.

GramBeddings um URLNet. GramBeddings [37]
O00bEAMHSIET YEeThIPE I[MOTOKA N-rPAaMMHBIX 3MOEUIMHIOB
(unigram, bigram, trigram, xocToBble NpPU3HAKH) uepe3
CNN+LSTM ¢ mexanusmoM BHUMaHus. Todnocts 98,27%
Ha 800k URL 6e3 py4HOro HHKHHUPUHTA TPU3HAKOB.
URLNet [38] mpumensiet noitayro CNN Ha cuMBONBEHOM H
cIoBHOM ypoBHe, gocturas F1 = 0,976 ua PhishTank+Alexa.
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D. Mooenu, ucnonvzyemvie 6 sxcnepumenmanbHol

yacmu
Hdnst  TecTHpoBaHMS OTOOpaHBI 4YeTBIpE APXHTEKTYPHI,
MPEACTABIAIONME  pa3Hble MapajurMbl  OOHapy>KEeHHS

(Tabumuma 2).

Ta6muna 2. Kongurypammu sKcnepuMeHTAIbHBIX MoJIeJIei

Moaean Map., M

Kondwrypamun

RF 100 pepensnen, depth=20, 48 npcoam

KOB
CNN 3 sersx ConvlD (k=3,5.7). emb=64 1,2
LSTM 2 caor LSTM (25664 128), emb-—64 2,1
CNNA+LSTM  ConvlD(k=5)+LSTM(128), 2,8

emb=—H4

Oo6wmue napametpsl 00yuenns DL-moneneii: Adam [39], 1
=0,001; batch = 256; epochs = 30; early stopping (patience =
5) mo val_loss [40]; pasnenenue 80/20 co crpaTudukanmei.

Ba3zoBbie METPHKH Ha TECTOBOI BBHIOOPKE MPHBEICHBI B
Tabmuie 3.

Ta6muua 3. bazoBble MeTPUKH MoJeeii 10 aTak (TecToBast
BbIOOpKA)

Maonenn Prec. Recall F1 AUC
RF 0,930 0.910 0,920 0971
CNN 0,970 0.950 0,960 0,989
LSTM 0,960 0,540 0,950 0,983
CNN+LSTM 0970 0960 0970 0992

IV. COCTSBATEJIBHBIE ATAKU HA JIETEKTOPbI
OUIINHTA

A.  ®@opmanvroe onpedenenue u MAKCOHOMUSA

CocrszaTenpHas aTaka — IEJICHANpPaBICHHOE W3MCHEHHUE
BXOJIHBIX JaHHBIX X, IpU KOTOpoM kiaccudukatop f Bergaér
OomMOOYHOE TMpeNCKa3aHUue MpPU COXPAHCHUU CEMaHTHUKH
obObekTa [41]. @opmanbHO Tpedyercss HAUTH X'=X+J TaKoil,
9T0:

f(x") # f(x), II3llp < &, 3)

rae O — mepTypbartusi, € — orpanuueHue HopMmsl, P € {0, 1, 2,
o}, Ima URL X' gpomkeH ocraBaThCs (YHKIHOHAIHHO
KOPPEKTHBIM aJpecoM M HE BBI3BIBATh MOJO3PCHUH Yy
T10JIb30BATEIIS.

o ¢ase araku pasnU9arOT: aTaky YKIOHEHHUs (evasion) —
BO3JICHCTBHE Ha Pa3BEPHYTYIO MOJETb Oe3 M3MEHEHHs of
napaMeTpoB (cueHapuii Hacrosmedl paboThl); W aTaku
orpaBieHusi  (POisoning) — BHEApEHHE HCKAKEHHBIX
MIPUMEPOB B 00YUAIONTYI0 BEIOOPKY [42].

o ocBenomiEHHOCTH aTakyromero: Oenblit sumk (White-
boX) — momHBIA IOCTYI K apXUTEKType M BecaM, METObI
FGSM [41], PGD [42] u C&W [43]; cepblii MUK — H3BECTEH
THUII MOZEJH, HO He mapaMerpsl; 4épHbiid suuk (black-box) —
JOCTYITHBI TOJIBKO BXOJBI M BBIXOJIBI, PEANTUCTHYHAS MOICIb
YTPO3BI TS TPOMBIIITICHHBIX CUCTEM.

®peliMBOpK  HACTOsAIIEH pabOThl peanu3yeT aTakd
YKJIOHEHHST B pEXHMEe UYEPHOro AMMKA: HNepTypOarun
¢dopmupyroTcss 0e3 3ampocoB K MOJETH, oOecredrBas

MIEPEeHOCUMOCTb Ha JII00BIE IeTEKTOPHI.

