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Abstract: Locating the source of cyber attack and then collecting digital evidence is one of the tasks of network forensics. Cyber attack
traceback techniques are used to locate the source of cyber attack. However, current research on cyber attack traceback is mainly
conducted from a defensive perspective, targeting at blocking cyber attack as soon as possible via locating the cyber attack source, and
rarely considers digital evidence acquirement. As a result, the large amount of valuable digital evidence generated during the process of
cyber attack traceback cannot be used in prosecutions, and their value in network forensics cannot be fully exploited. Therefore, a set of
forensics capability metrics is proposed to assess the forensics capability of cyber attack traceback techniques. The latest cyber attack
traceback techniques, including cyber attack traceback based on software defined network, are summarized and analyzed. Their forensics
capability is analyzed and some suggestions are provided for improvement. At last, a specific forensics process model for cyber attack
traceback is proposed. The work of this paper provides reference for research on cyber attack traceback technology targeting at network
forensics.

Key words: cyber attack traceback; network forensics; the admissibility of digital evidence; the probative force of digital evidence;
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SR, I ST R E B = A R 8 BT B 3 R o B FA0 X 4% 38 B 0 R e R R AT IR N B BB 5 5 i, ELIR S SOk e
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25 Y IGIE RE VT B CSCHE AR 4 719 70 B DA 0 48 BOUE o A R A o 4 TECtr A B I 0% 33 T O AN A2, 9F 8t et
W0 4 Tl 38 i B9 S5t 1) X 2% BOIE I RE AR TR 25 & 49 X AR ST F 7 A BEAT A 285, F 6 R ORABAS ORI AR TE 5
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Fig.1 Sequence of routers between the attacker and the victim(™
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B RS FEAT ORI WRER . BAE. %€ M. MRRE. AR AT R, DU B oD AU AR A S A B )
P L8 5 TR #RAE T 5% K AR SR AU TR ).

TE S APGEGE)®. [ 4 BUIE 2 HL - S0 BOIE R — AN 40 SO R RSB R T L WSO R 53 T T SEAL I 4 3
A LT AR R S B AR E I AR AN AR A

2 HUERENIFE MR

LR I 2% ATk B W DR AR AE 190 22 IR T 1T ¥ L, 7 B 2 R EL 7 AR ) LT B IR A RE T T T I
28 AL, DA Xk el 8 Sk 4T 3 5 48 53 0, AR SO FL 7 HOHiE I 40 1) s S5 4Rt — B BUIIE B8 0 VP A i b, 1T
il 190 2% T8 ol 3 BT B A 1Y 0 48 BRI
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() BIEVERIRIESR N T B SRR 7 SR UV L R S iEH AT RE
(3)  HSEMEAIRIUEE 2 20 2 D AR AR T b2 HSEY;
2) ML B EE IR B b v LA T S AN e B
(1) ATEE R A B T B IR e SRR AR, — A RT DLIE A % AR T ATRAl, G
W SR IR RO AT SR L AR R IR B AT SR AF AR IR BT SR SR AR
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(2)  FEEEME IR IETE B T HUE SRR i 2 R IR I R v L Y B AR AR SR AN R T ks,

7y 77 1, 2 T A G (R 4 B0 AT A8 i 2 S 0 VR IBOUE SR SR SR A AL DR T, 2 S BOE RE T
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Table 1 Forensic capacity metrics
F 1 BUERE I PF 4w

WHIERE b | B VE 7 52 s 4
AL PR 00 I A 5 IR T £ S 2 S R At A T ST BRI A
KR SRR PR 0 UE e 5 EEIE P £ S AR 2 Sl L At 4 L S AT R B R
SEF FL T IE A S BEE A A SR S S BRE fh  CH SE B R ELER R R
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SEF HL T B e B AR B S S SR R BAR BOT IS A AR R R E
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At SRR HL s E 0 A2 TR sUER T B A0 fRIE B sk
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3 ETWEEGERE NS R TEER#HIRE A
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(1) T HEFHE W BRI AR B B A% MU X 0 4 r A R 1 B AT A
WFFHILFEAL IR TEENHEEAGEE, TR — X EE AL FENXEHERER
HEAT B 5 50 BT S BT R AR

