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Abstract—The family of Kademlia-type systems represents and it has to consider the impact of churn and routing table

the most efficient and most widely deployed class of internet jncompleteness, while still being computationally effitie
scale distributed systems. Its success has caused plentylafge We model routing in Kademlia as a Markov chain with

scale measurements and simulation studies, and several imgve- .. . ..
ments have been introduced. Its character of parallel and no- a multi-dimensional state space (Section Ill). Our deforat

deterministic lookups, however, so far has prevented any ecmise Provides extremely tight upper and lower bounds on the
formal analysis. This paper introduces the first comprehense hop count distribution, and covers a wide range of overlay
formal model of the routing of the entire family of systems that  topologies. Interestingly, analyzing the topologies ofldged

is validated against previous measurements. It sheds lightn systems, we find that they do not always outperform the

the overall hop distribution and lookup delays of the different s :
variations of the original protocol. It additionally shows that original protocol. Furthermore, the analysis of the par@me

several of the recent improvements to the protocol in fact hee Space enables us to derive guidelines for design decisions
been counter-productive and identifies preferable designsvith  (Section[VI]).

regard to routing overhead and resilience. The computation of the hop count is efficient, requiring
O(npolylog(n)) basic operations an@(polylog(n)) storage
. INTRODUCTION space. Given such a moderate increase, networks of U to

o . ) nodes can easily be analyzed.

tention during the last decade. On an abstract level, DH{s; 5 static environment is verified by simulations (Seclfn

allow the mapping of objects to nodes in a completely d&econdly, the extended model, allowing for churn and rautin
centralized and highly dynamic network on the basis of IDgple incompleteness, is compared to measurements made by
such that both the number of nodes contacted during obj&gt;tzpach and Rejaie for the KAD networK [4], resulting in
retrieval and the connections maintained by each nodeaserey, error rate of.7% for the average hop count, in contrast to
logarithmically with the network size. As a consequencg,so provided by their analytic model (SectiGlVI).

DHTs are candidate solutions for large-scale distributathd

storage as well as for decentralized resilient commurtinati Il. KADEMLIA-TYPE SYSTEMS

systems. Kademlia is a structured peer-to-peer (P2P) system [1].

In practice, only variants of the Kademlia DHTI[1] haveNodes and objects are assigned IDs from the sarbit
been deployed successfully, attracting millions of users identifier space and the distance between two identifiers is
the file- sharing applications BitTorrent and eMule [2]!.[3]defined as the XOR of their values. Kademlia implements key-
Even in networks of such an enormous size, the discoveliggsed routing and storage of key-value (identifier-objeais.
routes are generally in the order 8fto 4 hops [4]-[6]. The nodes at the closest distance to an object’s identifeer ar
Additionally, Kademlia’s redundant routing tables condsn responsible for storing it.
with an iterative parallel lookup scheme make it partidylar Each nodev maintains a routing table to store the ID and
suitable for dynamic environments. address of other nodes, without keeping persistent network

Despite the considerable attention Kademlia received frogonnections to them. Known nodes are also cafledtacts
both research and industry, the impact of the design pasmsetnd in case that contacts leave the system, the information
on the routing performance is poorly understood. Measurstored about them may become outdated, which is commonly
ments only offer insights on deployed systems, whereas sitermedstale The routing table in Kademlia is structured as a
ulations do not scale beyond several ten thousands of node#ee, which consists of &-bucket storing up td: contacts at

In order to assess different design choices, a concise moeath of its leveli (with < € [0,b) being the common prefix
for the complete hop count distribution is needed, whidength of a contact and).
covers all the existing Kademlia implementations as well asKademlia implements greedy routing: To route a message
allowing for a huge variety of modifications. The model idrom nodev to a target identifiet (for the storage or retrieval
required to give a close bound on the hop count distributiarf objects),v sends parallel lookup requests to theknown
based on the routing table structure and the routing alyurit contacts that are closest to Every queried contact that is
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online replies with the set of nodes that are locally known ascontacts to either another set of queried contacts or rgutin
being closest te, thus extending’s set of candidate contacts.termination.
This process is iterated until the lookup does not produge an In our model, astate is defined by the common prefix
contacts closer to than previously have been discovered, or kengths of the currently-known closest contacts with the ta
timeout is caught. The original Kademlia publication sugige get. That is, the state space of the Markov chain consists
to usea = 3 andk = 20. of a-dimensional integer vectors. Thaitial distribution I
Kademlia proved highly efficient and reliable, and thusorresponds to the common prefix lengths of the closest
has frequently been modified, generating a broad family obntacts in the requester’s routing table. A hop in the rayti
Kademlia-type systems. Each adaptation mainly adjusts th@responds to &ansition from onec«-dimensional vector of
given parameters, or the routing table structure. common prefix lengths to a either a second vector of common
The current mainline implementation of BitTorrenfprefix lengths or routing termination.
(MDHT), for example, integrates a Kademlia-type DHT With theinitial distribution I and thetransition matrix7’,
for node discovery. uTorrent, the most popular clierthe common prefix length distribution of the nodes queried in
implementing MDHT, is implemented using-buckets, thei-th step isH; = T°~ 1. As a consequence, titemulative
a=4,ands =1 [€]. hop count distributiorcan be obtained froni/; as the fraction
To reflect the fractions of the namespace that is coveredadtqueries that have reached the terminal state. Due to the
different levels, and hence to increase the distance ristuctMarkov property, our model fails to cover the improbablet, bu
at each hop/[]6] introduces variable bucket size6iMDHT). technically possible, event that nodes other than thosemed
They are chosen to be 128, 64, 32, and 16 for the bucketdraim the most recent query are chosen to be contacted because
levelsi € (0..3) respectively, and 8 for all lower levels. the most recent query has not providedistinct closer nodes.
The Kademlia-type DHT used in the highly popular eMul&Ve overcome this insufficiency by computidg” and 7',
file-sharing system, KAD, adds multiple buckets per levelyhich provide an upper and lower bound, respectively, on the
grouping contacts according to the fiisbits after the first fraction of terminated queries. In the following, we firstide
non-common bit. This way, théit gain, i.e. the difference the distribution of closest entries in a routing table in t&ec
between the common prefix length of the current hop afiliEC] which allows us to derivel in SectionIll-0 and7 in
the next hop tot, is at leastl. Choosingk to be 10, the SectionI-E.
implementatic_m coqtains buckets for all 4-bit prefixes a th_ . Assumptions
lowest level (including contacts that share no common prefix o .
with v), and one bucket for each of the sub-prefixés, 110, We model a query for an ID of an existing node. Our basic
101, 1001, and 1000. Thus, the guaranteed distance reductigh©de! relies on the following assumptions, which allow a
is 3 bits for 75% of the targets IDs, andi bits for the remaining V€'Y general, application-independent view. We first stage
95%. By default, KAD implementsy = 3 and 3 = 2. assumptions, before elaborating on their motivation arphich
The success of Kademlia-type systems has caused a If#§dhe validity of the model.
number of studies over the past few years [5]-[10], which arel) There are no stale contacts in the routing tables.
mainly based on large-scale measurements but do not yield) Nodes do not fail nor do they drop messages.

