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Abstract This paper proposes a topology perception method for the Ethereum active network that is based on the
Ethereum communication protocol and future transaction characteristics. The purpose of this method is to uncover the
hidden features of the Ethereum network topology and improve the accuracy of the methods that are currently used to per-
ceive the topology of networks. Firstly, the set of potentially active connected nodes of the target node are determined by
creating virtual addresses and actively mapping them to the target node's routing table using an enhanced Ethereum node
discovery protocol. Secondly, deploy sensing nodes to the Ethereum network, gather the number of message ontology and
message hashes delivered by the target node, and speculate on the number of active connections of the target node based
on their proportionate relationship. Finally, based on the isolation features of future transactions in the Ethereum memory
pool, this article presents an enhanced mechanism for Isolated Witness-based active connection verification across nodes.
Extensive experiments on the Ethereum test network have demonstrated that the approach presented in this research can
perceive the network topology snapshot of Ethereum's blockchain overlay layer in an optimal amount of time and with
greater accuracy than existing methods. precision. According to experimental data, less than 2% of the nodes in the
Ethereum network are active, and the active nodes appear to cluster and overlap. Through modeling of Ethereum network
topology, the analysis demonstrates that the Ethereum network has a short average shortest path, that information trans-
mission in the network exhibits a small-world effect, and that the degree value of nodes follows a power law distribution,
which is consistent with Ethereum's original design intent.
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Figure 1 Ethereum network protocol stack
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Figure 2 Network perception procedure diagram

3.1 TIRRERRM

ANFET LR T 1120 RO A5 AL, UKD
K1 Kademlia DHT 30K AL 2% H (R0 25 45 i
YEH O AEST RUE R e DI, ERE LUK YT s A e 45
TR LA IRAR S, ROk, TR Bl
5 N 16 (¥ 4R i 12 0T BN P 2%, ELZ 25 T () 45 1)
TR IFA S FE NI RO e R LA,
T R BRORS S5 Y RO R AR 0/ T LUK 1
e PR A A RO A5 R EOR, BRI
AR R S BRI 0K B L AR
FAERE KT L, DRI, 9 OB i 2 v A7k PR 48 Y
SRR P AT R LT A

LUK D5 (755 1 PR AN RERS TR HEAT Y 15 A7
filf, QB 3T R TBE LUK IG5 /U R (Y bucket

oL YIS T I 2 bucket I, TSR
RURTHE BRI H B 2 S bucket MIEFE. 5
Kademlia PHCASRIRZ, 78 LK 1 H A4 s i 75
BT AT bucket B EEHRM. H
Gethl.8.1 2 J5, B bucket H BRIk
17 4>, HABEAS bucket HEZA70iE 16 5051 5
Kademlia PpiSUAHBLT A, DAY 0S5 s A7 HL
A5IH LARTSE VL RC 1) — SR A AR 45, I k@i
BN dis (A5 AR bucket. T RHIXTAL1Z
IR B R T 3, T S AR bucket BTREARR 1Y 4
ID VU B A BTN, oA bucket g 50K, WA
(RIT e b el U 7 LA I 25 7 i S B R,
RIS dis<240 1 AT AE bucket[0], &
HPHE 240<dis<256 17 AP 61E bucket[dis—239],



FUBSZR S5 T 1) AR (090 R 94 20 0 S -5 70 Wit 7

T EL6 H a8 A e 2 1 7 XA 7374 A bucket TR
RUEIUERN A, VAR E bucket H LR FEAE AH G
PR 2 IR B, PRI K 22 5 I Y] bucket
T AAAE RN ST = b

BB B nodey 9 T 1=K HAR T 5 node 1)
B R Y5 N max(0.16-0)1f] bucket, HRHETT ALK
PP, W) FindNode 17 77 24— /NMRF 2 H bR
target SLHLIE E bucket (MG, HAE XK

dis(target, node;)—239=max(0, 16—i)

e, dp LR ER T AR L K bucket[0] 7 (14K
P, ATT LN targer (H B E I KT S ID BT, X
2 FH DOR 5 5O IR SO & LI

