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% (CAiF1i. ROA. CRL. J5%) .
o JEY: AR VORI RAN SO R CA R
TV SEAARE SR CA UE 5. ROA Flik .
HFIN CRL #13, AFHIGUE R
o VEA: FERTURLERAN SO R CA R
AN SEARAT A8 F AL B R A A 220
It CA [ ME B 4 X0 % .
iR 6 R EIRAE TR, AT TR A
RATRERAER R BN W4T, J5 3 Fhig ZE R 7%
BLZE R A SN CA IEPIAAE]. ZEREN
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WZIA R HAT, RPKI[FPORE £ ZER A 1) 2
FEERI (hosted model) , CA ¥4 H CIFTRIZEF!
FVHAZZS 1K RIR &8, (/D E) ISP R A
TRV KAV (delegated model) o A
SCKH S BOREE RAT s U T EL A S CA TR
ZRIRI CA FONSZ 3 CA, X525 CA P
IS BRI 525 CA 1 FJ2 CA LURAMNIKL
Hi o R 2 FUH T AEPIM PERHZE R AT U BT,
PIANBRIR 73530 T DA 52 3 CA (1) CA RS S ALt
HZERAT RPN SR EAT IR S A

F2 AETFEBEEXTAHITHESRE

MEIR AR SRR
T CA I, B B VORI VORI

BB R RATR CAGER RS N ARAYIE 1K RIR

CA %FHE CA B, AT XS
PTG R

Ah AW BT REH CAIBR MUK T %E CA KB

ik e MBR. SRESA e WER. BUAEFSH

BB

g T 525 CA IEEk
i KRG TTHEAT R4
EFS 0T B R A

LT

WL T 2% CA Mk
FE KRV AT REAT AR
LTS AT B TR

TR R A R XS 2RI (CA
UE. ROA. CRL. W5 , XRFMOT SR L
RS FPAN AR AE = AR A R GZ A —FE .
XA LR G F RO M B RGE AE, 2
S TR BB A 1] 2% RFC 82111,

LR CA RS MER R )2 CA 1) CALEF:
H T F 2 CA I CAIEFAFIAE B2 CA g Rk
RATE, B2 CA WTHEMER N2 CA M
CA IEH sk CRL 31%) By 252
CA [ CAUE B (K R 2 CA I CAIIE1I /%4 CRL
FIZED o WE AR AL, RP TGV [F)
LRI FER%H CA [ CA R, TkENRZE CA
VR R A i, B 38023 CA BEREF T
AN GHA R R 2] ARIFE, MR CA
WEBHITEOUT, RP ISk SE Al ] 2 5T A7 1052
CA 1) CA UEP I RHE KAl i R %, 3

CA UEBANZERLZE T R S 3 s CA ik
S BUITARZE CA B R IIR G RE I

L2 CAERREEM T CA ) CAUET: 5l
B MR T 2% HE CA 1) CA IERAE, ZLdiE
PR ELR CA UEP RGO, e
IROXT R )E CA BAUK TP Hhhl %5 ok ASN %5
CRASHINN T2 CA IR LD , RECK
JZ CA BRI 55 kD (R 838 3 B8 U5 AH 55 1) ROA 5
F 2, SETT LM AR ¢ AS (1) BGP 255 194 Rt

HAr, Bk B2 CA H7HEs FZ CA 1) CA
WEB T ZA MM, 2B Rt ol RPKI HL,
EH R Vi B T2 CA BIBR); 2B =R it
23R IR 25 oA E TG Y R At 1A it 7 2
A8 I461 - 2014 4F 42 Y (1 RPKI E 4538 WIH LS 148
— e Hz oA E BE CA HEREN E CA
(1) CA UES, DA A vl ge sz 52 i R JZAL
M “RIEZ4” , HEAEHTT 90%LL EF) CA
PERHAEASH RIR FEEMREECR, 7 SEA SR
HIVER o 55 b7 S0 M B AC SR A A 6 T X Bl
(1) 2= HC A IR ) A i T 5