insight into the impact of isolated design adaptations. 3) Buckets are maximally full, i.e. if a bucket contaifis <
Analytic results of the routing are rare. Existing studies a & values, there are exactly those nodes in the region
largely restricted to the asymptotic worst-case complesft the bucket is responsible for.

O(logn) routing steps for a network of order. A notable 4) Node IDs are uniformly and independently distributed
exception is [[4], in which a formula for the average hop over the whole identifier space.

count is derived. This derivation, however, considers aghiy ~5) Routing table entries are chosen independently.

KAD implementation and fails to give further insight into 6) If the distance between a node and the target ID) the
the hop count distribution. It hence does not allow for the —node’s routing table contains the target.

choice of sensible timeout durations and termination gate 7) The lookup uses strict parallelism, i.e. a node awaits all

for more sophisticated, possibly time-critical applicas. answers to its queries before sending additional ones.
Parallel lookups and a non-constant bucket size furtheemor Assumptions 1, 2, and 3 can be summarized as the as-
are disregarded. sumption of a steady-state system, without churn or faslure

In this paper, we show a derivation of the complete hdgowever, we extend the model in Sectibnl VI to allow for
count distribution, which does not only cover all the degldy churn and bucket incompleteness. Note that for application
Kademlia-type systems, but also allows a straightforwastich as critical infrastructures and large data centensinch
analysis of new designs. is basically non-existent and the failure rate can assumed
to be negligible. Assumption 4 is given in general, since
the ID is usually chosen randomly or as a hash of some

The hop countrefers to the number of edges on the shorteitentifying value, e.g. the IP address. Assumption 5 hatds i
path that has been traversed during the lookup process. EasHar as that nodes discover contacts initially by seagcfin
routing step (i.ehop) is a transition from a set of queried their own ID which should result with contacts close to their
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own ID independently of the starting point. However, nodes « Each queried node answers with at m@stontacts closer
encountered and potentially added during routing tendt®ha  to the target than itself.
a higher than average in-degree. By this, the chance thal@ no « The d-entry k,; of the vectork € Ng’” gives the bucket
in one routing table is present in another is slightly highan size for nodes with distaneéto the routing table owner
the chance that a random node is contained in a routing table. (i.e. the bucket size at levél- d).
Still, the probability should be negligible for large netis, o Thei-th row of the matrixL gives the distribution of
as indicated from the agreement of our model with real-world the guaranteed bit gain at distanédo the routing table
measurements. Assumption 6 considers the case that reultipl owner, i.e. the entry.;; = 5 is defined by the number
nodes share the same ID, which can happen by Assumption of IDs with distance that are sorted in buckets covering
4 (independent choice), but is highly unlikely in practiceda a region of2¢~7 IDs each.
hence only a theoretical construct to simplify the derivasi
Assumption 7 is consistent \.N'th various Implementatlonaistribution. Note that in most Kademlia-type systemshsas
whereas others allow interleaving queries as well as mane ﬂ}\/l . .2 :
. : DHT as well as KAD,k is constant. Similarly, the matrik

a concurrently out-standing answers. Steiner et al. present. . . .

. . ._.Is commonly sparse. For instance, in MDHT only one bucket is
analysis of how the latency can be enhanced by |mmed|ate¥ ' .

. - . used for each common prefix length,5g = 1fori =0...56
reacting to a query [11]. However, it is not possible to alsvay . ; . )
select the closest of all returned contacts, resulting irghdr and Li; = 0 in all other cases. KAD is more complicated:

; LEAD = 1, LEAD = 0.75, and LEAP = 0.25 for i < b

hop count and number of contacted nodes. Consequentty, strjb4 . . .
p count a ; . . -d o determine the routing table structure in the KAD systemsThi
parallelism is optimal with regard to our metric of interebie

hop count is <_ju_e tc_; resolving at _Ieagt more bits on the top level, and
' splitting into buckets with prefixesl1, 110, 101 (75% of IDs),
B. Model Overview as well as1001 and 1000 (25% of IDs) for all lower levels.

In the following, the idea is formalized, defining the pa- This completes the introduction of the basic terminology.
rameters governing the routing and the states of the Markb}¢xt, the distribution of closest contacts in a node’s mgiti
chain. table is obtained, which is essential for computing both the

The common prefix lengths of the closest nodes to tiyaitial distribution as well as the transition matrix.
target ID¢ is used to characterize the routing process. BecaLEe
routing is commonly modeled as a monotonously decreasing
process that converges to a distance Oofwe define the We are interested in the distribution of the ClOSQSTE

Furthermore, the network orderinfluences the hop count

Distribution of closest contacts

distance of two nodes andwv to be {a, 5} contacts to a targetin a routing table of a node. Let
the random variableéX, with values inZ;,; be the distance

dist(w,v) = b — commonpre fizlength(id(w), id(v)) of v to t. The random variablél, with values inS,, gives the

= |logy, XOR(id(w),id(v))] + 1, (1) state characterizing the closest neighbors. In the fotigyive

derive the probabilityP(X; = s| X, = d).

whereb is the ID space size anid(v) denotes theé-bit ID of By Assumption 6, the casé— 0 is trivially given by

nodewv. We here use distance to referdést rather than the
XOR distance, unless stated otherwise. 1. s=10

The state of a query is eith@r denoting a terminated query, P(X1=35|Xo=0)= {0’ 20
or the distance of the currently queriednodes to the target 08
t. Formally, the state space is given by So, from now we considef > 0 . The success probability is

Sa = {0} U S’ with ?) det_ermined by the distribution for_the guaranteed_ bit g@(gn

, N o ] defined by thei-th row of the matrixL and the additional bit
So ={e= (21, 2a) € Ziyy 12y < wjpa,j=1...a—1} gain dependent on the bucket size
Aiming to reduce the number of states and consequently P(X; = s|Xo = d)
the storage and computation cost, we assume the vector of
distances to be sorted in ascending order.

