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Anomaly Detection Method of SDN Network Edge Switch

ZHAO Yang',YI Peng'* ,ZHANG Zhen'?,HU Tao' and LIU Shaoxun®
1 Institute of Scientific and Technical Information,People’s Liberation Army Strategic Spport Force Information Engineering University,
Zhengzhou 450001, China

2 Network Communication and Security Purple Mountain Laboratory,Nanjing 210000, China

Abstract Software-defined network gives programmability to the network,reduces the complexity of network management,and
promotes the development of new network technology. As a device for data forwarding and policy enforcement,the permissions of
SDN switches should not be stolen by unauthorized entities. However,the SDN switch does not always execute the commands is-
sued by the controller. Malicious attackers attack the network covertly and fatally by eroding the SDN switch, which seriously af-
fects the end-to-end communication quality of users. Communicationsequential process(CSP) ,as a modeling language designed for
concurrent systems,can accurately describe the interaction between SDN switch-switch and switch-host. In this paper, CSP is
used to model SDN switch and terminal host,and two abnormal switch location methods are analyzed theoretically. We verify the
effectiveness of the two detection methods in the instantiated model system when the edge switch is maliciously forwarded as an
egress switch,and the authentication results show that the abnormal behavior cannot be detected. In order to solve this problem,
an anomaly detection method for edge switch is proposed in this paper. In this method, the host records the statistical information
and triggers the packet_in message to complete the information transmission with the controller by constructing a special packet.
The controller collects the statistical information and detects the abnormal forwarding behavior of the edge switch by analyzing
the statistical information consistency between the edge switch and the host. Finally,based on the ryu controller,experiments are
carried out on the mininet platform,and experimental results show that the edge switch anomaly detection method can successful-

ly detect abnormal behavior.

Ff H I .2021-11-22 3R 18 H 11.2022-06-06

FEG T H R A R BB 00O RE IR N AR R SG B BRI T R 1 2022012) 5 [ X SR B 24 3k 4 (61872382, 62101598,
61521003)

This work was supported by the Major Science and Technology Projects in Henan Province (Research and Demonstration Application of Key
Technologies for Endogenous Safety of Intelligent Connected Vehicles 2022012) and National Natural Science Foundation of China(61872382,
62101598,61521003).

BAEAEE B (yp@mail. ndsc. com. cn)



B 15,55 SDN [ 26 3 % 32 e Bl S A6 T g 12

363

Keywords

Damaged switch detection

1 3l

il

Bpk 2 XM 2% (Software Defined Network, SDN) [ #E 4
Dok — B2 B2 AR RS TR0 92 6. SDN ¥4 6l
S T8 5 B4 SF 143 B A 45 A B 4R L TR R I 44 R
55 R0 T SRR AE T, KA TRI AL T 45 48 B B e L O ELAR
PTG 45 3R BT T W 45 20 0 o UG R B R L 555G =31
B NFV,IOT 8 ARG AR BE T BB R S AR R,

& SDN A H G LS MR W5 AT B0 % 2 Wi,
WA A PR SDN 9 % 2 M g Joife — 25 & JR I IR 1% . SDN 1Y
LR R T R e, — .
B 4 R W A A e ML IS A 1 e T I8 R A s 5 — 5 T, I
26 TR W 5 L 2 T AOUE O T 09 3 e ML Y R AT O A RE R
1. SDN ZZHeHLI 1% Uf 2 B 15 H2 32 ¥ i 45 10 48 4 JF & I 48
TN 2 4 R A5 AR AR Rz B A 28 A1) S 1R 7 B, 3
SDN M 45 Ty e sLHpy A0,

SR o B0 T 1 38 e L 14 A B 45 M o 28 2 AL S 1R 57 L,
T 56, SDN 283 HLAF 72 s 1 , BT 4 58 0% 4K M 32 4 pIL 1) 4% o
FUBR™, AW oT 2 0, R 507 20 %6 T3S ML AR R 5,
HAAE I T AR B e WLER AR R G0 51 R 7 R A5 Xt
SDN 32 4 HL A F5 A P i AT 5 ok, b 1 3 58 e 2 AR 40, R
frodb e @ 8 1Y SSL / TLS Wil w] 3£ B, 240 SDN 224 #l
AL O S VAT T MG TR AL SRR R B T % A Y R
W37 0 A 28 4 L 1 S BT 3 B 0 - T A 4 L £ B e
BRI BEMEAS W7 2 i L RIS f2 A Bt &, 4% vh L W] B A
1E 5 1 AN T Y S H i kAT R

TG A A B 28 3 32 WL AE I 4 rP i A A S A S 8L
G AR AL AT AT AT SR 08 23 52 o P ) s 300 sl A . — D
) Gk 28 e WL I 28 3 2 WL 42 I 4% 4 I — 2 11, s E ML B9 AT
il {5 BT B 23t h G AR WML B 5 57— 1T L 30 2% 58 e Bl B9
SRAT R IO 4 b i A B R SRR IE 3 2 32 B HL Y
SEEAT S R A SR A

T Ak T 7 SR ™ % 09 8002 T 1 5 R G R AT 1 34, T LA
Welf o 32 38 R G PE . 8 {5 05 #F #2 (Communicating Se-
quential Processes, CSP)" J& —Fl X} I & R 45 o 17 i 38 (1)
AL BEIE T O RE AT R IR N — eI R AT R
XM EEEAR T RS

A VF 2 07 2% 8008 - T 5 54T 9 K S H S8 B LR AT A
55 72 057 AR A AS 00 B AT R 4%, R A SR B RIEE S
SR MR IIEE IR . SR B IR i 4 B i g i E
SR — S0P A5 A ST TR DU O X S S8 e Lk AT B
PETT e A 06 E 9 DU 3 ok Xt b 40 AT I 45 R P LS R AR S
B RMEAERNA —BOREMN FHEHmI. RECEAT
VI 22 80808 - T S5 L T U B — B 2 0 RO S T R R
A2 75 95 T3 A B8 43 AT 5 T 20 Ak DAIE , RS2 00 2% 32 ML
12 ol S ARG S0 Oy 32 P4 A S

ZSCHRL8TIMY B & - A SCHR T B i CSP 22 4 HLASE #Y 5

Software defined network,Data plane security, Formal authentication and analysis,Communication sequence process,

FEHLAY, SEH T SDN 4 1 i CSP R gL AL, X G i 15 B
U0 UE 1 55 [ A8 50 IE T 1 S B R 3 R AT 43 B OF 7E CSP B R
G AT T A AR IR UE , 50 UE 25 5 3R B BLAT 0 R vk G vk
AW 300 B AC M ALAE A s I AS e LI 9 53 e AT o HOR AR
R FE AR TG AL AR . SEAE T
PN TR B2 2 R o E AL B e T B A0 A N 45— B
o0 24 i, ) 320 2 A e AL 5 FE AL TRD A et 8 D5t 000 %o i 2%
th E A IR 0 S e R AT R BEATRIN . A T S B AL e L
SEE RO A SO TR T AN T, 1) FE AL AT 3 G A2 0 A8
BT 32 1 #4285 B 7 A SCE S F 85 A TP itk i 8% 3t
FEB L il & packet_in WAL HEE R, 2)H T EVLAY R
PE S QAT 3 T PR A — SO R DAL ) LB S iR i AR Sl
— s A1 B PN G835 B 0 8 e R AT — BRI B T B A
RIFE MR, G A ET ryu I mininet &
X A B L S R R O R AT SE 0L B E TR N B
& W AT N RE S ) A 3R AR R R S 45 AR
R AEG I AT 1 G A WAL 5 5 R 7 3 AT LA ) A
G O AZ AL AT .