(2)  FET % e 2 N TR IR 1 28 B IR B R R P B B 2 00 R X T B kAT AR AAF T T, 0 SR UGG A T, U
FH A TE BT B 45 b — Ml i At T = ity 0 i L o B 1

(3)  ETHUIE AARIC 1B B IR A o B A2 A5 B AT SR D 5 3 70 7 ) 4% 2090 L 1) R o 7 B, R o R 445 4
o B0 7E 0 285 A% 3, 5t i 8 ot 00 i SO B X A R 3B 4 P SRR IR R L R A

(4)  FF BB R WIEAS 2 008 B IR b A 4 bR 88 32 3 1) B R I B8 £ B ik & 1% ICMP(Internet
control message protocol)# 3¢, T~ % &1 i% % H 2 £ % iR B A& fk s 12 2 1

(5) 2T SDN FJHFIEEMIEH A SDN M4 o FF A 215 B LU H s 1) SO 075 2008 3 78
1) 2 B B )R BGIE IR 25 2%, I AR 48 1 5 B o ) SO (R A Wik g AR

(6) FET SDN % ehr % N R R8BS IR H A I R % ) SDN i b 2% 1 o BE 3R A7 BRI VT e P B2
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Wk 1%

(7) T 1 4R 00 2B B VR B R A I R IR AE R I T A B B 4 R R B (S 1
S5 A5 R AT IR IBG, S L 45 ) SR AL G B R, T O A7 4 b B R LA SRR AT R AT DR TR
SEPL M R

(8) RAIBERMIEFIA: Z MBI LG B ERIIE R, W 5 R P A7 75 18 1 38 BRI IR B AR T 404 6
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FARIX 4 2%

32 ETHAEGFEBEANBEEWRERASH
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******************************* xR TG, W RO 1R R iz s
Fig.2 IP packet header field used to compute the IP packet digest 2 B 7 M T B R
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SapIERZSTMA
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BN 4 HH 2 St

(1) EFXF SPIE 4% R 5 v i 6] 33, SCBR[15]4E SPIE A JEA b2 Y — Tl o0 28 9 N B0 e 1 B4 IP 9TV R 4
JE ) B ER A 00 AR A AME S AT AR AN 06 R A 9, AT AR OR M B T A R 2 IE B T TR
4§ FH BF 1R X 3 St 8 B R i S B /B, B it 7 — A k-adaptive HLEI, AT LL B 2 18 4 s L 45 1 5
B, T 3 — 25 B AR A 1R %6 SCHR[16,17]7E SPIE 2 Hi 22 T 404 A 28 AN 1 s A 45 B i 2k b
WY TTL(time to live) 7B ARYE TTL (5 8, 7T LAAG b i /b 25 10 75 3R, AT 4 v B il 5 A% 1 1) ) s
R BRI 12 280 SCHR[18] 42t T 25T 1P s 60, Sk B 4t & hash B AN 2 T X 2% B4 It 0 R L
J5 hash B3 59 0 208 6040 B H 55 07 3k, 78 25 10 I 38 5 0028 B0 E SR B ARG 5% 6 SCRR[19] WU SR FA XX hash
FAR AL PR hash MRECRTFE 1P B0 6040 2, 76 2010 I, 308 5 X0 56 41F Sk B (I 12 22 Sk
[20,22] 001 £ H 188 i 2% FH 2% 10 3% B AR A5 BT AR S B 15 SR R AIK H B AA 8 4, K K hash {8, 44
% EH A PR A i B A8 P 8 AN AR I ATV B T B R 2,