MR 328 48 05 B v S A A nT i, AR i AT H bR
target TR 75 B ] keccak256 WA A S0 1T 4
JRFRIRFF AT A B, 155 FE 3] keccak256 ik HA AN
RIS, TV EAENT B AME targer WEHEVES, b T SE
I targer W 2RENLAL, HAEMEIE A ML, H5%
UE LGS R A0 L 2 F ot TR LUK 35 IR0 454
RATAENLE, B bucket 2 3K 175 £ ID Jiu [ 20
FRECE AL, PR B AL S AR BcHs aE H ARE I, AN
[F] 95 [¥] bucket [FIMUFHERA P AR, JLMEZ oA

i R
p':{zlf, i=16
27 0<i<16
R F IR R B SR HL R, B LK 5 1 — AN 19
B REA M2 N AT gl AN B th e, )
JLEE R TP BT AN RS e P W T

16
E(n)=Y min(16, Nx p,)
i=0

Fi2 9 ethernodes.org T 2022 4 5 HAR Gt LAK
Vi RS AGE NAE 6500 N, AR EAT L
133 n=152, T—AN7 255 B ] LUAE i 1R e KON 515
RECER 272 4. DRIk, MERIR FoRE, il iE UK
FCAR B I m i R 7 X, Re g SRR UK
i SR R AR

FE T DK i R I ST SE B 19 R i b 2
SNV Rl I A A B AR targer (177 X3k
HCH FR 5% 1R TP T bucket A il IR0 ST A
5B o LARE T s A IS T LA DUAFART Y R A Y
SN, FBILH XM g GRS 5% .
TET A% AR B AN TR, BN R S AT AR
A TAE, I % i 2 G 1 51535 R 2 LUK
Vi g%, e R EN G2 S A0 S A, IR
S AR G BE KRB H AR mie RN R
R E SIS IR0 5| 5 S R, DU At

99

R K MR B i S, TS R
AT RIS H AR A B R AT IR, Y A R AL
LRSIl

(V)RS f3a i 32 - PSR U H FR 15 55 iR 3% BR
PEo BN s 1) H AR Y UKL Ping 4 A0 LU
VEERAFM N, 4 HFRTT R3] Ping W14 2 I Ik
G, o3 I EANT U Pong HUE AT N o

(2)IFN KL RE H AR K SEANMRRE bucket #)
@ HAME target, R JE A H bR S RS Y ET
target 1¥] FindNode VM5, 7 EHRBHE PR A4
Hil bucket 71148 & 1 ki

3) H AW s AEHWE] FindNode M &2 JA, LA
Neighbor 71 S BEAT RN, FF 78 1200 5L b 45 4 i 2
target (M8G5 AR o

JEEN KR SE A AT R I M fe, BRI 3RYS H
PR s HEANE E bucket HATEET AR B {HIE,
PLRYG T S 17 A bucket, 4 5L i AL
I H AR R RS, WA 16
ANRFE N HARME target, X510 FindNode ¥ ELBE
SRIASF bucket 1o IS X Neighbor 15 & 1 T4
7 R S5 R ST I AL L ik uk, B RTAR 20 H bR
RPN SR, AR BRI 1 Pos.

87 WER IS ENEY = 3 P 1K= A7
B HART A remote_key
i HAS TS target key 2545 Value
1. WEtk flag A Td s qaiig ki, H flag=1
2. WIEHAL limit B335 bucket 42 15 L2 I 3K,
Ferp s i 624 127 HARTY s 5 i 4> bucket TR,
0 WA R, H. limit=(1 < 17)-1
3. Value=new Set()//"F 1B =4
4.  WHILEflag!/=limit DO
5. target=randbits(521)
/lrandbits PAECEIKIK) 521 A7 BEALE
6. target _key=keccak256(target)
//H keccak256 X BEHLEHEAT I A
7. d=dis(target_key,remote_key)
8. index=heighest bit(d)-239
/IR B3 i A U 7 A IS bucket
9. IF NOT(1 « index & flag)THEN
/180 R 2 4 1Y) bucket [ ARTE K

10. FindNode(target_key)
11. flag=flag|(1 < index)
12. Value.add(target key)

k—bucket.update(remote_key.Value)

PRI RSSO FRRTT R IR R (1 S



100 Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2024 £ 7 H, H o, FH4 M

e, I A R T SR AT BRI AR R AR I
ST AT DL B R A (R ST A i, (R I L
RO PAr S A T AR TR T R g BN L, TR
HI RS IR A R AR, WA R I AE RS,
JERAITY P S AR BB SRATF LA 4 [P0 25T S5 A5 R
3.2 HEREEIEEN

