EARVE I R it A HL =5 Eire Vol. 32 No. 4
2009 4F 4 A CHINESE JOURNAL OF COMPUTERS Apr. 2009

B T I E R B B W 2% & & il 7 A1
= T £ 3 B 1l

A} I ) :,_L, \) 1),2) d: », 1),2) Y, -1
z B FEX HEE"™ KEA
DO R Tolk KSR HL S 5 B2 & 0F 5 Pl BJREE 150001
D E BB ARSI dbal 100190)

B OE BT TSR R AR T3 B4R TR0 2% 19 PR IR | T I SR 4 28 e LA AR i
P 4% XA Bl R4 2 5 T T B b A A Y ) B A0 2 3l B B RO 0. e e i — A SR G I 4 SE B M T L R R AN
TEAE P 2522 A PR AN S A8 2 S B 8 P B B A 0 M 45 R R T B I BN 7 RE R T AT Y A AR

R WL A P s A A s BT AR s eI 3 3 B A
HEESES TP309 DOI 5 10.3724/SP. J. 1016. 2009. 00817

Evaluating Network Security and Optimal Active Defense Based on
Attack-Defense Game Model

JIANG Wei” FANG Bin-Xing"”'? TIAN Zhi-Hong"”'? ZHANG Hong-Li"
D (Computer Network and Information Security Research Center, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001)

2 (Institute o f Computing Technology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190)

Abstract  To evaluate the security of network information systems and perform active defense,
this paper presents some models including defense graph model, attack-defense taxonomy and
cost quantitative method, and Attack-Defense Game (ADG) model. Algorithms for selecting op-
timizing active defense strategy based on those models are proposed and analyzed in a representa-

tive network example. Results indicate that the models and methods are effective and efficient.

Keywords  internet security; defense graph; quantitative cost analysis; attack-defense game

model; optimal active defense

B RE 2 B i B 0T RE B 22 U™ B A AR L=
S PRI St B S50 BE . R T DR AIE RO 2% AR G Y
PR 525 U A AR G Al S AR IE
A B W0 25 22 A FORMOB T B KB ARSI TESSRBTRI B BOR. RS PR R F 8

51

T

ISR BE FCE 45 Ja T W A T B3l 2 B SEN PR L R B o b Rl 1 A RO
A s E DA g rbo AT B S S A B . KU B AL 22 A I A T B 2 i I 4% 4 A ik

WA H T :2008-12-08 5 Jie 28 1 e R 2 H 4T = 2009-02- 12, A BRUBUAR B [ 52 Ju -t =7 7 i B il 0F 5 % R ML) 390 4 4 (2007CB311100)
[ 2 A\ = R R B IS % S 4 BT H 42 (2007 AA01Z442, 2007 AA01Z406, 2009AA012437) %) £ 45, 93,1979 4E A= L [ LA 58
Az EEHEFE 7 2% 5 05 B2 A W B SF . E-mail: jiangwei@ pact518. hit. edu. en. FIE R H 1960 44 Bz LR S L o
LR RE Bt FEPF S T AR R E R LRI BN NS ARE, B 1978 44 A PRI, 2658 7 0 S
W2 55 05 A5 SRR, 40, 1973 44 Bt W AR S0, B0 o0 U R 45 {5 842 4 L 26 T

TFUENL, R B R e 5. http://www. cert. org. cn/articles/news/common/2007051823317. shtml, 2008



818 it "

Hl

AL
-

i 2009 4F

7 T 5 AR 0 iy 245 2R S it 10 29% 3= 3l By A 1) T 8
LR

F R LD PE T AR AR R 2 A B R G % 4
A FERL. AT T 9 25 22 P Y 3 3l % 4 By A 4
AW S R R R 5 A G 1 B Sl B 4
AR EE T2 AV 19 3 Bl B 48 BOR REAE FF B
JUBUSE TR I 45 2 GG 55 1k LA K T i ) 9 A 114 2
Bl 5 AR 22 A T SRR 1 HORT B g DG AR S 1Y
E Bl 22 Ax 7 AT A SR L DA T 42 ik S e K 3 1
i A

HRAEL P 75 ) 28 8 L 3% X P A 119 58 e B AT
BB Bl 7 (E DA 2 2 B 5 FR A 25 S B9 DL % 06
CAHE— OO Y B A AR R AN LY L AT R
IR A RS BB A R A 4 i XU A A
0] 3SR R N R A BR A B e
S HIbPPS iR AR S Y G R S = B A S U
LR ZR AR B 24 v BB X BT g A BT AT LA 4 R T
815 RUT7 B4 3 W AR P8 937 A 2 T R BB 157 0 38 s 2
AR AN % HGR T3 B 5 AT 0 » 38 B T
ik 35 B 1 28 0 1 B i LA AT LR I AR iR
A5 T B35 71 e B KL e 0 7 00 R 56 260 15 UL 2 4 T B
XTHUAMER, Hamilton™ 4 . 1 28 38 K¢ 76 1 25 By
XL T A 1 T A L R AR OR AR R AR AT i
AT 5 05 1h].