B. Amaku na suzyarsuvie u HTML-based mooenu

Busyaneusie merekropsr (VisualPhishNet [27], Phishpedia
[28]) ys3BUMBI K MHUKCENbHBIM TepTypOarmsam FGSM/PGD

Ha ckpuHIIoTaxX [44] u x MmogudukanusMm SVG-10roTunos.
IBetoBoii cupur AH < 5° B mpoctpanctBe HSV chuxaer
tounocth VisualPhishNet ¢ 91 mo 67% [45].

HTML-based wmogenu  ys3BUMBI K  CHMBOJIBHOU
obodyckaumn (Hangul Filler U+3164, Zero-Width Space
U+200B) [46], [47], wuHbeKImMH HTOOPOKAYECTBEHHOI'O
koHTeHTa [48], LLM-mepedppasupoke [49] m HTML-
00(¢ycKanuu IEMEHTHI ).

C. Cocmasamenvuvie amaxu na URL-based mooenu

IHoacranoBka omoryingos. OmornugHas aTaka
OKCIUTyaTUPYeT BH3YAIbHYIO HICHTHYHOCTh CHMBOJIOB W3
pasHbIXx KoaoBbix Tabmum Unicode [18]. Kuprutnueckas «a»
(U+0430) meommumma ot jaruHckoir «a» (U+0061) B
OosplIMHCTBE  MIPU(TOB, OAHAKO  SBISIETCS  APYTMM
CHUMBOJIOM C TOYKH 3pEHHs CTPOKOBOTO CpaBHEHHS U
CHMBOJIEHOTO SMOEITHHT .

ITycts H(C) - MEOXecTBO romMorindos cumBoia C, o € [0,1]
— K03 PHUIMEHT NTHTCHCHBHOCTH. ATaKa:

: {h ~ H(z,)
Ly =
JvI

Henesbie npusnaxku. CumBonbHbi embedding DL-
Mojeneil (CHUMBOJBI M3 JPYrod KOJOBOM  CTpaHMIIBI
MPOCLMPYIOTCS HA WHBIC MO3UIUH); JIEKCUIECKUE TIPU3HAKN
RF (kiroueBbie ciioBa «Securey, «loginy ne obHapyxuBatoTCs,
€CJIM CJIOBO CMEUIAHO C TOMOTTIH(aMHU).

TalnckBOTTHHI. TallICKBOTTUHI MMUTUPYET ONEYaTKU
npu Habope noMenHoro mMenum [50]. Yerwipe cTparerum:
nybnupoBanme — cuMmBoiia  (gooogle.com), TIPOITYCK
(gogle.com), Tpancnosuuus (googel.com), 3amena coceqHeit
knaBumeir QWERTY (googke.com). IleneBble MpU3HAKH:
TOYHBIE TEKCTOBBIE COBIIAJCHMS C OpeHIOamMu, N-rpaMMHbIE
MaTTEPHBI JOMEHHBIX UM EH.

HWubexkuusi momaomena. Araka no0aBiisieT Ha3BaHue
JIETUTUMHOTO OpeH/1a KakK IO UIOMEH K JIOMEHY aTaKyIoIIero:

C BEPOSITHOCTBIO 0,
MHaye. 4)

google.secure-login.com  [10]. Tpu  ctums:  bare
(paypal.attacker.com), hyphenated (paypal-
com.attacker.com), J100aBIiIeHUE npepuxca

(login.paypal.attacker.com). IleneBsie npu3HaKu: CTPyKTypa
crpoku gomena (DL-mozgenn), cuérurk mogmaomeros (RF).

Yanunenue URL. B agpec noGaBistoTces peaancTUIHbIE
query-mapametpsl (Utm_source, session_id, tracking_id),
YBEIMYMBAIOIIUE JUIMHY CTPOKH W YHUCIO TapaMeTpoB.
I'eneparopel  3Hauenwmii: hex, UUID4, base64, Unix-
timestamp. LleneBbie mnpusHaku: ummHa URL u uwmcio
napametpoB (RF). DL-mozenu ¢ yceuenunem go Lmax = 200
MpaKTUUecKU HeBocTpuuMuuBsl [10].

KonupoBanune URL. Ataka 3ameHsieT CUMBOJIBI hex-
nocnenoBarenbHOCTIMEA %X X [29]. TIpumep:
/login?user=admin -
/1login?%75%73%65%72=%61%64%6D%69%6E

IoxaepxuBaercs TP pexxuma peructpa hex-nudp: upper,
lower, mixed (cmyuaiineiii BbIGOp). LleneBbie OpH3HAKH:
noist %-cumBoioB (RF), kimoueBbie cioBa-unmnkaropst (RF),
cuMBOJbHOE pacnpenenenne (DL).

