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Abstract: The reputation model is one of the most important methods that can be used to construct trust between
peers in peer-to-peer systems. However, almost all reputation models for P2P applications are purely decentralized.
They have many defects such as slow convergence speed of trust in node, complicated trust management and
overwhelming network cost. So to solve these problems TLT (two-level trust), a two-level trust model, is proposed
in this paper. In TLT a series of trust clusters are spontaneously formed that are the minimum unit of trust evaluation.
Every trust cluster includes some members and a cluster header. There is a mutual trust relationship between the
cluster header and member node. For example, in order to increase inter-cluster service trust the cluster header
checks the service performance of members and eliminates malicious members by using the concept of intra-cluster
service trust; while member nodes, aiming to heighten the service reputation and receive good quality services, also
examine the management capability of the cluster header and isolate the malicious cluster headers by employing the
concept of proxy trust. Analyses and simulations show that malicious behaviors can be quickly identified in TLT
because of the fast convergence speed of trust value and TLT is scalable because of its simple trust management and
small network overhead.
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B A Ak ik TR A TLT T4 Rk dofE 414 32 14 3 A W 45 TF 45 ).
XA AFFEREASE E AT E A
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T P2P R TF IO FNEE 44 1, 1X B e ARSI %= H P AT DA E RGP A R 5 HE R B A
IR 25 T AS FHAEL 32 B 48 5, 01 P2P SCF 62 R 48 9 VBS.Gnutella i Hp 2 AR BBl KazaA R4
o 50% DAL AT i ST E 2 31 T e lag R ST A 2 PR S AR LRI, T DAZE Rk )

BT 2 (AT R GE R EOAT LA Sy 2 v R 4l 23 Bl S e e b R R G0 L A — AN A B P 0 R
W TR AT AR ATAR B AR AT B AR 18 5, AU S AT R SR B R (B AR S R G AR B o R
RUR BRI B8 06 20055 o) 780, F 40050 HOR 458 L AN AT AE 46 0 0045 AT I 55 28,10 s5OAH T & A F S A AT 4 2. IR 0t A
R PR L P I R E ARG 2,40 8 I A S A8 L B AT, LT P2P I A (1 35 T 75 2 (1435 AT 4o
R R 4l oy i B A AR eI 2 P2PRep®l.P2PRep L M BA . 22 R0 A, 3T 8 LLAR /N 0 T 45 48 1 3|
Gnutella 0.4 BHpil H.P2PRep (1 s AR I :1) RS H 1 75 B4 58 58 D HUAE A1 s b JF AL B 32
WP S 2 BRI — AN T A A 2 BB S g K i R IR, B R 025 B 07 AT RE A 4 R R LUk
W TR T Y ARSI M8 2) RS I A s A A ), A B R AU A SR P 3) AT
JE V25 AS AT T DL AN R TR Y R AR AT ORI (AT B S A 15 R R A A b s SR R 7 2 ) SR
IR ) FEATLH, I 4% T JEH K.

£ % P2PRep [k 15, Bl 45 A 45 SN 4l o3 a7 B A0 i 32 H T — Rl 43 o B (R AR $8 9 J2) 45
LA 2 (two-level trust, K TLT). TLT B84 5 2240 Jo 4t P2P W F7E TLT HL,—2E 58 J s 5 sl 038 4 115
ATFFF B 37 0 % (AL T 3CHk[14] 7 (19 Ultrapeer F1SCHR[15] 7 ¥ Supernode), JL 42 717 sSUIMAR AT A5, B 1% 26 %
MR AR E A T B 5 R385, 8 P8 B T s TLT R PR 25 AT 2 B2 3R R N B AT AR A 1T AR N ST 2 1R
TR 5 R 01T R D) R A LA AT 0 B AR TR0 A ) 7 5 i 2 Tl IR A D0 R IR G AT 2 N 25 AT, T AR 5 4T
SEHNEAF AT S AR AT 2 R RS AT IR 45 1, AR 2 10, B B AR N AR AT H 002 T 38 s ik RIE AT

2 L RTIR AT AT UG o AE TLT 9 i e B T B A0 % 1 2 5 AT A AR S B 1Y) I 851 AR T, AT A% B ik
P BRI AT A S5, 2 CPU JEIUT. A 72 1 00 48 415 g A4 14 5) e 6 R 1 04T O Jeg e O P A B R T R
B ATL P, B0 RS 0 4 A AT DI N AT AR 8 A 33K A il 2 A2 (10 A ot gt A i A 5 T A K i 0 A AT 1 DR it B AL Y
R LR AR B A N AN AR R WUR B AT e M AN B AL AR R R S O R B ML AR S R SR B
AR K P 2 4 I8 R ST 7 T L o v A 4% T R A A9 0, DA T X 2R 56 2 i K F0 R 81 3 T o, AT 1 7
TLT S48 T 5T AT IR B I B 500 B R 0T s R B B 5%, 25 8 1 1 AT 9 AR SC ) 3 B DTk A il