ASCH FZETTHR AN T« (1) A 30 18 T 4 X 2
i B By AR SRS 4 A A 8 X A G it TR R AT T
IR A R AR T T 4 R G2 A A Y By A
VIR, 58 B b 2y T Tl S0 W 0 98 B H A /i 4
IR AT s (20 AR SCHE I 2 T By X7 o — NAE B A
TR P20 3 20 T T R A Y i JE 5 Ak
A . FH IS AR SR AF 5 I 265 8055 L 1 F )i o 28 A
IR 5 (3) AN SCHR M 3 T F A R i fe L £ 30
1y 0 S s 1 IRk R Bly 9 0 = SR I A By A R g
AT E B B .

AR ICHE e A ST AR SR A 45 T
2% Z G022 A VA 1) ) G0 PTG TR R T 97 5 s 288 B
AU AR RL. DTS 51 HE 19 4 T B 155 2 6 7 ) T 5
PR S A A B T B R R A f A 3 2l B R 3R
% 326 S 3 A b LA TR 2 AT L DR IR A 4L By 4
PRI 5 By P 39506 TR0 R4 2% 2 45 Ve o5 4 LA J%
I T Ik ) 22 e R+ AT T LA S T 9 5 . AL s 3
% 53 26 K AR A6 T T 20 B T8 Bl XT3 ) SR s Ui
it JA 75 24 % 1 A 577 R Mk WA i o 5 7 1 B A R 1 T
TR e T 5 1 7 A T 1) g DG By ) SR 32 B
B A A R ) 9 2 A R S vk B S it

AL A T2 B 2 4 977 A SR S A it LA 3l B 1 I D 4
R KA P WS A AL S B B . f e ad g — A
S AT RN 5 35 B AT SR BEA T 20 B B

2 MHXMRIE

IR A7 9 45 22 A DF L B A4 a8 40 B A
F BB A 5T T AR IR AL Tl A B B il R TE R R
SGAL LS k. E AR TAE AT BESE 9 LA L
A5 T

(1) ) 2% 1t 55 14 DU 43 A 7 T

8 I A NS A B TR 2 A IRV P A [ P Ak
PR PEAG R R PEAG AR UE PPAG O PP AL L R
LRV T B NN IR & LR T H AT E B E 2R
B DAk 7 A e ) [ AL, B R T [ R 2 4 XU PEA
(0 J2 SR S I S N T 45 2 A b i B AL
TR 5 DA B R S5 T T 0 B 9 BOIR 5 kR L R
W 2 4 4 Pk Bl ATLASE B 1Y) o T B 9 O s A PE M R
FE i B 5 18T 5 Schneier™ $2 1T A 25 72 X
b FR Gl M R FR G e 4 )y i o R R X LA 55 a8
JE R . Moore™™ ¥ 41 i i i T LA e 3 B 7 0 1Y
J5 FOR 2R3k B A A0 1 B0 B L BB BE DR b Sz ik
Yt % 5 20 0 45 BB A FE AR 7 T . Dacier 4§
NV TR LA B ME S Ok R0 AR A T TR Ok
Al T 3 XoF 28 G0 4 il AR Y A8 A 6 2R B Y 2 4
HEATVEASG. I HL R 55 58 ST — A3 ok 32 3k % ik
55 5 R AT B0k A B AT BE 1. Ortalo 48 A 36T 4%
PP SE AR T — ol 90 245 2 4 A 48 06 A58 700 A 4.
TE X B 7 1 s Phillips F1 Swiler #2 ) 35t F & 1)
S5 M IR X R I RT DA 56— A4 8
i Z 5 AT REAFEAE 0 BT A 45 3% . 35 Hh 10l 3 0T AR B
R S e HL AT 35 R i B AR 48 ) A o B A o AT AR 7 A
2 A5 80T 7 T A R TR XU BR . A R RLKG 50 O T
Ramakrishnan % A\ 9 56 2 H K 50 R0 4G 00 1) 7 32
7 FIAE T L5 s L5 G oM 5 T, IS B T — 4> UNIX
RG89 543 H1 TH. Ritchey fl Ammann™* {fi
A5 TR A I 3 P T AG 5 vk R T R B T M2 R G
PEAG . ke i S NP B T — A KU 19 45 0 X
57 7 7 S A S 1 DR A% 76 S TR, XL ) 246 4 3R T
I 4% 2R 20 19 17 ) G 2R 45 4 0 XU I 285 o XU 1% 4% 45
TR T R (32 3h .

(2) B AR AN 5 it 2 BT O 1

WAS T — 2R R Lee £ 2002 4F 1 4 H T AL
2R SRR R A Sy W) o7 TSR F ek AR 40 ) L AR



444 2 ARAE . T B TE A R B O 2% 2 A T AN R A 32 S B4 819

TN T 451 2% AR She Pl 5 2 5 W V. 3% T B S 8L AR
5 O (5 A1 A R 7 1 B s 3
R AR ST WE 58 A A — 8 PR 28 38 3. 3C
BRLLS THP L 25 T Bb A 52 3 1 T Bl 4 28 B i A B
TR, A7 R N T I O s B . R A
T M 55 e R P A A AR R g X ) 4% R
G AT 4T A R 55 1k S AT I 5 LT SR SR, MR
FHBAS 19 £ B %ot 10k AR 0 328 A A6 5 AT X6F 19 45 R
G0 e 55 M AT AT L A A R DA TE AU A& 2 AR
AT R RS %