Komno3utHbie HENnoYKH. IMocnenoBarensHOE
NPUMEHEHNE HECKOJIBKMX  aTak: Kaxaas paspymaer
cobctBeHHyto Tpymnny npusHakos [10]. [Ipenonpenenénnrpie
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uenouku: Stealth (tonpko omoriudsr); typo_homoglyph
(Taiimo — omornuder); full_evasion (taitmo — omormupsr —
Y/UIHHEHHE); encoded_evasion (komupoBaHue —
yUIdHeHune);, maximum  (taiino —  omoriupel —
KOJMPOBaHHE — yUIMHEHHEe — uHbekius [1]]).
GAN-myTanus ¢ gy4eBbIM nmouckom. Merox [51], [52]
peann3yeT ONTUMH3ALMOHHBIH IIOMCK B IPOCTPAHCTBE
CUMBOJIOB 0e3 oOyuenust Helipocern. JlyueBoii mouck 3a G

MOKOJICHWIT ~ pacumpsieT  MyJl  KaHAWAaTOB  TpeMs
ormepatopamMun  Mmytamum: (1) romormudHBI  (3amMeHa
CHMBOJIOB  BBICOKOCXOmubIMU  Unicode-ananoramu), (2)

CHMBOJIbHBIY (JyONMpOBaHUE, YIaJICHUE, MEPECTaHOBKA B
netloc), (3) yactuunoe komupoBanune ASCII-cumBosioB myTn
yepes %XX. OneHka KaHAUJIATOB MHPOU3BOJUTCS depes3
victim_fn (black-box sampoc & xmaccudukaropy) wuiam
BCTPOCHHYIO JICKCHUECKYIO BPUCTHKY. AJITOPUTM:

beamgy,, = p{(s(m),m) vm € mutate(beamg)}, (5)

rae K — mupuna ayya, S(+) — neneBas Gpyukius. CKOPOCTb:
~ 3500 URL/mMmr mnpotuB Heckombkux cekyHI/URL y
ueiipocereBbix GAN [51], [53].
D. Cpasnenue munog amax
CpaBHEHHE THUIIOB COCTS3aTENbHBIX AaTak MOPUBEICHO B
Tabiuue 4.

Ta6auna 4. CpaBHenne URL-based cocrsizaTesibHBIX aTak

Araxa Ienesne npn Yass. 3aum.
IHAKH apx

Oumormmads Embedding, Bee Huzk.
JCKCHKR

Talncksor. Jlomen, n- Bee Husk,
CPBMMEL

Himexmus 11 Crpyxrypa no- DL Cpemn,
MeEeHAa

Yanunenne HAanmna  URL, RF Huzk,
HAPAMETPLE

Koguposanne JIekcHKA, K10~ RF, DL Huzk.
HeBRIE CIIOBA

KoMmoasnrnas Bee rpynma Bee Cpean,

GAN-myrauns  Embedding, Bee Huzk.

JOKCHKA

V. APXUTEKTYPA U PEAJIM3ALIVS ®PEMBOPKA

A.  Tpebosanus k cucmeme

@OyHKIHOHANBHBIE  Tpe0OBaHMA. (1) resepanus
coctazarenbHbix URL mist cemm tmmoB arak; (2) CLI ¢
rpyInmnaMu napamerpoB Ui kaxzjoro tuma; (3) Python API
JUIsl BCTpaWBaHMs B aBTOMATH3MPOBAaHHBIC MAWIUIANHEL, (4)
JeTEpMUHUPOBaHHAs TeHepaius 4yepe3 Seed-mapamertp; (5)
NOAACPXKKA NPENONpPEeNelEHHbIX M IOJb30BATEIbCKUX
neno4ek; (6) BU3yaibHas MOJCBETKA U3MEHEeHHH B Verbose-
pexume.

Hedynkunonanbubie TpeGoBaHuUs. 1)
npou3BoauTeNbHOCT He MeHee 10 000 URL/muH st
OJJMHOYHBIX aTaK; (2) MOAYJIbHOCTB: KaXIbIi THIl aTakud —
HE3aBUCHUMBI KOMIIOHEHT; (3) pacimupseMocTh dYepes
npunnun Open/Closed; (4) aBTOHOMHOCTh: 6€3 BHEIIHUX
API u cereBbix 3ampocoB; (5) coBmectiumocTs: Python 3.10+,
tonbKko tldextract kax BHEIIHSIST 3aBHCHMOCTb.

