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Abstract: As a vital infrastructure of the Internet, DNS provides name resolution services for Internet applications. Major Internet
incidents in recent years indicate that DNS is facing serious security threats. The vulnerability of DNS can be divided into three categories:
protocol design vulnerability, technology implementation vulnerability, and architecture vulnerability. In view of the above vulnerabilities,
the latest research achievements on DNS security enhancement are summarized which include protocol design, system implementation,
DNS monitoring and DNS decentralization. Some possible future research hotspots and challenges are also discussed.
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H i 92 bR 4 (1) DNS #8323 45 RFC1034 1 RFC1035 V8,8 T 574 DNS Bk = 15 BRI A
JE,RFC4034 5] N\ T 2T PKI #K[¥) DNSSEC #35% 77 % SR 1, DNS 2 4t I 22 4% B I 2 D8] b 3 55 . 0T 45 Sk 1 4%
Fft DNS % 4 RS e 20k (0 41 43R0 2 ) 32 i 7™ 5 (10 46 5 453 2, 1B 4 A TG A (1 e s ek Al ol 7 11
S A — 7 MY Mok 7 v 0 L DNS ) 22 A R85 A 45 B 0 08 491 - R R AR 1 4 6 DNS RS K
DDoS (distributed denial-of-attack)® 1! . FIH DNS 3 0-#1 /- ks s s B L FIH DNS 257 pgiE i
%[8] .

EFXT DNS [ 45 Ff 22 4 g, 8k 1R % 2017 4E 12 A 43,45 55 DNS () RFC SCRY 23k 256 5P [H N 454
% DNS 224 ) B4R 7 8 2 35 SR R A STEE X IR 10 4F 5k DNS 224 B 5 55 57 e i 98 TARBEAT 7 4007
MgEiR 55T DNS B A2 A0 R F 3R A48 DNS ZE M. RGSEL. M. BRI, KR 5K
77 10 (1 2 A 3 9 7 VR AN S R R A X B R R AN 5y B e, 2 o7 4 a5 SR A5, 2 28 ) [X et
BRI 5O B2 RS A S AL A O AR SR T 5T AR SRR B A 2%

ARHE 1A T DNS L2 BURE 2 F5%F DNS (0B HEAT 7025, 5 45 1144 DNS R S0 HE 55 1 AR A R
(A58 3 54X DNS R G 55 M, 511 236 % b e 236 98 77 32, 95 3047 LU BT BT 58 4 7150 DNS 2 &8 58 T AR 32 H #4
AR AR R R4

1 DNS ZEIR

K6 75 M 5 152 R 1) S 7 % R, Wity DNS I H R AR 15 58 I ==&, F By B I & 4% 55 [ Coleman Parkes 2\ 7] I &
ToREAERE. TR, ML 1000 ML DNS R4 4RI 78 2017 464 76% 44152 %] T DNS
Yeihe AR X S Bk o B R A Bt o5 35% DDoS Biili 5 32%. ZAE 4% EE H 23%. DNS BFiE 5 22%. FHIF
B 5 19%. 881 90% % B AF (8 F DNS #3055 B AF 1) 4 F1% il (command and control, C&C)H
FREFBE R, DU SRI i a4 . R 3. SRIBS RS B, DDoS Ml th AR5 Mok i & e i H 1 )iz
B4 AR TF B, WA B 7 (O T2 k), 3098 R AR P 4 AR N 5 v B AT AR 1 3 S A T
KN B4 DNS R 55 2% R4 Arbor Network & A (F1A & i1 BoR, A5 84% 1 S5 FIJBOK Bk R Al DNS
PR BT A P & LG s A R RIS 2R DNS IR %5452 DDoS Bl e 2 H AR, A 78%H)
DDoS i % DNS FI R FH 2 IRk 25 3247 B

Yl DNS A FI AT P 7 b A 25 R 5l 42 48 i 47 e A Tt 385 2 i DNS Ji 45 8%, 3 i £l A 45 0 1,
TR AV AZ 28,38 B P KR 1 2016 4F 10 H7E Dyn 3842 IR 55 £t 37 75 52 2 K MUK DDoS X ifi 2 J& ,Dyn 4 & 2k
T 8% A% P DNS B i 43 i i o B 200 Vi 7 R 28 5 1 R AR B EfficientIP [1HE S /I E M 1000
AR B LR A =55 2 — W2 ] R DNS B o 45 183X 26 504 o 16%72 P 8UKE &, 15% 2 511 = AUE
B 0E AL DNS B 54 2 45 52 5 A 7 1 K 200 75 3 LM &5 k.

DNS B B A ok 2 5 (& 55 2 NS AR AS 4 AR U EL A B = 48 Cisco MR 7RSS BoR, Wit i@
IR KA TE 24 /B ET DL IS 10 U7 & W05  1 4% 38 X e A I I 4 4 T LUK B KRR ) DDoS 2
L R A K ST AR A 1 52 B A T AT R B 4 G HL IS it 1 3 T B, R A S R R T R A R 55
A 1) 2 VG ) A7 ARG A, 00 X P55 488 KA 83 % 11 A LA S e B 22 b T, 5 B B A Rtk — 25 I Jel.

2 REBMST
2.1 DNSERXFRKIRET T

DNS = 2 i 3 5645 4L, 43 1) 52 :1)38 44 %% 8] (domain name space)Fl % Jf 10 5% (resource record), L35 0 JE 45 74
[ fiir 44 25 [A) BT 55 42 R K SR TR 00 8408 52) 44 7 IR 45 2% (name  server), 035 380 45 440 (5 B A % B {5 2 10 A 55 28 7%
JF33) AT 2% (resolver), W B 37 5K 3 A4 FR IR 45 4% 3K X 25 ) 45 . DNS 38 % R A Rk 42 b 7 X, 0 e 8

AR AE R E W EEFEHL T, RGN AR AL R 558535 RIS A by, RAE 2.
PRI N E AT, A4 Ak 55 4% ELER 1A N2 R 48 LR Bl A4 AT 45 R . Ik A 55 48 75 ZE R AR 44
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JIR 55 4% SRR AL BT IR S5 I, RATEARE W EIRREWEAT, AL RSETFES L 684 RS R
H, BEIREIEZ MGG, DNS 5 A LA TR R E WA 1R,

Aitiai=
BR5528

K1

RIEZ AR5 28

Fig.1 DNS architecture

DNS & & &5 44

bz

AT 53 M1 DNS AR R 45 2% 2 AR 22 4 0] LA SO CVE GRS B 623 2% DNS A IR R 31T %
Lbar 28, EFAEZEAY R DNS RSN Bl B Ax & Bk G R AT e 45 19, Gt g5 R Wk 1 fros .
Table 1 Statistics of DNS vulnerabilities in CVE

#F 1 CVE # DNS g4t

DNS R4 R Wik B Bk 5 3
BRI AR DNS iz 45 % T4 %

i DNS f 55 39 & fR AT 2% T4 55,15 Sk 52
ROCAL TR AE A7 ok AR 55 2% SR AT 2% 044 R 55
DNS it s K I fif b 2 E RS
DNSSEC Fb8H A= i W LR DNS Hril SRAFRFAL
SRS B X 0 fR b2, i FRAFHFAL
DNS 0% % & 0 3 LRSS 2 FRAFHFAL
gt Uy 1 42 i 1 4% AR 55 2% AT 2% FRAFHFAL