(2)  EFXT SPIE Al FF A1 v 19 1) R, SCR[ 18148 th 17 2 T I 4% Uk IR 168 R IR R 4, — 2% P 4% I — Mol I IR
My, B sk, B VR HRE S H R X RS SPIE AR ZT7 R THERU hash {5 AE 4 2
[ — A P 2 3 H ) A B R [F] — AN hash 8L, ATTIRCD T 7R BEIE SR IS B AZ A T A5 AH B SPIE J7i2:
FEAR T 1~2 DR AR R kAT P45 U 4 (30 R, 478 A T 4 5 B/ e A P R /e 0 SC ik
[16,1719 1 A 20K AE it 25 18] 52 th—Fh 3l 5 4 DUJ7 V4% BF 2 DU BIAR B N 77 %07 i il o
FHI B RE R TAENSH, R LR B AR 7 2 R A4 TR BF 78 32 47 0 B 45 BY I ) 2
AR 1), T X 4% 9 e (I I AT BB 4K, 7 A 3 B 2 A B ) AT BB R X R B A8 0 T VA A BRI T BF
HIAZ A& T 4. SCHR[6,20—23] T 36 ik 12 7% Hi 40 6 1 2 4245 5k ARG A7 il 1, 0 B 9 B3R AG  o B F
R T IR 2. SCHR[24]38 1 T IP 3B BR W3, 385 58 il — > Sinkhole % HH 4%, 75 % 26 2% LIS A M4
EAE T hash AT 46 47\ hash 2% i T W 20 A, I3k — 5% hash SREAT 2 91 R 46,4 &
4 1) hash FRFEAE 25 1) (B0 R 55 35 v, DT A8 e 3% £R 48 A7 fif B8 708 PR A i) A

(3) &% SPIE R3CHF IPV6 W08 Il 7, SCRR[19, 253 i %) b 1PV6 AT IPvA (3R S0 45 449, 515 1PV6 Wil 3R
H 2Lk () SPIE-IPV6 38 BF31R 7 7%, 7E1H A 1Pve B8R B 2Em) B & 3R a3k . i My BB UL K
Faf HTHET 20 A1, DR X 23 AN H s 4,

(4)  EPXT SPIE &I PEERZE A )@, 2 F A TR IR AN R s g2 1 o 7 v AR B8 B VR BB BRI I = T
B E o 1B R 55 $R 4L 7 (Internet service provider, &K ISP IRIC & SCiHR[26] 41 % E VA k11 1P 38
TR 1A R AR T S SPIE 7 B T il B LS B RLA, 16 TR B AL AU Ak B B R IEE R,
DA T J5 45 1) 5 Sl T R VR AEL2 ISP HE T 90 48 47 B R T I 2% 4 45 K S L 25 5 B S R R I % &
HAFANEE T URE, T2, SCHR[27142 1 — P B 6 485 1 18 B% R 757 7% ——LDPM(logging and
deterministic packet marking).i% 77 % 45 & 4 F #0 8 AR 10 5 0000 3 7 5 8 B R T & 5 A B YR I
T RTINS B A S e e W % 0 1P kb, T A S AR T K48 30 45 R S RS B AN A
ST BR X 2% Bk o B 3 A A B AR R BRI B AT IR, R T 7 B O B AR ML AT I R R . TE
3T BT 8 BE IR R R REIE I B K s kAR ML, o vk 48 8 B IE R Bk 3 Sk [28] 4 3 X — 1 i
R —Fh T SPIE (W4 FREEM, B TE SPIE (3 fik I ml A AR LS W B AR Bk AR A AR 00 368 5k SR 1B 4
AT 4R 20 28 3 B AR L T RN 7D P 285 0, DN T 145 8 B AR AR WL S £ 23 B R e e i SR I S TR 22
R ASCATL (1) P 2% 250 b 38 i VIR B K A X485 38 B U 1) 1 5, SCHR[29] 4%t — Fh 2 F DNS(domain
name system) H 7 B4R 7 W 4538 R IR 7 vk, R D9 AR 2 R AB P X 4% 1 5 FE 0 T aR i 2l ol 4
PRI 44 IR 55 98 2510 52 3 EHLH 1P itk & 7E 3804 k55 2% B8 T AR & i) B 2@ 3d 73 4 DNS B &,
M B A BRI AT R A A R R B A G R AL 1P bk

322 R
(1) SR M MR HA, G Z N T 2 Fh W g B IF H A 2% 2 2 RGIRE 5
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SCHF H BT, AT S B 0 2% M 18 B U