1) BT M EEATART 2T B W 05t T DS AT R Jy 5 A5 AT 1 o e vy 45 b 5 10
ST PR IR 25 AR AT AR AT A WS, I 88 TR /0 i A5 10 A i AR L& VR 8 BRI A 0 T s IS AT N A7 7 B 05
IO B 200 ) 50

2) $EH TR TEAT AR B B R T R A AR AT AR S SR AR I B T
M4 75 2%,

3) $EH T A EARAE MRS A 5 R b R AL — PO BLAF AT G R R R R IR &S5 AT RS
T B A B Y AR AR S AR XM Sk B (S 1

ASCE 1 W HAA O TAE S 2 TV A B RATHIA Y A RE VPN TEZE 3 128 4 T B 45 IR AR SR AT
LTI,

1 #HXIE

EBay!™ "L — i iU g 4 o 7 2 R RS B AR, S S U S B 16 [ S S5 858 rating, 2 W AR R A
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Sy (K52 EBay A8 H A 2 XL R T P R ok R g LU R B AR AT 13 #E5 Zh % 4 JF L EBay f#H] T —A>
B IR AR 55 6 B peers 2 18] AR 55 A2 T, MARAS _EHIRBR T 2000 O 2 R A8 R 2k (H A h Ui 32 R gt
P2P R ZER A AT

P2PRep® 2 4 43 2 2 R S I SRR, 3G T 045K ) Gnutella 545,78 P2PRep B il peers 3t
Ao A EE W PR BCRER ER AL = 04 peers (1753545 5. P2PRep A1 ] 5 H. 22 1k vy IR A 5 B % 2] Gnutella
0.4 SCAFIL =M. d1 T P2PRep i 2 peers AL 13 41 R BELELAL Y o (10 745 245 L A AR A B 2% OF 1L, 4 s i 7
PR AR AR RGE D A5 AT ARSI 1152, 75 2 A 0 SR I 2 LA BEAT A 1, 190 0% O 5 250K SCHIR[9] A
JEAE P2PRep YRR L3ty 17— A B A 2 M, oAl U5 1044 15 P2PRep HHIA). ALt th B A7 15 P2PRep JEAULH
e

FEIE T T 45 A P2P R T IR P 2 2R e HL, 9 o (BRATTFR B DA 70 ) R G 52 SO 38 5 [0 7 2845 R S e At
RERATIRR Ly BEYS 250) R O AE FF HLBETY S8 BARZE 145 s [ 75 0. Peer Trust™ 2 £ xd 45 Ky 4k P2P I il ——
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221 ARIUSTH5E
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R AN S IE IR 1) Ny SR ARG IR 45 56 S T NG AR A I IR 45 45 1 5 NG PR AR 5 SR AR AR AT 0
MR
PRAT(N;,N;) :m 1)
Hort PROT(N;N)Z R Ny 4 Ny (AR EE 5 5K A5 A Npg M Ny AV BT R0 N ] BR84SR 1 B K
K0 Mpg T L e e 38 SR S (B Eh V7 SR & R 3R 13 T3 R I 25 (10375 3K ). Crg A — AN B /AN IR T 5 2 (— ML
10 DA ), R TR 28 PRAT(N;,Ni) IRMEL. 24 Npq BN ANE Mg 52 2 20 Al Crq BE PRIE PROT(N;,Ni)/N T 1;
1 Nrq A2 KIS, PROT(N;, NG FRE 3t 45630 T e 0 5 3 ol 7 SR 1 Ll 4
ABE J8 53T 5 Ny BRI SR P A — AN IR 55 AR AR 1 NG AR Ny X X AN IR 4547 SRR 4T 17 Wiy 17, A1 A ZE AT
(1079 A5 AR Y B 25 17 S L f 8 A B8N R A I 45 1 SR LA P 80 0 NG 118 AR g A A R AT
EEH
M S
N g +RCRS @
Fort PRST(N;,N) 27 Ny Ny FRIAR T WA AT N A2 S5 B N AR B 515 0 NG I Sl 25 97 SRR B8 Migs WU 22
VB S V7 PR A R 0. A S P A i S R T A R o 7, R A A 145 SR 1 R 55, L IE B A I B 1% 45 1
3R .Crs I HUE X HI iR 5 Crq M 1], 1X FUAN FEHEIR.
S 7 T Rt A 1 TR A A A A L 5 SRR A5 AT R 4 B0 B (T e rp 2 — R A T AR 4K MR B A5 AT
HLEEEAT QT B
X — — X
IPT(Nj,Ni):N:TN:IqquPRqT(Nj,Ni)+W
FoA IPT(N; N A2 NS NG (8 25 A AR ERAR A 2 (3) s 78V S 25 B AR BT A I, AR B 95 SR AR A AR M) WA A
HAG AR AR S AR HL 5 SRAR AT AR S 3G A R DM 7 v S5 AR SR AR 0 e AR BRAT 25 1 Bl 481l 1
TR AR HE I AT AT AT U 1.0 5 ARG SRAG AT AL 2 22 i 44 S SCAEFH v 18 H AR 38 AR R 55 SR A5 AT 1