R YT B R AR 55 2% T 2% T4 55,15 Sk R

AT IR fiR 55 2, B i e SRR

2.2 DNSHES5 M

JET DNS Il R O SCHR BERH 18 A S0K DNS 19 1E 39 MR 9 Bh il G S5 e . R IIIETIME . 1R R4S

PG 55 1.
22.1 BRSSP

DNS B AE BT Z T3 7850 %5 RS W 46 2 42 1) L R A UDP SR A 276 TH 2 A% e ) A v 8 R
2ot N Ab PR, BEUEAC S AN AT 25 44 S5 B D il R4 TR DNS PR MUIRA 5 8 2 A7 1505 . Bl eilr . Bl st

BE S-S G

Xt DNS g3 2% X #5852 A 6 M ) Bl 7 50U ELIGE I e 7 78 DR () R ISR BT 3, g e 448 T

B2 T AR A SRR A 7%~9% I b 85 2 5 52 BNE NI
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DN'S P 308 17 78 Faf it 25 i) g2 21 F DN'S 2530 I A0 8 ¥ 22 B0 B AR 4 AT I FE vh T R 4
MR 7 B F R & R RSN ANRRFAME B A T2 AR R HIX — DNS Sk LR E B s i 285,
Y P R ERE DG R G EEE DNS AT A P AT R R 5 i R HE A SR A ) 88% ) X BB Bt
SE4x 7] DL A DNS 25 1) Ji /2 57 B 7 B FA.

FIFH DNS Js il i o FBOSH R 2PN e 1) s ) A (MITM), BT DNS A H2 (K00 1 20 5 v F o %
PR G, i AT 2% TG 2% 4 W A 1 50 1 S R e R A Bk 2 RT DR X AN IR TR R AT R 1A N B, dn e B By
1. P4 ID #K Y (transaction ID spoofing);2)Z% A7 Bk, {3 I S A7 AR 1 U7 e B[R] {2 2 2 5 35080 — 350 1l
Uk K R RS RE NB DNS 247U 53) 00 A 3046 44 iR 25 Bt (DDoS), i #R IR 45 7% 147 DDoS Hiik, 44
2 J5) DNS fif B >R ™ B 5.

222 RGSEMMETH

DNS R 45515 T DNS REEAISLHL, W Rl e 37 2R BB o K 7 st DNS IR 45 28 3% 3%
S fp A% TC B DR ), A A AT 0 B A IR IR, IR A AT AR AE T E Y 2 A e B DNS IR & A AR AR R B TR
T, FI F DNS AR 45 % £ (1% B & 2 i 2t 22 Wity DNS B 2 B0

REMFFHEE =77 DNS IR &4 E B A2 DNS K ME5 MM EE 2 — DNS REGLL L EMNKRE,
RYOR A % IR 5 28 50 H ORI K, B8 T2 TN DNS BR45 3558 7 #4501 Google DNS
Public DNS %571 jil 2\ DNS IR 25 2% 4, 15 K 2 1) B AEBUR 4 2R A0S N 55 585 = J7 MR 22 B I I 780X DNS R4 35
R IX L TF R DNS 55 #5716 7™ B 1) 22 2 B AR RS 42 b 1R o A b W] R 28 OIS [R)J2 4. Hbtel 38042 iR
55 25 FOFRAT 3%, (EU2 7E B0 A5 0 1 3 2 b VA 4 57 22 A e 000 1 350 ST P R e B 1k AR R B B T P A A
5 SR 12 S 2 it R 45 X e K DNS iR 5 A R LR .

DNS RAGWRAETRALEEN, PHRAGEEZERE AW E EFBRXBITHOERE AN
10x10°~32x10° N1 fg T 38 1 I 52 2% A AAEATT S5 s, 2an 70 AR TR 425 g wp R P K 2R P 2 A AT it T 6 AR AT 38 1T LAy Ay
3 5:0) NI RS AR AU BRSO P AT IS SR;2) Ol I RS AR, ST S IR S5 A 28 IR B R AT 45 2R :3)
Fp )N IR 5535, 67 53 % A AR T O SR G R S T 2SR T AR X % g P O S T DL AEL R T T TR R AT B A TE
71 5 ) 22 A B iR B AT 19% K AR AT 38 RE A5 IR (A1 IE AR 1 TTLRO kA, N 4% v 4775 K8 FH P v U il (¥ A A
A, 1 B R T 38 51 5T L2 AT AR AT 45 SR B i AR AT AR AR R X e p B — Oy UM R ) IR 45 A AR S R B
T e = WG A7 7F 22 A PR R BT

DNS SEEL A A7 T 42 2R 40 e 55 11 1 32 2 R R 36 ) 22 4t Bl 2 (Internet Systems Consortium,ISC)i
57 DNS iR 4580 Ai 5ol e SR i 2 R0 5 MRS S I E 2R 2 BT A3 2 AT LUK BILBIND Al
Microsoft 45 #% A8 (H48 T 95%Lh FRIFMS B % CVE #4# " BIND #{FRIE A 102 T, K&
BINDS. BIND9 Fll BIND4.9 %% 3= E 1) R A, I A £ 205G DoS. X vt BURIS TR 55 Microsoft B W K A
DNS IR %5 28 %2 B Z A7 LR B B T R E AT BR 0 Ab, A U 1018 2 /R4 Bishop Fox 2 &) K 3L
Windows DNS % /i {7 75 2647 X i R IAPY 76 win8/Server 2012 B 5 & M A O 3H S 0L b, AT it & S 80
= DNS B2 By 2 1) A IX AN IR VR 72 B A i DNS 33 SR BT DLPAT % B AR an SR Mo & 4% 1) 7 DNS JIj %5 #%
(hnad i A R N T ), mT LA 1) M0 3 1 R 45 41 Microsoft DNS AR 55 28 th 32 51| DoS Mzl 22 b X #
E G

Table 2 Domain Server Software Distribution

®’ 2 ARG S AEL

JIR 55 45 B A HH LE 1l
BIND 85615 80.83%
Microsoft 15601 14.73%
TinyDNS 2500 2.36%
simple DNS 797 0.75%
MyDNS 641 0.61%
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223 MRREHEIITE

DNS 14 52 56 74 F) Jfe 59 VA5 T DNS AR IR 5 #5347 15 5 55 2% R0 BRI DN AR IR 55 45 1) 4 A 11 A7 78 7™ 55 14 K 4,
AR R AR T e,

DNS # 4t 8RR 73 2 5 K e i (B AZ 00 & AR e 55 4% i BEBE A DNS 2 48 AR IR 55 2 9 Bt 4R 47 T4
#(TLD, top level domain)ff) Az B (5 8, HT A I ZAFAEBCA i b B B0 A2 AR IR S5 43 9T 40 A& 1. H 3 42 2R
A 13 ARG R,X 13 MRS SETH 10 B2 TRE, 2 G TREMES. 1| 6T HA. BEE LM
FRY R, 5 T A 7 A [ B0 ST AR R 55 4% 1O U1 B, LA Jom o IR P A O B BB ) 2 15 2 O I A . DNS. IR 55
HIERE.2015 4F 6 H 23 HL AT A SR 2 I A BN — AQ IR (IPve) AR AR 55 4 il Alniz & s iR i H —— &
NRIPH 7 R A7 % RIZE R 13 A AR IRSS 25 (0 25 At B E 23R 16 ANEZF HFECE 25 & IPve MRS 75, LA
SO B S A R ELIER I ) 22 74 38R (E R X RN 1 MR IR 55 4% 0 0, 9T B0 AR A L fif 1k DNS 44 2 45 140 ife 55
P ) fEL.