It remains to define the parameters influencing the hop
count. We characterize a Kademlia-type system by the ID
space sizéh, the routing paramete and 3, as well as the
routing table parameters and routing table structuré ,
which determines the number of buckets per level as well as

how the ID space is split between those buckets. It remains to obtairP(Xl = 5| Xo = d, La = [).
We start by determining the probability to reach the sfate

Definition lIl.1. A K(b, o, B, k, L)-system is a Kademlia-typeRecall that’s routing table hag,-buckets of nodes that differ

system with the following properties: in the b-d-th bit. Letz be the number of candidate nodes to be
« A b-bit identifier space is used for addressing. in the bucket, i.e. the number of nodes in the respective part
« « parallel iterative queries are send for each lookup. of the ID space. If the bucket contains less ttkgncontacts,

®3)

[
M=

P(X, = s|Xo=d, Ly =)P(Lq=1)

1=0 (4)

S|

P(Xl = S|X0 = d, Ld = Z)Ldl
0



by Assumption 3¢ is one of them with probability,,, = 1. event 2) conditioned on event 1) corresponds to the event
Otherwise, withm candidatest is contained in the bucket that a binomially distributed random variable with_; trials
with probability ¢,,, = -2, = LF“@D” has exactly
the k4 nodes selected among + 1 nodes. If a node has¢; successes. Note that the number of trigls and the
distance at mosi-/ to ¢, there are2?~ IDs it can potentially denominatorl — Fy:(y; — 1) result from conditioning on
have, making up a fractioﬁ— = 29-1=b of all IDs. The M,,...,M;_; and event 1), respectively. Using the above
number of nodest” within a fraction2¢-1-? of the ID space terminology, we get:

is binomially distributed X ~ B(n—2,297!=%) (n—2 because

t andv are excluded), by Assumption 4. So the probability P(M; = (yi, ;)| Xo = d, La = 1, X1 # 0,

thatt is contained in the routing table is computed as Mo = (yo,c0), ..., Mi—1 = (yi_l,ci_l))
n—2 :P(Ml-(l)Zyi|X0:d,Ld:l,X17é®,
P(X1=0[Xo=d, By=1) = Z P(X =m)gm My = (yo,c0)s -, Mi—1 = (yi—1,¢i—1)) (8)
ke ) m=0 P(M; = (yi,¢;)|Xo=d,La=1,X1 #0,
— (";L ) (207170)™ (1 — gty (5) Mo = (yo,¢0), -+ Mi—1 = (yi—1,¢i1), My(1) > y;)
m=0 R .
= (n-2 d—1—b\™ d—i—pyn—2-m _kq - (%((yzl))) (C;fl)p? (1 _pi)Ci
LD I G L .t il z
m=kq+1 For the~'-th distinct value, the probability that there at

If, on the other handt is not contained in the routing table,leastc,, equal values rather than exactly values is derived.
we need to derive’(X, = (81, ...,8,)|Xo = d, Lq = 1) for There might be other contacts with the same distance in the

all (6;,...,0,) € S,. The distribution of distances within bucket, which are not part of the chosencontacts. So, we

one bucket is needed The probability that a contact hadiave:
certain distance corresponds to the fraction of IDs witls thi

distance. Consequently, the cumulative distribution fiomc P(My = (yy,ey)|Xo=d, La =1, X1 #0,

F,,, of the distance of one randomly chosen contact in a bucket My = (yi,e1), ... Mic1 = (yy—1,09-1))  (9)
of contacts with distance at mogt/ is given by B ( 1— Fuy(y) >cw,1
~ olal 1= Fa(yy-1)
Fau(x) = min{1, F}' (6) cy—1
ng th distance st =3 (T 0
for z > 0. Knowing the distance distribution of a random con- _ j Dy Dy
tact, one can derive the distance of thelosest contacts. First, =0

we rewrite the vectoi(dy, ..., d,), grouping identical values. By Eqs[8[® and the fact that
This later allows us to treat the number of nodes with the same
distance as a binomially distributed random variable. More | _ Faay;) = Faaly; —1) 1 - Fau(y))

specifically, the transformatiol/ is applied toX; in order to 1= Fu(y;—1) 1= Fuly -1’
obtain tuplesM, ..., M, € Z?, so that the first componentEq [7 can be simplified to
of M; = (y;,¢;) is thez th smallest value iy, ..., 6,) ande;
is the number of occurrences gf in (41, ..., d-). For reasons  P(X1 = (61,...,0,)| X0 =d,Lg =1)
of presentation, we sét/y = (yo,c0) = (—1,0). As a result, 5 -1
an equivalent expression for the probability distributainX;  — Z <CZ 1> (Fai(yi) — Faa(y; — 1)) (10)
is the following: -\ G '
P(X1 = (61,..,0y)|Xo=d,Lg=1) o eyt Cyis
=P(M(X1) = ((y1,c1); - (y )| Xo = d, La = 1) | Faale) Z ( j )
J:
=(1 —P(X1:@|X0:d,Ld:l)) )

A(Fyi(yar) — Fyi(yer — )Y (1 = Fy () 177
HP = (yi, )| Xo =d,Lq = 1, X1 # 0, (Fai(yy) = Fau(yy = 1)) (1 = Fau(yy)) )

Mo = (0, c0) M1 = (i1, )) We can now determine the _missing te_iﬁar@)_(l = s|Xp =
0= Y0,€0)5 - -» M1 = Wi, Cimt d, B = 1) in Eq.[4, thus completing the derivation of the closest
It remains to compute each factor in [Eg|. 7. We first treat tfe@ntacts distribution.
casei < «/, for which we have to determine the probability
that 1) allC;_1 = kq — Zj c; bucket entries with distance D- Derivation of /
at leasty;_; + 1 are at distance at leagt to the target,  The derivation of the initial distributiod requires the clos-
and 2) there areexactly ¢; such entries. More precisely,est contact distribution as derived above and the distabut



of Xy. For any states € S with initial probability I(s), we bound on the success probability, we minimize the distance

have of a replacement contact bi{“? = d,. In contrast, for a
b lower bound on the success probabilifg!°” = b is chosen,
I(s) = ZP(Xl = 5|Xo = d)P(Xo = d). (11) corresponding to a replacement node with maximal distance
=0 to ¢. In the following, definitions and formulas specific to the

