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Abstract:  With the explosive growth of network applications and complexity, the threat of Internet worms against
network security becomes increasingly serious. Especially under the environment of Internet, the variety of the
propagation ways and the complexity of the application environment result in worm with much higher frequency of
outbreak, much deeper latency and more wider coverage, and Internet worms have been a primary issue faced by
malicious code researchers. In this paper, the concept and research situation of Internet worms, exploration function
component and execution mechanism are first presented, then the scanning strategies and propagation model are
discussed, and finally the critical techniques of Internet worm prevention are given. Some major problems and
research trends in this area are also addressed.
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SEVF SEHUAE 2 T PR AT A B R e AR 2 A3 AN Lot 199 0% A7 AR 2R G U (10 9 o L, ) K
WA 3 R s LB 9 A — AT AR 8 8 0 A — AN i % SO T — AU 4 U REAL . A S AL R BOR
PCTRIRSAIE, A2 SCHR[15] 700 W) 260685 e e S .

1.2 W45 4% B B T RE L5 44

Jose Nazario % A\7ESCHR[23]7 42 H 7065 U — AN D fie 45 4 HE 28 A ATT 30065 s iR T e B ER 43 D 6 /N840 48
L (reconnaissance capabilities). J5 & B i B H (specific attack capabilities). iy 2 B fE S M (a command

=3

| interface) W {5 BY Bt (communications

Information collection module

Probe module | capabilities). % it 5% B (intelligence capabilities)
unction .
Attack module | Rk 4 S (unused  attack capabilities). 1%

Self-propagating module |

Function c HEE 48 T B 6 2 SRl e 1) T, X DA HE A Bb 3 0K
structure oncealment module | i . N o
- Crash module | %ﬁﬁlxﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁD’JIjJﬁEéH’A?J,%ﬁB%ﬂ’Jﬁ?D]IJJﬁEWEI

[?{:;:Clltif‘);y Communication module | % WLSCHR[23]. 48 SCHR[1~3,15~19,23] 355t F, 3411

Remmote contral module T A T8 S L0 T R T LA

Automatic updating module |

PR Ty HEA BRI B D RE R B S B T B A T e AR
B 1478585 R RE B 5 ST T A R AR, T R % Al B 2D
AEARE R (107 HRURE o JU) LAY 5 19 A A7 8 7 R IR

Fig.1 Function c structure of Internet worms
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FARTRERET Hy 4 M RO A5 BRI AZA e gl 52 SR T A48 R SR A H B H b 199 2% 3 AT
5 R, WERBITEANL RS G M E S WBPEFIR . XS AP AR s A AL AL AL k9 2% 4 $h
Gty TR A B A AR, IX A B AT DA T s Al AN A IL 5. @) SRR R e o R s E LRI 59
PERT I, P R A b B 1232 07 Q) BB @ Atk AZ AR T @ 3R AT 1K) 22 42 U i, e 37 A Bk g 1, i A
Bk 5 LIPS ATy 78 ). @ B JRHEHE R AZ R ar USR] 2% 8 30 A i &t T 2 (05 R R A AE AN [F)
T L] 5 Bl Hht g AR A 33450 4, Nimda 23 A= B 2 bl SO A R0 44 R (05 el gl A< 124, W32 Nachi. Worm | il 5
GEFE () W TFTP) Ok 5 A 3 4 B (1 oh A8 55 258 P08 DL sl () = AR h BE AR BR B i G U LR 1LAE R 1
' CA(CERT advisory)Fl IN(CERT incident note)J&: [l CERTP3 % A ()% 1543 J&L.