VAR T 1R SV R B SCR 1 A Tl A A2 5, B
M SRR BRI A VAN S, S AR
JEAT R INV JH R &ﬂmvﬁ%m%ﬂAﬂm
H & E E%Wﬂéwﬁg WHEA, WmixSy
)i% GETDATA 4 Bi% k5% %FE,&ZME%@
WEAZI S o VI AR IR 3 7 S T RE T
O T I DAL ) LR AL B, (R IHIE BT A
AL IRE G IR R AE IR, TE VA GRAIE Y S 9 45 1A% 1
B R PR AR, DURYR ] T 25 Mk it 41
J7 3, JF AT ARUE B B AE WY 45 b PO AL 7
KT B SGE I B R

FE LUK I B AR 3R R vp, — BLRCEI R B
ST ) NewBlock 1 850 1E X e S A e FE 4G 25
HIAE M2 G, 79 Al NewBlock 71 EUR B X B i
Ry CATERF ST T, Wi 3 ProR. 470
MPAT S S AE X B T 4, E&WWM
TE AR A, UK S 2 R AN IR0 A
FURIE 4R T X HL ) NewBlockHashes 78 & 11[]
FUIX e 257 Kl it NewBlock 1 B LAY 4%
W SEFEIRFTIX B, 25 1) 12707 i SR e B 1 X B
BRIz Ab, 55515 JoAR F b v i ok 14 1% %
J5 3o FELORYT I BRI R b, 7 A X B
B 45 B R 4B e N G AN T A SR (R X A
o FEVH BALSRIERE T, SE80e B R A 1 R A
[ 2 R AL Y JE A% AR 1) 52 A P R 3R T AL ) At
Z [AIRIRLr o

Block

Block BlockHash\

Block Block BlockHash
/ v
Vo= =N ‘-h. ﬂ@a V=N

3 MEhEREidiE
Figure 3 Information broadcasting procedure in net-
work

DK Y5 7 600 G R0 i, o182 R v B
ARAAIE 5 T S A e S X A R, T R
S TSR IR A8 p A o 1 R HOR 8874 R )
TP R U 8 AT R A, T TR AR R
(RIS UL, O 8 75T R A 2 v (R 408 o 15 R R I A 2 B
BLI, B0 T A — 2 AR e 15 R, e AT XS 257
F 2 U A 25 B R T R AN R T AN /] o 3 ik
BRI I s R o LLBE AL 7 sk 6 4
Wale TERARSIHUERE T, R TR AN A,
SRS RS AT DL AR Jo 4 R AR R oK
PRI SRAFAE 1759 5 e S AT SR A A4 Bt R e )
HSAECE, 70 MsgFull F1 MsgHash . K AE
*&ﬁ@%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%MiTAkiﬁ%jﬁ
BEOCH IR REAT T BN I B0 7 I L 2 BE AL
(1o ARHGGE v 27 S B, A2 1) B A B0 1 s i 21 )
T A A H i 5 3 S A R R R — 2 B B 5%
Foo LELURYI ALY eth/66 T, 7 RUEF ISR B
AARBELES K457 T ARAS TRz i i Y
BT AEAE MONTRERIERE, Y A R3s BRI L K
AT 2 ACHEAT HE

M _ Ms gFull
M -1 Ms gHash+ Ms gFull
A=y RS BRUCKE T S A% 338 2512759 5 AR 2515 R F
BRAEAL, DT AN SR e R 200 S5 e 1R
P 2 SARAE I BROE 2 B0 PR B W AT I,
g2, BT U R AT R BRI R
W A (R KA, a7 S b v A5 R RT A 380

PR AR M ~ (Ms gHash + Ms gFull ,
Ms gFull

3.3 HEEREREWGE

55 e A R PR A i R B AN [, UK
5 K K = i ity 7 Ao 45 b A7 il sk, JRld i
AEMAF AR AR S5 55 o 75 LUK N Aritirh, BUKY;
B 55 IR TTIK 7 98 € 2RO K, O TR A
KRNI 55, R T7 e A — > U e 3G 1)
nonce {5 HAHKEK, 1HESOT MK/ W AR 255
AEAEALE RN 55 G rhith b, 38 3 i s ik = %
F55 14T nonce {HMTHFHES, WKl 4 Pros. 7627995
A, T B 45 14 nonce {145 T4 [A) & 3% 5 7
PWAFIE 5 K1) nonee {ELIN 1, WIFRIZ 55 415 Fp
2% o 7 ), W T 45 1) nonce (B ™A% KT #5: K nonce
B0 1, WIRRIZSE S A AKF S . R4 nonce (HI)A
[F], DL s (1) A A7 it i 2 S 9 A4S A TR 38 4
B[l pending 1 queued ith