(3) T ZEIEAE 22 4 4558 7 1hi 114 17 J

TEZR IR I — Fh Ik F AT R e A e .
7 Ffige LA w5 IGO0 (L FEZR S N T 4
HH O ) R B B sk AR KL JFER T A 1954 4
Haywood " 38 1 43 T — % P (1 4 38 fE UE B 1 1
FEVE I I 5 ZE = e i A b JE R R T BGR
e S I A £ a0 = o it = R W o
1997 4, Syverson""" 4 i 17 F it AL {8 2% o i 19 £ e
R IE B 1 ORI BT R R AT FRE 0 A Y SR AR 1997
4F Burke ™ $ 1 R AR 58 4215 B 09 5 R 2R X5 R
A% r 4 Tl T 2 R AR AT O BB 2002 4R, Lye il
Wing" " Fi R ML IR B 28 43 0 1 Bl 3 3 Fn ik &
XUJT AT 349 4 R 45 1 B R S WL 2003 4R, X' 3
F o2 4 fh B E SRS AT T DDoS B il &
G5 HRZ RS TERETS ) T 1k, 2003 4E, Lin™
PR TR TR A9 AR R L H A R S s
AEETRY Ay 3 A4 1) i — 2B TR T SR

ASCAEIE T b A BT R - H U A R F
FRBESE TAE. HARG R 8 e AR SCHR H—F A T
D) 45 22 4 TEA 114 B A RS AR 5 JL Y, 48 B — i i 1 3=
By 55 10 FF) T 5 5 s 4 S B HLAR M i AR AR s B S L T
Al L B R I 25 T T b R R A B
D 32 B I 0 SR s 32 BB 0

3 T M 4% £ TR B 1 El R

™ 4% B if; Bl (network attack graph)™ J& B It
i A TEXT H AR W 25 398 17 Bt i AT RE R Y 2o PR AR
R B . YUt B AR e Moty 3 AT B0k g PR
(1 S S AR 4 7 5. 9 4 Tk A B e T ik Bl A
R GRSAZANE O BEA 5 18 & A Bk 3V A
F18Y I 0 K s S G 8 I R s A A . S T A R 2%
5 R G A T A T W 2% 0 SR S AR 1
O FATT0 By IR RL 04T 1 0 IR T M 48 B

£ (3 B (network defense graph) f#IE4
3.1 BEBEEX

EX 1. B E (FRBE 37 & Defense Graph,
f#iFR DG) 2 — 1 6 L4, DG=(S,7,5,,S,,S.,
S Hrb S BT S AT R R —
AR TS XS, T —Fl N 45 42 AR A e 4
KE.S S, S, BRI M %2 REES.S.ES
UGEHE BRREES .S 2 B H R LS, S,
JE B R G

W75 0 P12 — > A 1) L T s o ) 4 2 4
AR FRIK T I 45 1 ¢ U5 T Ak R0 P B Al A ) A
A 25 1) V5 R BE . A ) 321 2 7 Bt 3 A T A il i
T UG > P 4822 AR S B — AN 1 ) 45 42 4IR
A5 Y P 45 5 2% A S 3002 e 0 ) T AR /WA A L X ol
RIS TT LA R BN ST B R GE I L mT kG
TR I A7 i B YRR 155 S 2 Bk 3 W)
LG AR AR S A 1 Yok B AR A A B
RMEEE S g — D IGh R R — A R it
f R . %o T — > it B B R R —
F 5 B 1 SR s BT AR B AR SR W 2R S, TR T 2
e 4 2 Ge e ) B A8 B DG = (S, 7, S, S, S,
S:)+S={A.B.C.D.E,F}. fitr A 5 B ity [ &l %
RSy ={A},S,={F}, HI¥pA 55 Lo 4 F
AT AR B A 1] IR IR S e 5C &R L A a1:30 R
JEF Bk al (75 M2 RS A BPIRES B Bt I
fii o S0CEAN 2 be M AL, ] LA SEu kR, R ED .
S.=1{1.2,3}. S,=1{s{,s¢ st} FIARAT B 180 5K W& 44 B
A 2 14 7 HE & 7 o 2% At B A2 118 17 0 SR s

F1 B E s f

3.2 BiEERIER

I3y e P ) A A A0 A R0 2 By o D e e 25 14 T
B SO 0 265 55 R AT A 58 RO P R B R
FOA /i AR R 2 5 5L HL AR B g n e 2
JI 7. d T 7 A T R R A AN A SO R Y
A A S AR E S X AR A A 4



820 it "

L i 2009 4

5

M

Vulnerability Database
(CVE, NVD, ICAT, ...

Vulnerability Scanner
(Nessus, MBSA, 1SS, ...)

Configuration Files ]—>
Firewall Configuration

Sidewinder,Checkpoint,...)