(2) CFFEEBERPIE, BN H A5 SRR T ok, RIS B 78 9258 B3 1 U5 2 1 © 40 45 0, n] DUd i
H 515 BT R IE B2

(3)  SCRPEET A A 8 BRI, R AR B A ey Sl 6 B SE LG B, R B AR 1B BR
TR e B PR IR 5 0 B M A AT B R A 1 R 0 4 A T B AR DN,

3.2.3  BRSaHT
(1) K& TR AR TS A0 UF S TR 8 AR SR R, JE L 2 78 v S Y 4 IR 35 v 5 38 % N, 25 3 U AR T &
I BEbIR

(2) MZEBEHR 2 #OE B BRI, 7 2 ISP W B R IBGIE (B, B T K820 79 91 R 25 P& A5 B AR 97 i)
FHCISP 2 PIFEAAME F 000 2% 4 Fh ik 55 S KRS $H D0 T AN e e e

(3) H TR AR AEAE AR 1A IR A B TE IR AE R 2 B BE B 2R B EIRIN 28l 0 il s
LR R H B S R 8 R VR A I PR A

(4)  H B RAFAE 2 2 R R 2R G0 ol 1 o6 W B0t 3 s, B0l 28 vl DA S e 2 B8 o ) G T 30
X RO R 2 TSI, T K A R 1 N AR R NS Y ) T B

3.2.4 HUEREI ST
Fe T AR 7 W BB BRI SOR P AR R R RO AR 2 T AR % eh A B R BGh EAR A SRR H R
5 X R IERBUERE ) WK 2.

(1) SCRPRERME. H MR Bl 7 B G BR AR AN M5 B, 5 IE B 9 N 48 BU IR B IR &

(2) ToiH A VEE. W 4 YU 15 R R 4 R S X 4 HUE S R Hh BRIE 23 A 0 3l vh B B B B AR BOR, B AR
E BT AR B B RS T8 08 B A VR SRR I R A 5 0 P A R AR P AR A ) O B, Il SR
G5 P 45 BUIE XL R I BT SR TR AN EAR BORFE Sk It b B O B VR Ak 1) UK 7E 5 4 73— 2200 4T,

(3)  FIEEVE SRR Y. T EE M R 1R HOGIE & PR RO SRR I SR8 R IR R R A B A R R K
P:E = QNI 18 AT R €T T € SN IR B2 N e W I 18 e QRS SO NS R € N R D
SRR SERIEMSE RIStk S8 B RS, M T FE 1 th A S

(4)  FIMESCRFESS. X hash fE A1 Bloom filter B AR B 1, 2 A hash #h &y H A5 Bl ok — 2 I HHR

(5)  TEEEMESCREELES. K 9 % b 28 A7 A Be 0 A B B H B WA 2 AL DA R BR, T 350 H EAE B 0T B o
T8 %, 34 AT e 38 52 Tl ] B i 3 B

(6)  SHFAR S Rk R A5 S A A AE B v 2 3, T AE S SR ECA AT

Table 2 Forensics capabilities and improvements of cyber attack traceback techniques

based on log storage and query

2 BT H S I8 BRI BOR BUIE RE 77 A0 e ik

WA XL Bk
FIRTE 35 -

ikt - -

I KRB $H B hash i e R T %
Qe HHFRH R e
SRt SR S04 ] A6 R
A 5 Fa0i -

3.25  HUIERS J1 Bk
WL 2T B A B BRI R BOR R BGIE A e B s . se MR E] SR IX 3 T O et AL
*2
(1) Bkrseth, FE AR EW RZ ST H B R AR R S 3.2.1 W E B NTEA R,
Horr SClR[20, 2138 2 R W 2% hash R B T H & R WHEHR E AL
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X F A 5 E ) N A BGEEG W %453 38 32 R AR AT 201

(2)  chuadk 5 B, T LSRG DA B0 B2 19 0 22 4 H B e AL 0 SCRR[301 92t 17— 4> e e AF A AR Y, i%
AR AE MRS T HGIE A R 0 2% b A5G — > hash N 5188 H &R BEHURIIE S 8008 5, A LE S
RSB 8 — 20362 L S UE A 23 M MR s i R ] — ELORAPIE S 1 58 Bk SCHR[31,32] 82 th 1 — o
A1 200 48 EOUE SR A4, 2 A0 R 1 AT 70 A X 19X 2 B SR ORI A7 A < 5080 T 40, R M 42 ABE ) 4%
FiAh B8 A X BBE RO 1 A, O B HL T HOHR IR AR 1) S8 BEE A TR AR DT 5 X BREE ORI B
AL, BEETH T IE B RE T, BB 5 A RUIRE L B LE R 1 e B R,