B. Komnonenmmuas apxumexmypa

@peiimBopk cocronuT m3 ueThlpéx yposHeit: (1) CLI/API —

Touka BXoma python -m src.attacks, BcromorarenbHbIE
¢ynkuum attack url() u typosquat url(); (2) Mmoaynb arak
src/attacks/ — cemb kiaccoB aTtak W 0a30BbIA aOCTPAKTHBIN
kinacc; (3) yrwmatel src/utils/ — monceerka diff, nerexrtop
MOAJCPKKHU 1BeTa TepMuHana; (4) nanusie homoglyphs.py —
cioBaph u3 ~180 map romornuoB 6€3 JTOTUKH.
[IpumensroTcst nBa mnarTepHa OpOeKTUpoBaHusA [54].
Crparerus (Strategy). Kaxnplii knacc ataku peanusyer
unrepdeiic BaseAttack ¢ meromamu generate() — List[str]
u get_attack_info() — Dict; moGasnenne HOBOTO THIIA
aTaky CBOJUTCS K CO3[JaHMIO HOBOTO ITOKJIACCA.
Henouka obs3aHHocTeil. CompositeAttack npumenseT
crimcok BaseAttack mocenoBaTenbHO; BBIXOA OJJHOTO 3BEHA
— BXOJI CIEyIOLIETO.

C. Peanuszayus knaccos amax

BaseAttack (abcTpakTHBIN):
Jluctunr 1. ba3oBblii Kjaacc aTaku

BaseAttack (ABC) :

def init (self, url: str,
count: int = 10,
seed: int | None

self.url url

self . count count

self . rng random . Random( seed )

class

None) :

flabstractmethod

def generate(self) -> list|str|

Sabstractmethod
def get attack info(self) -> dict:

SubstitutionAttack XxpaHuT cioBapb roMoriugoB Tpéx
ypoBHeit cxoncta (high/medium/low). Meron generate ()
BI)I6I/IpaeT MO3ULUH 3aMEHbI 4Yepe3 random. sample () oe3
nosropenuii. Ilapamerp domain_only
3aMeHs! xocT-yacTbio URL.

TyposquattingAttack peanusyer 4eThipe OIEYaTKH 4Yepes
nepeuncienne TypoType. QWERTY-Matpuua cMexHoCTH
ompexaenseTcs crarudecku st packinagok QWERTY u
QWERTZ.

SubdomaininjectionAttack wucmons3yer 6asy w3z 50
HanboJyiee 4acTO UMHUTHUPYEMbIX OpeHIOB. PexoHCTpyKIms
URL 4epe3 urllib.parse.urlunparse () COXpaHsET
path, query u fragment.

LengthPaddingAttack renepupyer 3HaueHUs ITapaMeTpOB
uepe3 ueThipe hopmara: hex, uuid4, base64, timestamp.

URLEncodingAttack koaupyer BbIOpaHHbIE KOMITOHEHTHI
URL (domain, path, query, fragment). Pexum mixed
MOPOXKAaeT JI0 COUNt YHHMKaIbHBIX BapUaHTOB 4epes3
ICEBIOCTYYaiiHbIi BBIOOp peructpa hex-uudp.

GANMutationAttack zanyckaer nyueBoit mouck 3a G
MOKOJIeHUH ¢ mupuHoit tyda K. Tpu oneparopa myrtarmu: (1)

OrpaHNYNBACT

_mutate_homoglyph — 3amena cumBONOB roMoOrIU(GamMu
ypoBust HIGH; (2) _mutate _char_level — ny6nuposanue,
yIaneHue, MepecTaHoBKa B netloc; (©)]
_mutate_encoding_partial - %XX-komuposaune ASCII-
OykB TyTH CO ciydaidHeIM perucTpoM. CI0KHOCTb:
O(G - K- [x]).

CompositeAttack  peanmsyer  maTTepH  «I€HodYKa
00513aHHOCTECI»:

JIuctunr 2. Anroputvm CompositeAttack.generate()
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pool [url]

for attack in chain:
next _pool [
for u in pool:
attack . url u
next pool.extend(attack, generate())
pool rng.sample(next pool,
min{count , len(next pool)))
return pool [: count|

D. CLIu Python API

Touka Bxoja:

python -m src.attacks <attack_type>
[mapamMeTps1] .

[pumep omoriudHON aTaku:

Jluctunr 3. CLI: omormndnas ataka

$ python -m src paypal - secure ,com/
login
substitution
-quality high <<count 3
Original: http://paypal - secure.com/login
1. http://paypal -secure.com/login |a->]
2. hetp://paypal login  |a->|
3. http://paypal-secure.com/login |o->]

attacks http://

.«coefficient 0.3

.seed 42 --verbose

secure , com/

Python API st uaTerpanuu:

JIucrunr 4. Python API: komno3uTHas aTaka

composite CompositeAttack. from preset(
url="http:// paypal login",
preset _name-"full evasion®,
count=>5, seed=42

-[secure .com

)

results composite. generate  with _trace()

E. Xapaxmepucmuxu npouzsooumenvrocmu

Bce araku peamusoBanbl B umctoM Python 6e3 1/0 u
cereBbIX 3ampocos. IIpomsBoaurenbrocts (Intel Core i7-
12700H, 1 motok, count=10): omormudsr — 185000 URL/Mum;
TainckBoTTHHT — 210000; wabexkmms I11 - 195000;
ymuaenne — 170000; xomupoBanue — 220 000; GAN-
mytanust (G = 20, K = 30) — 3 500; composite full_evasion —
48000 URL/mum.