FUBSZR S5 T 1) AR (090 R 94 20 0 S -5 70 Wit 7

4 TRATFLPESEFHER

= =5 e =
Tep 1 Nonce 0 Nonce 1 Nonce 2 Nonce 15
P2 Fis% ERF % Kk 55 kg s
Nonce 0 Nonce 1 Nonce 2 Nonce 15

101

Figure 4 Transaction storage mode in node memory pool

Pending W 4EY ARG S AEX Bt b, (HE
KUERFT OB R F S 0 T ] B
Pending b FEGIE K955, JFARE LUK 4T 6
FUOULKE &A1 R X b . Pending Wb A7 1) 5
25 P i nonce {1 2L Hsb B RO HES Y, Xt [H
— AN, I Z AT LA 16 MRS, B
RN AEI 1) pending Y, A A7 R ORI S0 Bl
VOB FRREHL, 1% 55 Rl 1 R 3 W R A 1% 55 1
ZBJET 8. Queued Jth 7 ST 4EY K R IER 2> nonce
AR 1T AN 3 232 H 8 A HE 28 47 3160 2158 X R (1) oK ok 54
%o X IR—ANKST, queued M % v LLAEAE 64 A
AL T UK & 7 i AN AL N AR HA
WAEE OB 345, PrAfEa v ik 2 5,
HRAT DA F] queued Wb, {H2 queued H KA
K55 FEA S R 4 FHAR BT BR T R

XPT LUK 455, 19 R0 AR A7 A0
IR 328 P g 25 SRE s, RIT DA 4 mi 1 PN A7t )
FE 0] DI G 29145 LR B8 =i 1) GasPrice 2 #
UK, =55 IR e AL UK OB S LUK B AR HE D BE, 2
LUK DT & i )z SR, A el
BIAL TR I8 S 55 I, 0 A 8T o 55 AT I I I ek
ESE TN FLSI NN A, — B kS
G-t NN AEIE, T e fil 95 B 4 b 1 55 IR A
HET IR A FS Uk AF -k HRA
FHIA] nonee {E IRy U 5055 P, 2 7 i BR UAEE HA iR
Brir) 10%IHIN A e . F55IKE WE T A A7t
o DAL ) 45 0] AROR F AR R ik 7 8 AN (]
nonce A [MIADFSGIRIZE, — R AT PAEE I

M4 FOR (e LA, A SCHR T sk )
YRR BB I B B IR Tk, %R T BOK
i AR SRR AN 55 R s mg o W& 5 PR, Al
Tk ) 19X 8% T S NIRRT A M, SR AIETT A M ) H
FRT Rl A B mi A S TxA, B HAR 1A B
R — MM AL S TxB, SR ) 9 2% oAt 1 i A%
AL S TxCo WML A B AR
W5 A P A 345 TxA HEMIGE BRIE S, Hoh TxA
TxB Fl TxC & [A]— M J* % 1 2 AT 4H R nonce {H 1)

AR 55 BRI, 1207 RS LURYI A4S
Oy e SR SE DL SRR 2 S Ak, T AR SR I R R
r % TxA ATDMCEHRA 355 TxB, {HEARE
B A B F 55 TxC, BifREEE T 55
TxA M HFRTT 5 A A8 2] H AR AL B Z R Al m]
R B, WY 5 AT B Z A A, A

TxC

TEAL - »l| TTEB
TxA TxB

5 EZHRBERIEAERER
Figure 5 The isolation verification method of
transactions

EF 5 TxA BIASAERE, WA FIAY 5 B ik
B $55 TxB.

B AR Y A2 — AN W 248 4 X ) i e 2 o) 25
WA 28 A IS R TR A A A A 9 RO 2 1) ol 2 %
WETTVEI RN

(DT 83 M A AT A RIS AR TxA,
" GasPrice & 4(1+0.5R) * Y Gweio. T RIEN] &
AKFS, A TEIE] TA RHERAEEAT A%
IUE, BFZFHSS TN queued BAAY, AN HLZEAT)
o [, A58 M a5 5 B Rik— Ak %S TxB,
M GasPrice WE M (1-0.5R) * Y Gwei.

