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Abstract: Traffic obfuscation technology is one of the most commonly used techniques in censorship-circumvention systems. In order
to improve the recognition accuracy and supervisory ability of network traffic, much attention has been paid to the recognition and
tracking of obfuscated traffic. Through in-depth analysis of three main traffic confusion technologies, such as randomization, mimicry and
tunneling, this paper compares the technical framework, concealment, ease of use and application scenarios of the traffic confusion
technologies. In addition, the paper reviews two types of recognition technology: deep packet inspection and machine learning, and
compares their recognition accuracy. Furthermore, it analyzes and compares two types of traffic tracing technology: passive and proactive
correlation. Finally, it discusses the identification and trace technology development trends of obfuscation traffic.
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Fig.1 Architecture of random obfuscation technology
1 FEHLA R E B E S
1.1.2 gAY
Brandon 2 ! ) Dust!" 157 Fi 4 b 2£ 42 F 3 K (out-of-band half-handshake technique) i 5 47, 32t 3 Fi 28 Y
3 (Invite . Intro 1 Data 30313 H MAC. TV FBLMAC #1530, TV FIBf R SCRAVARL ) 3 4 B B v
S INEE B SCRITE B MAC [ — IR BEAUE R MAC. IV K BEHLIE 78 7 B4, 3 & 7 B 38 4 % . Dust AT 250H0 ik
BT AR GO B 73 3 25 48 SURFAE IR % P A0 AT I, %o 268 T S 1) B AR Ak PR A6 I 6 e A 7.

© PEBEBPHIFST  hip:/www, jos. org. cn



3208 Journal of Software #4F53% Vol.29, No.10, October 2018

Kadianakis 1 Mathewson /& H! ] Obfs202%2 3T Brl [ SSH IR WS, 76 25 55 s B B, A 5 e L 3
PADLEN(E [l 0~MAX_PADDING)# & % 4735 70 LA Bl AL A0 2 57 1 15, 3045 B B LA & 7 ik B ATLAL 3 SC 381, (H
REENACIR SCK BE.Obfs2 R Diffie-Hellman(DH) A 1R 45 55 5 [RIFE K /N FIBE AL =45 Hf X 45, 8 A X3 T
Obfs3121.0bfs3 {# ] ff) UniformDH A 47545 — 1 1 536 L 74 5 M bk, AT 208 7 20K JEE S [ 1R N 4 1 o —
ANEEHLEL PADLEN2(VE Fl 0~MAX_PADDING/2)3 78 #% 3C.Philipp %5 A2 55 Obfs3 Fi 3 sh 2l (1 6 s A
WL AE S H ScrambleSuit.ScrambleSuit M BT & ST FE 47 Bl L% B — P4 SO B I 58 8 A /N MTU
MBS F 3L 22 19 PRNG Fi 74 sV BE AL 40 A5, 9 8 Bin 202 5 44 Bin 8 2 [0,10778 B P9 AL 2, I\ 2 A Hh 4
Hy i S 8] b R B2 BE AL ; 32 H protocol polymorphism B#AK B8 53 2546 & . Angel Fil Winter 3& T ScrambleSuit, 32 H
Obfs4>2.Obfsd 757 T 5L 51 B IA 78 BE ML FE LLIR B VI 4R T 25 44, 58 AR T i ¥ I8 FH )2 50908 4% 73 i “packets ™ Il
B A . B G R A B B T BE ST 5 OFB M3 19 SipHash-2-4 i XOR J& 5.0bfs4 % #3043 na ,i& i
TE 7 388 i S A B I T B B HLAK, B A T 4 1R IR Obfs4 WRVE TR &

12 8 &

EX AGSRERF). P ENRE XS SHERSELNE . SRR H bR 25
BTV R AR B R AT A PR AL i X LA i B R ) PR IR SRR OIS TR VB

FH DABEHRE AR I B R AE B B R RO LS IR TR B BOR, B TE R H Ar it & 1 0 S 18 SURFE R B A5 48 8UFF
AE AT 38 3 23 B POL RS VRV B AR e 25 FL R R AME B, 43 M 85 DL S 451
1.2.1 UASRIFHELR

LS VR VE BOARNE ZE B 45 — S U TE AP o o (— N RS E i, 75 — N RS RS o). U & i
FTTHRICINE . BT SIS I A TR R A TRV BOR AT AR 204k ik oy