T, BRI AR 5 SR A A A0 AR A S 25 S AR BEAS AR IR S W RE B AE TRATHIRE R P 1 0 < r < (1+ I’::RS J(if Ngg #0)

Ry

BRI PR AIE 5 5 RO R0 B M 45 LA RSt b 8 00 6o 7 P A AR A, R A 56 s D0 S i, 22 52 i IR 45 7
S AR IPT(N NG /N T A4 (KB E T N; U 2538 205, T8 F T S AR e .
2.2.2 W{FEIEE R

AR S 3 ANl {5 %153 :CTCHL(current trusted cluster header list),BTCHL(backuping trusted
cluster header list) Al RTCHL(recommended trusted cluster header list).CTCHL 77 4i#% 24 5 7 {55 7% & ,BTCHL 7% %%
FH IR 7% 15 RTCHL J& FH 445 (1 ) {75 7% 15 .RTCHL /& CTCHL (¥ 748, 1% & 52 35 S R I BN T RTCHL L (K T 47
R, I LI B 1 I AT LA 4R S 40T 1) 7 AT

2 CTCHL 5122 B K B2 /N T 45 58 B Toin 5T H. BTCHL 5, BRI R 531 5055 B N B % (H A /T 435 7
CRAT VAT 2% P75 00 I 25 Al B AT (5 7% 1 7 SR WS 8. TCHLR(trusted cluster header list request), i sk HoAth
AHERF TS . TCHLR E B35 3 AN T BuN TTL A1 ENLFN 23585 kil B SN A Bl s T E i
AN E.— M N FIBIE N CTCHL SR S K 28 B K A0 B AN i 4t nl {5 8 o #0421 ) TRk
9% TCHLR I, N AR5 25 k2D W 1A 1T 455 7% 1 (A B TTL 7 Be 5 Gutellal™ s 9 B0 TTL 5 BERE SURITA],
B AR R, R 7 AR FRAT A B TCHLR v B 7E R h AT I (B2 th TTL AN =Bl & o (1 B0, L B2
AT P IAE R — A 0,0 TCHLR v B A 4 7. DR bk, J AT (R A8 284 SR FH T A2 BR 1) vk 2 WL R 43 A
TCHLR H &

PRST(N,N;) =

xPRST(N;,N;) 3)
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2.2.3 W{EEE A
2 T R NDHCE] TCHLR Ji NN 75 2 BB AL ) RTCHL PR 5 2 17 0 2 1 SR HERE (W Al (5 7R
AR RTCHL I R T TCHLR 7 2R N 52 B U BN wI AL 4 5 1) WO 45 1 o 2t A2 DL N

# TCHLR i B 0 N 7 Brisk 041 5 RTCHL K & /T TCHLR 75 510 N 7B 2 B N A REh 3 96 2 75K,
WA ZBUIRR A H AR 1 4 R L () 58 e HE 7 AT 45 R A5 1 A% o #H 7 1 JE % =X 0 {RN, Length, index; Ny, IPT(RN,Ny), ...,

15 1 B AEHERE S TR ()7 45 Nyg 287 9 25 K ) 45 A% 15 IPT(RNNy) 25 S A5 30(3). 4 T % R vl {5 1 15 41 & 1
3R, N; % TCHLR ¥ 2847 5 il B B G T m 43, TCHLR; /R 58 | AN I ) TCHLRy s N Wl B2 It b
BRI TCHLR ¥ E.m AT 3% 1 i 45 U HUfE

0 if | RTCHL [> TCHLR,.N
M= CTCHL|-1 elseif TCHLR,.FN e CTCHL @)
|CTCHL | else
LA 5 TCHLR ZHITH B M N B MRS AN SR BEHE R T 5 R o A3 T2 T s Uor:
u o, if | RTCHL [> TCHLR,.N
;TCH'—RPN _{TCHLRO.N—| RTCHL| else . (%)