Tpebosanne >10000 URL/MuH BBINONHEHO € 3amacoM
4,8-21x nna Bcex THnoB, kpome GAN-myTauuu (JrydeBoid
TIOHCK). GAN-pexum Macmrabupyercs qepe3
multiprocessing.Pool.

V1. DKCITEPUMEHTAJILHOE UCCITEJIOBAHUE

A.  Jlamacem u npedobpabomia

OKCHepUMEeHTANIbHBIM  JaTaceT arperupoBaH M3 ABYX
ucrounukoB. PhishTank - 37175 BepuuuupoBaHHBIX
¢umuaToBEIX URL, coOpanubix 3a 2022-2024 rTommI
Bepudukarus coobuiecTBOM ¢ S-TOJIOCHBIM KOHCEHCYCOM
o0ecriednBaeT HU3KYIO JOJI0 JIOXKHO-NMO3UTHBHBIX METOK.
Marchal2014 (PhishStorm) [55] — 36 400 serutumusix URL,
OT(UIBTPOBAHHBIX 10 KPUTEPHIO aKTHBHOCTH IOMEHa (OTBET
200 OK Ha MoMeHT cbopa).

Wrorossrit naracer: 73 575 URL (37 175 ¢pumnHTOBBIX —
50,5%; 36400 nerutuMHBIX — 49,5%). Pasgenenue: 80%
obyuenue / 20% tect co cTpaTtuduKarmeit; KoHTpoiap domain
leakage — uu ommn registrable domain we BcTpeuaercs
OJJTHOBPEMEHHO B 000MX pa3zenax.

IIpenobpaborka mmst DL-momereii: mepeBoJ B HUKHUN
perucTp, ynajeHue MpoTokoiya, ycedenne 1o Lmax = 200
CHIMBOJIOB, KoipoBaHue yepe3 cinoBapb 97 ASCII-cumBoos.

Jdns RF: 48 nexcuuecknx M XOCTOBBIX HpPU3HAKOB 0e3
CETEBBIX 3aIPOCOB.

B. [Ilapamemper amak

Kondurypanus arak B SKCHEpUMEHTE OTOOpakeHa B
Tabimie 5.

C. Ilpomoxkon sxcnepumenma

Ataku npumensiuch k 20% ¢ummnarossix URL TectoBoii
BeIOOpKH (0,2 x 7 435 =1 487 URL). Cocrsa3aTensHbie
BapHaHTHl 3aMelaiy opuruHaibHble pumuaroBeie URL B
TecToBOM  Habope. Mogenn  mepeoneHHBAINCh  Ha
Mo u(uIIpoBaHHOM Habope Oe3 nepeoOyuenus. [TepBrunas
MerpuKka — F1-score GuHapHOH KiaccupUKauy.

D. Pesynomamur mecmuposeanus

Fl-score mociae arak mno Ttumam. Owmornudabe
MOIU(UKAINU TIOKa3adl HawOonpmiee CHmKeHne F1 s
Bcex apxutekTyp (RF: =15 %, CNN: =12 %, LSTM: —13 %,
CNN+LSTM: =10 %). 3T1oT 3deKT 00BSICHAETCS TEM, YTO
cumBoupHBIH embedding-cioit DL-mopeneii He 06yuarcs Ha
KHPHUITIECKUX/TPEUECKIX 3aMeHax, a RF HE
KIACCU(UIIMPYET KUPWUIMIY KaK  «II0J03PUTEIbHBIN
CHUMBOJI B CTaHIapTHOM Habope mpu3Hakos [10].

Heranuzanus mox omoruaudHoii arakoii. CHmkeHHe
Recall 3nauurtenbHee cHwxenus Precision: woxnenu
nponyckatoT ¢uimunarossle URL ¢ omormudamu (False
Negatives pacTyT) npu OTHOCHTEIBHO CTa0MIBHOM YpPOBHE
JIOXKHBIX TPEBOT.