Data
Preprocesses
Module

Topology Information

N N TN

)

Asset Information ]

Exploits —————

3.3 W RMALERERETEN

X4 2 AT 917 S s e s AR WA i - B e B A ] A A
TR G X 245 2 4 915 A0 1 JE ik AR YT T 0 A0 28 W 4% 1K
Bi7 S W o3 28 S LA /W s B AL i T H AR IR Ay B
LR P R B A D 4% B B 1 AS [ T AR Ak T HL 4% 2R K
i B AT a5 & AN A )L BT DAk 3 i 4
AL Bl 2R G i L S5 30l BAs . R
RS SR O 1 VE A B0 A R AR o S i

Ordered Attacks
B2 Wy R AR e e 1A

Optimal Defense
Strategy Selection
Based on Attack-
defense Game

Attack/Defense
Rule and Strategies

Defense Graph

Generator

Defense Graph
Analysis

Attack/Defense
Cost/Benefit Analysis

Optimal Defense

Wi f 3 2y By 48 2 S8 P AL T SR R L B
Ty 73 & 05 3% 2 Bk s H R R I 5 e A D
OrRME R 1 TR BRATAE B A A5 Bl A O ik
SRR 2 B A5 BB T 4 2SR 3 B By A
(9 A 2 AR5 o R B A By 1o A TR R B 0 SR s
Oy BT AL TR0 2% 19 5 R 8 b B — A By A
IrRASEE TAS T BRI 2 R,

- D e o ®1 KHEas%
A3 AR R AN o X B AR TR A A EE A R 52 AR A e o -
By Ak o] LSS & 2 R E B AR T A Root TR B B AL PR 10
T 17 5 W A3 25 A0 % 18 (1) T 5 W 43 2 25 ) User FJE I ] P AR 5
/N T B B R SR S T T 2 A R 4 BT AL 2% gj;; jgj‘;‘;é;;;*ﬁm ;
() B RME KT EFERANGH RS, &% Probe P o5
MIT Mg 5256 28 ooy 43 2807 4 s — R imd 1) 5 30 By Other e *
FE ) o / 5 A8 4 26 O 1. oy RO % R I o 5
£2 BEEmS%

s FK R Ocost

% A o 5% 4] ] GE pE AR B T R OL1

i 5 3 1 T 5 1 R oLl

T O T 5% 7 5 YD 5 oLl

X H R %5 S FE 5 5% 3 ofs 1 1 oL.2

BRI P 3 3 W 1 T 5 7 £ AR 3 OL2

ELE)N 5 A 4 L B AL OL2

E-ER) T A AL OL.2

. TR TR T T A7 76 T BBk ) S5 A OL2

‘ ! RO P 2% 5 B 1 R 5 OL3
S5 R PR 4 T ELAG B 2R 6 S0 1 S i 0L3

BAERETRAT T4 3 45 5 B 9 A A OL3

FHEERS B P o SR Y R OL3

Sl era 165 B R 5 00 AT O 2 T 012

e wiAd W2 A 2 2 B A S AR OL3

HINERG % R B OL3

/E\:'E * *




4 19 % B BT IR ZE AR A R 45 2 4B A 3 B 7 AR 821
(%
S T ik Ocost
b= E L 38 2 56 ] NIC b 5 32 % 4L OL2
5] BB I IDS o Firewall % 37 7 B¢ 50 f0 OL2
187 I I 4% B T 15 8 R 505 5050 W 2% 3% 35 OL2
TCP & & RILEEAAEE S OL2
7 [ i
R L 1 L4 B4 3 OL2
BELIKT TP R FE P BELIRT TP OL2
VB % b FIF Firewall &2k #% i R B A 0] 35 1P OL2
o . «
I HBRATTA 23 B BB A W A e gh L EX 6. P[4 DR (Defense Reward) 3

E L.

TENX 2. Wik 4R AR (Attack Reward) /R~
Bk 4 & 8 — U P B B 4 20 /Y S Ak — O
Tt X 2% 2 G2 9 401 2k ok 3R O IEAE % 7m ). o 52
b B E R T R GRS /R T
TR 23 BT 5 W] LA Iy A0 & f0 45 2 A b it o 1Y B A

TENX 3. Wik AC(Attack Cost) Fn Bt
R Ey— W i s A RO R R Rk R
Tt 4 A BLIRE AR 7 A 12 AR 3 OSB3R ).

EX 4. BB AL(Attack Lethality) 5%
AHERBE T BA M E A fEHFRE. R 1 ham T
BRYE A 0~10 Z B Y 5UE R,

ENX S5 REMPMEACH Deost (Damage cost)
FRHE S ULt X H A5 B IR A 5 R

Yot 1 H bR B 940 2% m] DL A& R B2 Ceriticality)
T4 A VI F R 8. Northeut ™ $2 1 J fi |6 B2 A
B i B Ok AR Bl Uty H AR Y TS AR B A Y
ARaFE ALSH T ML iR Y fE
TR TE B2 A A P AT T R g SR AR R
T3 L IRAT 522 AR K 85 4 4w P g 45 3 n] LU
51 R SEEAEAC A Tcost (Integrity cost) L3 PEAC Y
Ccost(Confidentiality cost) #10] B AT Acost (A-
vailability cost). & 4 J@ W F X 5 — L 2R
PR A —EmE. (P, P, P,) X EKR 56
PEAAT AL PR A O A Al A A i i, EL G 2
P,+P 4P, =1. %48 VAU 19 (6 w] LR 38 o
H R B bR BEUR 7 A Y S PR AL T LT L ARk
HEATAr 2 3R0R . & 4 @ PR AR A i O 2 FT DA 41 LA
8 10 28 BRI R A 7 . BUile @ R R 2% R SR R A
CINYRC QP 37 -

Dcost(a) :ZAL Xceriticality X
1

(Icost X P;+Ccost X P.+Acost X P,)
(D
o om J2& 52 Yo EHLA%L

7N X i — Bt SR BT A W IS R 28 R G e 52 1Y
PR — B PH Tl o I 2% 28 G ) 4 2k ok 2 s (L IEAH
=230,

ENX 7. BRI Ocost(Operation cost) Frn
I3 0D 7 %D 977 0 A5 A1 0 AP 1% B ) AR 1B O ) B AR
B B ARV 1 5 A R AR M DAE 3 A0

OL1: #AEAMN AR /N, JUF 7T LA Z g AN 1.
£ I ED i e

OL2: B 45 1 78 A 5 i 1) P9 FF 2% o7 FH &R 6 %6
AR 7 T R 0 I 7 K S D).