B B 1 TR N IR S I SR TTL A1 N % B s (¥ 0 R I ZER AP B 453X m AN B, 9T 4
TR EATVR R S AT AR T
&% 1. SettingTCHLRMessages(TCHLR ).
BN E ) m ) TCHLR ¥4 EHU4L x.
HIx FE AT JUANBEHERE (R ) {5 3K 2 4
HTCHLR 2478 B 440 4
LN
Begin
If(m=0) then
a=x/m
b=x%m
For(i=0;i<b;i++)
TCHLR[i].N=a+1
TCHLR[i].TTL--
Endfor
For(i=b;i<m;i++)
TCHLR[i].N=a
TCHLRI[i].TTL--
Endfor
Endif
End
WA AN (0 N E TCHLR T8 2, e X %78 S AR B 7 25 1 5275 s ) 7R JRATT (R AR 70 B~ g
SRV RUIE R RIS A I T ke 1 LA BN R R B LR 1N B A A T A R R RN
R AR R R R R T R A B R 4h AT R AR B BR AR WA T R MNL A B R LTS A
2 A A 755 TR 2 T G TS AL CHINL S22 5 o % 1 200 51 36 A M (0 40 i 5 O T 36 R IR 1 41 R0
NG TCHLR 4 B BEAT S 1B W L5 T n 43, TCHLR, 73 58 | NI B, TCHLR £ 7~ N; Wl iR I I 4k
I TCHLR W Eh.n ] 4% 1 1) 45 U
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0 if | MNL |==0 & &TCHLR,.N ==1
|[CHNL|-1 elseif TCHLR,.N = 1& &TCHLR,.FN e CHNL
n=4{|CHNL| else if TCHLR,.FN ¢ CHNL (6)
IMNL|[-1  if | MNL | 0 & &TCHLR,.FN e MNL
| MNL | else if TCHLR,.FN ¢ MNL

SRE NG X S84 1 KL TTL RN 2B S, TTL 35998 1, TCHLR 575074 B N 2 B (R Fgs 2 i T 25 =t
; _TCHLR,.N -1 if [MNL|=0
2TCHLRN =IrCHIRIN  else (7)
[Fil B b, N o RV L6 m] 5 R 07 7 SR 0 FC 4K n AN ST JRL, R C A 10 e 4 7 1 40 St BBl DA 1 5.
23 EARZEEEE

2.3.1 RN RS HAETHSE

ANKE Gy AR LUE 1 21T RO 1 AR VAR rating, 2 W AR R RS B 1 il SR R SR AR 45 SR AN,
) R £ 3 0 A A A AR (1 44 L IR S5 S AR ARV AR — AR I 5% rating. AR SCAEGE 15 iJE AR 19 ratings #8& ELSK
A R T R AR R A 1) 0, 3R AT 7 SCR[22] BLEEAT T 1+ 18 . Rating A% 20K BUE {CN,SN,R},CN FBL A 571 9%
TSN B R RS 1Y R U AR AT S R A R R 539 R ), ) CN 2 L AE PR R 4511 2 1 Bl 53T A
U SR AE By B AR AN R A R 3 2 TR, U CN S JIR 531 3 705 AR 1 R BT I R 50 {8, 37 IR 55 0 2l A
XRS5 B T R B I A 1IN 3735 I 5% 4 SR Wl 6 DA =1 W 3R 7 AN S IR 55 4 411 s (NG PRI A% 5 (B N)
FWFZ rating i, 00 Ny AR A IS (5 AR AR 0 T B8

_JuxTVo(N;, N;)+(@-)xR  if CN e MNL
TVO(Ni'NJ)_{O'XTVO(Ni,Nj)+(1—0')><R else (8)
(2 o .
;H‘: EFI' H= 0= O<ac< Dintra-cluster 2 Dinter-cluster <1 H Dintra-cluster + Dinter-cluster =1 'TVO(Ni’Nj)%%m’i%*R ﬂ(]