P' = Shape(P,S,D), P = Shape™ (P,S,D),
b Shape() /2 8 W 4AE Shape™ ()& BT W A, S Fom IR TS 50,D N H b il S %

1 3 BT s o R IR AR SC PAUAS 27 i 5 AU 25 R 55 i DA 5 368 B 80 3 SO B, P R UGS % P i B T
ARSI P, P42 T 25 W) 248 B TE P25 IR 55 o 38 R A P g AT IR 55 i B 25 35 A0 PO IR 5 AR S 38 0 UAS & i AT
UM R 55 st A7F 9 250 7 i R IR 55 i 8 s 4L AP

Q@ ‘ :
Mol i pe 9
e Mn TR

ERE T
Fig.2 Architecture of mimicry obfuscation technology
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JEE LRSI 2R T HLES A ST IR I AL R B AR
21 ETREBSRVREIRIFA
2.1.1 T B R R IR R

(1) ET005 ) R

R SO AR 1 23 A7 5 PR T 0 48 S R TR PP VoIPM i 5 43 285 B LA T H R s B A
THRFAE 7 45 11 U 2 AR B AR IS P SRR /N AFF TN 07 T s 28 6o 4 I8 PR 280V A8 U 1 0 R s ep ) A Gy
I PR (- TLS)HR SCHIAR T8 B & RAINE ([ € 775 8 &2 & BENLLIRIE R Obfs X & 26 T A 3L
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TN AR R T 1 ANRST R T 1 AT B R K A5 WangD R F Obfs {3,4} BT 2 048 =7 A R 31 46 4 5T
KR PR MR, IR 100% B9 IR B 8 78 FRE T AR S), Wang 1% i1 7 Shannon-entropy 1/i . 8% 3¢ T
15 B2 BAL 421K KS(Kolmogorov-Smirnov) XURE A 7T LA 24 i #2 i 1R 51 2% . Brandon*1 /3 7 Dust. Obfs.
SSL ¥ 2, g 3 DU B T A B R T 6 1 26 AR ST 1R AR VE It i, FL R A i iE 94%.

2.1.2  mFEPESRRERBEA

(1) T HHAE 747 B R IR

Wang 25 A\PU% B, StegoTorus 7EA& 4 PDF 32441 72 v AT fR 524625 PDF S xref iR HI S0 AL B (OL H
& PDF ), 3 Atk 4r R~ 4 25 k5 #E(standard) 5 % (malformed). ¥4 (partial) 1 £ 4th (other), 2 Jll 4 48
“0,PDF%™“%%EOF” . xref 5t 7 FVR 245206 Partial Content™ iR %) Houmansadr 25 A\ ¥ F ] StegoTorus K
HTTP M B2 AE 150 3R 45 175 SR FE 844 W 24324 6 25:GET long. GET non-existing. HEAD existing. OPTIONS
common. DELETE existing. TEST method. GET Wrong Protocol, 73 #T 1 % % i iR P 4 % Wang 25 A B3 it
SEIG R ILFTE R SCBAR & % ¥4 {2 HTTP 1) Content-Length Bt 5 .52 P 25 K JE AN UL D, 35 L 3R 15 10 %
RFART 4%, T REAE 2 455 90 5 R 1 A T4 AR 6 552 /08, 76 AR v P 4 23 L W R R B AN R B et 72 T4
=EECK.

(2) HE TR E

FTE iRV i B4 2 e b B L@ I L (255 1 N HTTP GET 30+ URI &35 F A BEHL 717 . 4 Wang
A NBUs286 % 3L FTE 19 URT B 7% 76 5.5~5.8 LUARRAX 4 A5 B 4,4 FTE ) URI B 3/8F 5.1 HURR 48 B8 1R
7 FTE it &,3%45 100 % [R5 .