MR 25 23 A DNS RGEHAZ 0, 10 R AR B R R, B R GO A BB IE 384T B8 AN HLIBE Rt % 52 5
7 S 36 [ AR I 1) 2002 4F 10 H 21 H,13 SRR S5 #4532 214G 5 LUK 9 5 7™ 35 A 02 U 2 K ) DDoS 4
i, I 30-40 % A9 B B 2 A 9 9 SRR ST #ERE. 2007 4E 2 H 6 H ,DNS MR 55 %% Ff X 32 # DDoS
Yty Bri RRSEAT 8 /NI B Y AT A R 2012 4F 2 H 35 4 [ B % 4121 Anonymous BATRE 25X 4Bk 13 MR R
% #1647 DDoS Mk, il i 1k AR IR 55 25 1o 280 e g 4 TR 9 2%

FEIR A A 2O R P A H DNS IR 55 88 B0A 2 A7 10 S 38044 15 B 7 ZE07 IR AR AR 55 4%, AL 3RAG R — 2D 4
MR 25 25 115 SR b il 380 42 56 4E 1 72 v 35 2% DNSSEC B3 I AR IR 55 38 15 95 AT 8, 47 1t T0 2 42 Pk IR 2% 25 (W Ak §H A0
26 440 3K, A B UE Bt i 2 (R BB IR AR TR 45 #5428 1 3 44 (0 i b A LE B )i TR b iX 2 DNS 1R R 46
Hey ife 55 1k AR A i AL

£54 % 2K DNS 22 g, 3 3 845 7 DNS A5 BU 7 2R B AR Bedk 52491

Table 3 DNS security threats and attack instances
3 3 DNS gy, A 54

24 Wy Bt T 15 R /B et 5 43
i e A 2014 4 1 A K58 A T84 1 5 E 17 B L [ 1P Hudik 65.49.2.178
6 40 i 55 2016 4 10 JJ DNS k% i 52 2 K #UE DDoS K ifi
T T R 55 4 B FEH DNS 055 #8 vt f, i B 4l 5
RO LINE T Py 2016 4 9 J BIND J i fili #65 BIND fik 5% 38 5=

Windows DNS % /' iy 77 7E A7 X i IR ), 22 A7 B¢
2007 4= 2 H DNS Rt 55 %318 52 KHAR DDoS X ity
2015 4F 11 /] DNS %5 %518 5 KA DDoS Hiti

R 2 S5 p e 55 BRI

3 DNS Z4&i#53

Bl DNS 224 B FIAR A JR DR, A B b I AR SR AE Bl . R G0 K ME % . & R 45 M 77 T RO o 07 oM 1
SR
3.1 i REEE
3.1.1 DNSSEC

NT fRH DNS R GurE B 4% fih #2 5 s P R0 52 B M fR 9 IETF(The Internet Engineering Task Force)$E H
T DNS % 41958 75 % DNSSECPS \DNSSEC ik i # Y5 ic S A7 2 44, F P A0 R B AH 9% 17 SR 3k 44 15 R it 2>
WCBIZ A0 S 25 44, F P AT DAAR 38 25 44 460 I H5 0 1) 31 SE 4 N 58 % 1% . DNSSEC 72 DNS f 28tk 380 7 4 22 4
10 3%:1)DNSKEY 1t 3% 77 i 5 1E DNS %088 194 £9;2)RRSIG it 3%, 77 DNS % id s M ¥4 44;3)DS id 3%, 1
T DNSKEY 580 47t 2% $A AR 25, 0 2 By A5t B DNSKEY B4 245 J2;4)NSEC c 3%, 47 i A1t B AT 3 41 418
1R —id 3% T B e AR50 IE.
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AR DNSSEC 7EHEIR [ REWE 1R i b fift ¥ ki B3 44 15 5 110 1) AL, L 1 3 S B 1) 30 8 I 2 vh B0 VA TR BB
W BT 89%M TN I8 4 HE T DNSSEC,H &2 Ik 4 3B RN 3%,.com WA HEBERRE
0.5%% \DNSSEC B & 81, AN H 510 DS id3t AR5 i Ak 44 SR G FE R IR B AR B E AR 5%
P25 P ] LA DNSSEC 28 44 I 0 S B — 2% (S AT B AR I8 44 T3k, T R 3828 44— 3l Ak O kg s —
ZAGALHE AR A K 1% .com,.net Fl.org 3k %4 ¥ & % DNSSEC,7EIX L83 T DNSSEC k4 1, A8
30%M14k 44 B T /b DS o s id T B A5 R0 |

TEHSE T DNSSEC 1% F 3 Hh AT B VF 2 % 7 i th A BT 0 B G B TS LA X 500 22 54N % 7 i £
DNSSEC 4 FfRHT 15 i 7 R HUASEI &, ) £ 485 5 R B /N 43 1) 7 32 21 DNSSEC 4 F {4 ,DNSSEC %
2= 3 S B AR AT R P 4R 10 B B8 DNSSEC & i R4 1 &k s at?
4 DNSSEC Mt LA AN [ 35k 2 18] f) FL 44 R4 5 51 il jil>®!

DNSSEC f# i T A HE 04K 2,70 003 BT 72 v th 25 5INEAM I FF 4. tH T DNSSEC 4 B0 % 4, K 1)
DNS 1% 3K G SR 55 850 B 5525 44 436 00 A 45 % v 7 B 1), K2 (040 35 3 7 28 44 IO R SC 2 o5 48 41 5 R
3.1.2 DNSCurve

N DNS 2 i 2 {1 5% # J2 ¢ 4= 257, DNSCurvel™ i i 51 i 28 in 2 S0 R0 2 61 43 R AL, s B i e o
KT DNS Bdi A0, 32 4 L2 11 A0 58 B R 37 DNSCurve B TAE A2 41K : 1)DNSCurve IR 45-8% & 26 8 1 4n AL HL
K AEF RN 2 NS FYRIE (NS resource record)™, % F i X 8 NS 103, 55 & TE 19 4 A ATL ], 48 21 5 B 19 A
;)% s DNSCurve [ A8 A1— U BE L% (nonce)— #2 Ji 1) 25 5 46 1 (cryptographic box), 745 iX 63 4T
2t 5 N9 FE DNSCurve 125 1 503 £9;3)DNSCurve 4 F1 IR S5 58 1 56 2RI 2% P i 1 37 SR B8R B, fun SR 2 1E
R P AR, U i 2 40 G0 e 2 R A AT N AR R [ o A, R 3% 4 7% 1 iy 5 U, DNS Curve IR %5 #%
R 17 SR B 6 1 LR R S TR R IR 45 7% 7 B, 2% i WA ) e 1o B9 4, J5 AT EE BB e & 35 BB 9R DNSCurve
7E DNS Pr i3 ARl 1 32 (A% Sl T2 v A WL 25 1 R0 58 38 4 (R 3 (HZ SRl DNSCurve B3 VAR BT 2% 35 73 92538 40
4 TR B 55 2% 2 W S PR A K TR Uk 44 BRI 5 % RS E B B AL A Hb st VA @ AT 3% . L 4F DNSCurve 75 Z %} DNS 3
WHEAT 525, S B DNSCurve F4 & #5852 3 R )41
3.2 ARG LIEE