Drtra-cluster Drter-cluster
Ni 4 Nj 9% A I 25 (5 AT . o A2 5% 2 T Oeaecuser T Ounter-ctuster N 3T 117, B AT AE 1% 5% W6 7% P9 IR 4%
A5 AT (10 75 A 0 P30 TR T R A AR 1 I 45 e L 0K R AR 1 IR A IR IR 25 AT R T A B R 2
T 2 AR AN 7] 10 M 25 6 5 6F A5 1 AR AN ) ) 22 A8 T T 0rmectuster D T Ornter-ctuster B BE PRAIFIX — 491 1,
J RS R R I AR A T R 2 A R 25 U e D A O AR T I 451 AT A e A I 4 e R 2 A
7532 1) R 55 A5 A 2 WA AR AR T, S SR8 % 09 R0 AR 2 i SR RS 77 IR 45, G 148 467 3R, 56 Wi 1 L Bl 78 AR 78 1O 45
O W R T 15 1 T 58 18D IR 5545 A DRI AR BRI T — AN B IR 55 I 3 P9 R 254 A b T F R EE Bk AR 756 25 11
PR IR FE, A SRR AL T — AN RS A5 A I 5515 AT o 1 R A1 T oy AN 6 Il 25 1900 2 K3 — L ol R A6 255 il
ST RO A R A IR 45
232 NfEEH
AN RLCT NG)AR HE N R I AR (NG gt 2 B A5 29), P Ny IR AT AR D0 FRATTEGE N 74
ANFR S Z 0T, 206 Ny FARERAS AT REAT T VP40, BIA K B vl A5 e v IRAE el N DA N (IR 4515 AT, v 2 75
AL LR PRG3R SOOI T B BT S R B 2 R LA AT R R
T(N;, N =2AxTo(N;, N +@—-A)xT,(N;,N;) 9)
FoA TINGND 27 Ny Nj I 28G5 AR A To(Ni N AR NG XS NG R 25545 75 P9 IR 8545 AR AR To(NG N N3 N 925
A PRI R 25 AR AT AR AT To(NGNp 20 75 Ny 89 48 2l 7% 0 AR (1—2) 2 30 Ay 54 5 10 R 951 A R e 1) i 4515 42
MRCE.E TLT H1,0<A<0.5 RO 5% P IR 55 15 AT AH b, A 100 IR 4545 4T 58 RE S A% 1Y 0 10 28 2 AT IR U0 TR,
X AL B 88 855 A 4 2 S (00T R BR8P P TR 454 A T LA g R 55 X (10) A -4
To(Ni,Nj)=BxDTo(N;,Nj)+(1-B)RV,(N;) (10)
JEH, DTo(N;, N A2 Ni R Ny T4 R 7% A IR 95455 A2 RV (NG A2 Ny R P Al 25 75 25 BB NG LA S i 1508 N B
PRI 15 9 IR 55 A5 AT 45 5 22 B RV(NG) A& NS NG T2 P9 758 P9 I 55455 4. R (1—B) 93 Sl 2 T A0 ) 4 2 o e 4545 A
R I HL 0.5<A<1, R W% 15 B A 5 [ LR B34 5. DTo(Ni, N;) AT LA 28 50 (10) ke it 50, 2L rf M 2 N
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Ni 249 775 B 09 3% 1R 8 R0 T RV(N) B B 24 20 25 50(12), 36 7 N2 N I BR Ny BLAR LA % 1 9 8 k3.
> TVo(N;,N))

DTO(Ni,Nj):T (11)

ZXTVO(NX,NJ-)
N

RV, (N;) = (N, #N;) (12)

To(NGNY TR VE LSS 2.4.2 15 20 vh 5L, RATE 2T N X N I ZRA 045 AR E——T (N Np). WER TN N A /D
T EMEMET, W N st R Ny SRR E, 5 H @, 0 A6 5 N IR S S AR TLT 2 7 X0
AN R G K T R A AR5 1 01 15 R AR A% P IR 4515 AR A1
2.3.3 RS IERALBE
M EM BN — ARG VE KIS R T B SR a6, £ 0 B e Al R B A Y A SR TR SR RS T SR
T AR, ) AR 1l 53 1) IR 95 45 RS L2 % 2R B A v ) A8 1) TR 9545 A5 8 12048 SR A B ol 1 R R R R, T ol 03 15
RS o S5 M) 380 05 SR YT ASO6S AR 1 A AT AT I G R T LIRS A% N IR 4515 AT e s 1 T e AR i
IR N IR 5515 A B ey B B 01 15 1 o5 3 B0 0 380, T = A AN B 1) 8 R R 2 O R 11 S B AR 0 o R
G5 DRI, 2 0 48 5 57 70 0 IR 45 1 SR IR 178 0 0 U A P IR 45 A A A B 28 ) o A A
AR TRAVBGE B N B — A SO B WIE K Q, T SR I SR f; T, =2 i 1 7 ) 1) 7% N A 5515 A L e
i RSB A RS 0 8K, O FLIE P R 2 IR S 2 ST N AR Q TN
i
&% 2. ProcessingQuery(Q,MNL, T, ).
BINQMNL AT ;
8 R YT R
Begin
List S
null »S /PSR
if (N AHLHF f && Ny AT I 2K) then
{N,}uS—>S
else
for(VN,eMNL)
if (N, AHLHTH f && TVo(N;,N,)>T, ) then
{N,}uS—>S