2016 4F Hari 249 /e SCikr 42 i 7 26T
DX B 1) 25 oA IR Y RS A A2 T G TR ACHE
A, RO ARG TP Huhbfric S TP kAl
ASN 1485 % R G AL 5y KA B X Pk R 40
Hh R DX R A (1 A 3R D)7 B e 1 9 1l
WEEAE, ARE TR A 4 AN SR I i v
Ji%. BJE Alfonso 25 Hiff) SBTM. Paillisse
2O ) TPchain. Xing 25 42 H! 1) BGPcoin.
Angieri 25C 2 H () InBlock 1 DIIP?, Saad 251!
{2 4 19 RouteChain LL &% He 254 H1 (1) ROAchain
M1 Chen 250 ) ISRchain #5231 AR (1
ZerMb U7 % o InBlock 58 1 HLIBE WY 565 B s 76 4]
GEIAN & TATRA A, BRI 7 IO SE 2 fig
HATE WA Fa S T ELIE I 50 98 5 7 e
FHASZARR (et RIR) 5 Ib SRt 2 U 40
BC) oL BGPeoin fif e T T DX HVEE 1) 25 s
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PCE I i 5 5 %65 BGP e 7o il i, 3t
PRI AY BT N A S AR B 528, HIETLAK
DS 7 A5 ELM 4% ROAchain 5 T 2 /i
FXHET PoW 2 PoS JLIHHLHIM A& BT, JF
ar == Nl S | e SRV PIS Y KN
KA T A8 5% % ISRchain ¥4 AS 22 i) (1 4B %
REAEFEN RS LB X Y, i RSRE
vl s g ke 3 1] % 1 2 A0 58 ORI 8 el v &2 i) A
BT IXHUBEI 7 A 2 0% teln: ReA 2k
1F CA SEEAETUETS . AHLL T RPKI AELRIUFE RP 3k
WG IRy FCECR 10— 30k il uE 158 B 5 2
JESE . HR, BT IR AR MR 5 4 R R
BT IXHE IR T S AEAE— B M, Ln<s &)
TR BREA AN AR 8%, M TIX
B b, BB, RE IR SR
DX B 1 A A e LTI 5 50 TG 1 2 ok
I RS A AR ) — KA
3.3 EKAHRKE

ROA "' maxlength FBfififS ROA HE LIRS
IP HihEHTEE B A A AS B — A EVE M)
TR, HARHRFZALLTFHA: (1D 3> ROA
oOIP HuhbHTEE A H, RS, Hiddb T RP R
T RS TP HhERTSE S H B, (2) Tl
[P % 45 L 7% o % A 4 M T G B LN 4%, TE
A ROA B W] R 7% 3 7 maxlength Yo [Hl 4 1H)
fER RIS . 1EIAI, maxlength th25 38k a4 d 5]
N TR 2 4 A .

5E XA ROA WAL H— AS (W1 1P
Mk argR (45 maxlength WIIT-HTZE) #ELL
AS [¥] BGP & L, IFKIE ROA 24 “minimal
ROA (Ig/ME ROA) 7, R IFRHA “loose ROA
(FAHROA) 7 PO Elin maxlength {5 B & /24,
HE A7720 (7 ATEE HILAE T 6 AS [ BGP & &
f1, Mk ROA 4 “loose ROA” . &% HR[56]
7R 2017 4F RPKI BEEHES 30%[1 ROA #i )& T
“loose ROA” o H: == %5 PR % [ 264 5 B O 7 1

maxlength {H N —BAEH %A, i 85%[ “loose
ROA” [ maxlength {#i &y 24 (IPv4) B¥ 48 (IPv6) .
{EE P2 B O — A2 %% maxlength B35 (1T
AT ATGAR E 5 22, IXHB 0 ROA B G (H 2
WAL B 20 TP Bk R SR AR 28 2 52 B P it I T
43 (forged origin subprefix hijack)

PGS 5 AR s B 7 o, AS A
& 1P HihbRT4% 1.2.0.0/16 A SAAH, AW
S RIS 24, HZAHA AS B H
T U6 ALIRHTEL, WARIE ROA & “loose ROA” o
WRBGEE AS 666 bt AS A AR
A, I AS B & T 666-A fig 21K T4
1.2.0.0/24, H17T AS 666 F-¥ A Dhit TP Hihik 74
IR AS XN C R, E & HA LB AS B AW
AR Ginvalid) « BIEAEE) AS A &A1 “loose
ROA” DAKELMUMAE, AS 666 BEMEWL 5] %] AS A
WA E S LT P FRT R R IR S
F- BB RR A D IE U5 T TS+