Table 1 Main function module of some Internet worms

R WISt B 3R T RERR B GE Tt 1% L

Information - . Vulnerability
Worm collection Probe (port) Attack (system vulnerability) Self-Propagating (port) exploited
. Yes (IIS,Code Red IT and Yes (80,139,600),
Nimda Yes Yes (308 IR0) Sadmind backdoor) E-mail and file-sharing CA-2001-06
Yes (IIS 4.0/5.0 index CA-2001-13,
Code Red I, 1T Yes Yes (80) service) Yes (80) IN-2001-09
Yes (Bind,LPRng, CA-2001-02,
Adore Yes Yes (23,53,111,515) Rpe.statd,wu-ftpd) Yes (23,53,111,515) IN-2001-01
. Yes (I1S,Solstice, Yes (80,111)(80:Windows,  CA-2001-11,
Sadmind/TIS Yes Yes (80,111) Sadmind) 111:Unix) MS00-078
Lion Yes Yes (53) Yes (BIND) Yes (53) CA-2001-02
Yes (wu-ftp,rpc.statd, Yes (21,111,515)
Ramen Yes Yes (21,111,515) LPRng) Worm copy:ramen. tgz IN-2001-01
Cheese Yes Yes (10008) Yes (Lion backdoor) Yes (10008) IN-2001-05
Digispid.B Yes Yes (1433) Yes (Microsoft SQL server) Yes (1433) IN-2002-04
Slapper Yes Yes (80,443) Yes (OpenSSL and apache) Yes (80) CA-2002-27
MSSQL worm Yes Yes (1433) Yes (Microsoft SQL server) Yes (1433) CA-2003-04
W32 Blaster Yes Yes (135,139,445,593) Yes (Microsoft Dcom RPC) Yes (135) CA-2003-20

1.2.2 HibhDhResith
A Bh 1 RE R bl 2 ok 64 T A o AR AL B L A () FLAd B B 1 U g e T, R B ey 5 AN THRERE A . Sz A B
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HL AT I B4 5 T IEHI34.© A )T OB P AZ A e nT LU I th 4 'S5 = B I 5 A RS D £ 2 E, A1 552
PUA R Bk H .

1.3 484 s A TAEHLH)

WA 2% il £ KD AR LA G 1l 2 i oas . DA R il i A I REARE R SIE B RT U, IR0 2% i ER K e AT D T BL 2 08 4
B BAR SR . R BngiE A A Bk A5 B 25 SO A HUN H AR s EHLAOAS B A
AR = 258 B H A H AR U 55 T I (0 R 005 B T v 3 ) 0 R B 00 e 55 s ] 9t e it s 1 ek 58 1ond
bR e 1 e

2 MRS R A SR

il SR FH 2R 0 U R 3R AT A% B S BEREAT LRI ICMP Collect information
Ping t4fl TCP SYN,FIN,RST A ACK {35 ] Fil Jfeah AT #0261,
[ L 174 451 415 5K W B 06 1 S o A% 9, B ARLANG 1) 41 i SRS e Host 4
157 8 71 55 B 1 A I 00 A T LR A 1 L (nfected) | Adack |
TR ok [ bbbk 2 1) 1R 328 B sUHEAT 20 28, 13 B SR s A 4 Self-Propagate
ERERENLER . . T BARIR M. S
B LT . 5T DNS A Fig.2 Execute mechanism of Internet worms

g2 Wi U T I
2.1 JEFMEREN 3T (selective random scan) H s I TAEBLE]

RE DL 23 00 #E A g1l 23 () (¥ TP B HLAHECEEAT $ 4, 1 L 35 BB R AT mT R A 7 e VIR SE AL ) b
ARAE D R 1) M bk 2 T 2 BT A1 5 A 1) — b BT3GR P b b 4 PR — s 1) B2 B L A e, B 9 b % (1)
rp R 2 TS B B R B A bk B AN ZE F 3 2 51 450 U, Bogon 41 36 AR A AT 32 AN Hiuhik B, 3 4 bk Bt 2 R R E)
B I IG — Lo ik HEAT T AR RO B BE AL LA ST B B S DI AL AT S AR R S R 45, I
I B 5 U 1 A% 3 2 SR AL B B AL AT 7R 5 | D I 4% B S i 15 ) 45 0 BRUFE R R 2 I B R B, B T 2
CodeRed",Slapper® il Slammer* ) 15 3% 5 H] T 3£ V5 BE KL 11 S0
2.2 |FF$33H (sequential scan)