2.1.3 [ R IE R R

(1) ETF P B &R Al

o] e e USIBE RN TLS 1B F P sOm e B4k . Bor il 155 515 58 8 i w10 2 5150 Tor & 177 1%, 1
T2 100%. o] = WERE N g T 7 MR8 I Meek IRAFAE: 51— BEHRRAE . A 7 IEHRHIE. TLS Cipher Suits
FFMiE . TLS Extensions F#{if . TLS Server Name FF1E FoUITE REFAE . 4> 2 AL T RFAE, HE R F b O B S T8 8U8F
L3 € Meek Wi &P

(2) EETHoCK AR IR IR A

B Tor MIVRIE I B R SCK B 515 0K BE (512 ) AR E A5 HOC F A v e 42 8055 08 B R 3% SR s 43 #T
VRV UL 4 SR B 23 A B A S B et LA 28 £ v B HE 1 9 SR A 28 2 0,30k BROR T 17T BRMEL AR 26 (R FE AR A
FRERE . Goit Tor AT AL B R0 Ath 88 2R A 2 v A [R5 A0E 5 ST HE 300 PR A0 288 T J K B 4 A, G 88 4 Y 2 1R 31 e ik
F| 95%, fE LI BRI FIL B 91%, R FE RAH 1.2x107° 3E 78 BAR M 51l 3 T 40 0K 290 A 1R B A A
EH.

(3) TR E

e e 0 UL gy i R3OV 03 3 B T R 3 I ST B A LIRS R B WAL ST A R0, U — A T A B K {0,138 i Y
S R SVM HLAS 2% 33 5035 im DA ) 50 H 8390 52 78 et tof 0 31 v i 2R A K ) ) R, 2t — o 366 45 R R O O
PR 7 95, AR B 006 23 9, A R AR R AR R AE 90% LA 1481 388 i = B3It [ 42 308 1 28 6 (¥ AS AT 00 0
JEE B T v A 2 T AR T 68 PR VR VA UL TRl v, DA S TR] BE 3 AT AR A AR B 40 A A e R Ok B HTTPS
R Meek R SCAIAFAE B 2 1 Z2 031

(4) ETAT AR R )

e TAT 3 B B AR A AR, SRR A e i B VR B R 38 5 DG 5 A D A A A T Y ROOR R ELE
R A 6 B R R R R P2P AN 1, Ui R UDP. TCP 5 A B WUEAE ) L B2 A 4
K H I, SRS B AR Perenyi &5 A K T 2 B UL e V05 Bl LA SR 75 1 5010 K6 R0 R RS ff D P P ARG % R 1201 Johin
R R AR S K B AR A DL AT IR 9% T SSL A Tor 7 F B2 A e dam ot 4R X H b TLS I RS ik K BE 3RS, H 53R
SC IV, K6 TR B 2 0 i N 125 SRATL A1) 50 7 2% A7 4 7 B3 2R 0y 97% ! 2) Sami 45 A2 H - 1 /R m] KA Y
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R e Rl B R 3 s 3 T e B A i R IR 4 G AT AT TR B R A T A 1) B R T SRR (HMM), B
A IR 98% MR I H 1P,
PE YA R A I O R L R, R SR R TR A e A 3 2 2, I o2 A P A R LA
WA T T A H8 BURFAE.
Table 2 Cases of country review based on depth packet detection
FT 2 FETURECARING E KA R

x P[] HAR R ]

ey 2007 £ IP/DNS 4 51 Tor TLS kiffi48 4L, Tor-relay 42 T %%t EB)+3 )
Lriatil 2012 4F IP B4 W K, TLS R F 4L Wiz

+HH 2014 4£ IP/DNS % 4 ¥ Twitter 1 Youtube 1) BGP i ¥F FEF)+4i3)
[T I 448 IP/DNS 4 81 URL, X4 7, 30258 Bl
AR 2011 4E IP/DNS B % 5 B B 8 A8 ik S f - B Wi 5h
12 FE M LT 2012 4 Skype ¥l Tor TLS 4541 ezl
SEER 2014 4 IP/DNS 2 4 B AR 4R S0 9 255 o Bl
I 5% o i 3 2012 4 JnEs 8 80, Tor TLS 38 F 48 40 iz
% 2014 £ IP/DNS % 4 . BV ¥ S5 48 S0 A 30 AR ki - TR 4% 5

22 ETFNMEFINREIRANEAR

Bl N 3 B AR PR e JRe R 22 B ML 2% S R B T i R L 3 T AL R R S R R T A R
2.2.1  HLER2E S FEIEAERE R R B M H

(1) Th ) FEALALIRE BA

Wang %5 A\ B B AR SC 008K 0 55K o B8 /N RS- 357 05 I e R0 AR5 00 RN 9 ST Sk R AIE, L 2% 2 S U1 4
PRI B A S — 2R AT X AR OSCE— 2R I AT XD, A S BV (ANNL A2 DU 7k CART) MR Jf:
P VB Tt . ObTs3 HR 5 2N 97.2%;0bfsd KRN 97%.