1.2.0.0/16
path: A

1.2.0.0/24
path:666,A

ROA | "reeeli--- -
<AS A,1.2.0.0/16,24>

K7 Phid i RS SRR R

IETF % 5 U7 gt 0 ) 2% 3 B B3 20
maxlength {E ¥ B B TP Huhik 7 48 1 SR 2R K B, 8%
SR E A maxlength 07 ()7 RTSEARE 4 HH 2, A
1M E %2 “loose ROA” 4l K1) & 5 o 22 7% SCHR[58)
fe, 3 H maxlength H A4 FE ROA =T
B (4 ROA " & 24 TP MERTSD
HLAE RPKI 4 &2 11 00T, AN 0] % iy 2
i S U TP Hbhk A 46 4% H H0E i oK KR
Wi o AR A THE A (H T A 35 1K) BGP 224> (BGP
security, BGPsec) PUEIET RPKI [{IP) 1 #4475
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L1 7 % « BGPsec IR RIS E BE AL fift v Dh i it
T RIS BN FE RS, A b T TR, HE
FHAT 2y 2218, 5 4 37K X BGPsec J7 ik
1T/ 2H.
34 ZHEEENE

RPKLIE I - ZHU S T ZH %R CAET
RSB IEIZAL, AR S i T R AU IR R T
BB ARSI, Rl — AN IE T Re s pk LR AL
KIS 2 A T 2N, 3 R AT A R 5.

H AT B SIS AT 1) RPKI BRI A7AE 2 MG T4
FFE TANA FTLK RIR®YY, EA#H0E M
Fifs TP HhE R IR 1) A28 A ARIE S, 1A N2
R AATE TP HbE W5 CA IE CIEF B
N, /N RIR HAEFA I H A IR 7 1P 1
D o XS FEUBEM—AN IP MR (—B
IP uhik) #% /> RIR RIS ACSE R IEZHUG, #EIA
(1T 52 73 e I %t P o€ o (R ZAMEATHER AL
—SEMH, 24— RIR 2R T 5 al H
b AhFEIR 25 11 B 7, 38 B — B TP bk PRI
FAth RIR KSR AT LA SE X B 1P ik 1) 743 1

B T HIA PTE TP bk ARE 1519 7K RIR
AL R E S A2 4, T RPKI JERH
HURI AR EARAUE R TP HhhEAS e B 7 id £
¢, RPKI B4 i (W4T 5 Bt e A 3 2R H AR AT LA
MBI HBR T 541 MOAS, fEfi IP
i1 % PR AS NN, 12 4% [FT IS4 Bl 45 P ML o DRI,
PEYF AT At D A B A e R % B R
CLRFA I PSR U E R
3.5 LT CA 1K

H1T RPKI )2 A ITIZAEEN, T2
F2E R ROA 7% EJRHUSRHTAE K CA UEFS (A
D, EENUSE ) ROA A RESS 52 T
JENURI) BGP B i (I FR2m) o MU Z 2K
TIE 0 P AR 25 42 %8 S A L 5 T 43 50 1 el 500 TF
MR A P

) F AR : RPKI A4 2 rf ) b AR s 2 1]

| 8(a)i 75, ISP A M RIR 4b4r#3 -4k 10.1.0.0/16,
fH2 RIR &A% HAE R CA b+, KL ISP A
AR %R ROA SRS A O fHhhE
e, [ ISP A ANRERE— 245 NZHIMY AS 1/
AS 2 %8R CA RS . BT N ZHUXNT EJZHIA )
Wig, FECFEHMEE RPKI Z2IBRH (755
FIENUSEERE) . AHIT RPKI FE 38 .

RIR RIR
J A 1Pk JiA Pk

I S
ISPA ISPA
10.1.0.0/16 10.1.0.0/16
_______________________ Y
AS1T 1i o AS2 AS2
10.1.0.0/24 10.1.0.0/24 10.1.8.0/21
(a) 1) _EAR: (b) [/ 5

8 RPKIfEZR L FEKBUREE

o) R 520 RPKI AR Z P im) R 527 & 1
K 8(b)HT 7, ISP A M RIR 4b73 1544k 10.1.0.0/16,
FHIREU NI CA UEH, ISP A il 25 ROA ¥
UbHhk e S AS1 ghE. BEJS ISP A g THT4
10.1.8.0/21 A%y AS2, {H/E AS2 JHEEHEK
ROA {33/ F AT (kB . by 36 Fh 556 31 11
KO CHZ% 78 75 « maxlength #775+ ASN AULEL) ,
AS2 [f] BGP & 154332 ISP A 2% ROA (K544
AN AT ERE, 50 BGP & A il AS
E(ELV