endif
endfor

endif
if (|S|>0) then

return VN, eS
else

return null
endif

End

24 EERFZEEEE

7 1) I 5515 A 5 B i 8 o S 1), A2 B S OB A IRD 1R IR 55 ratings, 5 47 [0 il 25 45 AT RV A 7% 1)
IR 55455 AT, Jhy A 5 75 SR 45 [ Bl 2 1 A k3 R 45 2 i
2.4.1 SRR EAT 5

JITAT 1 53 1A IR 45 P SR 2 DAL A 0 A T LA, 7 U B 0k 1 S A A% 1A IR 45 rating. 7F TLT B f%JIR 45 rating
ASCASC I e AR 552 Ay A 5 488 A48 05 45 (I s R0, 6 A% 10 R 9545 AT DAY RO AN AR FH 13T LA 06 25044 B 2 %2 iR 55 rating
P BT AR ) 2515 A A IR 5T B AR (R A 1 0 N BB IR 45 R I AR 27 O NG, U BRAT 1A
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X(N;,Nj)
Y(N;,N;)
o TV(NG N 7R NG SE Ny FRPE — BT 1] A PR % 18] IR 2545 AR ALY (NG NG D NG A5 PR R 53 47 s AR B B I 4 N 7%
P ST SRS TR 25 1 S P K B NG A 1 44 SRR 45 N; A5 IR 45 rating (6 AN 280 T XN, NG) & 3k 2 7 i
% ratings HF R g 1 (AN H, BIHE 7% ratings (1) 5 5k
2.4.2 RIS F AL

U 2 AR R AR 1 7 R A 1T DK 3K i 1 A 2 A8 45 1 SRR 45 TR B SR R BB T R PR I
PR AR AT DA B 5 R B TLT R 2 55 2 g 2, DR 4 7 1 T AR S S LG i 01 A 96 13 22 BB A L)
B2 7T A XA R AN R B T — B R AL AR TLT 5L, B 57 Rk B A 10 IR 45 A 3 02 i 11 L
55 WL RE NS 5 T1Z 05 1 AR PRS0 1 228 % IR 55 B2 3L 5 P s Y A W 2 75 P 65 1) I 95135 A2, DR A 7 1) R 9515 A e
f10 e T LA 158 B 22 A A A5 T B DT e A 85 K, B 2 T R I S DA T e R LG AR A A B AT B E N
J2 i 5 i SRR I A N A P 258 )8 ) NG X N £ 2 45 52 1) I 554 AR T A R DA

T,(N;,N;) =8 xDT,(N;,N;) + (L= 8) xRV (N) (14)

FEr Ty (NG NG A2 NG 56 NG AR 22 A DR 25 15 7 DT (N, N A NG 6 NG 982 £ 72 100 IR 2545 4 RV (N) & NG 6 N T
FR 7% TV R 5515 A SFH (1—6) 43 1) e T 43 R ) 3 12 1) e 5545 A BB T O HL 0.5<6< 1, R W 1 SR T 1 i H R4
B DT, (Ni, Ny RV (N I 57 20500 55 DTo(Ni, N AT RV (N AR, 3 FLAS P 3R

3 KBERERSA

31 LREE

FAAE PeerSim 1.0 *F & _E H Java i 5528 T TLT BIB IR 1K T Zipf & L 00640 7 35 A I Sk b
DB R gy i A v ELRE R LA B (cycle) S B BEAT 7E PeerSim B W2 48 0T AR I AT 10— AN R A
Bt AE— A7 B JE A PeerSim {17 B JE 28 2 HAT — RV BRI DM AAF L0 S5 R 144 .

TVi(N;, N;) = (13)

Table 1 Simulation parameters configuration

x1 ABEFSHIE

Configuration parameter Value  Configuration parameter ~ Value Configuration parameter Value
Size of the system 1000 Trmin 1 P, 6, Ointer-cluster 0.6
Number of the cluster headers 100 To 0.5 r 1.2
|CTCHL]| <3 Tg' ng" 0.0 A, @intra-cluster 0.4
|MNL| <30 o 0.3 CRq,CRs 1.0