(2) HFUARRFEREA

Wang % A\ BRI H _E 1 (1) g 77358 %) FTE 3 &, FTE 1R 5154 97.8%.

(3) T A B T TR A

o e 0 25 NUSIo0 0T Tor 9 & g B 3R SCK FE AR, 3% I8 4R SVML SR 20 288 7 T 59 R 3743 91% 93851
# Song 25 NP UHARIN — Jul (7,8} 45 SE 4 AE (FE T 1] 7, C A% 3% S 75 500, — 260 A 8 MRS E I
45 SVM 4y 24 Al K Tor i 55 2% 30 I B X ) F AT e e L8115 4] s s B9 = Dt IH — RSO P 7 2 . K E
SRR, R SVM IR 51 Meek 9t 5. Song %5 AP T4 SC2H B K/NAS R & (4R AE, B SVM ST 51 3T TLS
Bk Obfs K Tor VI i &.

AT R EUE G (¥ 1 3 A0 AT R, Alaeddin 25 APPSR Tor Uit 8 A2 U &, REEDURE A% U 10 i T B At
SCH . TRERLLET (RS 40 FRIUERE, 2 U AN R U BEMLAR AR S G X 28 HTTP S &A1 Tor i =
HEAT 4035 Wangl 4t 5 Meek-Amazon., Meek-Google 9t %8 £ AR FH 3k (1) 7 Bk 77 3%, 3545 Meek-Amazon
BN 97.3%,Meek-Google PR 5 Z A 98.3%.Shahbar %5 A 5T F % 25 A1 K8 37t 2 S B Tor ¥t 8 B K173 3K,
fU3% Browsing. Streaming. BitTorrent. HLESUEPKIERELH. HITREE LS. TTELE LITET
PSSR, B0 HE I 2K FH Tranalyzer2. Teptrace S84 B 8142 BURFAE, 43 51 K FH DU 3 R 4% . kb2 DU 3, C4.5,
It AL AR PR S5 B3 A DAY R AR 51 LashKari 25 A P7HRBCEE T 16 6] (1) 32 P R0, AR R R 4L o) . W58 . BA4T
ITATIRSCIA B S, ANNL C4.5 W3R B30 Tor ¥t &, #E B 261X B 92%.Deng &6 A$E MR L H #m H.
SRS 35 AR T RRE B A — 2R — R T I SORL T T4, P B ) SRR VL R W Tor & 42K
i) £, F1] Fil ExperimenTor ¥ 3245 7t & 3 m LA 8, 1 4 SR 0L T DBSCAN. K-means 25 % 24 57:5% Hodo %%
AP LashKari (ORF 705G B ANNL SVM 5355t Tor B BEATIRA), 3615 T 95%KIHER % Lotfollahi %
N OOMREY TP Sk 20 <45 . TCP/UDP sk 20 F75(UDP % 12 71 &) 5 2 1 460 715 E A% N\, CNN.
SAE JREMAEM N Tory ML, iBE . WIS 17 B EHAT IR, IE B 95% MR i 2 IR E % S b 1
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R GERL s 25 21 SR IORURFAE F T4, (ERFAE B9 S5 1 2236 B B K I 0T 4. BEORUR B2 2 20 T WA T R ROR,
{EECE RIS  f J I 22 S (K R R B 28 A £ 380IE. LashKari. Hodo. Lotfollahi 5% A ) S50 ¥4
AT A 391 8 e R A S £,
2.3 REREIRDBEAILL 5347

MERBEBAR S EMN BT A R A A R RERE RN AR RANRER R R EE B W& I
i HOR B VR B PR B A AR 2R A T i, VRO A R VR A R A S R BT B A ORI
B7, % R R e T A

F£T DPI BRI BRI EOR A SSL 4 SCal R 2 i S0 SREURFAE 7 B . S8 VHARRAE A0 75 2 N DR B
PRI AR S5 K B TRAL B T AR & T-REAE 7 B ) DPT ] {5 ] 5 1 7 B UL L, 52 2% R W 3 CLRE A 3 R &=
TRIEHOR 51N, DPL it & PR 7 ¥R 5 G0 oH R AE VR Dol I A8 43 18 IR A HE Af 2 T 48 FEAIC.DPT & IR A B R R
T 24 BT AL R A A R Rl B 0, AR ke e IR VR I R e T A B R R LA R 1 2