321 ARE

77 DNS Hr il FH UDP Bl 4 B0 A5 584 JEAT B0S MR 52 R R0 UIE, IR b X+ DNS % 4 1 150k 47 3
JEE 19 DNS %4 i —Fh F B T-DNSM?! fi f TCP A1 TLS Wl # /X UDP 144 DNS 78 B il b 2% 5 iR 55 48
T 7 5L TCP & 42, 48 J5 {8 TLS Hr O DNS 514 P 25 AT I &5 fR 3, Bis 1k o 25 Mk & 11T 2 2. T-DNS
FIF TCP 32 i 55 B L), e 9% B 11 3% 5 IR 55 4% 5 Bh 428 R 8 B 215 5., R BH F TLS iU GR b S5 A5
A MR R T B Tk R R R A A X R 3R SR R M R ST TCP 4 I R T A 43 5 W AR AT AL
2, T-DNS KH TCP #1 TLS i, 51£ 45 1f) DNS A e 2 AR ME XV 516 8
3.2.2  EifHLEH

Z > DNS R4 28t [F TAF, 7T DATE BN AR 55 28 M7 BT 2 T 1 2K G Al IR 2% 8, 3% 57 22 8 10 ot R mT P 4.
%> DNS 45 2% 10 25 10 25 S 0T 1 7, A 2 B8 e 3 42 AR AT 1D S

%> DNS I 55 28 Y [7) A, R 58 38 4 AR AT ok B2, A2 B2 0 2 G faot v A m] Sk 1) — Fhig 42 .CoDNSI™ R4t
K JR) B0 AN AR B (B AR 2 &% DNS 18 5K, 37 SE PR ZE IR AR T4 1 44 FRARHT . 24 A 1 DNS I 45 % 25 2%
(FA 3B E AR ),CoDNS  H 2l i 3K 5 i vl 1) g B 10 bl 7] IR 55 2%, 43 Rtk 2> 48 3R 442 v 725 4 R 55 (1 v
SEVE EARTD A DNS S5 7 RSV AN RE(E 2 2R G010 20 A P b 2 PRAIR, B st R 80RI i o 2 1R 25 ) £ % S A
RGN T BUIXA A BLConfiDNS RGE1S I £ 3l 5 b % (multi-site agreement) FIEEAN 3l 557 (10 25 0 5 S, SR A
WA 2 0 R A BB,

¥ 2~ DNS B %5 28 BAF 2l g5 L A7 5 Lk, LLBR K DNS B (i B 5 I I o 2 ) 485 SR v i 1k 19 5
i DR-DNS R4 Al AR 247 2 AN R [ 1) DNS R 55 8% S ERIAS P i J6# DNS 53R & %4 DR-DNS,



I B %:DNS 4G K Rz 7

DR-DNS #i% 3R 43 K 25 A [F] (1) DNS #BAFRIA, %5 Fh DNS AR 2% 2% B 44 & 25 R [ 45 DR-DNS.DR-DNS 1 ]
P TEHL, 3% 3 BB R 22 (1 TE 5%, 3R (R0 45 25 oK P B T (R A 2 A5 B2 Al DNS BR4-J V) 0o 0 401 BB
S RN R S, U0 8R A 85 o 27 bt 4 H TE B o 7 AELR: P T B AL AL B F RS RAS [F] DNS AR 55 2% B4 i )3 3
J 7] 751, DR-DN'S AT 2% R 3%
323 FRMRE

2T DNS PRSI A4 i 1045 B 347 N2 R0 25 44 358 44 2510 45 SR 1) 0 S M R BRRA PR 8 B AR B A7 78 73 1A
&k L S SORT B RL M 5 () XU T fEBIAT DNS R G LAtk 1, AT i i 48 DN'S 2 45 19 41 43 45 W) R AL i b BUR
T 0 AT 45 L IR B S ORGP P B AL

9 T BEL Lk 5 TR 2% 355 42 IR 2% 2% (1 % 25 B s, OnionDNSH8) B35 TH 2% 155 44 (TLD), 7 5 N T 8212 IR 55 2 Fl.o0 15
£ OnionDNS [ T 2% 35, B2 45 IR 55 2% 388 1 Tor P 4% 5 4R R 55 75 A7 B 1.0 38 [F) 20 B8 B B (8 IR 45 38 60 T % i 5
PR R 55 2% 2 V), 25 P2 Sty B S0 388 3ok S BT W0 28 B0 Tor X484 18 SR R 3% B BB IR 55 % A8 B B 1R IR 45 B i e B 4k
A7 .0 A3, W0 G B AZE I MR 7125 i) 45 51 R A7 0 S a3 W B A0 3 R IR &5 S th AN & )
R gk (1 AR IR 55 2% R S 25 W0 SR B 1 20 B I BV E N B Tor PI4E, 520 BB 42 1 IR 55 5 15 IR 45 45 8 T A HH 1tk b
B 1 AR A 45 5 3R A5 X 7 1) .0 38119 B8 0 3%, 706 45 TR AR [R1 45 2% 7 ity B T 83 4% IR 45 2% 2K Fl DNSSEC 3 13, Al
R g (1) AR IR 55 9% 38 A5 I B0t vl DA BRI @ 3k 3 5 20,060 BE 42 (AR IR 45 2R S (it &2 AR 90 R T B 1B =i
BIEN GG IR 2R G AF IR A P I S 960 1 KR IR 55 2%, 10 A2 Jo) 39 1 B 37 0 VR 5%, & B BURR AT S8 e PRI

T BB =T7 DNS b %5 1% R ) B3 RA i 2 1) 8 76 AL Si ¥ DNS AT 2% A1 DNS k45 #8551 N — /B
{11 B 55 25 EC 21 BRURL PR (R R A — Fi#% 48 DNS #4077 %, EncDNS®! J6F DNSCurvel*™ Bt 75 b5 1 1)
DNS 1 B 285 0 25 25 4 P 28 I 7E A A1 %% (Conventional Resolver,CR)5 DNS R4 %82 (813 % EncDNS i %%
#%.CR [1] EncDNS JIR %% % & 1% AT 1 R, EncDNS [ 45 28 3R 19 8 25 J5 I 3804 15 5, TR B AR 45 2% R L 25 10, 58 J5 0
45 N B 5 0T CR IR B 457 7 . BT 2% 7 i A RS 1) 2500045 B b B O AR NS . CR R ATE A
P 75,CR K A1) N 2 55 K 45 EncDNS IR %5 %% 5, EncDNS i 55 28 it 5 15 21 25 1 Y 25, (HIX 46 2 175 SR 10 TP bk
72 CR fHiht{5 B EncDNS Jf A %058 BAK M /- 1P Hiuht, Xt EncDNS A1 CR 34 [7) 5 il fif #r i F, HLAS % i
FH 58 B i SR 9 28, IE B T B AA R H 9. EncDNS BRI R PETE T 75 B2 20 DNS P SURAL 5 n 25 i 25 0 15
AR T Z#HE.
3.3 KN