PesyabTatel GAN-myTtanun. JlygaeBoit mouck ¢ G = 20,
K = 30 cxomuTcs K BapuaHTaM, KOMOHHHUPYIOIIHNM
romoriudsl B Netloc n yacruanoe % XX-koaqupoBaHue myTH,
Hapymias MPU3HAKH HECKOJIBKUX TPYIII OAHOBPEMEHHO.

Pe3ysibTaThl KOMIO3UTHBIX aTak. [lemouka maximum
camxkaer F1 nmo ypomus 0,77-0,84 y Bcex apxuUTEKTyp,
obecrieunBas HanOOJIBIIYIO JeTpaganio cpenu
PacCMOTPEHHBIX BApPUAHTOB LIETIOYEK.

VIIl. AHAIU3 PE3YJIbTATOB U PEKOMEHJIALIN

A.  Ananus nammeprnog ysazeumocmeti

Omornugsl ¥ TAWNCKBOTTHHT — HAWOONBIIHA 3PPEKT.
Omormudnas 3amena rpu o = 0,3 BbI3bpIBaeT najeaue F1 Ha
10-15% y Bcex momeneir. DL-monenu oOy4anuce Ha ASCII-
URL; KuprInyecKue/TpeuecKue 3aM eHbl PO CIUPYIOTCS Ha
WHBIC WM HYJICBbIC MO3UIMU B IIPOCTPAHCTBE IMOEIINHIOB.
RF Tepsiet 4éTkocTh B cUETUMKE TOJO3PUTENHHBIX CHMBOJIOB!
KUPWIIMLA HE CYUTACTCS «IOJO03PUTEIBHBIMY) CHMBOJIOM B
cTaHaapTHOM 48-pu3HakoBOoM HaOope. TaWIICKBOTTHHT
MOKa3bIBaeT CXOXKYI0 3(QdekTuBHOCTs (—9—14%), Hapymias
N-TpaMMHBIE TAaTTEPHBI JOMEHHBIX UMEH [10].

WNubeknus momaoMeHa — acUMMeTpudHbId 3¢ dekt. RF
TepseT Jumb 8 % F1 (cuéTamk mommoMeHoB Kak oauH u3 48
NpU3HAKOB), Toraa kak DL-monenu nerpagupytor Ha 8— 12 %:
HHBEKINS «paypal» mepen MOMEHOM KapaMHAIBHO MEHSET
BCIO CHMBOJIbHYIO I[OCIIEOBATENLHOCTE CTPOKH XOCTa,
Hapymias aTTepPHbI, yCBOCHHBIE ITpu o0ydyennu [11].

YunnHenne - usbuparensubiii ad¢exr. DL-monmenn
npakTraecku HeBocipuuM4uBbl (CNN 1 CNN+LSTM -2 %,
LSTM - 4 9%): yceuenme no Lmax = 200 BeBOIHT
Jno0aBlIeHHbIE HapameTpsl 3a mpexaensl okHa BBojga. RF
tepset 10% F1l: npusnakm «mmuHa URL» u  «uucno
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mapamMeTpoB»  SBIAIOTCA  WHPOPMATUBHBIMH, M  HX
9KCTpEMaJIbHbIC 3HAYCHHs HApYIIAIOT pellarolye MpaBuia
nepesbes [10].

KomupoBanne URL - mBoifHON MexaHH3M Jerpajaiuu.
Hna RF: nons %-cMMBOJIOB pe3KO BO3pacTaeT, KIIOUEBhHIE
cimoBa (login, secure) He cOBHAIAIOT CO CIOBAPHBIMHU
narrepHamu, umHa URL yBemmunBaercs B 2,5-3 paza. s
DL: cumBoibl % u hex-uudpbl BBITECHSIOT andaBHTHBINA
KOHTEHT, CcIBHTast pacrpezesieHue BXOJHOU
ToCIeI0BaTeILHOCTH OT oOydatomiero [10].

CNN+LSTM - nyuymas 06a3oBas  TOYHOCTH U
OTHOCHUTENBHO  BBICOKas  yCTOWYMBOCTb. | 'mOpuaHas
ApXUTEKTypa MOKa3bIBACT HAWIYUINYI0 0a30BYI0 TOYHOCTH
(F1 = 0,970) u B OGONBIIMHCTBE CICHAPHEB COXpPAHSICT
ycToWdMBOCTh: moj komupoBanueM URL He nerpammpyer
(F1 = 0,970), mox omornudamu Tepser numb 10%, mox
nHbekiued noyiomena — 8 % — mensie, ueM CNN u LSTM.
Tem ne menee noq TainickBoTTuHroM CNN+LSTM yerynaer
CNN u LSTM (0,850 nporus 0,860) — Gosiee BbICOKOE
6azoBoe  kauecTBO  He  rapantupyer  adversarial-
YCTOIHUYMBOCTH BO BCEX CIICHApPHIX.