BER IR O 88 ¥ I FVA AR 4 Fe o] BB, R I MER 1 2
FlAIL 38 2 > 53 28 3% Y [0 b 2 AT DL 20 o LA R Al (064 B WL 8% 2 o0 VR VR R B R B R R T AR T
TR R N TAR R R A R B & 2 ST BOR VIR EE N IR B A, 342 K M BP $i%k, U2
SVM(SE A FT) « TR SR (B 2% B2 )55 S35 TR IR WL o 21 QAR B2 2% 21 BOR T BARFE IR B 1 Bit & fay N WU &, o
NRIRBURFAE, 58 T KREANTT MM 73, 32 K F CNN(E ZR ) SAE(E 7% &) 55 IR FE ol 22 I 2% B L 2%
SESTEAR T IA KRR BT R R R, B A R R R .

It RN AR HEAEIL IR 3.4 X BEALAL TR I It & (0 AR R A 58—, S AR G2 408, (H R ) 2 & U A Ui R
) R ALE B 5 AR ALE S 445 G 5 T B AR VR 3 7 i R T B RO L AT R B T P L B
IR J7 AT E] 100% 0 VR 28 DR, H Al 7 iR R 3 97% e 47 ML & 5 1 ] 455 2 MR AE, I 2R mT 3R
PR ) 2 EL T N TR I I S BURRAIE ;R B2 27 >0 T A 50 A A AR AR5 AAE I 388 o )1 R 3045 B v D U 1 26 (EL )1
THH R WG AR 3 AT U BT DPT AR EE B B 09 B R AiE, TR 26 v R R L 48 2 ) 77 8 MR,
i R i EAT B R AR A AR 7 KB A IR 2 ST BOR TE 78 N D9 SR BURRE, Bk JE ML & 27 23 U J5 ik T 4548 K
B AR, BA S m ROV 2 A J5 TR B 2 ST B TR B 2 B U BR B R R R SR 5

Table 3 Flow identification technology comparison

R 3 AEBINBAR LR

VRV I R WEBAR UL I U # (%)
BEALAL I Dust,Obfs | & 3O/ O(nlogn) 100
e StegoTorus, | i/t 4
. HRAE 7 p [ RHE A c
Ji FTE URI O(nlogn) 100
DPI WL B Tor.Meek gézﬁﬁu 5N B, TLS B F iy c 100
fi% 18 WK Tor FEAER SCKJE O(n) 95
I Meek KW O(nlogn) 97
17 Ak Meek,Tor | KB, B [AFH0. A SDRE O(n) 97
. NN, Ab3E DU oL K e ANRT S8 A, 22
BB | s care Tor | g RS S A Otm'n’) 972
v e | ANNL R EE DU MR /N BRI AE, 22
BE T g cart Tor | e RS A G O 978
SYM Tor,Meek kﬁé}/ﬁa‘ K% KR A% o) o1
. 7 FRRAE
b T
T VL ARF 2 I ] 45 o e, AT A R AT R ST 22
g | FNNCES IR T g 32 s O(m'n’) 92
RRHEE Tor Ui 1 B AROCEEE 35 R BRI E o@’) 92
TR 22 I 245 N ol N 3
(CNN.SAE) Tor IP kB, TCP/UDP Sk J % SC B fif HEAIE o@n’) 95
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3 RAEREBERRA

Uit 1B R B R S W5 R R AL Ik RO TR M R R B BR AR B BR R AR R R T T ]
I3 RE B R AR AN FE B KRB AR AL 3 SRR E ) KRB AR P RIRAN BRI R IBEERA.
3.1 MWENKEAFA

B B 5 IR AR R K S 3 A ke S 0 (9 R AR A O K R 3 AR AT A T R T A R U A AN R A
ARAT 4. B A N 8 T 5Tl 3 S BEH R (AR SS B 78, AR SCHE U 6 Ay D — 20 6 48 910 0 3037 &1 4 48
oMMk . R T B AR S
3.1 EEE Pl