(3)  — EE SRR gE BT B RAIE, AT CAIZ I BORBUIERE ) 1 T SEVE AT 21 7 ORIIE

3.3 ETHIFEBMRICHERHRERARSH

331 KEIR
BT H YA R M8 B IR R G5 A ir il S AR A ST ik A A SRR BRI S AR TRE B
T 9 2 (1 3% F 38 0] AN B 40 T 22 1% 0 B R 1) B A AT — 8 I AR e 4 R R B BBCHR 0 B AR 1 45 BV DA
— R 7 3B N 7 25 L b DR B Sk T AR (8 BR O TR R R R B & 2 AN B Bk T
o B A% EE R 4R B B i R R B 2 IR T B AR M B 0 B0 0, O I SR B AR SRR R B
FRAREE bR YR —Fh H SR IC 1 72, R0 0 15 B AR IO TE & 5 1 W 48 e sk .
H T bR (8 FR R AR A DG T R AR 2, AR SO A 12 B P 2 AN bR A 7V I A (AR T bR g 1
BEPIER AR TGN 3 2K BIMER AR IC k. B S AR VE AR BRI B AR L TV
1) #% % A FR1C (probabilistic packet marking, f&#% PPM)J5 i
SCHR[36]4EH T 3 Fhvbric 73, 3L+,
o HAEMBEEEEIEARAN SN ESEN IP HiE MBI SR AR R LM EATEE T
SE R BR AR5 IR, 1E L S5 B R B 0 1) R /0N I A K T ) 88 0T 1 0, 2 o R 2 11 X 4 R R T I
S TR
o T RURAENE DL — @ FIRE RO B th Ay 1P M AR 1 B0 E R A Sk AN 2 A S B AR L. B TR
ALk 2 (A IR, R AebRic— A IP bk, iy LA AE bR (5 B 78 55 v 8, B8 52 5 SR LR W0 212 5 FH 2 A
10T B B bR/ O T R 1 A 3R BE B Uk A R G I, P R O L I B R AR
WK
o RFFEEN T WA AEITE A HEERICE B 1P bk, M2 F = o4 (start,end,distance) sk K ow
A% LS R, 3 start A1 end 2R AH AR B AN B 2% A4 BV S S distance 2 HR X 410 5 Wt
2 TV (9 B 5, B T S A A B R B DA M SR A R 1 b il X AT IA (S R, DA — 2B b
BIAEAETTAS. 1% = oL T 72 Dok 0 AR 2% 1P bk BT REGE B BN 8
AN B Sk 1R B 7 B identification field H, 40 3 AT/R. 1 78 B 42 ARS8 TR IR = o4l (s B, 7 8
MR distance F1 offset k47 98 FE L L 38 2R, LUG BT 1) 40 B P B 40 08 U5 DA B2 S5 38 AR 0 s d gt
OB R A 14 22 SR A R T B AR, BRAR T AU B 1 AU BN T RO Bl B AR BT R B E
B Bt A2 LT SRR
PPM J5 ik HL A SR N 8T SR« 35 A0 A 1 I 2 5 5 Y FE RO B2 b 23 A2 VA RE . I8 B VR SR E R IR A 75
ISP HITE & S5 mAH R SCHR[37-41150 47 T PPM HRARAEAETE 2 BRI (1) PPM J7 7B 42 5 i@ id R A ot
S, B BOR S A R FRAR K R #1 T w1 AR5 B AR (2) PPM MEER T L AN MEHEN SR ES
ADNIHHIR 35 5 TR 2R AR A IR E 2K, AR R 235, (3) PPM 7 A AR 1D ME S 2 AR 1, 1X 5 8
P A A i T (Y S B AR R S A R RS B B IO SRt 5 (4) PPM Y 1 2 A e DA AR R,
Wi nl LR s iR I AR ILE B RS PPM 18 2I45HR I B 5 42,(5) PPM Jiik Aric (s B e ik
BLTS, 24 IR R 10U 2 AL i A B, P R AR A I 1] 71 i 5 i, HE 2 PR D b b i B L 2 L TR BB R R A
R FH B 21 35 HR 2 A R A i AR R 4 ML 252 A ok 69 I8y B 5(6) PPM 7 AN S 5 IPvA B0, TE75 30 5 IPV6
il
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Header £ .
length Type of service

