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Abstract: In this paper, based on the subnet abstraction mechanism, a fluid-based large-scale bandwidth-limited
worm simulation model is proposed. In this model, the fluid simulation paradigm is leveraged to take away the huge
volume of scanning traffic to reduce the requirements of computational capability and memory usage. Through
extensive comparisons with the packet-level worm simulation and the measurement datasets, experiments
demonstrate that the proposed simulation model is capable of high fidelity and low resource consumption, and thus,
can fulfill the needs of the analysis of bandwidth-limited worm propagation characteristics and the verification of
worm defense strategies.
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Fig.1 Effective scan rate per infective in the propagation of Slammer and Witty
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Fig.2 Framework of the fluid-based bandwidth-limited worm simulation model
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ot (U) 23 Wt 25 K 4 LB 6 389 T 48 4 885 Fluid BAB AR 25 28 pag B Fluid. BB AR 28 o XA P A g (0 ik
IR Xg(t)=Cy I FF L1 (165 et B 5 55 Fluid BAB 0 25 35 28 1)t T 4 3 00, AN T BE4LL 17 phe ot B
H T 7 9ty 5 BRI B0 2 2590 2 A
3.2 §F 347 35 BRI A% B B9 FIuid iR EL 4R (L AL )

3.2.1 R Bt kA [R5 38 75 B 28 A F On-Demand #5743

MEE 3.1 450 LUE B, — Fluid J 8 26 10 5042, 7] §E 5 | kS 280 7] — BA 1) 110 JEAth, 37 B 1 33 6 404 i 2
AL AR I Fluid S 5087 )G (0 ) R A% 3%, 78 T BB b 5 T 2214 Fluid i s 28 o048 3 /S 1 e A8
A R BUOK B3 R Ay 7905 300 (ripple effect). SEVRT 280 X Fluid 15 B IR0 R BA K.

Y—AF WA RS R ARG, W G55 L 5 R GRS R i I GRS, 2 [R) ) B i ) 31
Al P P E AL b T T A O L R P, S X G gt 3l 7 A S R R O A s AR R A 5 T L X B AR IR
A B T8 B 56 5 0 [ — AN E S Fluid BA A RIS, N 3008 B AR 25 2 B iX A A I At Fluid 9
PR 3 R A AR s R A S (1) Fluid 38 0 2% A0 B 397 75 BH 2R 3 Fluid B, G Sh B [ 9 AS T (7 3 3
SO e 5 T T PR R O

T AT — Bkt 2k AH [R]4 Fluid 08 75 W4 v 58 A ik 0 22 ok o5 KOAH [R] % E 4D 3t 3 7 A 4 o Ak B AN S 9%
DT RS A ) T BRI T H T AR AN R] 9 AN AR BT A A Fluid BA A3 R R O, il ] 3 BT

Fluid advertisement Fluid queue Fluid advertisements aggregation Fluid advertisements aggregation

Fluid queue

(I — [ ] - —___
—  — — "
L] — [ ] I B e — | 2220
L1 — [ ] 1 -
L1 —[ ] I I

— I -

m 0 m n
O(mn) O(m)
(a) Without fluid advertisements aggregation (b) With fluid advertisements aggregation
(a) AL S W1 2R & (b) AU I8 5 ] 2R

Fig.3 Effect of merge optimization of fluid advertisements

B3 i R A A R

VR L RVRYE 2 43 SIAGER T 40T #R 8 S8 75 W 1K) — Bk (next-hop) Hiutik X 7 1 & H () 3 8075 B EAT SR A LA
AT 78 I 265 42 11 A0 ot 82 502 11 S0 75 B 56 45 AT On-Demand #5745

Bk L MR U f B Bk R 0 RS I TR A

1. WG T —BhE 7 R A4 S,5«0

2. for each subnet jeG > R AR BT W 3 A Y

3 fij{i.j, o}

4. nhop(f;j]«<—LookupRoure(i,f; ;)

5. if nhopl[f;;]#NIL >next-hop {5 BIFA

6 then S[nhop[f; j]]«-S[nhop[f; j]]fi

7. fi<{i,IPADDR_NONE,q; 4} >4 % 1 Internet blackhole [T 7+ ]
8. nhop[f;_s]«—LookupRoure(i,f;_4)
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9. if nhop[fi4J=NIL >next-hop 15 S AFALE

