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Abstract: The existing performance evaluation methods of worm attack strategies (defense strategies) are not
considered defense strategies (attack strategies) change’s influence on attack strategies (defense strategies) and
performance evaluation of defense strategies are ignoring the implementation cost. In view of this situation, a
performance evaluation model based on static Bayesian game (PEM-SBG) is proposed, and the performance
evaluation methods of worm attack and defense mechanisms are presented. The performance evaluation method of
defense mechanisms is based on gray multiple attributes theory and considers several evaluation metrics about cost
and utility, so the evaluation process is much more comprehensive. Finally, the paper uses simulation tools SSFNet
to implement simulation experiments under different attack and defense scenarios and validate the method.

Key words:  performance evaluation, static Bayesion game, grey multiple attributes, defense mechanisms

1 FE: DA RECGE R (5 9 R ) 1A IR I B AP R (B ) At Sk RO (B 3 %) S RO
15 69 % vy, L 47 ROk AR AL BALT F AR R AT AT XA 0L M T R TS N et MR g s BOT AR R
(performance evaluation model based on static Bayesian game, & #k PEM-SBG)iA BT 40 T 6945 & 2007 547 40
W7k AR PEM-SBG sk LRI 69T RE 2 B3R 0 By I Rk Sr BORAE 7 ik SR A 8 T AR AL

3R 0G BAITAE B R BT 4R &S AR 692\t AT xT S A 6938 R % AR A7 A T SSFNet #47 T 4EM

« FESTUH: [E 5K RS K I (863)(2009AA01Z439); [H 5 i AR = A 10 H A5 B 2 AL I {5 B S %4 A il &
RS (A 2 5 = WF 98 B R I 42(C10606)
W R 1E): 2010-07-07; &5 1): 2010-10-29; 5 K ibf i) : 2011-01-31

© MEEEERRAEIFTIT hup:/ www, jos. org. on



x| B R TS T AT IR 695 RS R A RO 713

FI BRI T AT 69 AR R Fo o iR 00 A A,
KB HEOMEFHS NI R R E S B R
FEESZES: TP309 XHRFRIRED: A

i o 2 2 S A W 4% 22 4 Bl 2 — Code Red v2,Code Red I1,Nimda,Slammer,Blaster 2% d 45 I 8] A
JEGE T B LT EHLM, i 2001 4F 6 19 H Y Code Red v2 i dU7E JLTT 464635 (1) 14 AS/INIRF A R T30 36
£ EHLA,2003 4 1 F 10 Slammer €5 10 4382 Py T 90%11 5 Jg A= HLEL IR AL A% 15—y i & P B0E
KINZ A%, 10 Code Red v2 58U B I PF 1 2L 26 12,35 761, 59— 5 10, B 0K (K i e B LT 40
H B IR W) 46 it (41 DDoS Hity).

TR He et o A2 v, B T m LA J U A 4 S e S i e ) R R AN 9 Y L SR AR A [ ) Bk
B 5 )R R DLE Sk 1 A 7 SR I T B0 AN () ) s R 2 T R A AN [ 1R B 4 s B P 1 Bk 2 R B
PP T R SR T I SR 10 10 T 308 B A e KA BT A0 R 10 Tk SR s, T B 1D 907 TR ot BT AT 3 1) 7 2
— il BEAE LE BT XTI TE T AL PPt I tR e (9797 SR 7k, LA A I R B0 e R 4 it R S

i BT D4 2R T AN 4 s :Code Red A1 Slammer K H] T BEHLFI 244 1Pv4 ik 45 i) 1 5%
#%;Code Red I KA T AHLAL S99 4 HE W Blaster SREX T BT F2145 S K . SCHR[S11F S J8& T2 HLIE 8 SR w43y B AL
I P2P H bR A2 I B SR W 53 4 A AR AR A A A 00 AT T AT 3 45 5 T S0 6 X 05 A% 47 1) 3 o, L 20 B 14
FELE T P2P 19 2% 54 1 G S 2 AN SEBR IR SCHR[A16R 7 Lo 430 Sems A0 e 48 T B i . HAss13&
FH. SERR . 2mia 2 3SR R, I R G AR S M T2 ol S e i A R 5 . L A T
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AT EA T LR Tk
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F 1 BLPIRT R AGE Sa 0 KRS
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2 J P 21 B A5 AR b A BIORS A EL A i DT AR 8 PEAEUR S (B VR AR AR A (R B0, e L35 CRAIE AN [7) B 47 SR £ 1)
VAl P PR A 0, () SR AN [ i 1R F) 9 i (i B JO T AN ) A £ 22 Jo P BRAR O FL AT 2 2] P fig B AT
LA HCH A 5 W5 31 052 (10 N AEARAE. 2 T 3 S R A SO Y T T AK€ 2 J R 1) 7 9 S S0P A vk

