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3. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

OpenFlow risks repeating the errors of other insecure net-
work management protocols (e.g. Telnet, SNMPv2, TFTP)
where physical security was initially the only security and
adoption of transport security lagged. The potential of Open-
Flow includes controlling enterprise switches over the Inter-
net to manage branch-office networks or to offer “network-
management-as-a-service” to others. Without wide-spread
adoption of strong protocol security, OpenFlow will be un-
able to expand into those roles.
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