2 tAxXFI]

2.1 SDN

SDN 1% 2% (1) 1% 55 42 1 D BE 5 B %k D ae o3 &, 16 2%
A B AT LA I 45 BEAT AR b Ak i 0 25 s ok L T 4 g R . T 2%
BREE PR RS b R AR 2 /AR X R b i
5B UEAT A B, K B e SR W B Ak S LR Y R R A F)
AARLEHE BB h . R e A AU A D 2 e M I i R 0
Xof YR A AT i A o O WSO A 4 A 3 4 R AL IR O S Y
SRR
2.2 CSp

i# {5 0 #F 2 (Communicating Sequential Processes,
CSP) /& Hoare T 1978 442 th W 0T & . W0 JF R & 48 &
RGN B HITRE L5558, CSP ¥ — D RERRA
R AT R0 — AR SR R S VR R AT AL S T AL
BEREZ A B S8 AT W R B W EFE Z [ A JE A5 . CSP i B AR
T

P;Q::=Skipla>Plc?x—>Plcly—>P|P|||QIPLQ|P;

QIPLHsDQ

Hi, P 5 QHRHER o BHFM.0 WA /RKEX, c BEIE
FFR 5 Skip Fon — A HRRIBATRIITE AL RS R T
FEAT S ;0> P TR e PATFAM o, F G PATHERE Pic?a—P
Fom N E ¢ b H I — AT B O N B AR AR R R i o
LR PATHER Picly—>P R MBIE c LRE—FIHE
YRR HATHER P3Pl || Q FRBENLEREERR P sl 72 Q
VR AT AT s PLIQ RR AT HEAR P I8 2 HEAR Q #5 Hh
WA R T A — AN SIHE S AN R R U E s P Q RR R 1Y
NP 28 4 AR U AT BERE P A Q3 P b D> Q Fm W R Al R &
KR o HE LB AMPAT IR PR ZMPATHER Q.



364 Computer Science MBI Vol. 50, No. 1,Jan. 2023
2.3 PAT 20 2% v 22 3 LAY U 3R B2 S BLRR Bl 2l 3 AR R, ik

PAT(Process Analysis Toolkit)"J& #E CSP iy £ fif [ i%
THBGBE TS DU T B, B 3 [ 57 KA R . HoxF CSP iy
AT TR SE B T 22 R ARG AR, AT X I R LA
A 2Bl 2 B R G AT 2 Bt BT 58 TR L W0 R G2 00 JC AL B RN
LR VR 2 A (LTL) ik i v i 45

PAT 5 CSP Wi i SEA KA [a] L AUALAE — 2645 5 K35 B A7
FE25H) . PAT B — S0 BEAEIL T

#define cond v==0:7E LT —"% N cond BIAE %
A 25 AR i v BIMEN 0.

#assert P reaches cond : & X T —/Wr & 1% Wi 5 ) Wi i
P BT BB EE—&PATITH, il R A cond
HI %

3 HIETEIT AR

3.1 HETA

AN TF B0 - 1 B4 22 e LA i VT E 45 2% R & Y L 2 00 R
B A A7 b B, X T T VG A BN £ L 1 R IR R I A LY
Aib P 4G 4 b BRBCHE A, TR R U S B, AR
Gt B B, i 25 % 4 R L B AT . T AR R
VAV JC 30T 1 04 43 . K 23 K IR table_miss 3R e SO HRAE
O Ab BB A, 3 B B B R B A FE packet_in TH B TR
ZE 0 B T e B o b 5 R O R B R T R BB
- T A2 4 AL

OPENFLOW HMY 1.5 JEAS b B0 2 A 3 26 004t 3 1
JIE B, i T Eh VG Bk e S ST B A A A S B
YT o DG T SRR A R S R S Sk A S B A
WA B A5 AF B B AT DL, S 3T BEGE VT A% i R T
Aab 3 A B A K A B O ) B L A Y R L
Moo g Bz SUT IR IL AL 49 fF o, b B AR & £ F B
SLT X T D TR Y 4 STk AT Ak B A 34 . OPENFLOW
W 1.5 WA e SO S B LT DA B IR $8 4 A

Group : 18 13 8 % (1) 4 40 PR A HE 61,

Output K £ 95 £ i 1 295 € o H

Drop: Z#5E.

Push-tag/Pop-tag: lk A (i 5%, 40 VLAN, MPLS %5,

Set-Field : & 8L SC Y 3k FBUF B

Set-Queue: ¥ & 2 CHY LS 1D,

Meter : K B4 £ 2 1] B 48 1 1914045

Copy-Field: 764 24 B2 BG4, 3k & 380 2 18] &2 ) 504

# 1 OPENFLOW ji %

Table 1 OPENFLOW flow table entry
VE % 3, HhER GHitFE A A &
dw_dst=10.3.1.2 10 39 output: “eth2”
nw_dst=1.0.0.3 1 17 drop
dw_dst=2.0.0.3 1 13 set_field:1.0.0.2—>dst
dw_dst=1.0.0.2 5 6 output:“eth3”

3.2 EBETH
B0 T 2 e HLIG R RE L S ML MO A AR s L R oy
P 1 AR BT & AR S 4 AL 2 B S D) RE O B A ARk

3 18 S A B e LAY I IO, T X 28 3 2 52 46 WL Y 4
WRHAT B EEEFT BRI B R,

Ca) IEH 38 15
AL

Py Py Py P

Co) B 3k (DT R

K1 s AT
Fig.1 Switch malicious behaviors

(DEBEF

Yo s B bR R TOR R R, B’ 1) h
FEHI A T R MR RIONIGE R [ Wi 0 Py ¥k, Wi F 1B o
MR KR £ WEIE L E ST, S ECEE .

(2) & i sk

ik & a8 2 B BRI R BUR B 8RR k. B 1o
e 2 R R IR R IO S N D Py B R A
BUR R T KR £ B R SR 5 BB SO £ 5 i D
Py 0 o ol 3 T DAGE 3 30 Rp AT b i AOHE 15 B R T BT B

G EEH K

Yo E a5 o B AR ROk Rk D, B 1(D PR
A TR ERTK R 1 W H Py Bk ERBGE & B
BUR R I K £ B Sk (5 BB O £ S5 A 0
Py % o PRI 00 5 K o mE 0 ik AT B BUAT v U B R
AT 532 ) i 81 i 30 5, 28 S BOWAR P T
3.3 REEMAZE

O 1 2 AR X B0 - T 09 50 3 e ploe 5 ik ilb 47 T
WHSE A ik R B AW e R AR R AE Ik S R HE B
ST

g R AR 0 TR 5 o R B U A I LSS R AR IR
52 5 5% & B4 AT 4 L A b ok 2 A S W 3T e AL
SDNsect* 1l 5 147 75 2 56 40F (1 9 19 38 48 16 4% 1 76 B 2 10 15
A A AL b R I, DL MAC B 6035 B 581
), O SRS & BOHE A0 2 4% T 25 5 A 2 3k S 08 0 Y
SPR i & A R 5 i AR — 3. Rev!" X MAC B89 K/
HEAT 4 H E sS4 b R T B el 5 R A U A A B
FRART P85, WedgeTail " B 5 K 15 25 W S JL Al 45 [ Py
S A B A I 45 P R e B AR L R SRRE A O M
FE T 1Y SR AR B R 5 R A R AR SE AT HE Y L T LU
B EERAEUEAT X 4y, Pazzl™ B Tl B 7F W 4% b 7E 7E 19 3
I B8 U 4 R AT B AR SR R A1 7B S B AL AE B 45 vh S A2 7E 19 T
B BCHIE A LA A Y00 B 1 TR AT L b T B IR I AE

G2 THE B0 UE YR A T A 2t~ 1 DD 3 e e 4 R Ay A R
B Ok K I 5% & S ¥ . Ghannam 50 78 52 4 HL L 22 3