10. then S[nhop[f;_]]<-S[nhop[fi_1]]fi 4

11. for each pair {nhop,F} G

12. if F0

13, then JIXVHE S WIS F 2T Bk nhop

2 ) 2 AR 19 24 S B R W S R DUE IR S ] feF (R — Bk ik P 4T On-Demand
Pror ARG IR F AR AR ANV B B BT A A A ] AR et ik A R DU AN R SR R SR A
F AT YR UR G A W] 2 G F P A 7 2w P 45 48 VAT AN IR T Wt b P4 7 W3, ) b A R A e
W] AR B R U R B S F AT IR, O BR S CR A T K f A [R] AU R SR S AR

Bk 20 WISGE: DAL BN il 5 B 2R 5 F $44T On-Demand #5457

L. HFNZE OB A n

20if [Fl=1 >y s W RS A S — N A L AT R o)

3. then R4 Bl hk 4% RRE B G F BIAH R M 454 0

4. else

5. WAL BRI PR G2 S, ST
for each fluid advertisement feF

nhop[f]«—LookupRoure(n,f)

if nhop[f]l#NIL  >next-hop 15 EAFAE

then S¢[nhop[f]]«-Ss[nhop[f]]uf
10.  if[Sg=1 oA IE YT Bk A FL RS 7 R 4
11, then R4E F—Bkih bk 3 R FE RS F 2IAH R M 454 0
12. else oAFEAE N Bhithbil AN [F] R 500 75 0, 75 ZEXT B B0 i Sl 7 WY 2R G F AT iR

o 2© =S

13. for each pair {nhop,F} €Ss
14. if Fd
15. then AIX¥w 7 n M A IR & Fg 2R — Bk nhop

3.2.2  JoIRAS Fluid B\ %l (stateless fluid queue)

T34 Fluid 540 A 08 1 SO 51 S 280 2% BA A1 ¥ LA Fluid 358 0 %0 HH 08 25028, BRI Fluid BA ) 75 22
YeP A E L E I Fluid W ARESE BB T 5 7 WEE K AH 9C W Fluid BA%14h, Internet & =+ W 434570 o 4% £H 25 1)
Fluid BA S 75 ZE4E " O(n*) A Fluid FtR &5 8. i A 90 48 USSR 38 K, BA A0 4E 47 1) Fluid SR A 45 B0 S FE K=
(47 PN A7, T A A BRI 199 4 7 B0 RS R 300 A B8 3.1 715 ] LA 1, 4 SR — AN BAZ7 F 5 A Ak /s T il 25 2R 78
A BAF 1) 2% 3 X A F B 7z Sl O, N A7 S T 403 25 I 220 BA AU 1Y) Fluid I8 19 % HA 00 46 T30 A\ R LG
Y4 Fluid VORSAE BB 2 R SCARIXMASILT, o] L% A H JOIRES Fluid A1 75 JOIRE Fluid BAIH AN
o 3 P IR AT AL B TP S W R B — Bk L 7E Internet i T WY 4% 4 ZE R 7 EE A LR, AT LA A
17 1 AT 5 LAY () Ak, BTG P A7 T 4.
33 EFFUdFEMBEERPAELESHNERIFEREEEE

FET Fluid (0K 58 BR 5 He 0 FOBEAY ] DUAR 2 b it oty o B2 i H 0 3 1 KRS R 5 7 5 vl A8,
JE AT 5 PR G TR A FR R I T 0 T A B TR B R IR 4 e, T RE s R B L A T {5 R % 2R T i L B 4 R
W 380 T F) 5 3R L SR FRAT 7 ORI DR AR Do 28 45 M PR 117 2 T, SIE I ) 408 1) 8% B S8 25040 0 PR A Y 47 .8 T
S UL B A T 3K, T B AN R 0 05 B B B R AT B LI &5 &, Se I B A 2 007 BLOR BLRE IR 7 SR AL
Liljenstam 2 A\ 42t T 5T Packet A5 7R g 4745 70 f) T A 0 BLASE AL O SO 1 4 Fluid A8 rh 5] A Packet 45
T, T DULE 0 2 1) 37 55 S 30 B v 7 L (0 5 (10 07 0 90 2 A L1907 00 52 85 0 1 43 B 1100 75 22