The probability that a random requesting nodeas distance YPP€’ bound are identified by the supersctipt whereas the

1 1 *
d to ¢ corresponds to the fraction of IDs with this distanceUPeSCriptow characterizes the lower bound. We use * to
mean eitheiow or up.

hence
Denote by
P(Xo=d) = w  d=0 (12) Sy
0=% = 2‘;_;1’ d>0" U*(F):{u:(u%,...,ug):uzE{sf,K*}}
E. Derivation of T’ all possible sets of distances of distinct contacts given th

The derivation of T is more complex, but it is baseddistanceig}...7sg). So, in general, we obtain the transition

on similar concepts as earlier steps. L&f be the random Probabilities as
variable for the current state, and; the next state. The
transition probabilityP(4; = s|Ay = so) is derived for all P(A1 = (31, 80)l(Ao = (di, .., dor))
50,5 € S. The probability of the transition from, to s is :Z Z P*(ull) (15)
given by first considering all possible sets @f returned I u€eUs(T)
contacts for states;. For each set of returned contacts, the o _ ) ) )
probability distribution over the set of distinct contaceseds 11 P((ZJ(U, s Z2(B) = (8150 85)|Ao(d) = dj)
to be derived. j=1

We start by considering casé&, = (), for which with Us(D) = {u € U*(T) : topa(u) = (31, ...,8)}. In the
1, s=0 following, we derive the probability?*(u|I") for eachu €
0, 540 U*(T"). The basis idea is to first find a maximal Sét of

’ definitive distinct contacts, and then iteratively deterenfor
holds. The remaining entries of' are of the form each remaining element the probability to be distinct from
P (A; =s|Ag = (dy,...,ds)), where the next states is all elements inY™* as well as contacts queried earlier during
either ) or a vector consisting of the distances of theouting. The probabilityP*(u|I") for u € U(T") in Eq.[15 is
a closest nodes queried in the next step. The probabilityductively computed, conditioning dri*. More precisely, we
P (77 = s7]Ao(j) = d;) for the stateZ7 = s; = (s}, .. .,s?) transform
of the closests nodes in the routing table of theth queried . . N
nodew, is given by Eq[ 4. By Assumptiof, routing tables Pr(u= (uy,...,ug)|l)

P(A1:S|A0=@):{

are chosen independently, so that = P*(u1|[Y*, Z)P* (uy|Y*, T, uy) (16)
P (Zl =5l Z% =5%Ay = (dy,... ,da)) o -P*(u}ﬂY*,Rui, o ’ué*l)P*(uily*’Ruh o ’u}j)
(13) P*(ngf*arvuivaugfl)

=[P (2 =540(j) = d;).
j=1 and determine each factor. For a distanc&nd a queried
fontactu;, let y} be the set of indexeg, i), so thats} = a.

For each of thea considered contacts, the probability of”; : ) i
Since each sef/ contains from the routing table of one node,

termination is obtained from Efl 5, using the bucket gize h disti as e
and thed ;-th row of the matrixZ. The probability to terminate these are distinct, ang*** = argmaz{ly;| : j = 1...a}

in the next step is then given as the complement of the evéptains the maximal numbgr of contacts with ollstarace
that none of the parallel lookups terminates, i.e. that are guaranteed to be unique. So all contacts™itt’ =

Ud“’1 ™% gre unique and have not been contacted before

a=0 a

P (A =0[Ao = (di,...,dd)) becausel, is the minimal distance of all nodes contacted up
o . (14) to this point. In contrast, for the upper bound, earlier stepe
=1-1] (1 — P (Z; =0|40(j) = dj))- not considered for computing the probability of a contact to
J=1 be distinct, i.eY“? = UZ:O ymaz,
If routing does not terminate, it remains to obtain the cdvse The probability that thé-th node returned by; and having
« contacts from a set of3 returned contacts. Lef = distances; tot is identical to an earlier considered one is given
(s,..., s},7 ..., s3) be the distances of the returned contactas the ratio of contacted nodes at distasfeand all nodes
Due to the Markov property, we can only determine uppet distances]. Consequently, we first compute the number of
and lower bounds on the distance of replacement contacts froodescount(s!, Y*,T,ul,...,u]_;) at distances] that have

earlier steps or the requester’s routing table. All knownhrimt been contacted and may be identical. If only nodes from the
contacted nodes have distance at lelastso that for an upper current set of returned contacts are considered, i.e. fer th



upper bound or |fs{ < di, let IV. MoDEL COMPLEXITY

, , In the first part of this section, we determine the space and
count (s, Y* T ut,...,ul_) = [y + {(7, ) : . . L o
A A s ’ computation complexity of deriving the hop count distribat
s) = sh=ul,y<jH-|{p: s = Sfu“ﬂ =rp<i}| Finding that the complexity is at leag2(b®), an evaluation

(17) of the accuracy of smaller ID spaces than the common 128 or

160 bits is considered.
be the number of returned contacts that are potentiallytiickn

to the i-th returned contact of-th queried nodev;. These A. Space complexity

consists of all returned contacts that have been decided to bwe assume that the whole matrix needs to be stored,
unique up to this point. The subtraction follows from thetfagvithout any memory enhancements.

thatv;’s returned contacts are distinct. So if a different contact , ,
returned byv; is identical to some contaet, we know that Lemma IV.1. The storage complexity for computing the

the ¢-th contact is not identical ta». On the other hand, if we hop count distribution of a K(b,a,5,k, L)-system is

are considering the lower bound aazﬁz di , we set (@ (a1g)2b2a .
count(#" Y*,T,ul,. .. 7Uf,1) — ab, (18) Proof: The storage complexity is dominated by the matrix

T € RIS, Consequently,S| needs to be determined.
since each parallel lookup is guaranteed to terminate after
maximally b steps. The non-contacted number of nodgs .
at distances’ is B(n — af,2% 1) distributed. Using the = S