R BT EHLA N LR 2 75 1P bk
FEJREIN, R R ESR BJENU N B R CAIE,
WG ) FAKER T s B E B AR A A K B
IP Hi3ik%5 K ROA I, 5 A Wyl & 42 T )= A1
O3 T FRrg) 28K ROA fRi bk, &
FCHR[5614 T “wildcard ROA” J5 4 G2 i 1t
RRM” O AR LE ROA T in—A 50k
FLE 1P M HE PR B, AR B RN A A
ff) IP MuhibB25 8 ROA I, BEWSH: T2/l i
Z TGS B, T SR R R RN I
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4.1 BGPsec Z&##l

BGPsecl 2 #3775 RPKI JEAtl b (#197 145k 1]
6 R %€ . BGPsec ZERAT—A AS 7
i) F—Bk AS f£4% BGP B 5, FiAE 1A B
ZARUE B AR ESEPE. 5 RPKI AREPE, HIF
AR AR AR IS TEN L], BGPsec % BGP #HT T 1&
M, 7 BGP #3CHHHN T BGPsec_path “FBEk A
Bk I % 4225 4415 B . BGPsec 12 Wk % 7R &
PP 9 Fizn, ASa i) ASb & SR bRE e,
ASa fF BGP & 75 ¥) BGPsec path Bt A R4
HAAEE Gapl) , A CIIEPIN apl AT
%s ASb W H|ISkH ASa M E A,
BGPsec_path 111254 (signl). HH 1 ASN KT
— Bk ASN A % ap2, I HZE 4 42 B sign2,
1M Jri ¥ <ap2, sign2>iB 13 BGPsec_path ~-Bf. ASc
e 2] ASb [¥) BGP & % )i, Al H] ASb #1 ASa
1A 83%F BGPsec_path “FBt 1 1925 4 BEATHAIE,
FrRAEE L, W BGP ' 75 N7 AL R AR B 4 ) 1

BGPE

IP-prefix: 10.1.0.0/16

AS-path: a
BGPsec_path:<apl:(IP-prefix,a,b),signl(ap1)>

BGPi 1}

IP-prefix: 10.1.0.0/16

AS-path: ab

BGPsec_path:<apl:(IP-prefix,a,b),signl(ap1)>
<ap2:(signl,b,c),sign2(ap2)>

<>
<

K 9 BGPsec &=~ = K

BGPsec il i 2 Bk 44 AL A 280 Bs 1k 1
PRARELO, R E0R R BT AS #B
ARBLMIGUER ThRE, M AS #5H
# BGPsec MIIHOL T, RORABR (45848 L —
BEA TR, WX &AL ICIERAE) o [,

BGPsec [fillfiE X FER BT, ALK E AS MR
KHTHRA BGP (A3 KF BGPsec) , {fif5 %
AT IEABEREAS Y BGPsec T 75210 5t %
&80 A~ BGP B #IRE . 2844, ToREL %
FH #4171 AN .
4.2 ASPA {5 B 1R HHFl

IEAE IETF ArEAL I B % AS it B Ff #2 AL
( autonomous system provider authorization ,
ASPA) U fE g b o] RPKT Sz 1% ph itk
DTy T, BN AE RPKI YORIE B —Fh
BHKG ASPA FKork AS Z AR BB
(customer to provider, C2P) K% (BGP &7 )2
(1) C2P K&, AERMAMFEINIKR) o ASPA J&H
PYER P AET AS BHMTEA MBS, KT
e —41 TP Huhilf% (address family identifier,
AFD , ZN 55— AN RS ASN 5% ' ASN
E5E . ASPA 240 B W] = Ju 4l <ASa, AFI,
[ASb, ..]>%7R, ASafREKEF' AS, [ASH, .. Jf0E
R bR (AFD 5 ASa HA5 C2P X &R
[FIHER 5 AS,