R 0z ek 575 680 SR M TF 59, FRAT T B 45 5500 Fluid M A0 Packet K B 7E B 05 1T 80 45 & D 7E Internet ‘B T~ M 2%
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FEAY SIZH Packet A5 1 Fluid #0704 2525 B Internet ‘B~ 99 26 5070 v (10 2% EH 25 A8 7] I A P52 250 30 60 0 3 75 ).
T G PR I R LA R o U A R R, S A A R R LG B SR EORE S it ) T8 il B E Internet bR £5 3%
B A HE B W Ditbendorfer 55 A4 H T FI IR HUAL 3% 77 A2 (1) ICMP #0458 0. 75 Internet T 19 45 2% 2% H A4S0
e OB R TR S 31 B A4 OB b 3% 3% 54 AT LU Fluid A5 )7 B 2% 065 e 37 B2 Packet A58 784 475 BLGE Hufh
7= £ 1) ICMP 43, ICMP L7518 Internet ‘& P 45 (¥ AR P R B T S8 BB A5 5@ 78 )= (1 7 W A5 24
SCHL5E 43K Packet BEY Internet 1 TP 4 MR AE ] Fluid B8 i1 T 7 W — A — D MR SEREEZ T,
DRI 77 9 2 T 0 R 5 Bl ek 75 0 A2t 2L A v P SRR T S B T PWIC 3= il ek i s s s U3 o o
A7 SEHL 5842 [ Packet 48 8Y Internet & 1 19 4% FH H Al 7 945 F Fluid B8, 0] DLTE DR EFT- 190 9 208l C0 45 BE 1
ZAT N F0 0 T AN IR U X A R T Y ) 5 I T AL T T PR R U A SR S A R SR A R A 1
I p T ELAL AN R, K 2 HUSE I T 28 2 Pl A M AE S ER 1 P &5 45 A =X B A7 A 4 22 TR M

T 9280 Fluid BE RS HI Packet A5 8Y (11 45 & AT T7E Fluid B\ FHoin A Ak 3150 40 1 i U4 A 7 32 -6 il
i Fluid BAA o PR E5CHE 60, 3047 SR A SR AT 000 B 5% 2 11 508 A Fluid T ot o fH 5 JR AT Fluid 3 S A R IR 2 A 25
XFIXAN B A LR AT 3R AT 1A 4D Fluid SV 5048 H 030, BE AN & R X AN B0 A2 Fluid S0 S8 A WA 8 —
Bk [7] I Fluid - FAZ AR 35 BA 21 G2 o DX AT FH 6, o a5 3 0000 0030 o o 0t 0 6 R 31 1 — b i 0 1) e R AR B0 B
B A5 550 B8, R S0 I AR AR A 4710 % i X (1 4 FH 4 v 55045 301,

o (O I B AR T B TR A R A B0 B BA I B 2 AR SRR 0 W A 5 7 0 (WA B 6, 7 U 4
(1), WA Z5 4 A0 R B 11 W AR AN, o o (0 T4 85

A (1) = ZpeW Sp/(tIW\ -t) ®)

Forhs, RFEG O W AR AL p IR/ SRR DT B L AN I Bk I 2t A SR T o 58 WA 3
Pt A0 1) B35 1 22 AR A @)V T o g S5, 5 AT o EAT LA, Tt SR 22 {10768 3o ¥ 506 s 1) 1) B, 3 FH BT 1
Qg BARIH B g 0 g 15 T OIS, T — A8 IR 4 2 SR 3000 %) Ok 0 1) B P 93 s B0 1008 UK o RS
oAy O B R FRURYT 160 I 1) ) I 1A A it 0, 380 a2, D) B =24 i 7 I b 3 4 JR L v ) AL 76 TR o R o .

SR 0 B 24 €I 2 — A S B B 3 Dymxg()ptq 5 SR A 7 A1 T (4 4 . 4 $CH £,
SptXg()<Cq I IRZ BRI LT LI D, 5 IRIE I A5 B8 R BIR A sytxg()>Cq I, BAF BA(ctq—p1) g
R Z iz B, o = Zfqu g o (O +a, o () R sptxq()>Cq I Hodli % 32 14 AT I Dy e k4L

A, EBAGI 2 Pending R4 .M EASI A Pending IRAS S, HT 4 £ 5 BA B (1 5048 61K 3 5 38 20 (5% () -Co) g
INF 1), BA AR &5 B Pending AR &K E EIEH .