Wi o EL IR 1) R, B AR AE AN W13 25 B0k T BB A8 AN AR A AN AT A 2 W 1501 1 B A R B 1 U 8 AN — 5 g
SEHCAR AT BB R FE LA RSB AT AU 12 LIRS DNS REAM B B/T, & — N EEK
LA YEIRARRE T DNS REMATISWIE AT E SR YE DNS Lty =0, B4 R4 13T k3 2 68 /1, A i R 68
T R D 5 P Bk ARG 4 0 A O EARUR S DNS 114 2 9 U 3R AT 20 T RVRG: I, S A I R 4 33 FH L 2 2
S A5 RSB AR G M 45 5 AT % SR04 2 BE R RS B A YRR A AR I 9 1 2 O TR 43 S U DNS
7 3t 5 3 UL AR 55 s TR 7 R RAS N DNS AR 55 2 AR &

3.3.1 M5 DNS F o 5 3 U R 55 2% (R 9 i

BotGADP3 B4 5@ /3 4B 7 EHLAEE S tfl . DNS AR S5 28 F0 At 32 AL 1) 1R 378 2, DA G AG 4B 7 ) 4%
BotGAD Kt £ 15 3l Bt 5 Ay ) B, T 5L i) 2 [A] RO ARV BA I, 0 BT 2H V5 2 R R R L R 5 2 5 7 I =S Bl B T VR R A
BEAN B I 1) B A A — 235 B, 5 A — AN o0 R R R R M BEAT R AN B ) ) B, R (0 51 SRR LR 5L 1 1P M
4 S FEAN B ) DR PN, AN AR 1 TP S5 T 5 B0, JUL A (R RIBE A TP Hbtik s 32 R 25088 A 1,35 0 0,44 5%
PR FIAE DA R, X B ) & AR B AT (][RI BR N 25 TP Mkl 22 5 2038 3015 O, 2R 5 v ) == 8] 119 7 2504
LB, F I T A, R A EE 25 T8 MM ATE3).

Seguio™ FI FI I P A1 ISP 4% {14 Hh DNS fif T 38 [0 38 15 i B M 2 7 — FhpL A% — 34 1 — 4% B A
B AR A AT AR FE MU, R R E N WL EE I B T %8k 2 A T A B R S TP Hhk . SkiE
B (A0 55— VR 1 00 B 0). R 5 O 0 R T S R I T AU AR IR R R AU R T A a4 B (R
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alexa.com) 3R IE A B PR35 F At VR AR IS A R S sl RS T RRIE R IR B E
BLEW T — N ARAE B — AN AR EN AW T — > 20 0 =38, WA s A R KM B

BEAR, M5 R 2 DNS i 538 7] LU SRt IR F DN'S 97t 54 il (1 {8 77 W45 1 DN'S %38 %+ DNS ¥ f 44k
F BB 4y 28 4 T4 7 0 8% R f 1 0, 7 TR — 28 R 43 b R AL 1L 5 LAt 288 w99 050 4 B S 1 DX 3
XA T A IE T M RAEED 3T R DNS 25 ) 97 & i e AT RN 23 (8] 90 A 5% R 545 B4R IE 45 & e
Kl DNS it 52 $2 i (048 7 W0 2% 1) —Fh R BP0 D71 G DNS F% 38 H i 32 2R ] DNS P 4 AE LT L S it 4%
AT B 23 AT (AR 0 e R8T
3.3.2 Y5 DNS R 22 A7 &

HRAE M2 A3 T IR 25 22 W45 DNS (1 7 5245 8 NotosP® 28 48 i) I M 48 45 40E o [X del e £1E M1 B8 42 BAIE 4f8 4
FIE S 4 8 — AN I 285 B2 IR B 25 43 B AR AR RO B2, 9 3 3 A8 20 S 30 1) 344 T S0 255 40 o SR A 5 40 i A, )
YL IXASF 4 2 5 T %S 3).

1 Notos #H Ei,EXPOSUREP! N3 T- 77 52 DNS it i, if A& A 52 B () LS e 8, 3608 LT 15 Aol
B A4 AT R, K X SO AR 7 A FE TS 1] . DNS M. TTL . B4 715 B 4 28,3 Se R 4F 4 17 il B4
A FSBEHL B R AR R HLUS A DNS 2048, R AE 73 A ol ax S B 32 IR TSR W 1 15 AN R IE AT 225
342 R B ALY B R B B[R] N 384T 08 J5 A a2 REEBHUCR 1K O A ARk 5 Gk U 3 4 B 4y 2K R
B HBEAT B 10, % T B % 2 T 5 ik BEVE 1 42, UL D I GRS B i) i N JEAT I 2R, 23 288 2R AR B U AR 478 11 25
HRL (R 0SS 25 Sk 4 B A o i B BOHE S BRI SR AR I L R A S AR T J48 SR LI 3 N IS B0 B R
A bRC S IR B 4 I PR SRR AR A L T AR 45 B8 1 EAT DNS B AAS I T FR 0 R R M AE T T AR S A R
%35 FRE KR EE R AR A B — N AR5 B R BT B0 R B RA M AN R AR 28950 2 R R AR ML
S o 45 31 S

Wi R E DNS B KR DNS I3 4 5 A0 B, LA e RS I 30 2 4k 4, 2 R S B F A R
Kopis®”! .Kopis 5 Notos. EXPOSURE [ & [X il /2 i #% ¥) 2 A~ [A],Notos 1l EXPOSURE i 44 ) 52 id V4 it
% 75,1 Kopis W47 172 TR 4 T MR 55 38 AR 4 7 IR 55 2%, I8 R 73 A R 7 5 4% DNS #4fs . Kopis B
o A AL 2 U A AR VR AR = R = b U R s D 1 G2 5 AR 4 52 & KB #E m K A1) DNS 3
AR RN BAEE TR IE A Vi, T KB R A B Vi TR — AR 2SS BRI SR G 3 B )
BRI Fyis—A~ DNS Ak SARE B RFIE I G it o0 PR S Ix 4l A ) 44 5Kk B T DNS (1 |2 it & 70 4
AR HR T 82 43 A S FE FE B T P4 SR ok Ak 4 1 8 AT S A BN T 4 IR A A B S BT B m AN
SR P P (P 35 R AE A B AR T TR R e I BRE 0,004 W7 iZ 38 44 E V5 Kopis 1940 502 AT DA il B AN 75 22
L A D0 2 2 ZEHCHR AT AS 06 285 FR AN () 20 2L X 5 B 3L B 1) 22 A R0 BB AL ) 8 Kopis 1 &) BRPE7E T %4 F2E
FEI TRV 4 A 48k 42, 0 F DG B89 A R 11358 42 A6 I 2 R AR