B 15,55 SDN [ 26 3 % 32 e Bl S A6 T g 12

L F B ) 38 2o K A A G T AR 1 — EOME R K T
RS . AR AR AT B ALY X R T E B I B 25 {8 5 (e
BF, T RAIA R 9 2% v 42 7 S5 8 2 #e Bl FADE™ 5] A T L0
B AR AR 2, T I T T SRV Ol e B B = T R DU B A 1 e
B P AW 0 T I S P RN A Y . FlowMon™?
3 3 M5 4 A8 e L 11 0 T {5 2 SR AT I 8% ) 3 6 2 5
MR L WU K 0 T A T B RS O B
FOCES"™ A 4 Jey I 4% 3t 2 7 16 7Y £ B2 R 00 53 . P O 3 4%
R B (FCMD X 32 il #5% A6 A0 1) CRD 130309 /9 6 e A7 k) AT 2
R 3 g ST A 4 P T IR R I ST S B IR A S
15 B 5t FCM i (19 U 1 1140 2% 75 7 X2 75 A 24 Sk A6 53
W AN T B AT o] A A 1) T 4800 00 sl mT A ) 4
T84 10 B P 1 B i S

3.4 CSPHytE®

K CSP Xt SDN #4704k i34 . DL LA 3

(1)CSP W] LA W 5 3 15 38 SDN %5040 - 185 b &5 A4~ %
LT N I H CSP 917 LA A B8 A6 T 2. PAT (Process
Analysis Toolkit) , 523 J5 i ,

(2) SR R f7 B, AR ) R M L R IE B R AT MR
P AU B B2 H T L 7T AR 98 75 R AR A 3R A B e, AR A
BEF- AT R .

() REHERG H R AR M, 10 E r . PAT &3 R&EW
A BATIRZS AT IUE , 10 TE 2 6 77 78 — s W 5 IR A
P HBERY S 8 15 B A E T T LA B S T R
05 B AT B 43T 5 AT AU BRI

4 HFERFEREALER

2R T SDN S04 V- T8 AH G H R, A 97 42 808 7 T
CSP R G 8, ] H F %+ SDN £ 461 181 17 by it 47 9% XAk A IE
5001, Q0 32 30 32 e WL I S B L R AT N 5 A2 B ag b e v
4, SDN B4 - TaT A 2 i 25 45 i 19 5 T SDN 32 4 bl 41
I A 1 AR R TR R B 38 e ML e, B e LA IR T R e
4 O 2 T BOHE £ 1 AT e S A B S R B A 4 AR
efE L IR S hE B R T A S5 B . EALT A IR e
0, 38 5 % 0 3 e LR B A A B 45,

4.1 EX

BAm LA A% Xk 2 B3, i SreHid, DstHid 5 Tag 4
B, o Tag SRy B0HE 045 25 5 B, 76 A WF 5% v T L SR A2 fif
B T T ELSE R R AR

* 2 HdEmks
Table 2 Packet format

SrcHid
R 2 #AL 1D

DstHid Tag
B A7 & #4L 1D AR AT A

3 TR B 3 A E L AR SCE LB R AR
IS A o e il G A A 3 R 1R 43 R R R I
F#t. InterLink £ HostLoc 2 435I 77 4% 58 #e HL 18] 14 5 2%
15 B DL B i G 22 e WL -5 2 ML) 64 B % A5 8 S [R] 44 ) 46 1)
WiME B . Flow Table 3247 fiff £ 4> 32 e L Y I 4 T, 3 5% 4
VERE I R IR e K B 5 EH SR B ER R T B
FREER.

365
# 3 RKIEX
Table 3 Table item definition
i 2 e LA
InterLink Sidl * Pidl * Sid2 * Pid2 ﬁﬁi{“ﬁ;ﬁ;%;ﬂ i
g X 4 i
HostLoc Hid * Sid * Pid ﬁﬁj;{i; !
InPid * SrcHid * DstHid * Action * # fif 2 WL oy
Flow Table . . .
OutPort * Status * Value ¥ STag & R

4.2 HIEFEZHRINER
OPENFLOW M3 BLE » SDN 52 4§ HL v &4 405 42 1 ) Dt
TE 381 2 SR UAL 2 T T S0 T T A4 AL 3R ORI 9 e B L AR R
L VR RO € TR ORI TR L SR N U & S 1]
BRR 2 S 4RAE . TR AR SO R Y B 09 7E T 58 UECHE SF- T
%G AT R s PR A X B 4 ML 45 4 o o 18] 19 52 AT A AT
AR, RSO RIS T 5% % P AS B bl 2 b, BT A i
& packet_in W5 ZEAT g AR 4 © Ak k4 1) 4 B0 B AL
MR BRGEAR  AR SCIR T AR ML B S R rh A L
SRR .
Switch, = PhtHandler .| | (|| i 1mpxum—1)
(PktReceiver,; | | | PktSendler,:)) @D
L ML« ) PktReceiver,; s PktSender,; 1 Pkt-
Handler, EEALI, 43 5 REH0 550 408 A2 14 2 52 L 3% 0 b 23 3o)
fit. PkiReceiver,; ||| PktSendler, fREZHML L 1D K i #)%
Wm0 B K 4T R . PhtReceiver,; 1 % 804 1 3 % H & 3%
BRI ALBEYEAR L PhtSender,: 1% WK A0 4 B 72 Ab 42
WO BHE AL . 7R 2 rh, R 3ROR S B L N FE HEAR 8] 1 32
Wi 2k 7R A AL TA)HE AR A9 32 B, 4L 4R R OR AL 5 AC L I
HHAEHE.,
5P, Switch,
PhtSender, |- ——— 1 —————— .
| HandlePkt,

HSender, — — —+ — =M PktReceivery,

=

RN R PktHander,
SP;

et PktSender, -——-- PktReceivery;

I
i

SendPkt, ] _SH;

- J
Bl 2 e pLEER Cl 7 R R D
Fig. 2 Switch model
A& LA TR 0 B A AN R
PktReceiver,; = 4+S,P;? pkt— HandlePkt, \i. pkt— Pkt-

HReceiver;

Receiver,, (2)

PktSender,; = s Send Pkt ; 7 pkt— (index = getSwitchPort
(x,i)) ;3 (sw=index [ 0]; pt = index[1];

SwP | pkt— PktSender, ) < index| =

EMPTY D (ht= getHost(x,i) ; SH,, | pkt—>

PktSender,; ) (3

PktHandler, = ;s HandlePkt ,?i. pkt— PktMatcher, (i,
pkt) s (TranTag=true; Pkt Handler,) <

out_ port = = Drop D (j = out _ port;

SendPkt,; | pkt—PktHandler,) (4)



366

Com puter Science THEHELZ  Vol. 50,No. 1,]Jan. 2023

PkitMatcher, (i; pkt) = jraction = match _pkt (i, pkt, Ta-
ble.); UpSta (sta, ); (UpTag
(pkt)) < RcTag = = True D>
(Skip); Cout_port= Drop) < ac-
tion==drop > ( pkt = pkt_mod
(pktsaction) ; out _ port = match _
portCaction)) < action= = modi-
[y D Cout_port =match_port Cac-
tion))) (5)
2 AL HEA G B — DN EUE LS  PhtReceiver.,
HE AR BOYE A3 o NS E I HandlePke, K35 45 5005 A0 40 P
P PktHandler, $E474b 38, Pkt Handler, B 4 AT UK
— AR IEAT A
B A 4k B]E AR PheHandler, BT 5E SCHAT O W&l 3 FF
TR o A HOHE AT R B VB BE VR RIS L X g i s 2T B . B
S A BRI R TR 48 4 B, I i B A 0 B He A AR A AT
. ¥LeJRAZE ReTag B E N true B 44 38 ML 1D s i it
PR Tag W5 2185 Bk drop W, Z 5 808G 405 148 %
F B A modify I, & BOEUR @ 4R K A5 BUS 8 B i &
B 3 1 5 2 5 48 4 F B forwarding A . 38 S AL B3 62 A
BCE W R