Berthold #2 H 28 #2 43 #7 Ze b 1O ) FH AR X85 /N 38 45 Xt S AR 0EAT 43 BT, ) P AR [0 9 A7 I 44 vl A Y ) £
BRARHEAT RIS BT Kesdogan 25 A\ FE A8 S5 43 M AOFERE 1= 55 48 75 40 L0 A8 80 R P A e 378 970 B8 I o2 /N
AP EEBAE, KA EREH 7 K& S I H - &8l 9 BB A XN RO T 3 7 B 3,
Danezis 25 N1EH 75 0 T (560 E 32 G0 i148 58 05 vEL7 20 WA Y P R 3% T J8 45 AN 6 1 LI B2 e i 4 it
REHE SR SC IR 6 # 5 U .Qin $2 HI A STARSI VR F i AR ¥t 5 G0 iR AiE 20 #7773 3its 1) 35 (138 5 5% 2 .STARS
9 B O B O vk AR TT DA R0k O BB BE 44 Ut i (H 7 40 i Bl o U R BE AR Ry A SR R IS LT A
K Mallesh £ N3 401148 52 0 M Bl R $E Y cover traffic #4400 7 A&, BAR R B e IR S i1 55
Tk AR ] FE R ok 2 T A B 1] 1) Rajiv £ IR B0 1) S IG5 725 v 3R A9 5 v kG 1 U0 Herrmann %5 A
5 B AE B A B BT R A H 7.
3.1.2 WES S

MES M T TR A B R L I (message coding attack). A 1A 27 (timing attack). JH{E
#5220 I T (communication pattern attack). 3& X H 5 (intersection attack). i 30 % & B i (packet volume attack)+
LB T (packet counting attack) ¥t & /3 My M i 25 it U5 9. Murdoch 28 NV id #28 Tor 5 AR AT $EHL
Tor 15 ¥t 5, 0T AR SC /N B S B RRAE ) P S BBk bR 450 52 B B H 149 Volker 25 A PHE B SR S-S0 3%,
S S I 2R O A A i 2 Ok S Tor ¥t & Song 5 APHIZE AL F TLS i3E T Obfs ) Tor it &) =il
b HRELB A AR/, R A k-means BVE AL DRECN 5 iR Y AU, DUGE OCBRIE BR.
3.1.3 RGO

8 80 i (fingerprinting  attack) /& % T 38 5 ¥r BURFAE 138 17 7 2\ .Steven £ th I FT 3= AL B0 401 R} (5118
50ppm)AF T8 LriE 75 Fa IR 55 38 B 75 U4 B4R Weinberg 32 1 StegoTorus IR IE AR 1 Tor #RHTIFELL
iti BB 7175 (8 Biryukov 25 N ik 5 R 8 AR 45 0 U 1] 455k it 2% BRIR 55, R FH 41 S80OK (fingerprint circle) (s
B IR IE B, IL 38 5 (1 H 7% Liberatore 55 AR H048 40K 7 51148 SURFAE, A FA AR 26 DU #7 49 2K 28 18
B¢ HTTP #3077 . Wang %6 A4 HOK ANN 43268 38 8 F 15 B0 EE (1 Ok i 8 SRR AR S0 4, LR il FF P I 48 35 36 9F
$K15H Liberatore 5 & RS A U Kwon 28 AFI A Tor %% Circuit 25730 T2 5 33 5% 5% 19 22 B4R 1 circuit 18
SUBL T KA BT 3 v B 99%7%) Hayes 45 A48 Hi 3L F ANN (¥ k-fingerprinting J s 7792, 3 v 1 38 Bk 1 1B S
00 FJ R T B O o9 s )65 X ). Zhwo 25 A HH 35 T i BB S A B T R T SR RS (PHIMIME) f X 35t A 5 7%,
A TiBEE SSH Al shadowsocks 25 IE i B8 Juarez 3@ W & 73 25 8% 73 2 FH P 7 [l £ 9 T2 01 FH P90 37 51
FREUH R I Tor W 4152 B AR AT JLAE (o FIL 2% 2 > B v 7 3 T 8 S0 038 i 4 R HE A 3R (H 2 I B 7 vk
& T 5 — R PR T8 R T
3.2 ETREAFEA