RP 7] LUFF [l 25 £ 1) ASPA 2544 %) % B iiE—
2% AS-path &5 7775 % H it % . —4% AS-path 215
AEAE % Fh Mk o] LB BIFIX 45 AS-path FATAT
FHARIY) AS &5 A7 AR itk 5% 58 1 Hi A\ <ASa,
ASb, afi>, ', ASa fil ASb K/RiX4c AS-path
IR PIANABEE AS, afi fZIE BGP & 5 ) IP
HuhERT4E . E5E RP 8% ASa B35 14 AFL &
7 afi (] ASPA 28405, FRAUX 7> ASPA %544
WG T A HER R ASN, AR AR N ] ASN”
Eh . MRES A=A, WEIRFE “unknown” , £
ANTCVEAIT W ASh ML SRR A, R
[l “valid” , FRoRSGUEEL; Wik ASb BA W
SEREST, WIRMF “invalid” , RREAEK
Weo T ZEBRAIWIAIAE AS &5 A7 AR bl v]
SEIAESE AS-path [FHINT, FARPIWIE R 0T 2%
Big ASPAY, TR, W4 AS-path f7—
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IAHARIR) AS ANREFIWT, W% % AS-path HEANGEH]
Wr, FrH&5 R “unknown” ; WIH—%% AS-path 5
A GV, WHH “invalid” 5 7505
R, it “valid” o FLZE AL AS P HEH
W oA V5 ) BGP & 2, AT e B K i BGP
B, MR e 2.

ASPA #k7K T RPKI HARIKEM, Az
BGP, ey sCHALIE Ao 4, & —Fhaly
HMPERAENLT . SRR A, A {FAE BGPsec
0 Bl 42 s T 1 I (B W= 07 s 2 T s A =B/ R £
oA, tein AS MM ARG R (mutual
transit) o [FINf, AS ZI[AIRALHICR —KH AS
IV R R AE, AFAERESREE AS Z 1A
R IC R PR, ISR — ke AS FAAL
B, 5 AS FRE AR E .

5 HERE

AR Sy R i T 6 B 22 4 (1%) B2 G 9 L Al
Wt , RPKI $52 A S 5 i i e sz Tl i
LARFEM. [ 2019 4, RPKI [FH6E R 15 2
THORI S . (H)E, RPKI[FEFEMAEES A S
ki, teanmry k) @, maxlength 5 K 1)
AR WM REEZ L& FRE CA
BORIAYI B S5 ) . O TAESR T 2 i v ek
AT, (HEH IR R A SRR,
AR FEIOUE, PH2H IETF R0 A BH 2
H. RPKI H e 5 (a7 5 1R i 28 B RF Bl 1 T 4450
FE, HASRE T 15 A 44470 S R % phr otk 25 1140 5 “ g
&7 W ECEE . Mk, el RPKT BL K
%I RPKI #HATDIRed e & H i su i s i
X RPKI AR R E fiFUR a3l AT 4R 1

(1) ZrMb RPKI

Iy ~F45 RPKI 28K L J= CA 5 R 2 CA
AR U] 38 G e 26 1R R R R A A2
PN BT RYEE 2o, B
L wEWIRRE, AHAT Y RPKT A7AE
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22 b T X B 16 25 rpoCa Ak LI 4 Tl B e
(ZHH 324, (X PEA G 14 A BRI B &
HHT RPKI A RS ) 5 S A4 58 Ak T
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AR BHAD B BE SR AEARAE b frbE RPKT 2l
UL R B BE s AbHLE, 7 RPKI (RAEA 1%
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T X B 2 O T S T I 117 PR

(2) RPKI ZhREY &

RPKI  H Fi A3 S 45 i 5 (0 1 S 50 F A1 i 4
HRFT, JEANRE TR 4 B R % i R .
J&& RPKI (W DRE, AHSCHFF; BGP [l Al
A AT RO R . HT, 55T RPKI
() BGPsec J7 & [HI Ifa FFES K L IS0 R BB 25 1)
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[ BEAIGHE T RPKI [ DIREY REJ7 M FaS . anfer
SRR RS . W RS AS BAAAPEZ i f
i) . HAT, W SMPC (secure multi-party
computation, “Z% I FED FHET R R
AT B AS AEANEEE HAR R FAGS B
Wt h, BA TR — I HATS (Al —4%
AS-PATH /& AEE i it E255) , 4 AS Z [alf
PERI S B3 T R e

FHT, RPKI 355 E A B A BRI K, H
piti e S B LY e aoy R W E- X = S LR YN
T i RPKI FA L itk RPKI AFAEI 0] 8 LA J
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