I3 A Ak # o R
Fig.3 Packet processing flow

S UG b TR OB R 0 R X, R T T A A 4B Phe
Handler, it T i 0 — 22 s B0 1EH o match_pkt Gy pkes
Table, ) PR R BB AR Sk TR A7 B K% liosm 1 1D X 22 e bl = #Y
TR Table, PEATVCHL , I K ol Ty T BC 30 B4 8 26 T00 A 488 4 5 B
BAETE 4 R A8 B action W5 pkt_mod ( pkt , action) PR EUHK TR
action WAFAE 105 6 BOHE AL HE AT 18 SOF K18 0UR 19 308
iR 18] smatch_portCaction) BREBUK B action FAERI 5 B A
B A 4 e R v 1S I8 AR AE 42 JR) A2 Sk ot _port H s up
(sta, ) BB B A2 Bl « 9 3 R IG5 B i 2 VT e 1Y
WRIMG S BN 1:UpTag (pke) BECK 22 e L 1D ¥ 0 5
Byi AR 4

PhtSender.; # T iH 2 28 #e B P #8380 18 B 1S F5 2k %1
B SR aE N i ESGEE R R ET —
Bkag bl Hod, getSwitchPort(x, i) R HGE i3 2 8 3£ Inter-
Link FRECE AL = 093 1 ¢ BT 2% #2109 28 e AL S o 11D, 3% [7]
FEARTE— D H A index . ZECAMWE D ITER LB AL
ID, 5 AT HR N 1 ID, & 5L « iy 1 ¢ MR
F AL T, D3R 8] — A 25, 38 3 BRI A get Host () B HE R
HostTable KB 538 #e L « By s i EHH EHL 1D,

TranTag J&— 0 /R 28 & FH F 8 08 I &% h AUAFAE — 4>

B, M2 b R BRI TranTag BKAA A True,
S SEAL AT ) 2% rh g A SO £ 5 2 ) 2% rh T R
TranTag B¢WRAE N False; 24 B4R £ Bk % 57 2l 3 Bl 2 o 2 4L
BT, TranTag 2 TR BRAE R True, LI AT DA% i 87 (9
in.

B - T A e AL TC R e L e N 25 R g 3 st 4 8 A i
A, BT AR S AR A A SR 4 i A i A AR
B, 3L 28 12 5 AR B IR o A i 32 45 38 3 AL 1 3l 3% BRIV T A 4
ZWEHALITTH
4.3 EHEE

WU P £ o gl e 1 AR A S R AR SO LR A
B3 A HE R ARG R ENLR RS F LA
B ML B f0 BE AT R Rk S A B R . ALK
R A RS HLAN AL 4 i, SRR R LB AL Y R ) 1Y
BT, WL RN ENLE LR 0 BEFEAE L,

HOST,

o ’| HReceiver, |»

S.P;

| PkiSender.; i

~

SiPi
- PktReceiver,;

&4 EHBR R TR ED
Fig.4 Host model
WU B 1 R R AT
Host(x.i,n) = HReceiver, || HSender, | HHandler, (6)
HReceiver, = ,S.H,?pkt?HHandle, | pkt—HReceiver,
"
HSender, =, (HSender,) { TranTag= =true > (Tran-
Tag = false; Hpkt = MakePkt (n); S,P;!

H pkt— HSender,) (8)
HHandler, = ;,,HHandle? pkt = (TranTag = true;
HHandler,) (€D

Hi Host(xsism) Y xvion HH &, ANREES EVMHE
1 32 el 1D, Z2 e L3 11 1D, AL 1D, MakePkt (n) 2y 5 His
A0 A PR B AR B B AL n PR A EUER AL . wp Hnwm Go) B3
FEHLWCE) 1 B D i

TranTag H—"PA0 RAZ &, B IR true, 5 — FHL
FEUG R 3R B AL S L AT IR E WA A false, g AT ) £ 4L
YTk R R B AT . Y 0 b i — ML B B AR TR
BERXWHEFRF TEHIEMG, TranTag B WRAL N true, LA 7T
VEENL R BR A B P g b 3R iR T BE A8 o (R AR Y W] LU
PLEC I 2% T IE H RS TR S AL TR B Bk .

5 ZI A EEIAE

AT S A B R P T CSP A RS, 23 Bt B WA 20 S
SEHHLE £ 7 15 B SRR I AR SRS TR CSP AR R op i E W
T o B0 P B 45 2 ML 0 5 vk BE T A T i 2% ST HLAE
S B R B A AT N
5.1 REHH

CL i T B A2 36 5195 E 37 S5 4 S L » BV HE 0 0 A
I R PR B R T AN T o H A T 4 F T e Y



B 15,55 SDN [ 26 3 % 32 e Bl S A6 T g 12

367

120 B A T ) FE B A L 0 2% 4 A 5 T 7 B0 . 7 N 4% o
SR 1) B R LI L o S B 1Y) B PR LI 5 32 P B AT AT
EE 43 M W 2 22 ) B S — B8 O 5 # 38 HebL,

T T RBL S, AE CSP A 1 1 AR R e ot I 3 i AT 5
JE, 7EA SCHR R3S ML CSP KL B b, B4R A AL B35 PR Phe
Handler , 784t B4R 61 0 7T LUAR AR 0 24 38 e L 1D 3 i 5
AR AR 2 1Y Tag F B . M50 3 7 b 238 4L
J5i B KA Tag 57 B b S i A5 2 5 2 58 B R 15 B 2 )
1 — B R 5 07 32 1 A8 4 L A5 4L 5 A8 56 E 7

()G THE BBk 30 2 43 BT 9 4% 3 1 G0 3T 15 B 2 S A
B UL AR D U R S A B2 B A ML o AL T D U i 1) 26
IFi] — 9 76 R [l 38 e LAY B8 3115 BOR REAT R R Y 25 5, 1 24 A
WIEH — 8, Z Ok RO AR 3 4 Bt ] — R TR 52
HHL IR G HE B0 — BOHE R 2 07 2 B 38 4 AL

AR SCHRE I 22 4 WL CSP AR B 7 AT 18 4 1 126 B 8T X
METMGEIHAE B, 3X 5 OpenFlow Bl i #LE M — 8, 15
s 40 58 IR ST L 8 3 4 BT A A SR LG HE B — Bk
o 28 L AZ A5 A M AL, B B AR TR
5.2 WIEHREH

AR SCA L CSP F G A AL 16 30 iE 4 #h an B 5 TR, S,
Sis Sy N ECHE P T sSH AL, Horh Z RIS AL S, A T W 4% A
Y%, H,.H, ,H, A& EH, H, , H, ¥l Z gl S,
BRI g o Hy et il F 00, % b E AL
FHL Ho B EHL H, 0 50 0] 38 A5 805 T 0 R A C AR
B SHALT . ZHAHHL S, BT Gable,) BT FH T B
B X BARE AT R 7 B R SRR .

Py Py Py
y Py , Py s
1q+ S D m }
P, P, Py
Bl 5 CSP AL e iEH#ifh
Fig.5 CSP system verification topology
EF N 6O PR R S, EFM H, RIXE
H, B%E4,
e K NP 6 (b BT . Z 4L S, K Ho Rk =
H, BEGa04RL b B it =B gk H, J& 85051
P, Wi H¥E=E H,.

