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(software defined network) ™

#% (information-centric networking)
A A @
B
2.4 DNS RSITMABERMEZA
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A 77205 ik DNS DDoS Zrai il 75 =CAH AL,
AR . AN DNS SURTOR Bt 1122
fifRsRng, BFEXTIFA DNS MRS w00 4Ry, i uEldy
IR TP A DL AR R R v B
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(2) 1EyEhIE IR 1P A 6

S5 Bk R Sk 2 Mok #5 R O% 1) O i DNS 16
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BLAENE, X it B AT I i, it mT DARR
# DNS &SHBCKIE . RFC2827/BCP38 KN
W R BN D EROR, DU Bt
iRy TP d 61K 42 DNS S TSR Bt
BT RARFRE, 18 Sp X — U W25 iR 25 T 4t
R, FEOZITRRA R IZ N, DNS i1
e K AEZ TP 5040 0 1 770 R o

(3) MR ANE Pe B i &

ik 15 BE DNS [ KBt il &= £ 2
#| Anycast A, TEBGEHE, RIFTBOCH 2B
RIEFNIE Anycast FHE GO TR R
VeIt ug, B KR ) S ORI E AT MR
B, AT A 25805 S S O B i
2.5 EE DGA AR AR
251 ATFELEagbm#E K

P B R AE X 4 2 A A I A, K
WA TN B E R DGA 340 70 Hh i
WHRINE. R OLT B B ER A
Wia TR, BIEE AT 7T DGA IR, fEXh 2 mr
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DGA 4 — BRI IEHIRAZKIRZ, bk
4 & DGA 34 (1) — AN RBERFE, DA FEAR Ay
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RSr I 77 A DA MG BE U 1Y) DGA 3844 . ik,
BT I8 SRR I R . A OB I
L BAT — B 1 DGA 34 2 BE LA BR
1, REFLFREEX, BHEEESIE.
Ahluwalia 2 ORI ANE S5 44E, T T
AR BB R, AR KEAFK DGA
4 . Agyepong W@k # F 4 h AT
(unigram) PLRWFEFRF (bigram) I ARfENL, 1
KL BE B JmdE P B A Jaccard ZRECRAINE &
Y. WEMEHARKRRE, 12 DGA A5 IEH
A ORI AR R AR, A oA i S e s
TEARAEIA BIAERA AT IR, ELAS Dy o0t T F ko
253 ATRESGEMEAR

DGA A /E— 2 b 2xitp DNS it L
FEEEOL, B, A AR AT RS AE O R A A
F7E (non-existent domain, NXDOMAIN) i,
NXDOMAIN i 5 3 B fift b &5 1 A7 208 Kk 44 1)
2103 . Antonakakis 258 T ix — FHER H T
— PR NXDOMAIN it &kl DGA 544 (177
. Zhou ZEMVE IR — DGA 4 4541844
HA R R RS, QSR REE 1 2 S A4
DGA 154, #RJ57E DNS Jifdh 3k iz 42k
BRI B, AT DA [ B o e [ — ST e R A )
DGA $54H .

BT E A AT IS U AR B AT DLIA BB 1
RIS, AH R AE SEBRAEIE X MO I AN E
K25 DNS & K2 5 EETL RN
B, TR AR — TR FLRE I R PR A 55
S BRI AR R A
254 ERTAEF I 9 mEAR

FETHLEEE TN DGA A AR R L4
SR T, FLAH AT M+ AR 5 DNS Bl 5 18

R UARARL, ME—RIZERIZE T, DGA I kil i
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LM E 2, DGA 344 kil == 248 A 2R
KL, I IE #1844 DGA 144 1515 U PER
SERVRRIE B ZE R AT RIS, W HREEE
N K-means 20PN,

FEMB oI, R AR Gl a8 2% ] BRI
DGA 344 (1138 FH 722 S iU 44 I 85 MR A,
WAKE., M. TEER. SR AW
Ee&, SRiE1% REPZP DT KINNPOL
SVMPIEE 73 J g8 ik BRI H (1. AEZEIH LA 2 >
BRI T RAESEHL, A ) RIS PR o