(2)15 1M 1Y R C RIEPIANIESE) pending
2 TxP F1 TxC, H:H GasPrice WA Y Gweio 5 51
EMAE TxA. TxB I TxC /& H K R i AA



102 Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2024 £ 7 H, H o, FH4 M

AHIA] Nonce {HIIEH45, H TxP FH5-AE AR 511
BoEH 5.

(3)77 11 C M3 pending H55 TxP M TxC J5, &
AL UCK TP A TxC AL 250 241 A A IR
#| TxP Al TxC Jii, TxP VE A FE 55, Sidsir n gt
A pending 2, [F]F &I queued i f77EE TxC H
A ARl nonce H I TxA, 552540, TXC (1)
GasPrice AIA 25t TxA HIHEAKTIHE, Kk TxC A
S TxA . H TS $55 TxP 21K, TxA AR AE
2L 0AE 2 J5 H queued B4 A pending 3, {H & T
T M IRBAN 2Y Gwei, ETSE TP I FEZ S,
ORI RIE ST TxA, Kl TxA Joikidt
A pending .

(42477 1 B i3 TP 1 TxC Ji, TxP 1E NS
45, A AEJEEEN pending i, [F A &I queued
MR AEAE S TxC #H[H Nonce 1EIF) TxB, M55

1 3FEm%, TC [¥] GasPrice AIA 2 %5 #: TxB [FHAK T A,

Rk TxC Ak TxB. 5D 3 AR, U
i queued ) TxB {ELREKHIE G H queued i
A pending t, BEHTERSS TXB S8 #& 2| M4, 2
JE T HEA AR GasPrice, NN TxC F
ST R

G)FEXTERITT 1L M AT IR P R #E )5, 5%
TxA 28N S5 pending 5 AMERE » I 2%
JEPIRIE DL, 55— FEOLE T R A R R B 2 H
FHIE), AT A S TXAAERERT A B, 175 B
s 2 ) TxA BB TxB, K24 TxA [ Gas 1%
BT TxBe XFHESL T, TxA kAT 8 C, H
FEANE AR S C I TXC, A TxA 1) Gas i
AR R # TXC M7 THE. #F 2, TxA fE75 80 A
R, A e AR S, R M W]
LA i B FICE) TxA . 53— FiEAL T, 3558 A FI7y
MUB AERE, 1R A UK TA MBS s C, Al T
TxA ToiEE#: TxC, H TxC Toik&# TxB, KN A
B &R E TxB, 1 mi M A2 A5 AL B #0 3 TxA.

HIRRE BRI FE I R, 55 TxC W48
AT HEM S B AE AR A C I At R, =45 TxC
1) GasPrice RIELRIUEEWALH AP OFERT A
X Perbr, BRI L v B AN 2 1 RIHE 200K 1 555
JITUKIZ o 5T B B e R RAT =, B TR UE Y
A TR Y 2% R RGR TR R pe g 45 AT /N GasPrice,
FE AT ST AL I DX BB T T RO AT IR AR
A, B AR AR P A

4 KB5S
FHIEE| LA PR T s A2 R Gas i

FE, TSI B SR (EREERIHERVES RS, A
T-LAKY; Ropsten WA W9 354 T 52 56 1 RS U AAF 5
Ropsten P 9 2% 15 LK 37 3= AT HAH [R50 5040
Aii v PUEERFAEAILIENLA], A P 28 AR | S B H AN
[Al. [k, Ropsten M5 M [AIAE BE AL AT H 3 X (144
ik, 2 VLRSI R PR A B i A 5 o 3 i )
T2 0 29 S BN R, BRATT T 2022 6 H 3 HAE
24 HRF LA MR P9 25 B0 AT 22 IR ST S, 0] I 4%
PR AT B BT SR AT R, 0 AT I R Y A R
ARG BRIE AT IE K, I 20 B B 46k 11 77 200
RN RO R AT A0 M, BRI T LUK Y
W 2% Ropsten [ /25, FF0EH 2 94 b J&8 P 12k T
I3HT .
4.1 WLEDH