E5INT Packet A 2 Ji5 Fluid BAFXHRCE ¥ Fluid S8 5 B 10 b 31 77 2 A) 75— R A [ 62 3 1 4
N o (V)AL 5 HHE A0 Fluid W o .24 t I 200, — S8 40 B, SRR 2 8) V15 HE 11 e 2 A 50788, DU AH 24
T I B B — AU L R G A 3.1 TR (KD BB BT Fluid BAAIRES (S BB 258 Fluid FAS (#1%k
i Gl A GRS B dl L Fluid 3t, m) DASEIL Packet B84 56F Fluid 4522 ) 52 00, JRAIE Fluid B8 PR 07 SORS A .

4 Internet ‘1 T 04 25 A5 7Y o J7 745 I 194 286 2 11 IR W2 (g BA BB L 2% T b 3R VR A BB 1) AR 3t vT
LAFE Internet FF+ %9 2% A5 ) I ASE4EL Fluid Y8R ECHE 49, S D0 RT T 9T Rl (1 55 1 Ry Ui 45 45

X558 2 by AR 4l G, T DL I 75 R R PR T ) S A R S A,/ P B B e 20 A s R S
T+ Packet BT IR) S HUR e R 25 RS 1 19 A 8 07 .87 55t 1 I P 0 PR B0 0, R % 38 I R IR O3 5 Y
SR FHHIT T 44 38k 3 SRAE 2 11 1 e 0 AL ), 4 s Y o e 45 Fluid it 75 B, D 2 1) 703 75 0% — e R 3
AROGTT ST L S 22K 1 Internet B 2658 1) Fluid Jid 75 B AR Fluid S8 B AR CEUE 4.

4 (HEEEIERES T

JH Xt Georgia Tech TR M 2% 15 L %% GTNetS HEATH &, FATX HI N T Fluid 45 BAHLH], FEAE LSl E
SEILT B RGAR N 3E T Fluid R MRS 9 R SGE SO BOBERY 5 22517, AT R W L 9 N 2 T 4 25 F Fluid 1)
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7 0 R ) 6t 7 B A (1 A 205 0 UK S8 AT 50 0F . 1 2 MR AT R ESCH 0 05 B 0 06F L 512 56 %ot 47 B 45 AT RS
P A8e, 0 AT LT FE ST 1) | AR pA) A A PR R 0 Ak T (1 8 e A 55 TR W) 7 S A0 R R AT LG 882 48 I AT T 52
B Bk H 8 1 6) b S 86, 9 5 S B D 5 Hs 38 AT LG AT

B S EAT FRCHE A 7 B %o B S, S5 1 19X 4 R S B R AR RS 1 000 AT,
AT T HE 2 BN 512,740 H B B e 55 o8 1OMb, BN 1 AL 10 & E59 =ML IE59 =L 1P k4 1
DX 2 1) P B AL AR .3 1 000 AN W E A3 50 A 1 #5 1 Internet B T P 4% 32 442 5K  Internet 5 T W 2% 4% 1 2%
IF1) FP) B B 7 B 49 2 000Mb. ) 2841 41 R F GT-ITM A= iz 58 A8 1) K /AR 3 Wity 06 BB /NBEEE, 29 1070 7715 (1L
%7 UDP. IP Ml Ethernet k)" A3 U056 TF 46 i, BELE B — & 6 59 = HLEEAT G, 4 BT 4 M 59 = ML i g
BB 5% IR SE B 45 RS2 R4S 6 4 Dell OptiPlex 755,Intel 2.66G 154 2 XU% CPU, N 1E9 & & 4G,
4.1 Fluidi8 B FiPacketi® B 0T R T E M RE 4T