(b) W K

€l 6 CSP &G4 UL b
Fig. 6 CSP system verification topology
ZE Lk, sER Ay CSP BB, A S, 19 IR 3R (ta-
ble:) I & B
System=4; C|| e 0.2y Switch,) || CIl ye o2 Host,)  (10)
5.3 PAT izt
T PAT i iR B R g 5l i B W =, vl LLSS e

ROHIRE = 2 B AFLET 2 W & iIRE . PAT 5 CSP
WA AR L, R — 2555 14 335 5 U TR
PAT Wi —2b 4 /i ANk 4 BP9, 56 —F2 0 4 PAT
HESE SCLEE TR A I U R S B =R S 8 UTE CSP
FR A Xof i 33
# 4 PAT hETE X
Table 4 Table item definition in PAT

& & X # b CSP
W, kA& R +
channel SH[ Hnum] 0 ;i‘;; %V%%TL hRBAE £ SH,
channel SP[SNum * REMER EN R E s.p
(PNum—1)] 0 B 5 4 3 3 Y
var InterLink[ SNum ] Bk, B R AL A 4 R I Link
[SNum] i nterLin
B D #| 3
var HostTable[ Hnum ]2 i{ i z %E XX BALE £ HostTable
var Stable[ SNum]! ;ﬁ e Table,
i

LB G 33 Wi 35 72 PRtReceiver,, 0 356 W] CSP 45 %1 78
PAT s 8280, 40 F iR, PAT th iy AR 18 5 78 CSP o iy i 72
FE A —, WA I A& R TR TR

PktReceiver(x,i) =SP[x ¥ (PNum—1)+i—1]7 pkt—

HandlePkt[ x])i. pkt—> PktReceiver
(20 an
5.4 WEH

ARSCHE PAT A SCT AW T HIB 883t #r i 5
B A B IR A e A5 R DU 3 5 2% AS AL S H AT R .

(D GEAT 531 1k A 54

GEAT 3 ATk 3 ik 3 A 0 T v [R] — 9 P S [RD 32 e b T
VI B0 — SO SR 8 7 55 o B T IE R 3 A A 4 b i — B
PEEEAKRT LB ERNSWT .

[ (STable[ S, [ f11-STable[ S, 1L £11>2);

# assertSystemreachesStaCheck ;

% define StaCheck

(STable[ S, [ f1 J—STable[ S, 1 f11>2)

| (STable[ S, [ f11—STable[ S, 1L f11>2)

LA G AT B 28 KT 2, Wy W 45 vh 77 75

(2) %% I A2 B0 UE 28 o S 6

B O AR IR 5 ) SR R AR 5 3B R A AR 22 )
B X L SR R AV S 5 A7 R 4 P A TE B R AR R Ol TR B R
TR AR I 2 h AR AE i . K R AR T A Tag W, Jf
5w i AR JEAT X L I E WS AR .

H assert System reaches RouCheck ;

# de fine RouCheck

(Tagl0]!=0 || Tag[1]! =1 Tagl2]1=2)

& & RecNum™0;

5.5 Z£RS5HMH

e PAT o i & AT 50 3E. 25 Rl 7 i, Wi s
RouCheck 5 Wi 7 StaCheck ¥ LR 75 , X 2R 25 W Fh 5
I AR B Z AR S S, MR AT R,

12>

13



368

Com puter Science THEHELZ  Vol. 50,No. 1,]Jan. 2023

i

i

System() reaches RouCheck
System() reaches StaCheck

Q1
Q2
B 7 AEZE R

Fig. 7 Verification result

X IR R AT 9347 5 Sy 6 T I 45 300 kL 7 % B4R AL R AT
FEUREE A Z T RAT R AR R IEHAT I . G SRR 2
W] F) 38 7 B 35 HLET A9 R SR — Bk SSHL L SRR B 0 M ik
B3 3 AR AL G HE R B — Btk & L SR . KBRS L
4 IE 5 Ab BEB B, e ME S TR R 1 R T 4 3 1 AT T
AT S, WBIHE B B  AAFEAR — B, T B 4% 56 iF
590 3 0 B AR AUA S 19 46 v 32 46 ML 1) B o A8 L T G 2% A S
WG S L RO A Y J5 S AT . 4 B R E MR
T 5 1 LAAG I 30 G S LB SR AT oA

6 #WilFTE

16 CSP B R G5 v, A2 06 E ¥k 5 G B 06 ik 5 i B
AL UESS B2 0, B A9 5000 1 1 5 3¢ B WL A I o 9k
K B 1 2% 3 4 MLAE SR 1 1 3R AL B SRR R AT O
I AR SCHR TR Y 2% 38 SR ML S O Rl i, OF A CSP
280 22 5 Hp o IE B A AR
6.1 E@maH

U SCATIR A T R A 3 9 301 5 58 e AL S 8 AT O 0
6 1) 1 T R A 9 2% vh A A7 A8 T LSS IE 300 2% 58 #e BL G % 17
R SEAA S AS ML T AT R AL E &R, I BHAT AR
SR H At B R R4

RGN T — Bk Lo F AL, A& AWML 5 Lo
ML T 0 38 15t 5 28 2 O ST P D ) . T DA 2o L 4N
UNCE-S: SR o L2 S g il k- €Nk & R BU)
GRS AL S 3% BRI — 3, AT AR R —
B0, 0BT DL A2 3 Gk S AL N S SR AL

R 3R 7 1A WA ) R A e . — 2 E ML o
WEEEE. WM EIA GG BBk R 2 R H
F EHLAYERBR N, AT A BT RGeS B — B 5
MLl 2

)R — AL R ) A £ A

b - 1) B — , 0] LAGE b packet_in AL 1) 5 ] RS AL 0 1
K. OpenFlow HLAE 28 HHL T T 3 2 i B0 UG B 31 14 2k 38
1K B table_miss 2¢ 1Y BC & AL FE, 1M table_miss 3¢ " A A2 it &
K ZBAR I E packet_in A I B R BEMS, £
HLAG 15 18 B 5 28 5 L I 3 vl 98 A7 UG 0 300 A0 550 30 0 308 o ke
7% packet_in JH B [0 5 Hil gL 3 15 B,

Z T AA R0 B T EPLG R B A B A, BT DL g
BB R B bR 1P Hhk #4700 . 3% TP Mk R 45 B
BB ANAETE T W45 L TR 28 R R B 1 b ik, L
2 v 22 e LB JC 6 AR £ 0 R R 0

Packet_in 1§ 8. 7] DA 3 2& 58 B A B0 A0, tho ] DL 3 3¢ TP
3k FRATT LE i 1P RSk AR IR B AR 5 B . 1P Rk

RIARIR T BN 16 ALREALEL, I H A BATLAS 23 % Ho#E AT 5 4y 3
TIE o RV 22 AT 1 0 2 Tt 254 e 1 12 e bt B DRt T
PLFIH 7 Bl EMLGIHE R . W2 E e, & RN
FBR AR Gt E BN T M 65535, 45 e i B
R /I gk A, AT R AR R O s BB T 2 SR e AR

[A) R = — SOk gk L By

X IR R, ) 2% o TR — G B U A G TR BN Y R —
B[] — Bk [ (R] B PN 8 T B I 084 k1 9% — B, AR A%
FE WA ) G ASHA I S B i E e E R T b %58
ML & % B AL A B I N o AL IE S B2 YR £
Mg IFE ARG IHE B i A AE R B Rl Bs T N E LB
WA BOHE L I A N e » 0 385 B0HE 8 N 5 A EUHE A2 31 K
PR IR B, RIE B B R Gl FETENE, X
P ALFE N S A AL Th A UE E Y T R 0., 45 2815 3 Ny
5 N JRWBEME Z W 2EE Now = Now — Neee s 4 Ny, #8511
L 1 B E Thres B 3 58 1 S 58 M WLAEAE 58 4T R, BfH
Thres= Ny * 15%.