FE B 2], R FIRFE S 2 HoR Kl DGA
44 A R AR AR BN THEIURFE, 2%
P CATI A HERR PRI REE . LSTM B &K
21 fe I A AR TF I SCARRHIEE 21 RE T, & DGA
e AR o B S = (G 1 2N - S [ W
Woodbridge 25 R L T LSTM £ £ 73 24T 55 rhoit
HHE AT AR R, AR A I H 44 2 R
HAEAS R DGA 4. 2 J& Tran 2P
Chen Z5 Vet ik — ) A, $HH T — R U 1
iR IT %, HAzo MA@ Bl sh A E, $2
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network, RNN) M A s xd BRI 2% ( generative
adversarial network, GAN) [} DGA H 4k
IR N ORI MR % . IR SO m g T
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%4 RNN, LSTM. GAN it &%ttt

[BES = (793
RNN BA—mIILRe S, MRHIRES S B — e s REFHNILIZRE S, 50 BB g BRI
S HOABEUPEAR R 380 4% 7= A= e v 1 il
LSTM AALL RNN HAEKWIETG ), EXARFEIMARES TSR 7 A 5w R
Ab B E AU Tz 8
GAN A O PRI GE, B E TR K DGA  AbHE B HUT 5 BdE 17 76 26 i 2% e UL S8R S0, )
AR IR B ) 45 o DA DT 6 BE 1) 15 510 50808 1 ke
#=5 ETHWEZIK DGA R EMIEA
37 R WA 5 3] A JCHk B S I MRASURFALE $EHX AR B
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SCHR[S1] K-means e S = i
k=t TGN 28 % > SCHR[52] RF EZ S 2 &
JCHR[53] RF N 2 i
SCHR[54] DT RF Zhk j =5 %
SCHR[SS] DT e 2 &
SCHR[56] SVM KNN Ak I=A S
SCHR[57] SVM EZEN] & i
WL SCHR[58] LSTM L45% % 7
SCHRIS9] LSTM EZ S i 2
Cik[60] LSTM EZ S & 2
SCik[61] RNN —rk %5 &
SCHR[62] GAN ZhrEk 4 &

5 DNS H S fa v i) 2 40597 77 S pde th o AT
M DNS L0t DNS B iE. DNS f#fTFR
il 3 /NJ7 THDOHE AE SR 1) DNS 22 & 547 77 AT 18
455534,
3.1 DNS Xl

DNS FIRRCIR 73 A1 454 A SRS PR S, 3
B EA B R 9 #4200 58 DNS 224543
R %z — R A T O RS E i . H T
KT DNS EFLUHIEARTT REZEQFLLT 3 4
Ji T .

(1) %:F P2P MZ% ) DNS %71l

FT P2P (peer to peer) W 45 4 2k 35117 1 4RF A
WEFUA AR P2P #E50NH) DNS fifffr #4t. P2P
P2 R AAEAE LA AL BT R AR, K
2R BTIRAUIR 55 M BAE R — D RlLE, B RR
A, X DDoS By AAT sk, Wik T Chord
HI2N 251844 k%% (dynamic domain name service,

DDNS) W21 3t Kademlia ] P-DONAS 4
%191 #£ DDNS Fi P-DONAS M2 1, DNS 154
A7 AR 2R A sUa 75 % (distributed
Hash table, DHT) e, FtLLXFFH 254k T
DHT 1) RUF754545PE, B DHT Ef*—4> DNS i
S B\ W U, HHAE 2 B 3 A AR R 55
WA, HA UPTA RS2 AR, BE A 4
FR, &AL DNS TR
T P2P (1) DNS ZH 0ok 5 & BAR BB A
P DN FL i R R 10 1, L A7 AE — 2 J BR A
o BIEAEIR, P2P WL HIBIE 7 2 ki kA
BE I BT 1 5, 2428 B Eh i, — 4% DNS
i) AT RELE 2 A KIS LEFY) P2P W45 55 1
BEATFE S, DNS fENTRCR I B R 4.
o HAEhiE, P2P M Zgdh = 30 UEHHE Sk
RIMLE], %58 % DNS I .
o HHRTUA, P2P MG T s AR B AT
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X PLE e AE AN A SEFREE T S Al SE D SR 23
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BN, T 2R DNS BBt . B AT
ITHIFE T IX P 0B i) DNS /2347 Bitcoin
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/& Bitcoin 5 —MTAERSE, Al RIS 5
£ .bit #&t DNS k4. Namecoin £ T Bitcoin
M2 K2 B h eI, R 24 Bitcoin #E_EAF %
(58 5y Bs B 45 oM bit TP HUhEX N R &R, %
XN R R K AT N X, PRIUEAH B 344 7]
PL—HBE# i 1A . #R1M, Namecoin #3410 %15 B
HMPEHIE BAEAAAEERE b, A R G0 I i 28
At E IR K, SBOMEY R EAAE—ZEN )R
FRYE. T R xX —inf 8, R4 (5 B (G
B0 EA74417) Blockstack R4 ##E H . Blockstack
7E X P i b A LR A7 2 2 42 145 SR T it
W US4 . ARG E BRI E, KR4
AR BAEMEAE AN EE b, SEBL T Bl P A
PERPEI 0B, $E 7 X HREE DNS 9 .