OL3 . B 4 e 7E A sk [|) N FRSE R 2 1
ARG MRG0

TEA 2 P g5 1 2% By 48 s i) B AR A H . 7T
PAAR 4 A [5] 14 100 2% 1 5% F BAR RO AC M (DR R 4% 2
UAHRT A 48 AR AR A 40 OLL 4 #8245 AX o 7T LU
1~10,0L2 EAERAM 7T LA S 10~50,0L3 )
YERA AT LA Sl 50~100.

EX 8. MmEICH Ncost(Negative cost) Frn
I 10 ¢ s 3R 8 0 1k OE R AR mOR g5 R T R
Sl R BB 2R . AN 5GP R 55 BR8] BE T I IR
FH P SR AEAR S MR 55 T LA AT I SR &R g8 T
Fe ) — P RE r(a,d) ¥ : Neost = Acost X
rCa,d). Jowp r(a,d) 3R TSR0 d R 57 2
a N F G5l HIE BT BT B £ T e AR

EX 9. Ak Reost(Remainder cost) 32
715 B ) 2 GEIRAT 17 480 SR W i B0t X R 8 R 1 Ak
AR AR SR 045 2% w] RLHT DA 2 AR ofe L) Bk AR
ZHCkEFIR :Reost(asd) = Dcost (a) Xela,d). Hrf
eCa,d)Fom AP RN d KB Lt o Bt BA 15
RIMKEE.

ENX 10. P4 Decost(Defense cost) 42 [

O FEX. XFEEZEEEN B EE b EGEE
R4 F WY, http://www. 5lcto. com/art/200604/
25703. htm



822 it "

Hl

AL
-

i 2009 4F

SR W Y BRAE AR AT | ST AN AR AR AR Z A B
HERR). P
Decost(d) =Ocost+ Ncost+Rcost
=QOcost(d)+Acost Xr(a,d)+

Dcost(a) XeCa,d) (2)

4 MEZBPEFRE

HE A B O 2 8 Ty AR 1Y A B T AR
) it A 1) 17 50 ok A AN [ B4 00 1 At 2 e B A
R BAS 1 Bt 75 3B (EL 2 0 T R B A il ok
Wi At 2 2% 58 U] d5 KA B B A B4, A% 8 Tl
JEAS. B AR AR B it A R 2N B A R AT
FEAn] b Tl SR BE A% (A5 oy 2 HL A fe 2 9 [0 41z
{ELJE: [ 0 B A9 it 3 R A — o BRI AR SO %
JE B 1 oty o R B A T O

i 1. Xoadi 28 Be T B B D SR R AR T
i & A2 A sl IO Al Y B

BRi% 2. o BB SR BOl W AE e R A,
s Sk 2 O 1) T X H bR B IR LA fi R B B B
Ji s

TE S W5 125 2ok v o ot 2 0 77 4 2 AT A B
o B I ) SR e SR e R Ak At A9 Ui 5 5 9T A FRATT B E
R A . 76 DL W 4% A B O 19 35 il
L AT B E SR (RGBT JE R &R
TR Ry R s T T 9 1 2 A TR DA 3 e 1 532 1 g
R0 298 A1 49 A7 3R AT B0k 7 PE1 R B G Y B 0 2
4.1 HEEMEXEX

EX 11, Bpi R 8 ADG (Attack-De-
fense Game) & — =704 ADG=(N,S,U) , Hrh

DO N=(P, Py, P,) &S NI B IR R oh
NEEG S Jay i N2 TG Y e 3R 32 (A 3 s o 22 . 18
AN TR A T v Ry v B & SR AN TRl Y B AT DL A~
NARAT RLE H A S R i H A5 AR 25 0 TR 5 4R
W, 3 B Jag rp R it & B0 A R . A UG AR
=2, SRR 73 A 3B R B s o B 48 2R 40 1 B0
=2, W R 7R Z2A> B 1 22 52 bl [F) B 4.

@S=(S,S,, .S, J& Jay ot A1 3R w46 A
(strategy set), Vi€ n,S; 7 .S, = (s »sh 55,0 5%
AN PR RIEE S 2R P T gE R
HMTB ARG 2 /0 BO%A WA [F 15K
&, B m=>2.

QU= (U, U, .U, 2 Jay b A1 ROUT eR BUAE
£ Cutility function). Yi€n, U, & X e, S.— R [{J 5

B, KRR N PO R g b R 2 RCRE. A
FH R IE T BB AT S o il 65 15 21 14 0 #2 7K
L BRI R N SR 1 R R AN TR SR R RE A
BRI  BREN R ANLIERLHSE. L
— T RATT G X U ) LA RN £ AR AT T
A 3 B 7 80 B KR ) 26 7 S O AR A TR A
Z .