3.2 iEigER

FAVERH T 3 N abskPEN TLT BIPERE: (1) PRI N R R B71;(2) B E ARG T REF =4
E@‘]Hﬁ%‘w%ﬁ,m Mtotal/&i—\‘,(S) qzig%%?ﬁﬁﬁtﬁg,m Rma|ic]uster /&%;H;EF RSUCC %%éﬁ%%%ﬁmla(Jiﬁzm?E*i
2 BE NS I WA AT L ST 5 T 7 26 R 0 1 X 4% T U 18 ) Myogar R VPN Rinatictuster W A2 A 17 8 BH AR SC [ ]
R E R R R R X —ASE VRN FR AR, RE RS VEAN R GRS TR R i IR, AT T B S
%é‘ﬁ/\«bﬁqaﬁz.
33 BEEEEZYE

EIXASSZI B AT B8R T A5 FE e R B AT IR o T Luss B Y, Bt SE I T BE AL % v e B ATk
Wik 1 iR, BEAE 07 B I AT AT AT A5 R Ik B A VR AR A R A, ZE AT 40 I Rialicluster A\ 0.35 HReidi [
£ 0.005,44 J5 75 40 T 19 )5 41 BLAR e 2 0.005; 1M 75 B MLAR B LB F 51 Rnatictuster PREFAZE AR LUE H,TLT A
T A B AR A1) IS (6, 2t 8 5 I A7 S TR A o, R g 22 s 1 s R IR v AN B 155 A0 It 2 0B %, o HO
RTCLH & 9 W B 2 A% 1, A 40 72 8 0 T {5 AR 18 70 Bl ATL 190 7% 1 38 00 BV S A AT A AL St U 300 00 AR 1 AT
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AR AN ERR B R T

CAESCe U] 1 TLT 6 B 8 S0 v TR DL R R A7 R (E 2, vl {5 7 o B 6 S0 1R e 2% H 1R 2 BAAIR
T TR Y R S 03 T B v R AT B PR R DR I A S 8 T Ruee XA s A 7 S8 SR A 1 R AR B
TSI S QT 2 7S, 24 0 T A v 1 NI, Ryce 16 PR HL AR 17 52 [ AU, (HLBRATTBE 2R A 1) Ry 22 L BB ALIZ
FESPR I ORAG 2 0, 20 R o S AR R LB e 0.1 9N E) 0.4 I, AE B LI $E ST Rauee M 0.836 F#AIK
F 0.572,3/> T 45.96%; 1M 7E TLT H',Reuce M 0.950 F#AIL3 0.661, /> T 43.66%. K1tk SR H T W {5 1% B ik H 5
1 LUR Reuee AEBS 32 H1 9%~12%.
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Simulation cycles Proportion of malicious cluster headers

Fig.1 Decrease of Ryaiciuster With simulation cycles Fig.2 Decrease of Ry, as the increase of number of
malicious of cluster headers
1 Ruatictuster B 17 AT IS AT 1T FEAIC 2 Ruyec PG 5 B0 1 1A 38 o v PRI

3.4 MEFTHE

XASZIG I H 225 RGN WSS TT4. R T BOR J5 18, B AR R Tk v2 0L R A T {5 A% 1 7 SR S8 7
VRN AR 2 BRI 2 AR XA S v FRATT A T TLT AR A2 BRIz T P2PRep ixX 3 AN 2 i 7= AR (13 5L 2. i 1]
3 J o, BEA 1 FLIRIZ AT, 3 ALY o ] Myogay AR TEPRIEIE A (R FRATT I 7 25 h 1) 78 B B /N P2PRep R R 2[R
[P B3 R B0, 2 45 AR 3 IS 20 AN R HIIEAT 26 100 ANJE A, 28 TLT o, Mo A 0.485 38 1% 18.54
JIANAE P2PRep Y Mo A 1.417 SN 37.98 B JJ A 75 AR 52 BRIIEZ J7 2 Mo A\ 0.891 B4 1113 72.201 &
JIA-JiT LA, P2PRep T B A4 TLT 1) 2~3 £i%, K 52 FRAUHZ H K Migr W E1IK TLT 1) 4 £5. TLT o 1 B 4% 7
BRI SR RS (1) o BT R AR AR eh A A b TG0 A (2) AR B SR 52 B ) vz ML I TR R AT
AR T SR B, B TCHLR W B TTL N PEBOR TR — AN BN 0,X A Bt i 2 78 AN K.
35 WEHiRE