15 7 S B SR PP A D 1 ) R A D B i S AR B 2 71 R 5 vk S B SR A VA P A4 O R
X R 7 4 SRS DAty e R PR R K R XA m AT R0 Y m BT 7 SR n S0 B n ISR A K AT S E R
7N KRBT 7SRO R 5§ TUPP A J P AR T xig 270 e 0 1 S R AEUSRE Y s A i /A WA A K D SR B AR
S I VPAl i PEAELAE B X ISR O A7 85 Ja A A8 22 s PR SQIBR 0 D i vk S 45 B 7 S 52 S B ARUSRON
GBI RIKSE, FH BRI JSE A D Bl 37 S s (1 52

HKAE 2 s R SR IBR I AT 5 125 R S R L B0 LA PR A ORI €8 22 Jogs P S B 20 A 5 2o S 9 SR s O K
FERILBRUATR

5 LD IR R AE B X b 3508, B g A TE A AL B AR B b K AT § R £,

HG=MxXigl (Xaj+HXoj+ ... +Xmj).

55 2 25 T E BRI E X oh A 28 3 A= =il 7522 8 9o e by T BUAAL B 6 M o K AT 511
(IR, yo A RERE X F2 0 4T j SIHIMA.

43 WA 2 WA ZE P I T SR I K T Aax BB G 3 B8 K8 PR 352/ 22 Ay BT TG
E R

585 4 25 A2 3K = (Amin+ Amas) (A Amax) VSRR XA B 37 SRS VA s 1 A8 PR SR 36 AR B g,

55 5 0 W E A VEAN R PR IBCER, 28 § Rl PEA R P IBCEE D WG, T A 3.3 TR VRN A A TE AN AU I
Tk

55 6 0, INASUAT H 25 7 4 SRS B R BERRE 28 K I 477 SRS B S 3K P2 k) A o4 2 5k

(k) = ile fy.
i

Bk 1 KEZEMELE T 7% Compute-Grey-Degree-of-Association(X).

Input: Matrix X=(xy),0<ksm,1<j<n;

Output: Grey-Degree-of-Association Rj,1<xi<m.

BEGIN

1. For each element x in Matrix X
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m
2 Vg =M Xy Zxkj
k=1
For each k from 1 to m

Ay =] 05— 1l
Let 4, = ”Ilajx Ay Ay = ”k"j” 4

7. Foreachkfromltom

3
4. For each j from 1ton
5
6

8. For each jfrom1ton
in +
9. Mg = Avin + Aray.
4(] + Amax

10. wj:=Compute-Weight(X)
11 0(k) =D Wy
j=1

END
33 IFEEMENERESE

FE BT 47 SR SUST A 512 5 R 52 % VP A e P FROBCER AS 1RE P A A 21 VP Al s MR (R 2 5 Tk

A B B 75 im0, — e SR 2 560 o VA Ja8 P AR B A0 0 17 0 T HL i K D s ke DAAE
143 73 SRR R e o AL T IR S I AR 3 P AN T AR RS ey AT B B v AT L A VP AN R R AR A
s B A s i FL A R 5 AR 1 AR A T AR A, e R 2 LA g SR Bl IR AR R S 3 LR P A T A
LA SC GRS T B T v SV A SR P OB L X 5 T T R A g i BCE s 1, th B K B E
AR VIR R AL DR YR ASE AT U B3, PR SR I S0k 25000 2 i 2D R

95 10 R SR § A VE AL R PR Wi, U ASBCH 1 el 253X S VF A Ja 1 B, B i 43 21
B t B R A YRR v S FK) I A P A Ja AR PR A

55 2 80 AR A~ SCoE S § IRPPAl e R B kS SR VP A e (R A EE R

fi =% k;xkj.
55 3 5 WA £=0, 00 fignfig=0, 3R J5 vH LA JE Pk A0S 8, 28 § 00T A T8 S i o 5 K
1 m
55 400 TSR A VAN PR AR, 28 § IRVE AL R RORCEE W T O
w=(1-g)xt/ > (1-g)).
j=1

BoE 2. VHAL JE PR A 52 75 1% Compute-Weight(X).

Input: Matrix X=(x),1sksm,1<j<n;

Output: Weight wj,1<sj<sn.