D7 BB 1A 25 S WL 1.7 SR 3EAT Jae /N 2 1] R TR 4 A 2 A, RGO 2 TR I 24 1 000 A1 M, 41 41 3
5 M E N 500,1000 F1 2000 scans/s/worm. 1 LATE H, B A5 077 H 14 10 32 00 385 0, 07 S0 FE N ) DAL P A7 A
FH e R A T (0 S A 2 R R T M A T T AR R ) 4 e ] A7 A P AR R B I T P AR
(10 8 5 A R A 22 o LR T U A5 W SR A 1 Fluid A5 28] DL B Fluid AR 7R 7 2037 A I 1) 60 Ak 4L 1) 85
BLdi Y /N T Packet FEAY T [ AIC(EL; 17 H B 5 0 1 38 S0 0386 In, 075 ST RE AT 7] 0 AR PRy A7 ) 2 R Ach B 1 125
LA B 3 B 2 98D X BT E Fluid AR, HUA 7 90 P Bl G 32 B0 H R A 5O I A S 3 4t 3o 7 1 T A
18 Packet A5 AL 48 Yo T ALRR S AN M & 36 Hdt 4 i FL eh 7 I O 1R BRI, 4 19 P A B G AL 4 A
K72 FIEEL 1168 scans/s/worm 2 J5, R 1 ) P 55 388 7 8 G = ML, 24 /07 9 21 L Ath 7 99 (s R A il B AN &
AR Packet BEALRT Fluid A5 [0 s A% 3 ith 22 1 4 Firos, ol DA 21, Fluid BERL7ECREE T8N ok 5%
TR RER T3 N AR L M R T 055 SR AR 3R 47 AR B
10000
9000 +
8000
7000 +
6000 |

5000 |
4000 ¢

—+—Packet model, scan rate=500 -
Fluid model, scan rate=500 |

Number of infected hosts

3000 |
—*k—Packet model, scan rate=1000
2000 —&3+—Fluid model, scan rate=1000
1000 - Packet model, scan rate=20004
Ocbose —5—Fluid model, scan rate=2000
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Time (s)

Fig.4 Simulation results of packet model and fluid model

4 s AR Fluid AE0R 107 B85 1

SRIGHEAT TG 23 0] 2 224 0 232 T i BT 4L S2 5 311 2R 38 2y 2000 scans/s/worm. 1] LLF HY:E Packet B R,
I 5 1 4 2 T 398 O, 007 L 75 1) N A7 B B 2 380005 2 R 31 32 A0 P A N R 1) N A L PR ST, A AS 43 1)
YL T 46%F1 1% IE 59 A, AN BE 56 BRI AL FE 07 B 14T 25 AE Fluid B8R T4 1 59 =AU LE W A i 2%
VB 8 — 06 A, 2 43148 2 100 R A A A BT T ¥4 R ) A A7 R Ak 8 e 120 0 i A AR AH 45
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Table 1 Comparison of performance metrics between packet model and fluid model
F 1 BB Fluid BN 1907 B e fe boxt bE
Parameter Packet model Fluid model (with fluid ad. aggregation)
Scan Scan | Infectious Elapsed Peak Total Infectious | Elapsed Peak Total
space rate | percentage time memory events percentage time memory events
P usage (MB) | processed usage (MB) | processed
1| 1000x512 | 500 100% 2h46m01s 709 34157 029 100% 40m56s 708 12 053 730
2| 1000x512 | 1 000 100% 5h37m42s 1809 54 411 166 100% 22m23s 660 8576 100
3| 1000x512 | 2 000 100% 6h11m27s 2 489 66 780 984 100% 8m28s 601 5361 598
4 2 2000 | 46.11% 14h03m56s 3079 71542 354 100% 8m02s 600 5680 849
5 23 2 000 0.92% 85h22m28s 3057 160 597 856 100% 8m16s 600 5196 407
4.2 3 TEBREIE B AYFIuidiA B R L HLH AU RE 2 4R
A FA TG IR S AEHE T Fluid (K75 58 BRI S 07 OB R R4 LS00 2 80 B LR 2.0 LU

H A I A Y BR A AN /D 1 S T LR T U A W AT RE A 51 AR

FL T Fluid 1R 56 BRI L0l BB R e AT JERR T

Table 2 Effect on performance metrics of fluid advertisements aggregation

;A(F T S R AR A

R 2 UL AR AU PERE TR bR M
Parameter Fluid model (without fluid ad. aggregation) Fluid model (with fluid ad. aggregation)

Scan Scan Infectious Elapsed eak Total Infectious | Elapsed Peak Total

space rate percentage time Jsmery events percentage time memory events

P usage (MB) processed usage (MB) processed
1 | 1000x512 500 100% 24h29m49s 1162 60 930 098 100% 40m56s 708 12 053 730
2 | 1000x512 | 1000 100% 14h32m10s 1019 46 514 809 100% 22m23s 660 8576 100
3 | 1000x512 | 2000 100% 6h30m50s 871 31 862 454 100% 8m28s 601 5361 598