TEIX 5 B IRAT I 42 TLT A JUAN 5 I 07 S0 gt 1) A 1ok R0 A 2k

Yrhi A AT T RO B IR 55 S (I I, e AT AR — e R 2 $R AT B IR 45 AR X B MOl B2 T T
BV AT O B TR AR AR TN BT f O T AP AT R A5 (R AR O R ORGP ISP R
ThRE 5y (P R 2 5t AR A 3K A S 36 v FRAT T 2 77 PR AL 509 4 F 55T 0.5 B IR Reyee, BI R 1Y AAS B 2t i AR
JRE RS 5E o 1 I Reyee, BT RCTY s B R AR BRG] 4 7R, 240 21 RURBOX Bl B B I, TLT
Lk P2PRep RIAF 2.4 £ 25 1 I8, Bl 1) BLAR /7 IS AT Rsuee £F P2PRep H LT 3647 284k, 15 245K H TLT #57
I, Reuce A\ 0.757 341 % 0.866. 1K1 it 15 P2PRep AHLE, SRHL TLT #BY BB Royee 3151 27 DN E 205024 £ 24 0.5 Y,
BE 25 15 HAZR 7 132 4T ,P2PRep 11 Reyee A 0.979 FRAKE] 0.869, 1M1 7E TLT H1,Reyec FFEEHIA 0.826 341 E 0.923.
AL AR HT 60 A JH HH,P2PRep H I Ry bt TLT H 22 /5, AR 42 F I R, S B T AH IR WA T, R BB 7E T2 (1)
a5 #¥ P2PRep AHLG, /Z R TLT IS 5y 52 KA 22, I G TE 0 EA 0,6 0 2 1% 2715 R e 8 00 Ik 55
FRALE T2 BURAC Reyee(2) 76 TLT 553 19 A R R 55155 A £ 75 1 4 v 480 B WO SR 3 PR P2PRep 749
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RO A A Al 2 H oA B W IO . DR b, B 5 07 R AT R 1 DO TR T S0 B 3 9 A AN TR B E AT A IR

SRR T2 T Reuee Y.

704 i
604 - LT
5041 +P2P_Re_p _
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g 204 .
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R TR A5 A 9 MR AR RP RO Rgyee /N AR IXAN
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(normal response, FFR NR), BB i 2% A 498 25 1) 10 S0 R
AW A% AT ), S UR SO R R AN a5 G 75 2 R
RP 1, RIS 74 ke R A0 80 1 £ w0 10 47 m I 55 3 F & RP
0.5, B s R SE A il — 2 HEAT W .5 2 BT EE 3
THEOLE R E R WM. 5 FoR, 2 RGP R S A H 1
TN ,3 A& B8 N Reuee #7E N .55 P2PRep AHLL,TLT i
Reuce 2R3 2,3 H. Royee 75 3 PGB R 2 58 4 A8 [ (1451 1,4

AT AN 0.1 BEK B 0.4 B, 7E 3 FIIE LR, TLT HF 0 Reuee P42 M 0.959 T[4 0.693, F % T 27.7%. 3
DRI 7 T, o5 2 9 1) o 12 o AR 1 B B o T B R AR
ST TR PR S5 T B U B B2 YT A R A, IR G FE TLT %
A

Rsucc

T AN St e . S i A LS B s 5 PR, SRR A
SREX AR 1E H W B P2PRep £ 401 g SRR W RP 24 0.5
I, Reuee M 0.502 FF&E] 0.115,080 T 77.1%,1f24 RP Xy 1
I, Rsuce U A\ 0.360 P 0.067,9%/> T 81.4%.

Bl CA B RAT A B LG B R AR R A,
SR 5 LB B0 TE RO R EE, Fo8 F RS IR R g B
6 JIT7R, T AU 2 I PRI P ) Reyee FRTE N B AR IM
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Fig.6 Change of Ry, in the attack model C
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BRI Royee AETE 4R ) 3~14 AN F 43 2. TLT b P2PRep B M T iX M (IR R E T 4E TLT & E A T A S
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TP RS R AL B LS, AN T 6f 28 456 512 il 5 K FEE A A 4R

4 HRFRKARAR

A SCHEH T — BT R P9 2 A5 AT 2 o )5 0 5 36 R 3 AT U I FRATT (A 2R EL A A A (L) R R R
T R R AR EAB AT B 0% 2R T RURT LUK IS AR IS AT 25 58 58 15 14T 2, W 25 RN DI S7 St i 7 v, 3 v I v A AR
% P IR 2515 AT 0 8 B 0T R AR P D MR 25 12 0 S0 i 0 1 A K HE A5 (2) 7 A A AT (B R S5t i e
AT BRI T Y AR IR S5 AT Re i DU NG R A Y R (3) R EE IR E YN, R
AR LR JUAS J5 T3 2 A B AR 1R 35 B A 52 49 a5 FR A5 AT 00 75 26 0 AN A7 0 B 0 R ORI P B R 31 i) 5 %
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