TR ISP 2K T I e R P e A IR T R A I 3l DA R 3 A % 5 3, DAOSION Sz A
TR 28 261 W32 52 ¥ DN'S i 5, IS4 A gt R At P 7 8 9 A 77 1D 119 %) 11 DN'S 5 30 5 AE . L A A4 e A P
F P S840 42 (0 AT A8 P15 00, 1T A7 8 ) G v X3 SO H e SR I 3 4 PN 30 0 R G B 5 0 ol 45 A T T L 2
5 2] SR AT A AR T 38 5 A ST 350 fal A P 7 T AR 0 45 SR, B BT A A b R A R 4
3.4 FRLEHIEE

DNS MRk % #3158 DNS RZiHIH% 0, 7157 DNS E H R4 Y RE B X R oy sSUE ST e . 5 =l
SEHEEON T UL DNS ROk ) BT 2 3R R T 0 4K T DNS R48.DNS KRG E 0 JE, A RS 21 8
AT TS5 B R R Do'S AT 3 O B M 23 G DN'S BT I FEAS T 52 PR T AR AR 55 2, N 4 IR 2 B 455
] 3% X0 30 42 130 AT 3 B, A R W R R 55 45 0 B 40 R ) B o
34.1 ENARRALEW

Wi P2P W48 45 My B TR ) P2P X 4% B0 25 i Ik 0 0 B M 4 A e ) A 27 3R H T 22T P2P 4R i 44
fEHT R %5 2R Fl P2P 45K )3k 48 R 48,19 AR AH P25 A & R A 45 58 DNS R 25 2% 5 5 2R MU Hhca 44 i) 8.



I B %:DNS 4G K Rz 9

LA Al DNS 19— Ry 502 A o A s 75 1O HAR M IS — A otk 0 45 R 5 A 006 A R
PRSI IR SR B DNS RS S0k, ik T Chord® ) DDNS!® | J:F Kademlia'” 11
P-DONASI!®! | DDNS fE4£45 (¥ DNS fit 55 # I 9 Y5 10 s 24T 240, DNS 3% 1R AN A7 it S 3o o9 A i A
FoR 528 . DDNS HIRE i & 4k A T DHash (1) 2% 55 A1 57 38 35 1 S5 49 10 70 B 338 15 07 T ) — BUME e 75 SR B A
B B P 24 23 O R, IE B AN 1 B A 2 1) (R ), G A7 5 1) B A58, 1 P 25 W) 7 Vi R B TRV B 4R R O(log V). TE B4
77 T B IR 55 2 BN RSB 20 A 2U A 32 B B R B, i DA IX S B0l 5 2 A7 i 7 i E B0 I IR 4 4
BT X 2 IR 2% 2% LA Oy BE AL 0 07 sCEAT R B, R BTG 16 IR 45 25 (R I RE 6 S 8088 7 23 )R A4 25 2% P-DONAS 4 &
AN A BN R (ISP Rt S AE N3N A AN(Access Nodes).iX 28 AN i 57 5 % 7 i 22 B, 31 HL B 67 5747 i 5 U3
LW Ui AN BFR N fil & 5 55 (triggering node), 24 W B H 715 R I iR 19 S B L ER EH O I%%
AL W AR A R BIRAE P2P W48 EakAT AR, 4 SR A5 % G R 3],P-DONAS #i 2> &) £ 4 1) DNS IR %5, a1 SR &
WE S5 R K 45 IR B4 AN AN K45 SRR B 45 %5 ) i, 3T 7E G2 b [X BEAT G2 A7 W RAEAL 48 DNS 45 & B ARk
B4 5 R [A] 10 5 AN EE B 45 R A 1H .24 P-DONAS R 4t 4 %A Z 710300, 3 B3R 15 45 DNS R 4588, 14 ik
P-DONAS HI4% 45 [ DNS JIR 55 2% 2 3 25 1.

N T IRE ST o A U A R k4 RGBSR, LT Beehivel®! 32 3h 2 AZ ML AT LLSE I 35 25 4R A
8] 52 2% 5 5 O(1), 3 F5 DU BB CoDoNSI 3 G0 K FH Ak A % 11 JAHL 37 ) 5/ 45 (1) DNS R 4t 4 7%, S0 00 P
1% .CoDONS HH A= BR 11 43 A1 2015 s 41, X B A 3 U i — N P2P W 4%,38 i 5% i (home node) K 2% 748 44
035, 0 5 SR A R T L AR A Y a5 2 N 2R Y #.CoDoNS SR RIfE 48 DNS — BRI U R A S 30, % P
it AEATT 8% AN 7% EHZ 1. CoDoNS K iy 4 2% 1] 1) B B A% S8 DNS 7143 88 38 2 4876 5 R 75 I 42 £ 136 v 00 B g %
2 A, 354 A 7 A T OB AT I N B CoDoNS, ¥k 4 #1754 75 B O 4 44 3R 4 & F (1 e 45 2% .CoDoNS
)2 10 fifg AT 3ok R AR 18 52, %5 7 i 7] CoDoNS K% DNS £ if] 15 3K ,CoDoNS 7F Z 1 & 3k 131 3% sl 78 Hh 8115 3k 15
AL T, 0] 2% 77 0 R IE RS B BRI 2 A, AT R LS Y) DNS IR 5% 230047 38 B ARIFAFA 1R 10 57 =2 0
I E R EAEE.

BT P2P 1) DNS R4t %) 52 P 28 PR 5 RS M), 24 00 4% % 20 I 25 90 35038 22 BRI T AR A% 48 DNS 1) 45 44 [e]
FNIEF P2P [ 4% (113005 7] {1, HDNS!) 4% P2P FIfE 45 DNS R 4i4% & 42— R A 451 DNS R4 T £.% &
G55 NP SY FE 4T X (public zone), T &5 F P2P W48 4H 24 P #5 [X (internal zone), 7 5 4% 48 DNS [ 45 1)
HLZL A I LA XA S AR 4 B A P — B AR AR, P S XA T 5 A R AR Y R 0 B — A P — B R SR
MR FAR IR 5 A XA FR R REAT S DUIR 7 20,8 A P 3 DCORT LA X3R4T ORI 28 T R R 0 2 4x 1tk
TE AT DX A it T 2 ek 42 R — 2 el 4, JFG A 30 20 A i 7 PN 38 IX L2 D I S 7R AT X g TR 3 4 F0 — 344 1)
FRARF, 8 I e S5 45 3 P9 3 X R AR Y s AR L AR R TE AR W A T AR R il %, R AR Al 45 R
[F].HDNS H TR ARG LM, <2t E % DNS &, H & & s 2k T P2P MEIA Rtk BT
P2P W45 (13042 2 G B A S He MR AN S s B S A0 AL (ELR B T P2P B (308 R ARG Tl T (10 = PR -

o EINIEM T U IR A RE 2 P2P 4% T2 SE I (R IR S [R] ) Ak 38 48 3R 1 2 A SR 1

IR Y S IR AN B R 2, 0 SR A W SR T BE S AE 2 e BB IR P 2% b HEAT 2 AL B A A b
FRHT 0% B G,
o TREEENIFBOREAN BUP2P ML SLVFARMT T AUB S 2 — AT S SR B A AT
FE V15 00 N 007 TT T2 82 K 3 UM 45 757 ROIRZS A — B A BT AR I8 2l I sk 42 15 B
o HdEO5iE P2P LRI BRSO\ A BR AT 4 AN A5 WL, B ks 2 R LA ) B P2P W 2%9Z K&
B AR Bt R APy 3 — 8 R R ) 43 4 A5 B AL 4 B AN N 5.
3.42 BT IX Pk R4 At

X P & AT BB AF A . s X B LRI s S S R i B R P A8 =00 [X i 2 op o
. AFTELE, AW TR Oy 4E e U0 R 2 A0k DNS SR TR E .