"J ’ =1 . 1
above terminology, + Z Z Z

1] = {0} U{s € 28yt ) < 541, = 1..oa— 1}

tqa=01%q—1=0 i1 =0

w000 |V 1 Jj—1 J J b prza x
P(ui—si|Y,F,ul,...,u,@_l,u1 cou_q) o / / '.'/21dx1dx2'”dxa
n—of _ m 0 Jo 0
= m + count(s]) — (_'ba)
(0%
n—af . . _
n—of si—1-b\" si_1-p\TepTm . I . .
= m (2 : ) (1 - 2% ) The size of the matrif’ is S? and by this the space complexity
m=0 is O (%bm) as claimed. [
m (ah)
m + count(s!,Y*, T, ul, ... ul_,) B. Computation complexity
for (j,i) ¢ Y* and by construction We bound both the computation complexity in terms of

_ _ _ _ _ necessary basic operations of the lower as well as the upper
P*(u] = s][Y*, T uf,...,wf_j,uf,...ul_;) =1 (20) bound.

if (j,i) € Y*. Inserting EqIO and EG_R0 in EG.I16, thd-emma 1V.2. The computation complexity is I_inear with
remaining termP(u|T") in Eq.[I5 is determined. EQL5 now'egard to the network orden, ar_wd polynomial with regard_
gives the transition probabilities for general querieshviite (© the bit numberb. More precisely the number of basic
goal of finding a lower or upper bound on the hop courPerations is of orde (nb>P+2)).

distribution. This completes our derivation ®f°® and 7*?. Proof: We need to analyze the computation costs for the
initial distribution I, the transition matrixl’, and the matrix
multiplication for obtainingP;.

We have modeled the hop count distribution in a Kademlia- Note that in case of botd and 7', the computation of
type system as a Markov chain with aadimensional state v € {«, 8} closest neighbor distribution is essential. The
space corresponding to thecontacted nodes in each step. Weuccess probability given in Elgl 5 can be determine@ im)
derived an initial distribution/ on the closest contacts in theif binomial coefficients are computed iteratively. Notetttias
requester’s routing table and transition matri¢és” and7“? has to be done fo = 1,...,b, resulting in a cost of
for upper and lower bounds on the hop count distribution. The
fraction of queries that need at massteps is consequently Hy = O(n b). (21)
bounded by computing the distributior” and H/** and These probabilities can be precomputed and stored, as ean th
choosing the entry corresponding o values of the cumulative distributiong;; and the binomial

Note that there are various possibilities to map the tramsit coefficients used in Eq_10. Using iterative computations of
probabilities in EqLT5 to entries in the matrices. Any bil& powers and binomial coefficients, the cost for these computa
mapping fromS'to Z, 5 (i.e. the row/column index) is suitable.tions is
On the basis of such mapping, we analyze the storage and 5 )
computation complexity in the next section. Hp = O(b” + max{a, 5}°) (22)

F. Summary



The termb? for the CDF computations follows because theréEq.[IT and EJ._18). So an additional COS(’,b(nozﬁQo"B) per
areO(b?) functions (one for eacti, ! € Z;. 1), each taking up set of returned contacts is needed. Furthermore, for each of
to b distinct values. Assuming precomputation, one evaluatithese combinations the function, is applied, which is a
of Eq.[T0 has computation co&(yx) for k = max{ky : d = factor of O (aQﬁ). The total complexity of transition matrix
0...b}. To see this, consider that the sum frarto ' —1 has computation is hence
at mosty — 1 summands that are products of terig; (y;) —
F4,(y; — 1) and binomial coefficients. The remaining factor
for the last term has at most summands, each consisting
of at mostk, + 1 factors. Note that for each pait, [, there Hr =0 ((ﬂ 1) a(8+2) H ﬁﬁmamo‘ﬁ
ared — | distances a node in the respective bucket can have.
Therefore, the number of evaluations for a given distadice (25)
is, similarly to Lemmd IV, bounded by
d dl e It remains to determine the overhead of matrix multiplicati

Z Z Z Z 1 The target is definitively reached after at mést 1 steps,

since the distance of the first lookup decreases by at least on

0 (/d /y’z /””Q /”2 Ldadi s dz) 23) in each step. Each matrix multiplication take§? operations.
= s 1 ... a
0

By the proof of Lemmd IVl the complexity of the matrix
o /d La—2yd (9( ! m“)
= e — Z Z =
0o ! (v +1)!

operations is hence
For the initial distribution, the computation cost is hence Hy =0 (1S]b) = (9<
given by

=1 64=000-1=0 61=0

(a!)? bM“) (6)

H; =0 ( b°‘+20zli) , (24)

(a+2)!
summarizing oved = 1...b. The additional computation cost
of the requester’s distance distributi&f in Eq.[12 isO(b) (as

usual, we assume that powers of two are calculated itejative
which is clearly dominated by the computation cost of closes

neighbor distribution. =0 (nb +b® + max{a, 8} + ak 1 pet?
In contrast, for computing the transition matrix, one first (a+2)!

Summarizing over all computation costs, the total complex-
ity is

Hy+Hp+ Hr+Hr+ Hy

[e3%

has to consider all possibles returned values for each state 1 2008 1a(B+2)
Ap = (di,...,ds). The number of returned sets is determined ((ﬁ T II B+ 2) keff72% nb
based on Ed. 23 with = 3. | =1
b d2
L L (al)? )
O d5+1 . 5+1

(Z_ B+ Z RCESIE
—0 1 ’ sy [T 2514 d basic operations by Eqs.]21,122] 24] 25, 26. Treating
- (B+ 1D J, Lo T1...0Ta «, and as constant factors gives the claimed complexity.