3 45 T £ T 7 T 2R AR Y (1 1R FROR L IR
TR 2 0 24 AL [ 1 2 A R 11 3 AR R, Oy T AR 4 AT
BAIRZE n=2 MM, ADG= ((P,,P,),(S,,
S WU, U H P RRIGE & Pa 38 B #
(RYG). S, = (st 5300y s, F7n Wity 25 19 B 5 g
LA Sy = (st usd s weeysi) 2 Bl 180 2R 56 11 By 80 54 s 4
B Vs €S, .51 €8,,U, (st osi) Uy Cst o5 43 I 2R
B 1 72 490 %08 Wl 2 0 Tl R ¢ SR IS 1 R s )
Tt 3 R B 1 P IR R SO eRBUAR B T DL RAR
— R U2k 2 0T g 1 IR 2k R g B o
B — A7 R FIR B A 18 U [ o B — B A R LB
TS W T U 1 E A R e R AL LS RS o FH A B o
BT 2R BB WU i as. T 4 5 T R L B AR
V] S 461 T i, P A I T O

Bl igE Wi R 55 1
;Iﬁcﬁﬁﬁ\mﬁ‘* brmies
”W\‘/W; lem\‘ B8 7 G

N

B3 TPy gR

TEATART W 25 T8 17 0 58 v, i 5 R 9 18 5 22 [
)8 R AR AR B AE R XU PE By, E BB R Ry R
wh L ST X7 AN 23 2 e SRS SR B RN T L I
% B Ay B A IR H AR R 0 B BE BRI 55 o
R ARAT e KA 5. Bl 180 2% 496 02 A R 41 2R 48 10 4
Pk d5e /. e AFRATT Y BB PR A A — AR A
WP 1#2E (Non-Cooperative ADG,NCADG).

s¢ ¢ s
¢ (Uar Uat Uaz Uaiz Uas Uais
SL’_; Uuzl UJ21 Uuzz UdL’Z Uut_’\g Ul[23
\[; Uuﬁ 1 UI/K 1 Uu 32 U{I.iz Uu.i.i Ud.% 3

4 T AR oA A P

T AEBCB TE AR W28 A5 B R GERY K R
i # Bl . (B2 5 B B — B RFER IS DL T . By
X7 B g A 5% I A AR 25 B ATCR XUTT /9



444 e AR T O PR Y ) 2% 4 A TR R A 3 Sl By 823

Wk 25 36 22 0] 4 i E I (zero-sum) 5 IEZE il (nonzero-

sum). QR ITLR; BUOT ilics: UM ULl 2 U, +U, =
0, BUAK I N & R B 128 U, +U, 70, ﬁiwle?%ﬂ

TR 2% AR A A [R] i) 0 465 B0 555 0 5 B 1 e ik

P2 AN SR Z 0 IR AR A

T 25 LA EEE SCL B AT S T Sl B AR
R I 198 JBCAAL 2 1 3L AR B AR SR i Uy s

ENX 12, Y3945 (Nash Equilibrium®™ ,NE).
7 ADG=((P,,P,),(S,,S,), WU, , U N , i %K
WEXF s as ) e — A AT S A, 2 HLACY X —
Jah N 2w s JE XA T3 — A Jar A B I X 9K
X Vs €S, U, (54,50 ) =U, (550 )3 X F Vs? €
Sy Uy (5% w5t Z=U, (% s,

5 BB U7 R %% 7 BA 58 25 B AR BT
AT B R T BB X7 1 S L SR A T E 12
FEAT AT LATH 53 BBy 1 g5 A5 R B A n] BE A 20 A1 2
15 2 L& B B X7 AT S AN E M B DA I A

REAFTE— DA 24 M7 o 1 I e By 4% J7 a6 250 2% 1 3K
@j{ﬁls R

EX 13, {4 KM (Mixed Strategy™' ,MS).
HE— TP gE ADG= ((P,,P,),(S,,S.,),
W, Uy s BB A I7 IR G K w3 502 S, = (st
§5 e sso) Al S, = »si) MR R p. =
(P Vsbaz s s D) T pa=(Par s paz s+ s pan) » ELI /&

0<p.<1,0=p, <1, Zp =1, Zpd,—l

T W 28 L7 34 45 ? LS 'stlﬁﬂﬁl]%fﬁtfﬁﬁﬁ/\
Tt 25 00 A 0 Ao 5 e bsf o ) T 2 6 R0 1 CLA S e i
i SR A it SR W 10 A ) O DAl i ik T fE
55 P B SR WS ARE 58 53 A1 DT AT L SR TR 6 By 10 58 gt

EX 14, WA RG AT (MSNE)™. 244

AN HEZE ADG= ((P,.P,).(S..S.). (U, .
Uy s BB W5 TR A R w53 e 0 A p. =

(519599"

(hars bz st s Pan)F pa=Cpars pazs++s pan) A
B X5 B 4 B i 2l T OR 5
Vu(pa 71)d):2pu[ [zpl/qu(S‘;9S;‘l):|
=D D i * P UL (st s (3
Vd(i)u’/)d):Z/)dj [ZpaiUd(S?’s}l)]
:2 Zpu,' * pde‘[(S(,‘ 9Sj'1) (4)

TRA KM (po »pa ) AT I 25 AL %R

R WS T 97 LT 1 B (G TR S R B T
Vo Vipd s pi Y=V (paspi DX T YpasValpd s
pi )=V (pd spa).