Bzanmoycunenne B KOMHIO3UTHBIX Lienodkax. llemouka
full_evasion cumxaer F1 mo 0,79-0,84. Kakmas araka
paspyliaer Ty Tpymiy MPU3HAKOB, HA KOTOPYIO MOTa Obl
«OTIEPETHCS» MOJENb TOCIE MPEIbIIYIIeH aTaku — MPU3HAKK
MIePECTAOT JIOMOJHATE IPYT JApYyra IIPpU AETEKTUPOBAHHH.

IepenocumocThb (transferability). Bce YeThIpe
ApXHUTEKTYPHI NEMOHCTPHPYIOT CXOXKYIO Jerpamanuio (£2 %
OT CPEJIHEro) IpH KaXXJIOM THUIIE aTaku. DTO MOATBEPKIAET
BBICOKYIO TiepeHocumocTs fule-based arak B pexnme
y€pHoro smuka [33].

B. Pekomey()auuu no noevlulerHuro ycmoﬁqueocmu

Hopmamuzamus Unicode. Iepen anamizom URL cremyer
MPUBOAUTH BCce CUMBONBI K cranaaptHoit gopme (NFKC),
YTO yCTpaHseT OOJBIIMHCTBO BapUAHTOB «HEBUIUMBIX)»
MOJIMEH CHUMBOJIOB. J[si 3aliuThl OT KHUPUILIMYECKUX
oMoryMGoB (BH3yadbHO HEOTIMYHMBIX OT JIATHHHIIBI)
JIOTIOJTHUTEIIFHO HPUMEHSETCSl TaOMHMIa BU3YaTbHO CXOXKHX
cumBoio Unicode confusables [10].

IlpoBepka JgOMeHHBIX HMEH Ha HeCTAHIAPTHbIE
CHUMBOJIBI. JJOMEHHBIE IMEHA C CHMBOJIAMH M3 HEATHHCKUX
andasuToB mpeobpasytorcs B cranpaptHeiii  ASCII-Bun
(Punycode, RFC 3492 [56]), 4ro mO3BOJIET HAIEKHO
obHapyxuBath oMornudHble ToMeHsl Buma paypal.com (c
KUPHUTHIECKOH «a»).

CocrsazaTesibHOE 1000y4eHue. Bxrouenue

CTCHEpHUPOBAHHBIX  (PEHMBOPKOM IPUMEPOB aTak B
00y4aromyto BbIOOPKY MOBBIILIAET YCTOHYMBOCTD MOJIEIH Ha
5-10 % [57].
KoMOuHupoBaHMe KjIacCHYeCKMX M  HelpoceTeBbIX
mojeneii. O0benunenue npeackazanuii Random Forest u
DL-moneneit kommneHcupyeT cnaOble CTOPOHBI KaKIOTO
moxona: ataky, 3¢ extuBHble mpotuB RF (ymmaerne URL,
KoaupoBanwue), ciabdo BiusrotT Ha DL, n Hao6opoT.

Orpanumvenne mammasl  URL. TIlpoctoit mopor -
otkioHATs URL muanaee 300 cumBosoB miu ¢ 6onee uem 10
query-mapameTpamMu — Hag&KHO  OJOKMpPYET — aTaku
yIUITMHEHHs: 03 JIOKHBIX cpadaThlBaHWH Ha JISTUTUMHBIX
URL.

VIII. 3AKTIOYEHUE
B HacTosmielt paboTe mpoBeleHa CHCTEMATHU3alUs BHJIOB
(UIMMHTOBBIX aTak W METOJOB WX OOHapyXeHWUs.
Vcranosineno, yro URL-based Meromsl oOecreduBaror