BT XHUEER) DNS by gt (e — 1k
JRIRTE. 51548 DNS AN, H i 38 e
(I AE AT 4 B8 5 SEBRI DNS 3815 THlh 51%2
R, BT XHREER) DNS, Wi s 15
MRS 51%ME Sy, R —F DNS 37 PA
PEEEHESL, B REN LIRS TOVEIRIE.

(3) FTARBCE A DNS #i il

PER I HIR M RGNS 13 MRS &, K
ZE I E NS #R LLIX Se Ay ity . DNS MR A0
A2 S B XU, AT BLIE T DNS AR DO
SERHEAR . A2, EEEZORRHXEBG,
PEWT TN G1 2 H DNS AR b 7 %60 T

MRECEE ) DNS R 2o i 7 A EaFE T
4 RPN BEUAR, 7R A IS AT IR S5 S b B
BEAT AR, AH S TAEAR R ST — MR IR S5 35+
Dy, K 80 70 MR A ) 3 1) B2 AR I Dy
PEHAR AT AT, DABRACAR I3 fie by 22 B s T
R, NS IS AE AR IR SS A%, TR IR 2% 4%
iy B AT AN 35 DL R DX B A /D ] 4R )
PLAR: BRI, WIARARSS S, K 13 MR
55 54 B OCHRE, 3@id Anycast FARSEHL
YRR 8 AR DX (R AT o

BT AU ) DNS AR 2 b O A A 5 2 1 55
MR , KR 5% 28 1A A AT LB 4 381 5 A
T, fE—EFERE b n] DA ARt 5o 4 e 3 ) Bt
207 E R R A ISR 54 1) DNS i,
R DX E A AT VR T LR % 73 FC LA (Internet
Assigned Numbers Authority, IANA), R J7il
R IRV R AR, TDSRAFAE
3.2 DNS mZEIAIE

LG FF IR ) DNS AT i Rk = o) £ 4 2 sk
PEFI ISR 78 B A% 1 ORY, T3 DNS & 5 %
B Bt . BEE B EOR IR, s EoR 5]
N DN SR O B et A% i i 42 P S0 S R 5 B 4 52
B2 K. HET DNS I JGEHEOR F 2 a5
TR

(1> DNSSEC I \iiE

PR THE4TE554H (Internet Engineering
Task Force, IETF) #ig 2 T-H7 25 4 Fa N
INIE ) DNSSEC (domain name system security
extensions ) /7 & LA DNS fifthfr 45 SR B etk
DNSSEC &y DNS RIS A% A7 it HH AN 35k 5 ]
FMARIN 205, I H S ZORIAREA TT

RIRIRAGPRALZE AL VI, I — 26 AR X

TR IBGANIE S 1T4E. /£ DNS fdridfE+,
DNSSEC i (5 AE8E B TR R, I8 244 Ik
TE— IR B A v 5, AT fRIE DNS fi#
WA 25 R LIRS BL 0, A 2804 DNS R Mot -
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(2) DNSCurve JI# AIiE

DNSSEC Ff- A% DNS s A S b A7 inE, R
R ZE A B0 IE DNS Hdfa (3L, Wt DNS 1)
GBS, 2 iE R S Sk EE . v T ORIE
DNS il GE MR R b i R v, AN DR
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(3) Wi E Ik
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protocol, UDP) f&4i 44, UDP £ 2% | B SCAEHT,
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