BEGIN

1. Forjfromlton

2. Ifwz0
3. t=1-w;

m
4. fy= xkj/z Xg
k=1

5. If fkj::O
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6. fkjlnfkj:ZO
7. Let :=1/In m

m
8. = _IKZ;‘_ fyIn

9. w;:=(1-¢g;)xt Zn:(l—ej)

j=1

END
34 SZHUTAIREE
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55 120 AKHE PEM-SBG BEHL A i) 5 SCRIVE AL I 377 1) 875 0, 1 5 T80 7 XT3 F 8 28 = ) FHAT 5l 25 1)

55 2 0 AW RTEE 3.1 TRIES 3.2 IR TV VPAN A [F) e B 3 5T Bk HEms B2 AN 7 SR w A rh R A SRS (1 5
ST KT 31 T A 45 i) vy ) AN (7] 2 2 s HCAT B 22 18] v AN R AT B AR T AN 7] B B 37 55, BT A S 53340
PRI P AT AR s 97 WU T5 18 F 2R T RIAT B B AN R B AN BEAT . B AL B AE S 4.2 b &5 & S gm il

55 3 25 10 BB X7 B S B AR & A ) S B & ml RS R 9 H A A 0 b S v A5 B 22 A I SR
P R AT BUE.

55 4 0 USRI I SR A O 257 PEM-SBG R, KA 12485 70 F) 0 A1 12 47, 22 4 B 3 R A0 SR A 45 R ik
S SEAVIE A S
3.5 FrEX LT

AATRLC T T AT AL GE Pl 738, 85 R IR 4.3 4 h v RO M SR VE R A I, © 37s R vk
PEEN T AZ I SE B v 53 mp O F AR B AT 30— 20 T RU AR SO 3R AR B T T VR A B
B3 X7 B SR 508, T A 52 5 40k B o) JAT ek SR 7 47 S s 1) 07 DAl A S 3 B DAt s A B Dy e b S
T IUS B b S, H A o T SR AR P TS, T DL A 22 A B B UR P Be DL SRE S R A PR R AR

Table 4 Contrast of conclusions drawn by our method and traditional methods

R4 MRGTTIRGARITTE RN g R

S VEAG i 1 Btk BisR Bk
CPM RT RC FN SM NIH DAD | B§PEAS  BE9EAE iRl
Moore D Jy %@ J J J
BRUMLEY D /575 v o N v J
ZOuU c ¢ 7k J Y
M.NICOL D J5 %7 NEENO) o) J ® J
AT v J J J J J J J J J

[ (14 2 $, v DUBESUAS [5] (19065 B 080 3 5% 5 SCHR [2]AH 51, 2 7 190 4% R 55 11 0 52k, S 256 ol 458 10 9 b &5 840 2 AN
Route Views Project!* i1 75 Hi 1] [ ¥4 %2 %t (autonomous system, ik AS)i& #54E 42 % Fi 19 )& 2009 45 5 H 10 H
i 4, Jeh L4 15 198 /> AS.

AR S YU HP i SR kg BB T SR SR EL T 3 B LR i SR A by B 7 1) S 4l :Code Red I
Slammer I H ¥ BB 414 5 1% (random  scan, faj#% RS);Code Red II i FH 11 A A1t 5 45 415 5 W% (local  preference

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



720

Journal of Software 3% Vol.23, No.3, March 2012

scan, fai FK LPS); 1% # i ka B B b i 1) H b5 41 2 49 4l S0 (hit-list scan, & X HLS). SCER[4]1TE A48 T Bk
S AE 7 40 M AR 7 T B T P A8 5 € (content filtering, iR CF). il 2 4% i (address blacklisting, i
ABL)IX 5 Frft 1750 (1 2 50y 400 41 28 oy B S g 12271 L J A% 4% %b T  (spreading patch worm, /iR SPW). 5 IR0 dt
(nullifying worm, fii Fk NVV)3 i 7 g 759 (10 3= 5l 56F 70 780 5 47 s i 671,

W SIS MG S B 5.5 A H A SeF 45 R A 27 W 4 I 3038, REF F 25 R0 o0 A 4 AN 4% ks
5 EFR BB g T AR 1) E AL T AL L.

Table 5 Initialization parameters of experiment
F5 LWHIHSH
SHER YA E AR WG E
VVCE IR 360 000 | #I%h &G EHLE(F ) 1
IR EHLEL(SPW) 1 VIR EHLEL(NW) 1
H b3 41 32 o i 32 B AR 5 A HbAJG S AR 1D 1 405 50 4
W JE E I 1A) (SPW) 1 S I Bl [A] (NW) 1
SEWE )3 B)) I ] (CF) 0.1 W& JE B I ] (ABL) 0.1
WA o 0.95 TR 0.05

4.2 TBHRRE SR BUTE
421 Wl S GRS

55 SR (2040 Rl S2 56 b B R W LB Bods A 4B 24 /)N I IRF e R AL 5, ) B i 55 s () G R P L R
BT H BT KPR LIS RS EHATS) Attack, 57 J7IEBATS) SPW I 1 0 75 SR s S 3 AR H5 SSFNet
17 B A R EHLECN 298501.8,F1 H A 2 (3-1) v] LA BE IS 1 S 3 h 298501.8/360000=0.8291716666666666.