WEJ3 421 4 i e e G L e HR S BEHLIE B — A C S 4% il b AT 4% 75 AR A0 A o AR 56 JU ) 06 e —fe 2%
TP E BTAE W 4% N I TP Mk 2 s G B AR R TPy A M B R — AN bk TPy 4+1 B 4-1.— HH
BN B AR 2 U T ALK I 245 1] 3t £ 08 AR I 16 A% J 0 L A SRS TR AN 2 A2 0 TRl — & ML TT e S B 44, 5 ik
I 4% 470 2 W32 Blaster% 2 sl 70 (i 55 471 416 s e
2.3 & T BHrFIFBIFAE (hit-list scan)

F2 T H bR 2 B A R 4R P 2% e IR R A2 IR B 1 B bR TG AR I — 1 VT e S AR A I B AR B R R S
X% AR HEAT Bl 2R R AR H AR S 2 A2 7 VA PR 30 3 /N R (0 14 3 B IBCI F) Jk A R A
Hbr5132,@ ik 4 A Q4 vl LU= /A T 10 91 38 (%0 500 e B AR AL U Falsh™? gt f& — Fh 6 1 1PV4 Mk =3
TF) 271 2 P PR3 41 5 1L
2.4 EHTFHEHBFTE (routable scan)

T (2 I i ) 005 AR 9 2465 o 0 b £ R 68 TP ik 24 IR 08 490 1 i — Pl ¥ SR P
WAL 1 8 4D 9 205 it £ 2 o A 7 G 16 e k22 1] S0 A R0, 703K 2 ik K 8 7 LI W Ik Bt et 11, PR e 4 3
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W) Z20) 0% P 4D A A7 TS R ) % 0 e B i IR TP bk AT B ), R BE RS SR AR . R SO AT A 4R, TR
b i 2 T = N <o o

WX 405 L BT 5 00 R BGP 6 HH 38 A T RO AR B PP 3% W 6 HH 1 TP Muhik A58, 28 J5 R 563F BGP
HE e n] R T e A R AR O B T 0 I A R JESE, LA CodeRed Ay, i b 4T A 0% HRUI) AR L R SR:
L BEAIL A 0 U 2 1 3.5 A5 02 31 B bl O 0 AN S 0 484 0 A R B 0 20485 A5 — AN eh TP b ik R i ol
fRAG K.
2.5 E FDNS#3##(DNS scan)

FT DNS I3 & F5 W 25 0% B DNS e 45 25 3K B TP bk Sk g 37 H Fr bk 22 %3135 560 i 00 sUE 1, 93k
F31%) TP b b1k B B A B PR vy P 2 i 0 4 A

5T DNS H#iA L 2O LR FH DNS il il 5e 85 £,©@ i dUARS 75 25 Ay R 3 Rkt
JE AL RE R EAR;©  H b Hihil 51 3% ot b 250527 2 S 42 ALK PR 6490 21 SCHR[34] 7 ,CodeRed T Tk L E LA
JLP—- 84 DNS ik,
2.6 %A1 (divide-conquer scan)

I VA A O 50 L TRDAH P | DR 2R S R SR WL — P SR D 4% 0 R a2t ) — oy 5 A
BRI L TR E R & EHLH /S I3RS k. EHL 4 QT BN B LS, EHL A B E A BRI
oyt —TB 40 45 ENL BARJG WL B TFURHFIX — & /0 Hodik OR8] 48 H T —Fhxt H b 71 R AT 40 Ve R I

I3 VE FE A SR TR AN L A AT IR 50 1) R AR I AL 1 R R v R & BRI bt B A A AL 45 e
(1 1 b1k P 5 2 05 2 XA [n) R AR AR L S M B K A 3 RV AR S A X A 0] (D) 7 A ek M b P
B AR H AR5 36,@) I v Bt e 42 G 1 A% 3R 55 0 0 AR SR e — AN R VR BGR I 1 AR 5 R T
R AR 555 @) 6k AL R 1 I 3 BEATL o S 10 AL 4000 P
2.7 # R 14 (passive scan)

e ) 3 A H e HAS 75 2 B 41 0 B8 0% A% R AT A5 AR W A 1 L 0 ok T B il e A ), s U P £
WG BRI B B A, BT AT B il R, I AL R AR S (E X SR B R IR bR B R v A 2
RS R X AF S T E S A B SR 224 M. ContagionPHe: — Nk £ 2k i, T 38 i 1F H A0 A5 ok & BT 0
it} %.CRClean V%5 £ Code Red IT HR I 2y, 24 e I 1) — A Jak G A Pl e gk AR 2 — A I BBOK ] 7 1% e e
AL R B, B M R Code Red 11LF:44 H O 222 AR M AL A L.