SV DX U X 28 AT S — I HE NI, 45 R
2 I N R 8 T 2 ) Y s — B e AR g, (.
SEAERS E B AT I X B BE R 285 vh S n N I 8% v ) 4
S AR AT [ 5 P 8 v T LN I 28 SRR A IR Y
RUHIE, —HAY fUABER: B, iR Yk
e AT R WP (X HeBE R 4% 4 % P2P SE AT
ST AHOT [ 52 19, 78 LUK A ST 1 0o 8% B il b, A 208
IFT) 1) X 28 B 50 530 AN A 10%, A AT AL, DX B X 2%
SERLE RIS TR N A S R AR . ARSI H 11
LR 75 194 285 1 I J8 S0 7 3 1R J ) 33z /N T4 i A
W 28 o IR A8 2 R G B, DR e A S B R AT I R
(1) 1Y) 8% 435 g 1R SR AT o

T3 [A) Ropsten [ 2% H BB BT i It AT 2
IRE SR . S0 R I AN T R S8 R R AR B
6199 MAFAETT i, HLrAEE I 5500 N0 AE T RLE R 2%
b A T ARST AR, A 8 PR o 45 I 248 i KO 3 4
(P R BRI BT KU 10% 2545 . T A [R]
BP0 R, EthScan P4 L[] Ropsten P4 mi &0
6500 N5 Al. WK 6 Prow, 7EX AT RS
BT S R WD SR A R A A B R KR
AHBGEKC, (HAEBEAE I A HERS, R IHRE 8
W 2% T R AT T B A A, (F S s TR R 2 Y
H A FALIR,  ARCECER I G Z  EE IAL H e S
Feo LT RURANIERE D, B SIRECEHT I R, BN
T R T I R SRR B UE B T R 5 AL T R
Ao BATTLIS 458, LUK Ropsten W 4% 3% ik
AR 600 AiAy, TANTEER T A AR AT IH
SEARFNET, PR R X 2% s AT TH A7 A8 TS V3 00 21 ) %) 56

P T DK 5 Fu V0 4 mt B 20 N0 25 T X 48, 1
TCLY A RIS SR M AR A 19 285 v SRS I 2 K4k
ASCHET DR Y A5 B HAREAIE, 5 LRSS 45 A



FUBSZR S5 T 1) AR (090 R 94 20 0 S -5 70 Wit 7

7k

6k
5k
g
# 4k
= 3k4

2k |

0 2 4 6 & 10 12 14 16
IRl (h)

E 6 REZIERT SRS KES

Figure 6 Growth trend of nodes in perception

procedure

MR HEAT T %73, MRPG LURYI W mi2 BAEL, #
TR R RS R e AR R A
LA IE B SR, R ALY AT R TAT
N, R R D R i T RN R B Y R, T
RAAN T Y R TRl KB EE NAT 482 )

ARG % LK Ropsten 9948 HEAT 22 VKA, AE
TR AR, AT BRSO 2 100
A, FIFBN RBCRE I 7 Frse i T ROKY Y A
KL AERI B2 UDP B, 1E24— BRI
BOBTCIE DR E — A1 RO AR W 9 e DA,
R ) R BRI AR I TCP RN
W RV AR T R R, T Y S R e A
FEAERT S AR IR L REE W AL I /55K o LS
B> T vl S, AEHEAS 90 48 BT BN AR R A 5 e,
B LT B R RN A2 2%, T K== T Y e 5
HEAS 2% ] BE 20 Y 28 B0 A5 i o

1041}—G—D—D—J}'D_D\D—(L—D—[L—D"A)~D—4L—D—4L—D’A_D—é
103 SN O

i L 00— 0—O—0—0—0—0O—0—0—0—0—0—0—O0—0—O0—0—0—
=
a
E =i

10? 4ottt e ‘ ‘ :

—o— AT 1Y A

—o—{EBRT A

—A— ] Y A

10" 1 1 ———

0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14 16 18 20

ISl (d)

B7 EEXRTIAREETRMEE
Figure 7 Number of different types of nodes
under repeated experiments