B4 7 e P A AT Bl I FR B HEE STl L AL

SR VE BT 7 i S RS #5647 5)) Not Attack I ) B0t S 41 T AN Seads g EHLECH 0,97

LASKIRS 1 B 47 5 e AT B AT B, Bl S (K 58035 04 0.

2 T 7 4 2R (HLS, LPS) % £:47 %)) Attack B¢ Not Attack I, B S5 08 S8Rl T 72 5 b i v A i 7

AL AE AN TR
422  BidPsRmE SUSCEAG

IS 43 ABCE T M H R RS 3B AT E)) Attack, B 47 7 5 B 4 BT 57 SR O JLAT B IR R GRALPE AL i

A BIS ARV AL 5.

T SEARE 5 SR VA YRR T R R D X AR RO TR AR R LR M A FE

SSFNet {jj FLA5 EI. [ FE, B EHUECH Bt R A= 24 /NI (0I5 HLEL I 5 A4 2l F R B2 0 7 FE T el 22 45

SURE 2 30(2-1) A(2-3)TH 54 AR IR P B A o B AN e A S R
FE A 5 BEAE SR TN DAy R AR 1189 R AR S5 /0N I LA AR S DF Al Je 1 HUAEL A O; ) I, B AEUSRE I PRy WA 2 o K, B

JEGE ENVEON B AR BE 3 0 0.8 49 IO B X Wi B 1 Bos B () 7 AR AR DA Jes P D A 4 7 2

WA NI TR] BEPE AL IR AR R ENBCRIBGE MR 5 AT R ACR BLARSE G . SPW.L NW,

CF il ABL.

B

5 J5 AR B XORI 5 3.2 745 ¥ 5 VR T 5 45 B 477 SIS 1 5338 5 L S S 0 T S T B8, 0 5% s 118) S TG
A5 0 B 47 s R G 30 e SR A5 R ORI BE R 4 b b7 4 SR 522850k (0.19606467375712386,0.27651489529250795,

0.264280586228981,0.26313984472139607).

8 LI B S SO R b DEA JE PEROBUE th 58 3.2 P I BA 2 1 4R
(0.10128171820583047,0.11212689541639352,0.045505368472781235,
0.16787653668345207,0,0.28686690843601537,0.28634257278553626).

UL T AR SR Y RS ST 5 Not Attack I, B4 7 e £ 4 il 47 5w D JLAT By ik B X0 PP Al 8 Ak

PEROR L AR G NG BGE BRI D 0,1 b s SR SO R S B RS,
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[F) 2 0] LLAS S Bk o 4 4% L2 R (HLS, LPS) E#:4T 3)) Attack 5k Not Attack, i3 /7 1% $¢ 4 F i 4 sieng A 1L
AT I 74 S S

0 0 O 0 0 0 0

01 1 03 0 0 2985018 298501.8
86400
28.134592

01 1 05 0 0O 0
X = 9120

08 01 01 005 0 dgdggoy 28:49901
86400
08 01 02 005 0 3186406 00406
86400

Fig.1 Initialization matrix
K1 BaameE X
4.3 EARBGIFRMEIEE
HORATIEE 4.2 W RIVPAL S AR AR AN R B0 3 55T B BT SR G (O ) AR S B E B XU RSB B AR
22 1) A SR B B 47 75 I Ok B 77 68 0 RS, HLS,LPS (5655 &4 0.7,0.2,0.1, 547 U5 AT — Fh 28 8, v LA Mot
TR AN LR R A RE T Gambit! I ST &l 2 B i DU 0T SRR I T S I R G DU gl 4T
Byt ottt 45 R 3K 6.