F R R R B 0 B AR & R B 3 T T Bl e Yo i & 5 1k i TR ORI SR MR
T B SR A AR AR T B, TR I, HL S 2, 0E TR AT i
3.2.1  HKED

WEFE N 523 H 5 2% 3 7K Bl (active network flow watermark, i ANFW)IX —HE& B3 a0 14 froR, 8 T
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IF S 5% T 22 55 660 ) 22 1) 77 1 815 5% 878 52 W 22 H 101 b i B8 90 o 4 9 K BN IS RN I B2, 08 i A 80 2 e WA i 8¢
BN K UK B AE USSR K B JE T RS, JUHIE B 2 W 42 5 60 2 2 [A) BAT S A5 0% R ANFW AR #5 /K BT AN 7
2R 7K BN 70 Dy 25 T YT AL 7K T AT 35 T A 8] 4 A1 D 978 7K D

- |11 iim
FEHN L :: @ 1)
iR o Fer i 5

Fig.4  Architecture of flow watermark technology
Bl 4 K EIAE I 7 i

(1) T

BT P IS 7K B AR 3 A S R ) R R 1K T e AR R 1A R a2 T R ) SR R AR B R X R
MG TR IR R B (R F O 75 pseudo-noise, AKX PN)F™ AT T2 BE .37 43 R B0 A2 7K EIHR N J7 15, ik
NI BAEFR A KENE 5 B 74 (DSSS) L 4 4K BN (1 SR AR R B B X R 4R {5 5 D, I JKEN (PN, 1)
SSRREE T S A HERARERZ TG BERE RIS T S, MR Se=S,., WH H PN, ¥ 5w k& 546
55 D,

b ZZS,-PN, » ZPNS-PNY.

r N s N
PFOIERK BN R A — B, SR AR B ERBOR . H TR A SO VE T I BRI K BN R AR R T 5.

(2) FTHfE

F T I B TR K ER B AR A0 A A (1) 25 TR SCIAIRG;(2) 2 T I B 3 ) 2 1 4 S A1 B P ¥ 7K BB Al o
PR A) [ ik A\ K B Wang 7E 2003 5252 H (19 IBW 5 v 8 ik [ AL % o P 7 A8 43 2 TR 8 4 240 31 0K B0 FF T )
1F] ) B A S B /K B i AL T i b MFA Bt B, Houmansadr 42 Hi SWIRLPPLSWIRL 53 SR BAT R 4T (1)
LW B PHFE B AU B8 77,00 5 52 B BRI N (9 TP, 6 e 1 5 2 T SR 0 B PR K B R AR 4 B
B R 40 4HL e N 7K L6 T B R 40 1 7 7K BB A (1 75 S 4512 56 F R O RO 7K ER B AR P01 2 A B it 4% BEK
ENE 5 1 bit 500 2 N AN HAE L AN AN R n/L A A0 T 5 & /N2 B L
1 n -1
n—ijz:(‘;Ati/..

TH AL AN o ek B[R] — 7K BT bit A B 22 7K B AR H AR 48 2218 vk 2 AN LI B I

FE T I BB IR K BN R BAR B B i BR i M F Bt T3 68 71,18 Kiyavash £ %) IBW. ICBW ##&iH £
I (MFA)) Luo 25 A\ Ks ICBW 5 DSSS 45 £ 42 H 35T B 547 45 10 1 B3R - 3 /K B 7 925 (interval centroid
based spread spectrum watermarking, W # ICBSSW)7) 7E R % MSAC i 1 MFA J7 i B A 55 47 () R4 R 5]
BAT 0 B 2 400 M BE 0 (0 SR 2 2% P i T A K, 52 FH K. Wang 42 HY 9 DICBWSSIZEHRAE MFA. R4% T3
WO B 5 G55 A BRI
322 & &

(1) HEA

VRIE BAME DAHCAR A () N Bl e B 4R T HTTP 9 ) Nl B 524571 sk N1 e 3 E B A b
ST, R IZS 3t 5 Web i 45 #5345 B0 3 N B 3860 7 3845 14, B M 22 F 70 3 P 32 4% HE 110 e
HTTP % A JavaScript 8 HTML AR, #4771 A Br P 2T botnet B4 AR, F1 ] bot master 12 1 K V8 [ )
R £ 1 55 W 92 0 2 05 5 01 45 P JE Mg [ K2R A 72 Miichael A1 Alexander $2H 1 3T A2 F5 BN T A Tor M
25 15 15,3X 5 FBIVU 22 48 2 3% W) 5 VE R BT & .08 7 4 il 57 34 28 Murdoch #1 Danezis #2 ! Circuit Clogging
07 % FHREHR N Tor Relay 5 55 7t B I8 B IR 55 8% i o 1] )32 1921,