DL SEEG K TR 2% R, T A BB 3 2 IR A Fluid BAS, B Fluid BAB AR ER T 2858 ' 1 Fluid 3 RCIR S S

SR RN IRZS Fluid BA S5 5B 5 A A7 K15 20,5006 2
Fluid BA S f1 T EEORUE -1 0 i 56 B RS A AT IR A5 BA S Ab  Internet 1 0 2 B r %y #5519 1L

BB SR 2 OB T 55 7 AT DG I
s BRFUI4 2 e

AR B AT 55 90 R i 7 I 2R DA 3 1, 7 S SR A B 5 Prras. ml AR 80, IR A A B i AAREAS s 2 P
A7 T4, DS P A T A P A7 07 BRI, 4 08 26 A Hh B B e 0 KT 300 N e e
A1), LA K 199 458 117 BN

AE A7 BCS2 56 B 1,2 T Fluid F 717 98 BRI

Fig.5

900

H Stateful fluid queue
800 - I Stateless fluid queue
700

600
500
400
300
200
100

Peak memory usage (MB)

500

1000

1500

2000

Scan rate (scans/s/worm)

B Fluid BAS ¥ 0 TR A BA

Effect on peak memory usage of stateless fluid queue

K s

TEARZS BN 5 K P A7 AT () 52
i HUATT R AT DUAE DRAIE 77 BORE BE 1 45 AF 1 A R0t %1&0‘5%6&‘3

s WAL SI2 50 A, 3 8 07 ZCIUME O T 50— S WA 0 4 M RVR A F AL T Fluid o
i LB 0 TR 2 Witty 965 80,08 15 CATDA #2419 Witty 55 i 52 - KSR 2OV 7.4 H 4B
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5 FAET Fluid B FEIRHIG RITEZREFE Witty I5 5

51 Wity H{AELWSEMHE

T Fluid FH5 58 PR HIIG g B R — A8 AR O 7 SRy s 5 5 P A0 Hf % 18 7 L, 5 AR 40 0%
PR 3R P 0 PR L S B T U R T SRR RS W] A I T LR AL SR R R SR AR £ 5l
i 0 R R I 2095 S AR I 8 2 BT RS e S BRI I T R A I B, i CATDA $2 451 Witty 355 BRI
B R HUR R B 201K BGP ¥ ph 32 DR R Wity 7 s 07 S0 A (04 45 T 2 S AT HE W, 3R 1 Wikt 05 B 07 2L
SR BFENESS F AR R ILA A G T R T A A R R TE DLW AR IR G AL R A
5001 U UGS =LA K oA

CAIDA I & &5 F 5y : Witty i dUR R FE b, KA 457 55 909 ANAN[H] TP Hihik i) Internet 3% 85 HUACHR (9.
H2 2% 18 Witty U5 SR BESR PR AT AR AR B Eoe o bl B ENLIK R B T30 1P Hhhil 73 e, A — & gl sk e
FHUE S J5 0] REHHA AN (1 IP Hiutik Moore %5 AN 52 25048 HEAT 238, 40 3 Internet 1438 Witty 4 22 55 F 41
HIEEE L 12 000 G057 LA Witty 195 HUp7 5052560 1 e I 59 LR 12 000 A

Witty 45 B & B A Internet 73T 1T LA HH 21 Prefix iR 13 8> Prefix X 1 147 ELARE T A (1) — AN+ W4, 3l ik
¥ CAIDA $2AEM I ML TP Hhik it 53 2AH Y (1) Prefix 9, BRI AT 15 2 HE 55 EHLLERTA T W 1) 4> A S 5L
h T I BR DA TP Hhhk 43T PR 2 1 5, FR AT TR X Wittty 6l BUER R R 45 2 B e 1) 1P Mtk 64T Prefix BRES LI,
SR JE AR B &5 B A 2 A G 59 AL DR b TR HUBR W) 3, 3 7S TP bk 23 e 5o 06k el A% 3 (15 e i HL&8 3
45 43 b Internet {1 42 ¥ 59 LML O 28 KHE 3 4 % e Ak B 45 R 7R, Wity i U85 WL A 7E K20 1 670 A
Prefix,Prefix il 23 [A] A 28~224 AS26 A2 80%[1) Prefix [tk 2% Al 2 b 7 212214 27 ] it DL 47 B0 S 36 Y8 0 40,
eSS EHLR T AR A KOG 1 670,77 ALY (i bk 25 0] 2 A4S 1 WL 1 e 55 LRI A i K 22
2,2 50 WA B R 59 BN, D BT A B 2 (e 59 0L, Bk o A WLk 3.