T FH 5] — BF 181 1] B P9 1) 48 1115 B A8 fb 2 1 — BUrE i 47 5
ORI, BB R TR I AL SR A o A SO R T AL A SE B
o BT A S5 B0 — Bt i S ALk AT R D B E
Do 2% 32 47 B[] A9 3800 00 % A8 40 WL AL 3 ) 5080 o AN T SR 3
B0 28 A5 T DN B0 B A B I I B AE R, R AT
B T] 2 8%, F R 5 R BOHE L A B B S B A B e &
R . BeAR GEHECE B 0 R 3 A S AL ) 45 A8 AL
{5 B W AE, REORIRET .,

Vo) L ) T AL EEIA LB L A A B4 SDN W 4% L AR £
SERBARALN E AR 1090 AT W sl SCBRLL7 I IE &
SDN M % i) Z AL/ T 5% 3 SCHRL18 Iy W 45 rh iy & AL 3
INT 5% BRI ARV FRATE B R Now * 157,

BVE 1 BT RN R G B T .
ik 1 BRI
Input: B{H thres, fi ] KA T, 4% ip 18 [ P, E 4L A F Hosttable
Output: 5% ¥ 4 32 He bl ID(Sw)

L/ * BT AT EHLE & 2 58 H Bl = /

2. SLEEP(T) / = [a] g i) T $447 A 470 » /

3. EWUERZEIHE K stalh]

4 T FHLGEF B3N Neee[h]

5. MRt R RRREUE A h. pkt

6. SLEEP(T) / 43 il & 5] B i 18] T $047 LA AT » /
7. BHIZSIE D GG THE B

8. FEMISIT LGSR GHE BN N

9. WS packet_in {4 &

10. Ifpacket_in. dst. ip€ P

11, f# T EVLGE T BRI Nee[h]

12.  Sw<Hosttable[h]. sw

13.  Pt<Hosttable[ h]. pt

14. if Nian[ SWI[Pt]-N,ec[h]>thres * N[ Sw][Pt]
15. return Sw

(1) FEALGE T2 U iy B A 0 Bcae , e I 58 78 1 1] ]
T P42 W 0 B A0 00 B0 N oo 0 A7 % A 5 TR 1 3 1Y



B 15,55 SDN [ 26 3 % 32 e Bl S A6 T g 12

369

AL TP Hk AR IR Berh . B O AL Rk B S A AL
IZEAE AL R G A AL P A DS BC P R I 1—5 7).
O 25 LAwS ] (R] B T WA 32 e ML S 1+ M5 B . 3t
AR [R]E B T P9 38 4 AL & 3% 4 2 o 32 AL A 45040 6 19 B
N BB 6—8 141
) AZH AN BN EHE AL )5 F80 E & packet_in 1 IF4
B % 2l ar . FEHIAR T packet_in 14 B . fif AT 47 5
Hiy IP R, B8 EHL G E SIS N (55 9—
1147,
WO EHEHME Now 5 N7, THE W E Z B0 218
Nibe = Nuran = Nueo s 2§ Nop, 8 FUE 09 B E Thres B 58 1 %
RHHUAFAE S H AT R BIMH Thres= Ny * 15% (5 12— 15
1)
6.2 TEMFAERKXINE
0 58 e ATL S B R I T 1 A T — i B I PRI S 0 ST A
B0 —Bvk AR A AR SO R oh AT OB AL UGIE B 5 52
AT LLE T g5 B — B0, [ R 7E CSP AR A
HORAEIE R R IE B0, GoTH 05 B0 — Bk T LU i — B
F] P9 3 A e M5 B — Btk . 4 LA BT i S B LG T 1R
B5 ENL G TR B ] 22, 24 2 A WA R 34
ZACHMAFTERH .
HARWE T
# assertSystemreachesH_Sw_Check;
Hdefine H_Sw_Check (14)
STablel f1 LS, ]— Hnum[ H, ]>2;
6.3 NIEHR
TNIEZE R W 8 BT 7R 1 % A e AL S5 5 Al J7 8k w7 LA A
W 371 25 38 3 L 1Y S5 6 i R AT o
#=
[ @ 1 System() reaches H_Sw_Check
€3 2 system() reaches RouCheck
|€) 3 system() reaches StaCheck
B8 3G A LS 3 A I J7 vk 0 I 45 2R

Fig. 8 Verification result of edge switch anomaly detection

7 EEIAE

A SCHE mininet [ SEIL T 3 k38 B ALK I O vk 9 X
HEAT S 56 P A FH I IE

3G A DU ATL T B 75 s ) £ 300 % A e ML 1 7 AT R 7

FFh 2% FAR | B I 25 A R RN TR AT Sy e 2 i [R] & AR B
S IR S I AL Y R T 2 52 B R 7
7.1 KA &R K

AR SCT7 1 WG PT AR T A o A% L AT SR 3 e O 2B
Ko TR A 0 TE A BT R I BB O =, e 4R
ST 5 BHE T T 2 8] 5 A AR L s o A A 7 A
B ryu P A AE G 2 FD B8 B AL 1) £ o] R 3% 0
OpenFlow {H 8.1 5 1 45 6l &5 48 2L, /S LK L OpenFlow TH
B R B G AL g 5 B 5 5 B 1Y packet_in 1 B
DIE#E— 20 Ab 38, F 38 T o B v, 22 e Bl & 3% 19 FL Al Open-

Flow i 5 #8 BLHE 2 % 25 4 il 4 . 1h 2 11 4% 9 K B Open-
Flow 74 Bl B 3% K 3% 45 5 e pll

B9 g5 il TGS AL WA T R RS . Dl
G AT LA S WA A8 B s SO MG i B H BL Y O B AR
BRI R G A ALTE — 1 IR R B 9 T B ST AR R
I N o 2) EHLE B BB B packet_in 1H 8 WL #
W EHGE I B packet_in 158,10 R EHLGHHE BB e &
Niee o 3)—EPE /3 AT B HAR IR WL AR A IR 0L 5 30 %%
SCHMUY N 5 Nooo HEATVERE , THE2EE N, » J 7 — Bk 22
(B2 7 R O (L O A B Y 2 e HL 1D b 2 P 408

Niran T T Neee

AL Lo g
P EXIRERN & 3
y 7y
A Ge 1t H TN B
£ 8 packet_iniif &

F9 RGEH

Fig. 9 System structure

A 3C A python % 1% 52 8 1 4% 38 e HL K W0 4k,
ryuC4. 15)1E 2 SDN £ il #5 , £ il #5 1% 2 4 i b IR A 1 ryu
P 2% . 7E mininet T QI £ 5090 T T WA B S Wb, U g
#RiZ17 7€ Ubuntul6. 04 EHIML S H . BLE A 4 1~ CPU W
5 4GBy RAM, 48l I 45 i (19 1F & 38 15 i 1 fff ] iper!
HE— X3S ML 2 8] AR B T A S R I S ryu 95 ] A 4 R A
S B AR ST B R R R IR R B s, R T
RN 5 S LI 5 8 5 AT Ay o 7 T 46 o B WL i 9% i 458
WL, B s B AL i LT action FEE N drop.

7.2 Thegmlik

AR ST 0T A S 56 ok 0 4 i 2k 5 e AL SRR I 5 9k
Al 75 BT A T S 300 5SS MIL B S e e AT R . 43R A Fat-
Tree (DIHFMNG ring(5) FHFM AT 5258 (5 18 3 92 By 99 26 v 34 2%
ZHHEE R EHLER A TILAEETE L, 5056 K A ring(5)
6 F 30 25 32 H AU I Ty 325 A 30 5 58 Bl B A KR DR 22 I 1Y
T IE BB NG HNERE 10 A EID . DL
M5 2 DL =2 I8 A7 72 R7 28 1 R 8 Tk A M st (el TRI B T oA 5 s,
e BN 5%, ML IEH B 17— B JS (30 ) AR 4
R Jolh AR, g b o R 5 I AL b Bk 2 3 4 32 H LA R E A 52 it
ik B )R 3 7 5 e AL A DL 35 R — 4% T R IRk AR i 2%
SEHATLAE Sy 100 22 4 AL B 00 5 R i 1, S R SR TR AEAE S,
FE 5 B TR) e S/ 00 % A8 4 WL S ARG W0 Oy 3k 1A A YA T S 4
YR It B I A I 5 A e ATL S BRIV g A A 2R )
R A — IR S 56 v T R T ARG E T S i S S B LAY TR
5 BT B BN R . S BIAE P AR $ T BEAT 100 1k 52
B, SEIR S5 RN 10 iR . AWIE 10 R RUE ), I S ac e bl
SR I 2 T LA R G I 3 % A e HLAE A R S 4R ML 1