AFTRE SC 14 FATT T DL 53 B B XT3 % TR &
SRS I 14 20 - 249 A
4.2 ETHREFEEEE TN EHREENEE

I35 0 54 s ) 20 B 20 A2 2% DR A X AN T
SR o 77 D R SR R B 0k B 25 A B A AR e/ 5K
W T AE 22 A5 B fil 22 A Boak w1 s 00 - A 19 By
0 SR R R Xk B S i A AL H e Bl JO R TR
£ L R (R A NN D3 S 7 P )
A Tk SRS 1 A A A A S R R Al I 32 By
A 5 % 2 i DG 1D RIS R 9 AR R B IR L 2
— A B AR IR L. T R 1 R R T 1) 3 B By
A0 SR 3 AT DAAR e b A e 0 288 ) AL TS T 4 o
T By 1R A T Sl By A SR 8 IO U L B R

WUE.
BoE L 3R T IO AR R T Y S Bl B A R

WA MEiE DG=(S,7,S,,S.,S.:S.)
i Tk A PR AN A 4 5 S,
¥k ADG=((P,,P,).(S,.S,), (U, .U ;
2. MR RIE RS S ={st st usi )5
3. YRR RIS S Sa= (st sf o usl )
4. f ADG BZE MK IEEERI (U, = —U,) then
[/AUE R U8 Uy s i B3R Uy
5. for all s*€ S, , do
6. FHEOIFE sty B A 5T 8o 1 5t i 2k 22
ZDcost(a, )
T MR- AE RN s e So A2 5T/
Decost s Uy;; = ZD(‘()SI‘ (a;) — Decost ;
8. AR U;
9. else if ADG &k % F B B # 78 R (U, = — U,
then
10, WEE—AEE s € S, AR (D s T A
JEF Bk 9 Bt e 4 2 A1 > Deost () s Uy =

—_

> Deost (a) +AC;

. =B s s € S X2 I
) Decost » Uyi; = Z Dcost Ca; ) + Decost ;

12 ARJRAHAERE Us

13, if HiPE U fFAE WA then

14, AR T Slovel (ADG) ;
SR ADG=((P, . P,)+(S,.S) (U, .U

15. else if %M U ANfEE# S then

16. T FH R & SR W SR AR 7 5312 Slove2 (ADG) 5
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17, %45 20 Bk 2 AR5 A8 58w AT 2 A . 0 o B 2
%) e ot 5 A G 3 20 B A SR S s

18. return S, ;

LIS R R R S (I

Bik2  AURWORE T 5% Slovel (ADG).

A BB PR ADG

i 14 : Nash Equilibrium

1. M=

forall s, €S,

{S=Solvel (Sub(ADG,s,))

S/:arggax U, (51553

5. //ar{gergax U, Csy »9) TnmfliU,; Gy ) BUm KB EE

6. if M= or U, (5,.S)=U, (M)

7. M=MUAdd(s,,S) ;

8

9

= w Do

- //Add sy SO FIRU Mg 51 5] S
iU (s, S) >U(MD

10. M=Add(s,.S"); }

return M.

RS WMWK A 7k BRI T
Bk 3. LPEMLRIK AR & g 15k Slove?

(ADG).

BN BB AR ADG

i H . Nash Equilibrium

1. maximize v

2. subject to

3. forall 5, €S;;

4o D> pUGs s) =ws
i=1

5. ip,:l, p:=0.
4.3 HEEZMELW

BEF T B 2R AR TR (4 = B [ A ORI kBRI Y
LRSI B ZE R ADG= ((P,,P,),(S,,S.),
(WU, U 1 57 FUR A A48 2 B0l 5Rug 1wl 47
W7 D 5 s B ) S ST, BB SR A AR R B
Jei L Ty 1 2R AR B 1 SR ik O T R R AR BB A
A AL LR TR 2 2 i ] DT S G A RO
T [ 60 5 W BUASE B ) s A B 3 S 00 A R
AN AR s ST (1 DS 17 R A A T B N 7
FEF G T A R B3R L 5k A 0 O R B3R S5 B A AR f
BT S R0 AT I B ) 5 2% B 3 IO T A
FRBITR A N 8. B UK TF
VRS R FE Y E L H TR R R A X B 4 i B
ORTRIZ

EE 1 FREE L RBEPHFEA ADG=
((P,sP,) (S, S, (U, U i F A 4 5w 4
P18 B[] A 2% 3 2% 4 1 o ) .

B2 FHEE 2 F AR LRI K fiE B

kA ADG= ((P,,P,),(S,.S.), (U, . U))
e M TR A5 R W 4 A5 1 Ik 1) 42 2% 3 2 22 01 sk fa] 14

Sy AT AT L AN B ) 5 4k B RT LA B AR R
SR,

5 MHAXLBISSH

Sk T 50 VIE T JUT B 0 T A A o Ak T A
TN 28 T B T R A 0, AR SCoR R AN 11 5 s 1Y )
28 AR FDEE R R B T B 1 . BT LA T AN I
2% HARMZ Sy sc 4 () 4, Hoh 3 3 S8 L. 4
R4t Web iz 55 85 . SCH IR 55 25 Fi P £5 4l e il
552 B KKK H AR P 2% 5 SR IR 45 43 IF L B K R R
MR 3 Fros. F 55 a1 H 40X H bR R G AT
55 10T, EVLE BB 0 55 20 B Ak 4 iR,

