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Abstract

A nature immunity system responds sensitively to an external invasion with various functions
in a lot of bodies, besides it there is a function to remember information to have been currently
infected. we propose a hybrid model similar to immune system which combine with the antibody
which applied genetic algorithm as select antibody and the arbitrary abnormal system call
sequence that applied negative selection of a nature immunity system. A proposed model uses an
arbitrary abnormal system Kol sequence in order to reduce a positive defect and a negative defect.
Data used to experiment are send mail data processed UNM (University of New Maxico). The
negative defect that an experiment results proposal model judged system call more abnormal than

the existing negative selection to normal system call appeared 0.55% low.
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