370

Com puter Science I HEMLF2:  Vol. 50,No. 1,]Jan. 2023

SHATH . TE ring DI T LGS HmILEA TV H I L
LA 2 5 MR ARG 0 5 925 ) A 00 3 Y IR R 7 T O R A T D L
BB ENECE A 2 0 T R vk B T AR R HOR &
5 TR0 ARG A9 TE 456 11

0 # #MFatTree(4)
11
B 10 Ptk AR
R
® 09
08
07
0 20 40 60 80 100
K#
O #H#bring(5)
11
# 10 ) i
R
® 09
08
07
0 20 40 60 80 100
R¥&K

B 10 s
Fig. 10 Detection rate

P AR SO R g — M 0 AR Al SR R R R T
T 24 b T F 340 25 52 4 AL 7 5 A D 7 9 A 00 A e ) 8% v g —
B B LUF S8, SCE SR FatTree(D #HF , 1458
WAl 5 EHLZ AL 10 M/s BRES0 & % BURE 3% 1) & fu 5
5%, SR ERIBEAT 90 s, B E B FIAIRE T 24 5, BEAL 3E £
— AN EAHAAE R BT B AR, L RIE AT 30 s BB BB SRR
Pebl B AR R I, SL 863847 60s BHKE H AR R, 3857 Now
5 Thres By R/NEEAL » Ny = Thres I filt 2 2 4%, K 11 30 %
T—WEEH No 5 Thres BUEM AL, B 12 i85% T 50 &K
S HTE 358 BF PRI N 5 Thres (HA RN,

4000
%
3500 — R
3000
2500
ol
& 200
1500
1000
500
076710 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90
B[] /s
Bl —EE 2 E S5 EE 2
Fig. 11  Concordance difference and threshold change
400 — ]
3500 — R
3000
2500
ﬁ 2000
1500
1000
500

0
1 3 5 7 9 111315 17 19 21 23 25 27 29 31 33 35 37 39 41 43 45 47 49
it 1] /s

12 847 35s B N, Thres f{E (50 L5
Fig. 12 Value of N, and Thres when running for 35s

(50 experiments)

11 BT LA S8 FF IR B 3847 55~30 s B Ny, <
Thres, BB N, (8 B85 B Z 407 A 2 30 B B L0 i %
T T R B A (30 8) s Ny, 2 TR B I, 8 38 B H Thress X4
T3 I WA BCH TF T FR I (60 8) 4 Ny X2 1R 5 J A% 11
RE. T A G B K %0 O e, Bk B
Thres BIMEZEALEN . T N 2 B J2 I 18] (8] B T 4 483t
5 B 22 L PR O B R R A R N (2 B K T
B RAT I R N (8 23 03 /)

12 H 4 R AB I TR (30~ 35 s) Ny, {H #B 2> T 33 4
o 3t 3 A S K AR T I 00 k38 e WL S G T AL T LA
BTG S
7.3 FRANFOP 4G MK

R 56 D 1 5 0, 43 ) E A (] I 28 AR (25 A ZE e pL)
A | DO R R AR F0 0 25 4 T R AT 9256 . R 30 HIE 6 45 R A
FISE IR, o3 e B A A TR) 0 4% B C 10,25 AT 50 A58 e B
RIZRMEH AN T HEAT 5086 . &SIl S FHLIA 727 10 MB
B B[] 8 A L BE R R AR 50 . FE MKE AT 905,
TE 30 s B 2% 2 B B0 2% 38 e ML AL T 30 5K il 1 7 R RO L AE
60 s AHK & 11 2% 28 e AL AL . 25 300 45 3T 5 8 0% B IRD ]
WG 5 s, I8 57 3 4k 38 #e L e K R U k18 B A — A R
i T(30~35) Wik 38 Bl 5 LM — Bt 281k, 25 31
e 13 B,

4000

o |
fades
R
e i

3500 —
3000
2500
2000

B

1500
1000
500

0
ERgpd  WREH KEEd SEEd &AkEd
(50) (50) (50) (25) 10)

K13 ANEHEINT N, Thres BB

Fig. 13 Nu and Thres changes under different topologies

MK 13 7T LUF H 727K [R] 41 40 55 90 46 JURE T 31 % 38 4 Bl
SRR AL AT LTI REI , Ny 5 Thres 25 A#BEH R K
M2k, HIRRAET Nu 5 Thres A5 31 2 38 B AL AT £ HLIE
L R AT G, B A AN S 4 KU kA AR Al R
B T U B A L N, BT Thres (AR LR 23 & A2 78 4k i
I G AR HL R AR I AL R A S SRR S 2 B R,

7.4 EGR

FHD L 45 RS TN 23 5 ) 301 5 3 e L I S R 300 2% A
ML ) B 5 58 £ T 3 2% 38 e L5 F2 ML IR Ge 3145 8 A A 25 Ak
Y —BOHE AN A LR R LT R 4 B AR R R R 5
G NG EHLZ A — bk,

E AR RE G EAR IR, PR AR SO 52 46 50 I 3 72 A [
FAR N NGAHA LS BRI, L5 KA FatTree(4)
D G E EHLZ B AFTE 10 M/s (1 50 ) i &, 250
SRIBAT 905, ANKF 1 2k 38 LI 5% S M0 2 A T B0 0 L3047 5
WSS, B S B 0 % & A R 4 (0,5,10, 15,200, B A
FEMFET NoG Thres B, T ERTZERA Nut5 Thres,
AT 10 WK L Now 5 Thres ¥E A 14 FiR .,



B .55 SDN 45 3100 2 22 AL 5w o A6 T Oy vk

700

o = A
500 |

1 400

= 300

200

100

0 5

10 15 20
Ea%/%
B 14 FfE skl
Fig. 14 Loss rate and consistency difference

G AW G F L I B s 1 T 56 2 5 o 31 5% 46 90 AL
il A Eh 3 . W 14 FiR, ZAE N 15% B, No, 09 B {H AL
WA T Thres {6, Bi%E ZARMBEIN, N i T Thres, WA
o ERR . IR EREER R 15%, MEERKFH
H (15 Y0 B e A iR 4

b2 AL 2R N B Thres 2 AR WTAE /N X 2 B %
5 4 0 4 4k 58 e ML AL BRSO 40 23 48 2, Thres {H 534
Sk 22 WL Ak B B 6 00 B ik A OE L TS5 8 Thrres W/

O B UE T A B — B R A s A R AR, AT
ARG, T B S — 5 o 5%6,10%,15%,
20% L BAT 90, A A B T B 5, A X 3 2 00 7 5L
Y ACFEE N TN NS Thres BME R 508
H' N5 Thres BI¥ME AN 15 fiax. WEFRTLIE B, Y
TR B (] — B S A R R

450

K EEE

400 — R
350
300
w250
200
150
100
50
0

5 10 15 20
FRER5HE/ %

15 R pE— 8o — Bk
Fig. 15 Consistency changes when packet loss rate is consistent

with threshold

7.5 BERFTRMELEAEE

AR /NI AR AN () 3 22 AT R 5 5 B 1) R 320 2% 3 4 ML A T
HLE R

SCE SR ] FatTree (D ¥R 4h, ih a2 bl 5 WL Z A TE
103 M/s B B[] 0L SE06 T i 30 s B8 e 38 e AL Y O e 100
0 A [ 3 7 9 R U7 AE B 1A] (0. 15,0, 255,0. 35,0, 45,0, 55,
0.6 35s &b Ny 5 Thres WA , 7 45 T 0 22 I 2 W77 7 1)
] N HEAT 10 RS2, EHEAT 60 IR S2He . N 5 Thres B3 {H
LA 16 fros . W 16 Hh Al LA H, bl %5 % & i R 7F
FE R ] B3 T, N, 00 238 K A7 AE e ) J F 0. 65 BEOR £ i
e — B TR R AR % R AT R RS I (R A 5 e 1 B £
B, FEGTHE B A R — 8O0 B3k B BN SR
s