LBITIGEEEAESEE §1S0GITITSTIZNG
TAMSIGLULIELISES 07651105 H050705
LU e
ASSOITTITTITITOA QAT 10607
# ' wosni s taseens

0 MBI IGEIEISAN1 84

Hat Atiack

0 MOLREHIEIBETENIE

0 eIIETERITIZISISIN

i Spreading Patch Warm
H DML 8105001 1IISTS

# Hullifying Warm
I TAISIGIAAIAISES 0ITR50ATSIIS12106

Content Filtarin
AT EME S RIS ANIISTT

W Addass Blachlistin

ISP AR TESIMEIEIN
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0 EIBIIMTIOINIIE

0 BEHITHEITE1
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Hat Atiack

0 BEHITIMMSNAIINT

Fig.2 Bayesian game tree of worm attack and defend strategies
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Table 6 Pure strategy Bayesian Nash equilibrium

6 LTS DU g At 3

ERES DU g A1 38 1
P(RS)=0.7 ((Aa(RS)={Attack}
P(HLS)=0.2 Aa(HLS)={Attack}

P(LPS)=0.1  Aa(LPS)={Attack} Ad(Td)={NW}, (0.7,0.2,0.1))

%6 PSS VUM i gh A S SO AERT S 7 IR AR & 0.7,0.2,0.1 IS TR Boedi Uy e SL 2R
(RS,HLS,LPS)¥i%# Attack, [ 4" Jy e 1 Wt iy B SRmgs . H B b A1 28 47 1) Dt DAL/ AR G (1 3 R 32T 3
7 B BT () 200 B4 KT 32 AN ALt I P28 P L 97 977 7 32 5 A oy R SR 1) 280 P e K B 25 SRk U ML
G4 Rt WM 7 ) T B 79 T AR BTG B SR IR I 12 DIt 1 2% RS A i ER SRS

BN R AE A VA s R {8 ISR A PR DR B AN E T 1 20 Hr 28— A VP A s A1 A8 0 22 Ak S0l
TR 45 JL 10 52 ) A AL 23 R B ANV (R B SPW R NW 4L 5 K132 08 0.8, LI R AE B X Q& 3 s,

0 0 O 0 0 0 0

01 1 03 0 0.8 2985018 —og0%8
86400
28.134592

01 1 05 0 08 0
X = 9120

08 01 01 0.05 0 48.49901 48.49901
86400
318.6406
86400

08 01 02 0.05 0 318.6406

Fig.3  New matrix
K3 B X
[vi) P A3 T 285 4.2 715 B PP AL L R AT T SR SR, I PR A AT Gamibit TR 3 7 U 1 2% 5 T 550 DL St
AT, M AT TS R IR 7.
Table 7 Pure strategy Bayesian Nash equilibrium
RT O LUTENE VU S g A s

SEHE S DU Hr g A1 359 1
P(RS)=0.7 ((Aa(RS)={Attack}
P(HLS)=0.2 Aa(HLS)={Attack}

P(LPS)=0.1  Aa(LPS)={Attack}Ad(Td)={CF}, (0.7,0.2,0.1))

WA 7 A LLA b b ek 5 7 SR Ak i S B (RS, HLS, LPS) ik £ Attack, {HBJj 7 7 36 5 Py 281 i e ms . B
AR LI A 5 1 SR 1K) R WL D gD (E A S 1) T A DAl e P PO ERAOR (A & J 418, 3 0% S
(K 25 Fr BOUAN L S B o AT L, £ A 2 P DR R AN AR (KRS D0 R A A VAl i (B 10 A2 A6 224 T 6 5 B30 b SR
SR AR A 2E 10 5 W) 1) S5 DL BT 47 SR (R

LB S S5 SRR W], ASCHR 1) PEM-SBG 51 1Bl SR ST RCUF A 77 3 AT LAAT 28 Hb PP Al 9l SR s 1) 5%
280, B T AR AT 2 P 7 THT DR] 2% 5068 17 377 SR s S50 280 10 56 10, T2 03 e U800 Al (10 45 2R ) LU 3 dee DL B 47 S s

ARSCHEENT T T A VI 2R M SO A B PEM-SBG, 7R I AR AL BEfilh 2 4R HY T 0% s 0 By S ek 43¢
RUOVPAL 77 10258 LT 2 A VPAl A A T K €0 22 A B8 AN S A RIS 2 1) 56 0F 17 477 SR AT SRV AL AR o
SR ST IR 2 VUM R SR IR 0 A4 i, 2 A 5 4 () 5 2R AT LRI ORSR Bl 37 s 1R 6 456 3 i, 30 3o 07 30 S 6 6
T A SRR T VR KA R

R T AR A 355 A0t Aok 7 PR 288 P 5 R 8, A2 D A 4 A BT Tty (R B A T DA B T LB XU )
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A FNAT RAETE T K REZE 55— T, il A i FR Ol i AN oe 4 6 2 e Be ity AE Mo il fe op T A B 25
] A 577 47 SR, AN ) 149 17 7 SRS KA 1 T A TR PR B B, R ) DR P 30 28 1 2 £ B8 40 o iy 1l Aoy el R 1B AT 20
WEIE.
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