&

”
Yk B
KO R 55 7
Bl 5 4S5 ]
*3 BAEANEER
T AL H iy =4 Ik %5 g 7] 55 s
All Web server http Allow
All Web server {tp Allow
All File server {tp Allow
Web server Database server Oracle Allow
File server Database server ftp Allow

x4 BRERBRER

FHL (e 5 K Bugtraq %5
Web s Li Apache Chunked Enc. , 5033
b server MY W-Fipd SockPrintf() 8668
File server Linux Ftp .rhost overwrite 328
Database Linux Oracle TNS Listener 4033
server Local buffer overflow 3886

s Moy # A2 iy ML E B Root AR, FF:
TE M S T oty o oK A IR A T A 55 4% 19 Root ALRR
T8N E s AR B K d KU ik 25 7 Web i 55 %
SO S5 g b DUDCE A Je IR TP AR Access.
1115 G 125 U5 1) B3040 P2 e 55 . AELI IR 55 2% 55 s I A7 T
Lo FCARR G A Mk 3 T DLBEAT AN 5 B i B 1
Tty » [ I 25 1 ot 26 3 A B BE A B X 55 4%
55 5 R B B S e AR AR AT PRl 20 A DA BT
SRR (S W3R 2) 16 AT T B4 B AR S {5 B 3k 6
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JIt 7 2% 18 TG B3 A 45 e 1) 1 .
x5 RETFWEHE#HR

9 5 B 44 FR Bl AL
1. Apache chunk overflow Root 10
2. Wu-Ftpd buffer overflow Root 10
3. Ftp. rhosts User 5
4. Remote buffer overflow Root 10
5. Local buffer overflow Root 10
F 6 B R AR IR
%4 FR Ocost Ncost Reost #e pBUHE
Dy : 3% Oracle b T 10 0 € =¢g=e,=¢6=1,¢=0
D, : %% Apache T 10 0 €=0,¢=¢=¢g=6=1
D, : BUH“MAIL_ADMIN” 10 160 & =0, ¢y =¢;=¢,=¢;=1
D,: &M FTP k% 10 160 & =g, =¢, =6 =1, eg==0
D; . Ui suid root 10 240 & =g, =g;=¢g; =1, &=0
Dy« AN 2R BB 18485 it 0 0 & =g =€ =g —=¢e=1

AR AT H 0y 1 285 937 0 Pl A TR o i A Bl 2k
St 0 S g ) T ST 58 R T A T A R S
5RO 2% 2 G AT IR AT B — R 1Y N 2% Bl
ENIET QP 6 Frs. Jdad xF 6 3 A A B . BRI 4%
Bl KA T A 010 U R DR A 1 2% m 1 K a1 i
5 g o (HLHR T 55 R HOBUC R L 18 AT AE 3 25 T RERY
Tt A2 B0k Bk B br. Bk 3wl Re Tt SR g

1 4
A]: A_>B_)E9

2 4
Ag: A—’C—’E;
3 3 5
A A D F E.
Hh A — B ——E R # A R A A FH
BF I 1Bk B BRI 4 Bk B RRRA
E LB — A B0k S s

55970
Bl 6 145 AR G A

TR AT A28 LR T A SR e DG ) 9
SR PR AR T SRS B 5 E S i T BT R
Bl SRS ACAY D T e A2 AT SR & AR B AR B i
AR TR SR R AT i DI 175 0 SR et 1 BB DA T AL 5 35 B
TEVA A BRIV AT . 25 b B0 SOy A B 52 B T S B A Y
Bl A AR BB AR T2 9 B A B (R 2 LA

S R G T A FROE AR A IR BT A SR W 2R A 3 & B A
WS Ocost s BARBE WL 4. PN Te i A 2 B X 2
AN B 55 i AT RE i % R 55 e 0 4B 48 Rk 55 B DAIZ
A BARTE IR T AR fe L /) P, =P, =0,
P,=1. 4 Ncost R/NEF AT AT ZBg AT 7R 4
BN 0. B Neost 1115 5% 4 5 Xf i 55 4% DOS
i B SR AAN L PRy B A S s 1 0T 2 e ) DL AR
JEXF R 55 4 1) — 1k DOS B idi. Web Ik 45 &% F SC 4
R %5 %8 W) criticality ¥}y 4, Database iR 45 2% Y
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30. By AR B B S BUBE I 3R 6 BT e 3R 7 B 1
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A, (810 1510 1670 2470 2650 2300
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R T 937 8 2 2 — > A BRI L BT LAY A AR X 10
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Traditional static protective measures are not sufficient
to secure a complex networked system. Existing cyber secur-
ity technologies can only passively prevent, detect, and react
to cyber attacks. Intrusion detection (ID) architecture is a
passive information processing paradigm. In many cases in-
trusion response is “too late” after very serious damage is
caused. Attack prediction is very critical for cyber homeland

security. It is a big challenge that making correct optimal
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proactive defense decisions during an earlier stage of the at-
tack. In such a way we can transform passive to proactive cy-
ber defense, and much less harm will be caused without con-
suming a lot of resources.

This paper views the interactions between an attacker
and the defender as a two-player non-cooperative game and
formulate an attack-defense game ( ADG) model for the
game. The defense graph model, attack-defense taxonomy
and cost quantitative model are proposed. An algorithm for
optimal active defense strategy selection based on those mod-
els is proposed. Optimal defense strategies with minimizing
costs are used to defend the attack and harden the network in

advance.