371
70 —
600 R
500
4 400
£
300
200
100
0
01 02 03 04 05 06
B /s

{16 EEAT AR ]S — Bk 22

Fig. 16 Malicious behavior duration and consistency difference

7.6 RESHH

o 245 H1 £ 25 7 5 1) 2 RS £ 5% W 370 2% 38 4 WL 5 K )
LB R, BE g TR & & RBOR T BB R R E
) 1] 4R 4 2 S B R

He R BB 15 %0 R, o w0 B RS FERM, E
H SDN [ 45 1) 5% s 5 6L A8 5% A2 47 . 42 Tk B4 9 45 AR AR
S5 S BUEAU  FAUR WAL AE 10 % 224 DR TR ATTA g R0 2% o
e /0 B0 BT 5 A 5 v T 7 A R AR

155 MM BE T .68 MEBAT ARSI T AT 0. 65
S BRM, B T R T AR S AR E T B AT
FR B ] 5 20 T AT A 5 4 AR A 0 B A IE L WO AT
Sy 5 ) 1) 504 £ 14 E B 85 /0 6D R 2 i & — BOPE i . R
LT o AH R I 05 e A B L AR P ) AT L
AeFFHON T A

GERIE AR T HAY CSP A2 WL B 55 F= LA
e PAT 1S3 T SDN #4471 CSP R G AL, X 48 3115 B
B 3F 2 5 AR B0 IR 1k 1 S R R AT 0 0T L ORTE PAT iR E
T DT 5 5K 380 U 2 A 10 5 38 M ML 1R I R 2 ¢ i E LA 1Y
A RCME 6 UE 2 R 3R W T R Ok 389 T8 VA R I 3 2% 3 4 ALY £
ML S5 3% AT Ry o A X X — [ L, % 20 38 Dt B 0 A 4 A 2
T3 G 3 B HIL S R R I ik, 23 R HLAE R 4 32 e L
HEAT BT SR TP Hk AR IR F B i g i HE B el 5 1
248 0 000 5 J A2 88 4 o) 45 AR ) 30 % 32 4 HL 55 £ AL IAD B9 3 &
ST U0 S% 300 25 52 B AL S B HEAT RN . 9% vk BT LUK I i 2k
BEHHUAE S 0 A B LA A 58 5 AT R

A SCHETF ryu EHEI LS E mininet T & A3 L5
R v AT L 4G SE UG A5 R R L 1 A B H B
B - 300 G5 38 e LS 6 A T 9k T L iy G 0 3 2 58 4 WL
FHLO 58 L AT A 5 2) AN P 2 5 4 PN RS 45 5 i 4
AL H K T 5 3) B AN R A S EIRR AR A
HO BB T 5 & A 1R B A AR e 0 & LR X R s AR
K s 4) M BAT N R s ) e i £ 5 B0 R 7 A T
T M RAT N RS A [ S BT R W A R A D N Skt A
P R

ARBFFEA PIAFEJE T7 ]« 1) R S AT AT LA A 7 19 4%
ST B 1S HEAT S, B N Y S AR A E A
AR 2) P RAG I AL, T LUK 3 2 58 e ALAS ] 1) % AT O 3
AR



372 Computer Science MBI Vol. 50, No. 1,Jan. 2023
= . sactions on Networking,2020,28(2):917-929.

2 % X [12] SHAGHAGHI A,KAAFAR M A,JHA S. Wedgetail : An intru-

[1] YOON C,LEE S.KANG H,et al. Flow wars: Systemizing the sion prevention system for the data plane of software defined

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

(7]

(8]

9]

[10]

[11]

attack surface and defenses in software-defined networks[ ] ].
IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, 2017, 25 (6): 3514-
3530.

ZHANG P,XU S,YANG Z,et al. FOCES: Detecting forwarding
anomalies in software defined networks[ CJ// 2018 IEEE 38th
International Conference on Distributed Computing Systems(IC-
DCS). IEEE,2018.:830-840.

SASAKI T,PAPPAS C,LEE T,et al. SDNsec: Forwarding ac-
countability for the SDN data plane[ C] // 2016 25th Interna-
tional Conference on Computer Communication and Networks
(ICCCN). IEEE,2016:1-10.

CHAO T W,KE Y M,CHEN B H,et al. Securing data planes in
software-defined networks[ C]// 2016 IEEE NetSoft Conference
and Workshops(NetSoft). IEEE,2016:465-470.

KAMISICSKI A.FUNG C. Flowmon: Detecting malicious swit-
ches in software-defined networks[ C] // Proceedings of the 2015
Workshop on Automated Decision Making for Active Cyber De-
fense. 2015:39-45.

YUAN B,JIN H,ZOU D,et al. A practical byzantine-based ap-
proach for faulty switch tolerance in software-defined networks
[J]. IEEE Transactions on Network and Service Management,
2018,15(2) :825-839.

HOARE C A R. Communicating sequential processes[ J]. Com-
munications of the ACM,1978,21(8) :666-677.

XIANG S,ZHU H,WU X,et al. Modeling and verifying the to-
pology discovery mechanism of OpenFlow controllers in soft-
ware-defined networks using process algebra [ J]. Science of
Computer Programming,2020,187:102343.

SUN J,LIU Y,DONG J S;et al. PAT: Towards flexible verifica-
tion under fairness[ C] // International Conference on Computer
Aided Verification. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer,2009:709-714.
NYGREN A,PFAFF B,LLANTZ B,et al. Openflow switch spe-
cification version 1. 5. 1[J/OL]. Open Networking Foundation.
https://opennetworking. org/wp-content/uploads/2014/10/open-
flow-switch-v1. 5. 1. pdf.

ZHANG P,WU H,ZHANG D, et al. Verifying rule enforcement
in software defined networks with REV[]]. IEEE/ACM Tran-

[13]

[14]

[16]

[17]

(18]

networks[ C] // Proceedings of the 2017 ACM on Asia Confe-
rence on Computer and Communications Security. 2017 849-
861.

SHUKLA A,SAIDI S J,SCHMID S, et al. Toward Consistent
SDNs: A Case for Network State Fuzzing[ J]. IEEE Transac-
tions on Network and Service Management, 2019, 17 (2) : 668-
681.

GHANNAM R,CHUNG A. Handling malicious switches in
software defined networks[ C]// NOMS 2016-2016 IEEE/IFIP
Network Operations and Management Symposium. IEEE, 2016 .
1245-1248.

PANG C,JIANG Y,LI Q. FADE: Detecting forwarding anomaly
in software-defined networks [ C] // 2016 IEEE International
Conference on Communications(ICC). IEEE,2016:1-6.
SHANG G,ZHE P,BIN X, et al. FloodDefender: Protecting data
and control plane resources under SDN-aimed DoS attacks[ C]//
IEEE INFOCOM 2017 — IEEE Conference on Computer Com-
munications. IEEE,2017:1-9.

JAIN S,KUMAR A, MANDAL S, et al. B4: Experience with a
globally-deployed software defined WAN[]J]. ACM SIGCOMM
Computer Communication Review,2013,43(4) :3-14.

NAM H,KIM K H,KIM J Y.et al. Towards QoE-aware video
streaming using SDN[C]// 2014 IEEE Global Communications
Conference. IEEE,2014:1317-1322.

ZHAO Yang. born in 1997,postgra-
duate. His main research interests in-
clude advanced network and defense

technology.

YI Peng, born in 1977, Ph. D, resear-
cher, Ph. D supervisor. His main re-
search interests include new network

architecture, network security control

and active defense technology.

(SR - T 1O