Namecoin’”! 23T Bitcoin"® F & 1 DNS A 45, 1E Bitcoin R4 I E K X BBEFE IR S 18 B8 i
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R PR — S LS 45 . TRt Namecoin Al Bitcoin A K 2 £3E 1 Dh R AL, {H Namecoin #2&— 52 hiis FH 1)
A TR — BB X R AT R B0, 10 A /2 24 1T DNS & 8 48 Namecoin 3818 3 7S [7] #0745k UG 2 FoAth 2K R 1 42 FR— %
B4 “d/” mTgEp LS 4, “id/” AT TN &1 4 .Namecoin 18 F i 40L.bit TRZZI8 44 (R IX AN 44 %
BHHEE MBS ATH) DNS &4+, Namecoin 1 DNS 2 Gt 72 55 25 14, 1 AN 22 25 I Iin B g AT 3 44, U DNS &
S REARAT bit P4
Namecoin Ji&/Z 1 Bitcoin £ 4t 23, R & ¥ A7 515 Bt 28 5 Bl B ¥ o 2 R — BUE U5 B R HAREAE
JRFR A T Uk Namecoin RO JE 1 17 7, Blockstack!] $2 Hi 745 35 44 B0 A% 140 12 B0 07 2 38 & 10 A7 1
TEAMBECYE 2 v T JiC 2 35 1) 1 X B SC . Blockstack 7E X B s AN AR A7 2> 12 1) e 308 (R S H v A FDIRES
AR, FEAT AR A it R AR A S0 B R B A S T e STV EMM A T4 B R RIS e A R E Al
TS0 58 B T T 97 52 B0 A7 i A e] M AR AIE . Blockstack  H DY J2 20 R, 25 ) 7 T PP A o X B 2 . R fBE
2 B T L A B B R R BB A2 — 2 XELEE 2, B 57 A7 il X BB R 1 )7 71, 3R 44 5N IUT 1
IR R R L Z, E ST TR (IR AN T T R R Y X MR )=, R Blockstack T AU ATE IX LR AE,
M i 2 1 DX HE 1 5 JF AN JE Lt 4k Blockstack £ F 1) 42 52 F04E 4 0 U R 58 X TE B AL 2 38 = 2 & % B
)=, Blockstack A\ 55 B (1 474 250408 Hh 23 38 b B H 3 SR I GBE S0 1 R G A\ — TG 350 R AR AT AR S 8 ik I 55, T
RZIE R GRS LA, AR E L =AM P2P R4 W4 DNS {# A X 38 S0 (zone file)—
FE,Blockstack 488 A X 38 S0 At SR A7k % R A5 B 58 WU 2 A7 )2 AE 0 TR, & A7 42 Bk — B B X 1) 6 B B8 i
B ECHE 4 % B A B R AR A4 P A RS AR AR 2, R D B AT AT DASG VI 428 i) 1 1 v 50 4 1) 58 B P A2 i
EE PRI 7 T AR A7 RS W] AR A i, 1 7 o ) XA T 0 1) 56 2 1 38 30F 7 T, Blockstack 32 #71X
PR 7 RIS I 47 AN AT 2 Fh e T X BB 3 R 1 Lo A AT AR R 48, 0K B8 2 4 () R 4 41 4 - A i TR 55, T 2
F ethereum 1) ens™! | peername’™ . Emercoin ) EMCDNSUS 3T [X Bk (1138 44 2R S8 th 4278 0 F = R A
o L) DNS RGN, B i i Vi 2% 06 AT B i A 7 BE U 1738 46 R 40, TR I 2 T X BB 1 38 44
FR AR AE DR 2
®  Namecoin F1 Blockstack []JiK/Z5LBLAR 2 Bitcoin. FH T Bitcoin KA “one-CPU-one-vote” L. 4
FEH LI T ARG S1%ME 1,80 51%B0d 4 23 R G ™ E 124 E B 51%80E 2
B ERAEE AR W SR 25% M5 15 mT LU R 45w &7
o BT XIBEAAE A T LS BB R G 2 B AF 0K  J2 K% 3 1 £ B N HL I AR S A2 06 1 AR
A THARIERER BAESERD SNVU® (Simple Name Verification)Hr il {8 2 75 %
BRI F A RS 28 R 55 48 5 R B ] B AS 22 A SO — S e AR R I ] AL
343 ETRMERBEERRALEW
DNS  F Gt 1 O A A AT 26 36 BUR itk FH 1 RGBSz, BT — AN Tt 2 8ek v RE A I B, 3 BB AN T ek 44 1) 138044
TAESRAT.N T AR DNS AR AR 5535 Hh o0 A4 [7] B, IR M 425 4 R AT WL A 79 7 T 3 47 ot
TEAR R 5% 25 45 ¥4 77 1T, 32 B R T DA R R ARG AR AR 45 8% 25 o467 D)3 VAR 7R 38 VA IR 45 2% b B 31T AR
DX AT 2) D e A o B AR X A 30 51 3 B B BRI S5 M AT 3) T8O 3 o7 — A M SIS AR AR IR 55 2 A TANA
PR AR DX B3 A D9 AR AT B U . 4) 4 BRAR il I AR IR 45 38 4 & R AR B AR K 13 MRS 289 fe 3 50 K
ALK YN 7 S8 HPoR DX 254 AR SR >k B TANABORLME H 73 T3 R AF 7E.
E ST AL 75 TR R 4 b e B iy 7 3 B0 L AN TR 44 BT A 1) At T 5% T 3 44 o 42 o
i TG IR 5535 [ b bk 35 42 5 S5 9 B R T 1 B AR AN B PR AR IR 25 2% 4 TR A TAE MRS, A EAR¥ B AT iR
25 25 W Rt Ak ) R RS ) T TR Rk 4 R 4% g ER W SR com — 2RI TR IR 44 IR 45w HE 4 BUR S B A H
FIR, B EMRK 22 2R KPR
KRR 25 BRI 540 2 A 775 S DDNS R4 SR A Fh 5 30 PR AR AR 55 %% AUF).DDNS % Paxos!®!
a3 A— BV SR, 23 Gy DX B A% AR X110 3 5% 18 SR A5 B o 2 AR 9T AU BEEE A R ad i, DA AS At AR
5535 X Bl U7 S AR TR B AR AR 5538 AL IR T T80 &S T AR, 38 5 5 SE AL v s 3 284 3R (ER X F s v 1 )
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B 2 1 MR IR 55 25 2 A EL45 B0, 15 SR ade 245 1) 5 SR 52 45 L 1 4 ), DTG 2 1 I 5 (1 3 551 3K
3.5 I