1 2543 n

=0 — :8+1 / + d d

<((ﬂ+1)!)°‘/ B+2 o
0| “ﬂ*“Hil C. Reducing the ID i
- o ; i . Reducing the ID space size

(B+1)Y) i IBE2d g P

po(8+2) H From LemmalIV.l and_1V]2, we can see that both the
(B+ 1) )er (B+ 2) storage and the computation complexity is polynomial in the
bit-size b for a relative high degree polynomial. In contrast,

For each set of returned contact all possible distinct sate hthe dependence on the network orderis only linear for

to be evaluated. This results in a fachr(2°‘5). The prob- the computation complexity, whereas the storage complexit
ability of each contact being distinct is determined(n) is independent of.. Though the dependence @nand § is
operations by Eq. 19, however, it is possible to precomhée texponential, both can be assumed to be small. For instance, i
probabilities for all distance$and(a—1)5+1 values of count « = 3, the number of entries in the matrix can be precisely

=0



computed as Based on Eq[_27, we can consider the trade-off between
accuracy and computation speed in terms of the network order

{F}YU{(s1,50,83) € Z}1 : 51 < 52 < s3}| n.
is i 2 .
. i i 22 1 Theorem IV.4. When the error is supposed to be bounded by
N Lo Lo § for someC > 0, b = [log,(n—2-~)] achieves the required
i3=012=0141=0 2\""In1/5
it 5 accuracy.
(14 Z is(is + 1) Consequently, the storage complexityliglog**n) and the
N — computations complexity i® (npolylog(n)) for a constant
3=

arbitrary small error 4.

b+1 2
= <1 +0.5- Z(z§ + z'3)> Proof: For x = 0 in Eq.[27, we can determine an upper
bound on the minimal value fdr to achieve an error of less

_ (1+05 ((b+1)(b+2)(2b+3) L (ot 1)(b+2)))2 thand. SetC' = 25 in the following. From

i3=1

6 2

_ _ n _ _ 75 n
_<1+(b+1)(b+2)(2b+6))2 §<1-(1-p)"<1-(1-=-277)"
12 it follows that
In practice,b = 128 andb = 160 are typically used, corre- - 1
sponding to the length of MD-5 and SHA hashes. For these b = log, 1_oi/n

sizes, the matriXI" has 134062161025 and 502058690721 _
entries, respectively. Assuming 32 bit float numbers, thisrémains to show that for large enough,

amounts to roughlp00G B and 1870G B, respectively. 1
Consequently, the computations are too expensive to presen 1_si/n <Cn
an alternative to extensive simulations. However, the depe
dence on the actual ID space size can be expected to be snRalriting results ind < (1 — —n) Because(1 — %)"

at least if the number of IDs decisively higher than the numbeonverges ta:—1/, there exists:, such that
of nodes. The following Lemma provides an upper bound on
the influence ob. (1 B L) o o 2/C _ Inlfs _ g

Lemma IV.3. Consider two Kademlia-type systeni§ — Cn

K(b,a,8,k, L) and K = K(b,a, 8, k, L), such that
e b<b
o k[0..b] = k, i.e. the vectork contains exactly thé + 1
first entries ofk
e L[0..0)[0..0] = L, i.e. the matrixL is the square matrix
containing the firsb + 1 first entries ofL.

The fraction of terminated queries aftéhops in K and K Note that by using Ed._27 rather than the approximation
differs by at most in Theorem[1V.#, the bound oh can be further reduced.
. However, Theore 1Vl4 proves that the number of bits needed
py S [ ny n—j for a certain accuracy grows at most logarithmically in the
P -rolsi-3 (- e V9 9 y

Therefore, for large enouglh > log, (”mf/a) ensures that

|P*(i) — P*(i)| < 6.

The storage complexity i€ (log>**n) by LemmallV1
with & = O (logn), the computation complexity of
O (npolylog(n)) follows from Lemme1V.2. [ |

network size.
In this section, we have seen that the storage complexity
27k = min{ky : d = 0...b}, and x € of our anal_ytical _solution _is polylog in the_ number of nodes,
whereas simulation require at least a linear overhead. The
computation complexity is slightly higher than linear, but
Proof: Note that the two systems only behave differerdimulations are bound to require a similar cost for esthbiip
in case there at least nodes that share a common prefix ofhe routing tables, not even considering the actual routing
Iength at Ieasb with the target, but not with a common preflx performance Our results in Sectiplh V and Secfiod VII show
length ofb. Recall that the query is considered successful hat our algorithm can easily compute hop count distrimsio
the next step after reaching a node with common prefix lengdr large network sizes.
b by Assumption 6 (see Sectibn IIItA) i, but not necessary
in K. The probability that two nodes share a common prefix of V. VERIFICATION AND SCALABILITY
lengthb to b—1is p = 27° — 27, The number of nodes with
this property is hencé(n,p) distributed. The claim follows In this section, we compare the model with static simula-
directly. m tions as well as real-world measurements.

J=0

with p = 270 —
{up, low}.
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Fig. 1: Model vs. Simulation: Cumulative hop count disttibn of MDHT, iMDHT, and KAD (100K nodes)
A. Model verification slot in the corresponding bucket. In this way, maximallyl ful

l?uckets are realized, which cannot be guaranteed by the real
yv’orld protocol. The routing algorithm progresses stepewis
Eanys queryingy nodes and processing all answers, before
contacting the next set of nodes. We generateéchetwork
topologies uniformly at random, and routed to five distinct,
randomly selected, target nodes from each node’s routing

We have chosen three routing table structures: MDH
iMDHT, and KAD, as they are described in Sectioh II. As fo
the routing parameters, we focus on the two settings whi
are used by widely-used Kademlia implementations=( 3,
f=2)and @ =4, 5 =1).

The error rate is chosen as = 0.001, which can be
expected to be far below the confidence intervals length tgﬁ:l? &Ik anf1b show th i lative h ¢
simulation results. By Ed._27, the number of bits needed far 'gure an show Ine resutting cumtuiative hop coun

the desired accuracy are TOK, KAD), 18 (100K, MDHT o Lat B0, 0 & 6 T TR, 8 od nemworke and
and iIMDHT), and 21 {0M). The first value is lower for KAD y

than MDHT and iMDHT, because KAD has a bucket size otPe .tWO set; of routing paramete_rs. Fgrthgrmore, 968
10 rather tharg confidence interval of the simulations is given. Upper and
o _ . lower bounds are extremely close (at most an absolute differ
For validation, we use the simulation framework GTN

. . nce of0.2%), and both are within the confidence interval of
[12], a tool for network analysis. GTNA offers a variety 0t51e simulation. The negligible difference between the uppe

metfics for a.nalyz?ng graphs, as well as an easily exte*E'Sil%lnd lower bounds can be expected, seeing that the success
rout_lng algorithm |_nterface. We extended the framework b robability for the first two steps is identical and most exut
adding the MDHT, iMDHT, and KAD networks, as well as th erminate within three hops. The parameters 3,3 = 2 and