Table 3 Distribution of the number of vulnerable hosts per subnet for Witty
®3 TS BN A

Number of vulnerable | Number of | Proportion of | Number of vulnerable | Number of | Proportion of
hosts per subnet subnets the subnets hosts per subnet subnets the subnets

1 530 0.317 37 10 40 0.023 95
2 300 0.179 64 11~20 120 0.071 86
3 170 0.101 80 21~30 10 0.005 99
4 110 0.065 87 31~40 40 0.023 95
5 60 0.03593 41~50 20 0.011 98
6 110 0.065 87 51~100 20 0.011 98
7 40 0.023 95 101~200 10 0.005 99
8 50 0.029 94 >200 0

9 40 0.023 95

5.1.2  FWAT R TE

P At e 55 32 WL LA K% X 4% 1 R 1) A 0 B T R P D 28y B /N 1% X A R R 11 4
B A 0 R R R L At D) 4% 3T A ) P A AT FE A A5 7 e n P ) X R B A I P 9 I R AN I AR
. H 0 HURR R 5 AR A R i 0 PR R I ) 5 7 L At ] 4 A R K /DN ORI L IX L B o
CAIDA $2AE1f) Witty 355 B0 2t Hi4hs e il shnT FH 0 1 AT 000 56 AT kT

18 Vit mT F (45 7 0 A 28005 T A7 A0 AU, 1 XA 200 B 7E — 5 9038 B P /N A8 20, 06 FLAL 35 I 59 ML
Z 101 R4 5 e A s S I ME SRS W= AF Wittty 67 m AR R0 I, 55— I %0 % 3% 3] Internet B 1 W 2% 1) 8
i o] LLE T CAIDA #2419 Witty 365 S0 S 2000 3145 7] B, 122 B 220 60 25 4 Jg G T ML 19— o9 50 2wl DU 3 o)
ORI 51 P 4 % e S AL % TP Stk 3 A T P S S 8 AR ok, B T 43 1) 2% B 2 ek mT £ 1 RSP 38 A 0 5 e )
AN ZHEAT 3R 5, B v 75 05 den 16 9 A R0 5 AR Ak BRI IX A 7k B ATTEL 0.5 3Bl S I a] ]
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B, VL TN R R ST 2 43 Bh~14 43 BRI — RV ZI 1 V399 R0 58 o B R BRI T R N
Bl 5 A AL YE E : 1700~2400 packets/s. [H I, ZEAS Y Witty i t 07 ELS2 56 v AEAS 1 AR B M i% 30 Pl b Bl WLIGE 2
— AN AR AL S MESE LG B (0 WA A R o IR A O
513 EHLHEE

CAIDA $2HE 1) Witty U575 I B0 40 45 5 Bl B G ML B2 28 1A G v (5 B R ALV G B 28 A L A o
KN CA B 34 Tl % 2 2R i by A 4 S e ML L L3R 4 AR Sz 6 v R B A R % ML B R 11 LB
e 55 ML R SR RN WL B8, I IR B B e WL I 4 15 58 0 7T e Witty 195 HU) .

Table 4 Distribution of connection types of witty-infected computers

R4 PR TNIERRIY A

Connection type Bandwidth % of total infected population
Broadband 100Mb 43.70
XDSL IMb 26.04
Dialup 56Kb 17.34
Cable 10Mb 11.43
Tl 1.544Mb 1.45
ISDN 144Kb 0.03

5.1.4  WIURIES NI hit-list A1 Ik G L HLRFSE R i)

AT HoA S 5 PR ARG R, 1 Slammer i R, Witty 165 HURAT HOAR PIAS 25 AU AR IS EHLAISR hit-Tist
FBIAE BT CAIDA I A4 5o, Wity 365 HURT 10s PRGBS TR0 110 6 EHL, B S 39K W) St P AIE.
XAy Witty IR 110 & BB EEE T 140.152.0.0/14 W BE A UL AT LAHENT, Witty 35 HUR T
hit-list 51475 S L i ch pe B 4 B B BE A1 Wity 855 H 475 S0 BEE WA R NI RN 110.
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Fig.6 Simulation results of Witty propagation
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Fig.7 Simulation results of Witty traffic
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