2.8 FHEKEGITM

P 23 ik TR AR FE TR ) OGBS M N 32 4 AN B ARt b= (R £ . R RS EBM R EEEN. £TFH
By G LA R (hit-list) DL A AL RR IR AL 1) 22 BEAG .5 Fh 4Tl SRS 10 22 5 E 2240 T F Ap ik 2 8] 1) 26 . 194 45 G 1L
G — & TN IR ) B e T 05 He 8 22 30 B SR S LIT e B 00 N (). E1 s, 009 9% 5 el PR AL B (1 DG BEAE T 00 R
U A S — B B0 PO SR DNS F A% 18 10 0kt 3 95 12, 30 96 e 00 R 80 b 40 L Bt L4 i 1 3k g
BT Hit-list $79, 29 51 Z8 0 1M 7719 I i AL 4 7R3 2 390 2 BU % e T il s Jed 24 21 3 KT 6M I i e
e 47 3 E LE B R A IE 18 0 4 3R F 48 H Wi B AT $R 30 2 T S5 AT 20 ik

LRI, D0 8% 85 59 5 SR P 8 by 4048, 1) T B LA A T4 8 2 de i 01,

3 MR R REEE

AR (1% P09 2% e o A% RR AR R A% 78 40 I IR TR 338 AT Sk, DR ) TP 4% 05 R A% 39 5 o A A T 9 59 A, ) T
DL P00 19X 265l ERCRT A R P B P 7 T AR A A TR PRI S v G B A% R A TR A 22 T B T ) 5% il LT A% R A
A /b U ER A 9 A A SR P A Y A AR A 7R B0 A e A6 3% B R 4 45 Simple Epidemic Model®”
Kermack-Mckendrick P81 SIS(Susceptible—Infectious—Susceptible) i B 4F-K- 2] Two-Factor #i%1!
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FUAS SCHE HY ) Worm-Anti-Worm 5 84 45
3.1 Simple Epidemic Model
7% Simple Epidemic Model(fij#% SEM) ", &5 L ORFE PRI AS : 5 e (KRB 8 1) B B e — & F AL —
0 TR G 3 2 256 R e e bR R IR A A AR S R - ) SRR e — Wl TR SEML SR () 1 o g Rt ik s
di(#)/dt = BI(H)[N - 1(1)] )]
LE A (D)L IO J I ¢ G T EHUEGN S 25 b BN EG AN EHURYL . Y =0 I ,1(0) 2 L& 1)
FHLELLN-1(0) 4 5y & LA A Q) B PR AN 535 2 WL SCHR[31].
A a(O=I(t)/NARYE (1) ] LG H T T ) 5 F2:
da(t)/dt = Ka(t)[1-a()], K=pN ()
B 5 % N=10000000, /2% 4L 52 K74 f=1/10000000, B} K=4N=1, 4% i B8 5l A B0k 100)=3 N, 15 1145 R
I 3 BT A AL Ay A 1 T 10 00 A1 e A 190 448 ol SR e 1 17 4 L.

Infected host
percentage

Infected percentage
(=]
W

O L
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Time
Fig.3 Internet worm propagation trend in SEM model

Kl 3 SEM A7 i o] £ s H 1 4% F i 34
SEM 45 7 fit: Sz W 9 45 i e AT S AL 384T Sy AN 385 %7 0 288 05 1L o J5 SR IR AL RS
3.2 Kermack-Mckendrick &%l
£ SEM BERYA [ 1) 72 K ermack-Mckendrick % #7545 8 (1A% KM A0 (1 = HLARHE 3 FIORAS: B g . Bl
LR G 955 B8 KM AL [ B oy 7 R R 2k
dJ(r)/de= I ()N - J (0]