Kademlia routing algorlthﬁi We choose GTNA rather than an _ 4,3 = 1 are hard to distinguish from the two graphics,

ever?tj?alsed jlrln(ljjlator fotr varl(_)(;Js rehason?. .IMOSt 'n:qumambut the later achieves a slightly higher success rate fon eac
ourinitial modet does not consider churn, farure, and wagy -hop. We discuss the impact of the routing algorithms as well
latencies between peers. Including such behavior in the SITL the routing table structure in SectiGmIVIl. Al in all, the

ulation environment will inevitably lead to derivations thfe results show a strong agreement between the model and the

analytic _results an_d th_e _obsgrved hop counts. Hoyve\_/er, Its'ﬁnulations, indicating that the derivation and implenagion
not possible to easily distinguish between these derinatimd are indeed correct

actual faults in the model. Using a network simulator withou

enabling real network conditions is an overhead with regaRi Scaling to large networks

to storage space, computation time as well as implementatio In this section, the hop count distribution is analytically

complexity. GTNA can easily scale tbM nodes, which is computed for networks of0M nodes. Besides showing that

hard to achieve by an event-based simulator, e.g. OverSine model easily scales, it is essential to see that theghvee

[13]. between upper and lower bounds is acceptable for giving
The networks are generated as follows: Each noidegiven meaningful performance bounds. As can be seen in Figures

a 128-bit identifier, its routing table is constructed by tfir2d and2b, upper and lower bounds remain extremely close,

randomizing the list of nodes. Nodes in the list are considerdiffering at most by0.5% in case of MDHT usingy = 4 and

iteratively and added to’s routing table if there is an empty 8 = 1.
In general, we see that lookups terminate fastest in the KAD

1The code is available gt: https://github.com/stef-rod#Wa/tree/grouting  System, and faster in iIMDHT than MDHT, for all considered


https://github.com/stef-roos/GTNA/tree/grouting
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Fig. 2: Cumulative hop count distribution of MDHT, iMDHT, drKAD (10M nodes), Analytic bounds and simulation are
extremely close and appear identical
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network sizes and routing parameters. Note that the diffexe remaining distance values are chosen as the highest distanc
between the two routing algorithms is more noticeable thah, of the currently queried nodes (for an upper bound on the
for 100K nodes. Interestinglyy = 3, 5 = 2 achieves a higher hop count) and the overall maximal distancebdbits (lower
success rate for MDHT from the third hop onwards. bound), analogously to Sectignllll. Formally, the stélg f

is added to characterize an unresponsive node. Assume that
X, is the distance of thg-th closest contact;, and Ly is

After validation the model in a controlled environment, wene guaranteed bit gain as in Section IIl. Then the probtgbili
compare our results with real-world measurements to sa if Qistribution of contactd’; returned byv; is given by

assumptions are too far from reality to produce meaningful

results. Because real-world KAD routing tables have been P =sX;=d Lq=1)= (28)
shown to contain a lot of stale entries as well as missingesntr | p, s=O0ff

[4], [B], it is expected that the results of our model differ (1—p)P(Y; =s|X; =d,La=1,s % Off), s#Off"

from the measured ones. It remains to ascertain how large th

divergence is. In practice, hop counts have been measured’it; = s|X; = d, B = l,s # Off) is determined in Egs.
KAD of 1M nodes[[4]. The measured average hop count @[3, and’ID. One more change has to be made with regard
3.08 is reasonably higher than our predictioreof1. Note that t0 the model in Sectiofll. The lower bound on the success
we compare the results of our model to the resulf bf [4] rathERte relies on the fact that the distance to the target dsesea
than [5], [11] or [6], because the first considers locatingsfil in every step. This cannot be guaranteed because of falisbac
with a high number of replicates rather than source-detsina due to failures. For this reason, a hops-to-live countéy is
lookups and the latter only gives latencies. The network hagded, which is the maximal number of routing steps until
been found to have about% of stale contacts as well asthe query is aborted. As a result, at mesunt = hil - «
about15% of missing entries, which are bound to slow dowfodes can be contacted during routing, rather than the sound
the routing process. As a consequence, obtaining reasond¥pvided by Eq[Il7 and Eq. 118. Note that this change only
bounds on deployed networks requires enhancing our mod¥luences the lower bound on the success probability. Fer th
to deal with churn and routing tables incompleteness. In th@per bound, Ed. 17 still applies because all earlier steps a
next section, we give an initial approach for dealing witdisregarded.

failures and routing table incompleteness, which closes th Our modification regarding bucket incompleteness is sim-

C. Real-world measurements

gap between the model and reality. ple: We reduce the bucket size to a distance-dependent facto
c[d] of its actual value. An accurate model is to use level-
VI. EXTENDING THE MODEL dependent distributions on the actual number of nodes per

In this section, we exemplary show how to modify the modélucket, however, it is unlikely to obtain representativéada
to account for stale entries and bucket incompleteness.  while designing the systems, so that aggregates offer ptpba
The model treats non-responding contacts as follows: Withsimilar accuracy and reduce the complexity both in terms of
a probability of 1 — p, a queried node is online and returngomprehensibility and actual computation cost.
new contacts following the distribution described in Seti The remainder of this section deals with the comparison
[ otherwise there are no returned values for this contadf the extended model to measurements. Without considering
If less thana distinct contacts are returned altogether, thieucket incompleteness, the average hop count is bounded



by 2.90 and 2.91 (with ht! = 7, which achieve99.7% of is bound to be more obvious when the fraction of stale entries
successfully terminated queries) for a stale entry pate0.1 is high because of the increased use of fall-back contacts.
in a KAD network with1M nodes. This is still considerably Indeed, in the absence of churn, about half a million nodes
lower than the bound 08.08 observed in [[4]. However, are needed folR; » to have a lower hop count for MDHT,
their measurements reveal that there are in average alfputbut for KAD the threshold is only reached at half a billion
missing entries per bucket. Indeed, the average hop couotles. As expected?; » deals with churn more effectively
is increased ta3.0 for both upper and lower bound if thedue to the high number of returned contacts to choose from.
bucket size is reduced to[d] = 0.9 for d = b —9...b Assuming a stale entry rate @06%, the average hop count in
andc[d] = 0.8 for d < b — 9 of its actual value (in rough MDHT is increased by up t8% for Rs o, but more than2%
agreement with the per-level averageslin [4]). The remginifior R, ; assumingd million participants (about the estimated
difference can be explained by using averages for the ngissipopulation of MDHT). The relative performance degradation
entries rather than the actual distribution. Despite thpeeted increases with the network size due to the the longer routes,
discrepancy between theory and measurements, our maatekhat forl B nodes, a divergence of up 84% occurs.
more than halves the error rate from5%, provided by Interestingly, for common real-world networks of\/ to
Stutzbach and Rejaie when integrating all of the above im thé0M nodes, the change fronRs;, to Rs; would have
analytic model, to merel®.67%. In conclusion, our model can decreased the hop count in the KAD system for a very low
be extended to include failure rates and bucket incompdsten stale entry rate, but not in MDHT, which actually introduced
as long as rough estimates of these parameters are knowrthis change. Note that the number of contacted nodes per hop
is not increased by a high value fgr, but grows linearly
VIl. L ESSONSLEARNED with «. Overall, an increased number of returned contédts