Cent(1;) =
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(2) TR

VPN HA — AT 5 ARG I B IR A R B AT A B VPN ARER Y 20 AH Tor H1 4815 15 B BUM IS B
RAEATT BRI IR IE R AR G 51 N3G 58 T Tor Ho 4k ~17 SR AR I Bl e, 26 T Tor MIRE R RIBEF AR KM
Phik P Mclachlan 28 A\ $2 I EEF R EMBCERT HTTP AR 55 5 Hh A 8 A 96 ek W0 AT 5 S8 EAT A 26 0 5193 Wiinter AT
Ensafi & At GFW(The Great FireWall of China)iffid it & 157 75 557 A TN T s ke BB 4 AR B A & A3 Tor W7k (1)
TRLVE VR B, IR R Y A0 3 T B SR DA 25 0E B Tor MR,

(3) HEHJK

R R RIS R RS, T S0 IE B U A T o RN AT R R A U U A
[7) 7 ) - U RS A R AR SO 2 DL Tor 3% AUt 4038 sl 2 Rl i 22 5o N 3 S . Bk
RIEMRSCFEE O AR Zhen $EHET Tor MIKIL. FHLE AL S ER BN RS TorWard®”
TorWard 7E Tor H 175 & HEE N ARG &R GE(IDS), T Tor W I AS I . BELWTATIE B TorWard 7 H 1155 &%
ENREIR B BB (5 B 84 Ha B H T RS BB IR EEN Tor W4 Ak 43 IR 45 .

REBERRAI L2

AATC SR BB B R A A 0T AR 408 RAT LUE B B 3 R B R B FE I8 R i ME R AR &
TGO AR B 3 Fh 7 vE ) 75 7E X 245 Hh il 38 ER AT 4 3 SR 4R KB &, FR UK & 43 A ik B8 AR 52 I 44 72 . Song 55 A
ff fl K-means FEE LI Tor AR EA Tor Hi I 56, bl 5 e H AR SR il B b R SR A 45 % 04,
F ) RBAE AR DL K ENE AR FNS B BRI . 32 3l S B AR AR vT DU 58, 7 Ak 258 15 B #L(H 2K
EHEARE 5 Z 2R SCE B, LT FB TS EB AR B K A .

B 5 S A% A DAL 2 TR 0 B R Sy BE Al Xop v o R AE A 0, WOR BE A LA R i . USRI B e TR =
F2 Bl SRIBR B A A U K B AR 4 A R R FE e, AT DLB AT AR R R, R 2 R AR R B A B E
AR ] SR AT AR T, W F BB B 2 M B, H P R RS — B R IRE AERE R BOR E  h J
T3 A ) R R 2 ] e IR 3 s B R V8 35 R 1 R SR T L

Table 4 Flow tracking technology summary
x4 MEBEHANLCER

R BERIA BB R TR i
Wi R S T R TR R R
WA KA R RECE L R AR A bR R %
VR R Bk TR TR R R X
ETE 2 ERREDA .
FOREIER | g H gL ST (ERTIRAHA 0 P 9 B
EFRBSA R L BT Tor BERE 1B A
BB TN k. WE TR b AR
R i Rl R _
4 B £

AT R B RS RN T R T R REBOR B E A T 7 AT B R 3 KRR
BRI, G T IRV BORHNEZEIF 73 Hr H Bl v VR A BOR B A HE — B 2RI 1Bt xR U & B IR A BRI K
FA% R R B AR ST 73 g i TR PR AR A 0 A 90 B VR ] B R A T L8 2 2T U R R R BB A I 4% 1 R
AN B BER )2 S, S IR R BE AR 2 O A R0 R 55 D 17— 0 AR ARVE 4647 O, B TR
BT BB ER TR I8 B BOR 68 8l SR IHAN 3 3 SRS R 4 8 SRIBRAF AR TT A K A K 45 B o AL
a o A BORAEFCRE M L BA R AR SR K A AR OR T TT [ 75 1) 3 B SRR E AR 8D T Kt A B AR A
THE T4 (EFUK ENBOR BUT YU RE 0 22, 4 DRI 2 I 7 55, TS B R B X LR A i ALK EDBOR 12
% SUEBR R HUT P RE ) AR ST MUt B8 7, T 8 AR B A 2 538 BOR AR SR BT 92 77 1.
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