Hantyuiuii 6ananc ckopoctu (no 106 URL/c), Tounocru (F1
= 0,95 - 0,99) u npUMEHNMOCTH B peaJbHOM BpEMEHH,
OJTHAKO MOJIENIU JEMOHCTPHUPYIOT 3HAYUMYIO YSI3BHMOCTh K
COCTA3aTeNbHBIM MOAU(DUKALUSIM BXOIHBIX JTaHHBIX.
PaspaboTtan Python-dpeiimMBopk, peanusyrommi cemb
TUIIOB COCTS3aTENbHBIX aTaK B PEeXHUME YEPHOIO SIIMKA C
enuabIM uHTEpdeticom BaseAttack, CLI, Python API, seed-
based BOCITPOHM3BOAUMOCTBIO u HIECTHIO
MpeAONPEACAEHHBIME  [IEOYKaMu. [Ipor3BOIUTETHHOCTD
cocrasisieT 10 220000 URL/MuH At oIMHOYHBIX aTak U 48
000 URL/muH mist TpEX CTAIMIHBIX IETTOYEK.
DkcrnepuMeHTanbHas ornenka Ha 73575 URL BreiBuia
ApXUTEKTypHO-CHeln(pHIECKne aTTepHbl ysa3BuMocTel: RF
Hauboiee ysa3BuM K yuuaenno URL (=10% gepes length-
based mnpusnaku); CNN u LSTM - k omormudam wu
komgupoBanuro URL (4epe3 cuMBOIBHBIE SMOCIIMHIH);
CNN+LSTM coxpaHsieT ycTOWYMBOCTh K KOJWPOBAHHIO
URL (Her merpajmaiuu) U moka3blBaeT HAMMEHbBIIUE IOTEPU
oJ; OMOTJHU(aMU U HHBEKIIUCH MOIOMEHA, OTHAKO IO
GAN-myTanueii tepser 14 %. Bce arakd IepeHOCHMBI:
paspaboranHble 0e3 gocTyma K BecaM MOJeJed, OHHU
0TMHAKOBO 3 ()(EKTHBHBI MPOTHB BCEX YCTHIPEX apXUTEKTYP.
enouka makcuMmanbHO cHHUXkaeT F1 Bcex momeneit 1o
ypoBHs 0,77-0,84, dro TOATBEpPXKIACT KPHUTHIECKYIO
BOXHOCTh Mep nportuBojeiicTus: Unicode-Hopmanu3anu,

IDN-getexTopa, COCTA3aTEILHOIO 0o0yueHHs u
aHCaMOIUPOBaHHUS.

BJIATOJIAPHOCTH

ABTOpBI OJsraroapHeI COTpYTHHKAM kadenpsl
WNudopmanmonnoit Oe3zomacHoctu (MB) 3a 00cyxneHus u
TMOJIe3HBIE 3aMedaHusl. Bompocst U CIIONIb30BAHMS
HckyccTBeHHOrO — MHTEIEKTa B KuOepOe3omacHOCTH

SBIIOTCS OJHMM M3 OCHOBHBIX Hay4YHBIX HalpaBICHHI
kadenper Wb ¢akympreta BMK MIY wumenn M.B.
JloMOHOCOBAa M pacCMaTpUBAIHCh BO  MHOXECTBE
MarucTepCKuxX qUCCEPTAlMii U Hay4IHBIX pabort [58, 59, 60].
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Adversarial Attacks on URL-Based Phishing
Detection Models

E.D. Shustova, O.R. Laponina

Abstract — Phishing attacks remain one of the most widespread and
economically significant cyberthreats. Machine and deep learning
models for URL phishing detection achieve F1 scores of 0.95-0.99 on
standard datasets, but their resilience to targeted adversarial
modifications of input data remains poorly understood.

This paper proposes a systematization of phishing attack types and
detection methods, a comparative analysis of URL-based architectures
(Random Forest, symbolic CNN, LSTM, CNN+LSTM), a classification
of adversarial attacks on phishing detectors, and a Python framework
that implements seven types of black-box evasion attacks: homoglyph
substitution, typosquatting, subdomain injection, URL extension, URL
encoding, GAN mutation with beam search, and composite chains.

The developed framework satisfies the following requirements:
generation of adversarial URLs for seven attack types; CLI with
parameter groups for each type; Python APl for embedding into
automated pipelines; deterministic generation via a seed parameter;
support for predefined and custom chains; visual highlighting of
changes in verbose mode.

Experimental evaluation was performed on a dataset of 73,575 URLs
(PhishTank + Marchal2014). Homoglyph modifications were shown to
reduce the F1-score by 10-159% for all architectures; typosquatting by
9-14%; subdomain injection by 8% for Random Forest and 8-13% for
DL models; URL extension by 10% for Random Forest and up to 4%
for DL models; URL encoding by 6% for Random Forest and 0-10%
for DL models (CNN+LSTM does not degrade). The full_evasion chain
reduces F1 to 0.79-0.84 for all architectures; the maximum chain
reduces it to 0.77-0.84. GAN mutation with heuristic scoring reduces F1
by 14-16% without access to model parameters. All attacks are
transferable in black-box mode.

Practical recommendations for improving the robustness of detectors
are formulated: NFKC Unicode normalization, IDN/Punycode detector,
adversarial training, Random Forest and DL ensembling, and URL
length limitation. The framework's throughput is up to 220,000

URLs/min for single attacks and 48,000 URLs/min for three-stage chains.

Keywords — Phishing detection, URL, adversarial attacks, Random
Forest model robustness, symbolic CNN, LSTM, CNN+LSTM, Python
framework, homoglyph maodifications, typosquatting, subdomain
injection, URL extension, URL encoding, GAN mutation.
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