_ ) ) . preferable to an increased degree of parallelisin dynamic
In this section, we analyze the influence of the routing..orks with a non-negligible stale entry rate.

parametersy and 3 as well as the routing table structure on tha second part of this section deals with the impact

the average hop count and the resilience to stale entries. 5o o, itiple buckets per level. For the evaluation, we first

this purpose, we denote the routing algorithm with pararmsete,,,hare KAD to a Kademlia with the same limited number of
a andf by Rq,s. Furthermore, MDHT and KAD refer to the contacts per level, i.e; = 80 contacts on the first level and

routing table structures in the corresponding systemped- k; = 50 for 7 < b on all lower levels, denoted Kademlia80:50.

dent of the routing algorithm. Networks of order= 2°-1000 Furthermore, the 5 buckets on the same level are responsible

are evaluated fof = 0...20, i.e. our model scales easily Uptq, gitferent sized fractions of the ID space in KAD. In order
to 1B nodes. As in Sectiofi]V, the error rate is chosen §§ oyajuate the influence of such a skewed split, a KAD
¢ = 0.001. Only upper bounds on the hop count are presentgd, o4 KAD4) with bucketsl11, 110, 101, and 100 for all
in favor of_re_adablllty. Hoyvever, results for th_e lower baisn |\, levels, together with the respective version of Kaligm
are very S|m|I§\r and entail the same conclusions. (Kademlia80:40) is analyzed. Furthermore, churn and nguti
For all considered parameters, the hop count has been sh@@fe incompleteness are also included in the evaluatigingu
to increase at most logarithmic with = 2* [I]. However, if {he harameters from SectiBilVI: The stale entry rate is anose
the number of contacts per level is limited bythe expected 45 1, the bucket size is reduced B of its actual value for
out-degree increases by whenever the number of nodespe first10 levels ando.s for the remaining levels.
doubles, so‘that the average shortest path length is of OrdeExpectations on the hop count can be derived from the
d=0 (m) (solving (ik)? = 27) rather than = log n.  expected bit gain per level: KAD offers a slightly lower
Due to the extremely short routes observed in large networkét gain on all levels but the first (Seél[4], Eq. 6). In
the hop count can be expected to follow a similar dependencentrast, KAD4 offers a slightly higher expected bit gain
Indeed, the sub-logarithmic routing complexity is viseati as than Kademlia80:40 on all levels. So, we can expect KAD
a slight curvature in the log plot (see Figlile 3), which is enoto have a worse performance in terms of the average hop
noticeable if the number of contacts per level is higher.  count than Kademlia80:50. In contrast, KAD4 is bound to
We start our evaluation of real-world systems by analyzimutperform Kademlia80:40 from some threshold on, at least
if the change fromRs 5 to R4 ; in MDHT actually decreases in the absence of churn. Note that the average degree is
the average hop count. In addition, we also consider thmver in KAD/KAD4, because the one bucket in the respective
influence on the KAD routing table structure. In order t&ademlia version is full if all KAD buckets are full, but not
evaluate the impact of churn, the fractigrof stale contacts is vice versa. Consequently, resilience to node failures lshoel
varied betwee.0 and0.2. It can be expected that for smalletigher in Kademlia.
networks, the use of a higher value faractually increases The results agree with the above expectations, but also show
the success rate because more routing tables are considerabat the influence of multiple buckets is small, as can be
each hop. However, when the network size increases, the higien in Figurd_3b. In the absence of churn, the advantage
fall-back in case of duplicates or failures f8r= 1 is bound of Kademlia80:50 is barely noticeable, being always in the
to decrease the performance, so that there is a threshald frorder of 0.006 to 0.007 hops. On the other hand, when
which onR3 » achieves shorter routes. The advantag®gf considering churn and bucket incompleteness, Kademb&80:
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Fig. 3: Comparison of routing parameters and routing tablecgires on the average hop count

has an advantage of up 604 hops due to the higher fraction

of queries that terminate in the first hops. The differencrﬁ]
between KAD4 and Kademlia80:40 is even less, at Mdxt2
hops. In the absence of churn, KAD4 indeed achieves a syight%/‘
reduced hop count, whereas Kademlia80:40 has a similar
small advantage when considering churn. Note that multiple
buckets per level reduce the average routing table size B3}
about 7 (KAD) and 2 (KAD4). Given that routing tables [4]
usually contain hundreds to thousands of contacts, suctakh sm

constant storage advantage is negligible.

(5]

All'in all, our results indicate that multiple buckets reduc [g)

the routing table size slightly, but only have a positiveceff

on the average hop count if the churn rate is low and the L
space is split equally. Indeed, the observed advantage of @y

equal split between multiple buckets can also be achieved
a modified replacement algorithm in one bucket, which peefe

7

contacts that enhance the diversity of the IDs in the buckefyg;

VIIl. CONCLUSION

We have introduced a scalable accurate computation of

[11]

[12]

hop count distribution in Kademlia-type systems, the only
widely deployed structured P2P systems. Both simulatiods a
measurements validate our model. Furthermore, we demon-
strated the utility of our model by analyzing common design
decisions in Kademlia-type systems, showing that retgrnin
B > 1 contacts per query is essential for achieving shorter
routes both in static as in dynamic environments. In addjtio
we found that having multiple buckets per level does not nec-
essarily increase the performance but degrades the resilie
and suggest a modified replacement strategy to combine the

higher resilience of a single bucket per level with the iased

bit gain of multiple buckets.

Whereas the model covers all common routing table struc-
ture, alterations in the routing process, such as inteirigav

gueries and recursive routing as well as a vulnerabilityyais

of the systems in face of attacks remain future work.
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