DNS %2 42 % 34 02, 1 R Fh DNS 224 g, A1 MBS 5 . R o, Rl e, 2o
W RGE 4 AN TN AT DNS 22407 E 7 845 0 7 SN B 43 BT ot El 5 8 5 0 58 R SR R PR
T LB TR 4 BRI AR BRAAE . P DoS M. HUMMZAF R EE . AEiR
Ji T REAT YA 4N B 4

Table 4 Comparison of various DNS enhancement schemes

R 4 DNS &7 RN AR

e puad
BT S S = e = — oy -
A 5 %45 DNS He % FafLtE | B DoS iy PIRAF LR Jugiadie

- DNSSEC N N X X N X
D DNSCurve N N N Part N X
T-DNS X X N X N X
EncDNS X N N X N X
RYHR CoDNS v v X J Part v
CofiDNS N N X X Part N
DR-DNS N N X X X X
DDNS X X X N N X
P2P 4514 CoDoDNS N N X N N N
P-DONAS N N X N N X
Namecoin N X N N N X
Blockstack v X N N N X
%ﬁgﬁ ENS N X N N N X
peername N X N N v X
EMCDNS N X N N N X

4 RFKWMRFME

BEXT DNS (25 b2z 4 ) B, S ARV B 1 KB (A A ok Ik (B A S R (19 2% P 0 ol S F 2R W, DNS 2 4 i)
DyER A3 0 38 5 73 A S B BUA FIBIE TE RS AFAEAS AR SR BT 8 A%l LA 2 3 5% 34 LA J5 T -

41 EHILUDNSEZRHR

DNS R4t 2 FT LA B % A, 5 DNS WA H . RN 55 48 2L R Gi A7 T 2000 AR XA i R 4L 74
BRI BRI T ) S A 2 R MR 55 4 B S ), B B DNS R S5 . PR e, e i — F & LA DNS
RG e — TR B SR TSRS B g g & 0k DNS 8k 2 EA S U FAN 1

()ZE T DX HBEHR X BB SR H 3L 25 o A6 RE T4 AL B AR FIHE 28,01 X D i BOR e it 2 vk
DNS F 4t /2 — N8 0k 72 8 Bk H A %07 2 I 10 25 2 kil e 4

()R P2 W P 2% LT, P2P [ 2% T I ) 1) 75060 35 ¢ B 52 3] X 24 U5 0 1 5 ) A DO % 30 3 ol B A5
B R 2 KR B B O T R B Z B N 2 1) o — S8 fR (BA5 S AL 4B 3 P2P W™ ik — B e 4 10
P2P P25 & — NIk T IX B 2 A6 DNS i i) 52 2R L

G)ym R RS BT B A B SOR R AR T TR RIE Y . B E MR 7 A (H R IR e LR
FARBCRAR IR R A S B S HFEANE & DNS Hodfs 19 SE i 3087 A4k 37 SR BVA K BT 7 2245 & DNS 1
23 st vk AR . IR R ORAUE H ORAIE 58 — BOME, DRAIE R3S 9 5 A7 il it — 2

(425 T AR IR 5% 25 10k AL 1) 7 =3 o 07 8 11 2 TR0 5 R 7S T 1) 5% S T T 40 IR 45 88 i ik &2 B 1) O =X,
B AR AR e 55 i o A B2 ) X Ao T T 0 0 i B 975 L SRR BB B Ak AR S M B0 L ARIBR B AR e sl L ARIBC LR
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TR AR5 45 0 [F] 25 ) .
4.2 FHNDNSAR SR L £

EAR TP 55 28 4R AL 7 25 Bl (), 2w DA S5 41358 B Y5 1Y) DN'S 5 3R, {5 2 33K B4 1 R Gt 45 9 465 1) e & ik
AR M SR T ORI B S8 — S I IR 55 98 28 2 ok Ol 3 4 ) b AT IOR By . R B S AT N AR A
BRI LE 3200 J5 AN G AT 2%, o A 2800 JA ™ I e A bR BB R & 44 it # 1T DoS/DDoS.
M. DNS ID HFF SR B0t o A5 R I (0T 70 o AR A i S I s 2 R 48 80 47 47 IS R 72, G 4T 14051
I 42 T A 0 I R 45 88, i — A o R P 0 AR O T ) R PR

(DI (K 2 BRI 22 G G G 58— 7 5 B o7 o AN 6 A 00 38 o 30 R AT 0l L B — RS I R 45, 1A
A AT — Rl o A ARG T R B, BE S A R0 I 4% b 22 4 B

QUL TS FEM. Gt oS ie J5 ik, i CAHR AR 2k 2 B 1) By, o A 0 i 22
H I 1 & A (0 Mot D0 (R I R A8 )k R I A 5 42 v, 0 1% DNS s i . Befh it R S M JF A BB AR 45 B i
7 [0 B A BT 30, R AL ST DA 0 R 5+ 06 2 e A PR SR
43 IS RBEDE

BT DNS RE ZMNA, A& BRI B TR, 5MAE M DNS REEA A, 1R B K6 B
28 DNSSEC BARTE 1997 FFul S 48 th (H 2 H AT AR Z 52,8 % 2016 4F 12 A, B4R DNSSEC 7E T 445
(BRI T 89%, (HTE R BRI 3% HIRZ A M4 7RSS RGE ML TR H kM
B (B 2 5 24 DNS R ZEN He 7%, IR IH I S 7k SR AR M ol 0 4 32 %5 i RN K L 0 =0 SR L TR I AE i B 47
77 R 0 E 7 2NN 2 e B U7 R g A8 ST DNS T

4.4 ZIETHDNSR &M ST RIF

B O 35 Tt 88 it L G [ AL /A S IR AR I A S IR SS B I AL 93% M A AU AR . ETE
WL G E RS S R BAR B IRS oK TR KB RL B 259 42% 0212 5 7 Bk H DNS =M H
LB X R B AT ZMAE = A 5 B 5T T DNS 224 il LA () .

(D= B DNS 24l B 57 DNS kil £ 24 % ISP T DNS k% #% 2 [H & X T = IR
DNS Ji %5 % (R M 70 B R e D B ITAE R B IR NI DNS 224 08 DR b an 4] e v A i = M 45
DNS %4 [ & — AN 3R R I 7 1),

Q)BT T DNS [ 5 FA JHk 55 46 W00 25 155 1 7 B b 5o i it 2 1 20 860 4ok ) DN'S B% 3 1 =ik
A7 B A B 4 1% 4 R0 57 B AT AG 0 2= B 85E T DIN'S B0 55 L ik 58 1) 00t 2 {45 9 0.

5 R&

[R—=]

DNS {0y T [0 35 22 X S At B0 e, A5 JUTFK) DNIS b3 22 4 48 5, 2 B8 PO 4 28 45 ) 5ot L 22 4 Bl 47 ) it
—EASEAR GRS SC 0 ) 18] LA SO DNS %2 4 [ 47 SR BEAT 1 4 i i 7 M7 A0 i 45, [5]I 68 oR SR AT RE ) 7
TR RGBT Tl it — Bt iR 2%

B R AR ST BE 4 VP IR SO S IR 4y O VR I S R IV 2 R U M R R U R R
AR RE I TAE—JFRom Bt
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