103

BRItz A, R S0 B A TS v BR Y A 1P
Hihk, 0 R AR AS R E K AT AT T gt W
LR, MZEHIE 75% M35 R A LR AR b ) H
FEHT 10 ANE SR, Forb 7 T 5% B R4 ] % 8RS Rty
i 7 50%2. 2, i H IS5 2= 2 ol o s
T 9.44%. 5.25%F1 5.09%. NEEFLTIAE TP AID 2
() PRI ART DG 2R, FRATIRHIER A B B P i 4 w15 i ID
W IP MESIT T gk, Hh4Af 65 M AU ID
A AT B IP, Z04 260 A5 AU I AN ] (1) 15
MDD AR, WX ERME ST, A
AT RO SRS B AT AT @A AT, — RS OL R
BEAEAE T 55 1D M — P S H AT A

F1 TRHERSHR
Table 1 Country distribution of nodes

[H K 4485 SR 53 i (%)
FH 201 33.17
e 131 21.72
i 57 9.44

Bm 31 5.25
%= 30 5.09
I 20 3.31
VLH 17 2.87
VK5 17 2.87
HL[H 16 2.67
fip 2% 12 2.02

4.2 RN HR

TEF LK 35 194 285 1) 0 4 JEAT 43 A 2 i, 38 A
T 19X 285 H S B TR T e AT AT . AR LA 35 (1979 A
RIS, B0 N A 286 v (1) 74 i sk ) W] i P Y R
Ki% FindNode ¥ JE KR ICHAR 55715 f5 2, 102
2T R B AN BRT S AR AE AN B, FindNode 153K

JUETE R A B A S — N,
T E AT L[] 2 3 HEAS W 4% TR R IE B B I
PR 28 v R T R A IR 2%, TR SAy 9 % v i L (R A
A R wT ik, PR DAY R YT R 34T I 45 4 Bt A2 B
PRI HS DL 5 1R W0 40 o A SRS G0 A BT U 4R
(PR S5 1 S A 5 JEAT 0T, MM B I 48 Hh (1) AIAT A
e I P 24 v ) s B ) B G=(VE: KRR
DL 5 1) X 48 3 41 454

PR P 3 A 2 S BT I 8% 4 5 R TR R bR 2
o LUK 4 2l b AN 25 (R 4 1 s I A e 12 5
TR R A AR A, R 1B AT 1) LAK 37 I 285 7 K 1 8] 1)
2 7R ey AP B AR B SN O3 I PS U S L BN DO )
HEAN R 255 5 BT A e R AR AT PR 2 23 AT X 4% 9



104

R A B 7 200 DY A5 A 53 AT R b 254
A LAY UK Ropsten ik 19 4 4 Be s Re iE 3E 4T 43
BT o EFXT S RAE M EE, WK 8()LAAHRE @R T
DUKSGTT R BE A o BRI AN, 48 il H 95% 1)
RIS, 1 HAER A e 30 A2
Ao SEBG TR, WL R R R R 25, B
INFE LUK 25 7 i (147 BRI K3 2 5 o PR i (1 22
K, ASCHTHE U7 R Y R BRI, K
U T SE IR S . BEAN, A R
BRAABUCEE BRI 2 J5, B O v 1 e S T
A F AT L, DIOKS IR I 45 o4 i (3 Btk ol
HAT T (AR ) 43 A, W4 A DBy Ak

30
25
20
@
-ﬂ§ 15
}‘_:
10
54
0 [N i . . . .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
R
(a) TR BE A Ty &

Journal of Cyber Security 15 FV& 4244, 2024 £ 7 H, H o, FH4 M

IR AFIERE, 10K 2 8O s A D B R S E
B2, PSR FOE Ry AR W N 4 BAT TobR R
o B 8(0) WA 1 LA Dy ik 9 45 5 M3 2 5 A
B, P v i et b R R A (LA T L5 T A 3
RR[2 17HH $2 Y A (B o 25 PEAS 60 1) p (DR S8 UE I AL
S MR 2208 70 A e AT A A, JFRE RS
TR B B 0.05 $2THA 0.1, BRIV e A H 4l 1)
p<0.1 I, DA BB ALK . D T Rk
K A E 2 A S A, ASCRUR KU A
THIPERS Y R B R AT, S A E s
GURERW] p=0.13, B P12 T & H A (1
FFAIE

0.035

0.030
0.025
b
& 0020
&
5 0.015
=
0.010

0.005

0.000 ~

0 100 200 300 400
TR AE
(b) 1 SR B M

B8 LUIKIMLEIRINT

Figure 8 Topological analysis of ethereum test network
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periments with different methods
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