dR(r)/dt = 4 (1) 3)
J()=1(1)+R(t)=N - 8(t)
ARG T IORA A ¢ V5 HA BGEI EL L X
HUROF R L] ¢ B4 MG AL F 752 (1 = L 1.0
HuJ(ORRBIN R ¢ JrAe pl g i (¥ = HLEL L HE ) B 2 gg [ foctions host
5 0 26 BB 0 DL o S 0BT, S o | Z_ ofectedbosi
Oy RO I By S EHL BB e oL B 00 |
B bR (1 52 26, S(0) R s I % ¢ AT HLAT G 59 1 1 3= 0L E o4l
HGN S 2811 5 1AL EO
BT KM BSR4 Bl B e 5 e S g BUJS AR Y 01 /! .
T A A D 5 L e 2 B, B 4 ° 000 4000 6000 8000
Horh Ny N1 4 25 T KM BEAL g B 4 76 Time
ORI TP EC S Nzl0000,2%@;”%%/#1/10000000,%& Fig.4 Internet worm propagation trend in KM model
FH R AR J(0)=3 B, 3 y=0.001.7] LUF 3, &% 4 KM REA o ) 4508 H i £ 4 3
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S A B 45 0 R B S ML 0.

KM BRUFE SEM A F 2% R8s 4y B G 2 FRDR A, T NG 45 A% 16 10018 D0 AR IR AT SR B0 A7 2% 18
Sy Ge FEHUHUR G R AN T TH BN A S AL 7 K15 100, o) A 0 B 3 A O Al ARG 2 1.
3.3 SISfRiEtREY

SIS AN KM A AN [, B AR 1 E LA o SRR (1 L — RE IR o T B 2 e 2% LS R e L%
s e G g (R 100, DA, STS A5 2Rl DA sz Wiy A% R AT Ay R4 e 3 BELANAE PR A0 18 AH G A B 1 2 WL SCR[39].
3.4 Two-FactoriZZ (WA E L IBET)

XK 35 A5 1 B2 0002 18 1 8 22 fR) A S R i IR 38 RIG e P D %5 ISP AT RUERH 7 O P it @ M
LR B PO AL 3R S B — 2 g o 2% R A BHLZE I T AR AT 0 8% 6% B DA R G P AR X AN R B(0), R(O) AN Q) # A
B I 8] £ SRR Ak 1 25 550 UK 2 A BB AR (s o 7 FE SR IR a0k
dR(¢)/dt=y(¢)
dO(1)/dt = uS(1)J (¢)
B = B[l-1()/ NT €))
N =S+ 1(t)+R(@®)+0O(1)
dS(t)/dt ==B()S() (1) -dO(¢)/ dt
FEA (@) R()E NI 2 1 G54 G012 1 EHUEGCI() F s BAT G PE R BHLEG ORI 2 ¢ 4 I G Hi
AE T e b BRI EHLEGS() R IR Z ¢ 5y B 1) EHLECI ()R- 2 ¢ DA G EHELIO=R()+1(2); B0
FoRIZ ¢ VBRGLEE y, R0 By A9 LA SR AN HE T35 2 WL SCAR[9].
A (@) REHE S 1) ] ¢ 1 R
dI(t)/dt = B()[N - R(t) - 1(£) - Q)L (1) — dR(r) / dt (%)
DL b 2 Do 25 0 ) DR B AR AR AR T S A5 T RUIR B A R 2R il ) A% B A R IO SR
N=1000000,/=1,77=3,7=0.05,2=0.06/N,5,=0.8/N. 7] L& B, Bli & O3+, I() AR ERE M F 0.

x109
1.1

Infected hosts J(¢)
— « = Infectious hosts /(7)
— — Removed hosts O(¢)

4
W
T T T 1 T T T 17T

Total number of infectious hosts

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
Fig.5 Internet worm propagat?cl):etrend in two-factor model
Bl 5 XU BB v o % i i A s 9
XA 35 A AR & SEMURT KM BERY fR 477 Jie kb 17 P AN B2 AR AN 2, B I 5 190 2% 0 1L P A R IR 2 AEL XA
FAL SRR B AT % B8 A 1 B b T BT 2508 B0 199 226 05 18 A% 498 P 475 0 e A7, R DTy SRS S5 0 ERLARE 49 296 i £
TERRARAT A E I,
3.5 Worm-Anti-Worm#EZ(WAWFZAY)
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Fig.6 Internet worm propagation trend in WAW model
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