Version| Total length

Identification

DM
. | FIF Fragment offset
A}

/ TTL l Protocal ‘\

A

Checksum

\
/ Source addrgss

\
/ Destination adGlress
Y

. \
/ Options

\
Payload \ 1

Offset Distance Edge fragment

Fig.3 Edge information fragment stored in IP packet header(*]
3 PR 1P kb il (B A

FEFEATEEXT PPM J7 5 1A 2 52 2 Al sk 77 .

()

@

@)

(4)

®)

BT PPM 7 A7 fifs 23 IR1AG BRF T S5 485 K 1 1 80 AR 22 25538 D0 T A 80 R 8090 0, Sk o R 1y 72 I,
FEH R hash b A 0 — 2D R 48 40 SCHR[39] 4 H 1 AMS(advanced marking scheme) 7772, 1P 1
HE hash (B TR AS /2 1P Mkl A% B i 20 5088 A8 o, mr DG 56 5008 1K B2 38 w] LL3™ R 1) DDoS ¥ 3.
{H2 2 hash B 20 B A 5 1) 14 72 40 W B 75 22 7 R 4 AN I 48 Fh 3, 7R B 220138 hash (B0 RS2 A 1P bk,
H ¥R 1% B A AR R hash 3@ 577 A BOK K118 57 8, 1R ME J8E 4 hash € (1) 7= 26 SCHR[43, 44158 T —Fh 2
T [H 4 %€ BE (Chinese remainder theorem, fii#% CRT) 348 AL bRic 7 % CRT-PPM(probabilistic
packet marking based on Chinese remainder theorem).CRT #i H — N 1IE B3 AT ey J LA BB IE B H I 4%
HORME— T 8 1% )7 2 B4R A CRT MELRIE HHUS 1P 40 i IRFAEAE, 7T 7 R0k G hash filf 45 (%) & 48,
H R 5 N R0 s 6k B AR B — AT (5 B, A A PR AR T B B AR I T BT A

EF X PPM 73R8 T 22 Beahi ¥, Jo H & DDoS Tt (38 B il Y A4 1) 5, STk [45] 52 HH AR 45 32 35 ol
B (K hm 10 B AL, UL 2 55 i 9 AR AL i — AR BGE AR TE A AU AR A HE M R R TR R R
HEW BT A BT RE 1Y DDoS Ui YR AN B 4% 9 T A A4)3E B B0 e T AR IR B B8 T SRR R A PR B
R U A AR 0 0 £ /N R R IR 1D T E SCHR 46142 Y 1 5E ARG B0, & [ 14 %t DDoS Hidi
HEAT B ERNVR, B R W T FE/ANRRE 55 SO S 45 H gt — b i 3R

T 6F PPM 7 ¥ A 2 ] 5 5 35000 il 0, SC R[4 715 HE A5 ) 3 A5 M 2R, B 5 At T80 o v R 3t 1) 5 8, B i A
RN T T 24 R S AT B AR P AL B SCHR[ATIR Y 3 RhEE ST BTV EE 1 AR NI YR B
MR AU 9,58 2 PR AR E — AR B T s B S T AU B 5 3 R A AR SR H Y
MO EE B9 B BT X 3 B B 43 B HE AR C A ZR T B U v, DAtk S IR ) A R R AR AN T S 0 AR T A
3, T B ARARE 230 AN A 1, KRk /b 1 S 40 B0k 43 BT 75 10 B0 . STk [48—-501 B 42 1 1 2R AU ¥ 3l
AN ZR A Vs

EF X PPM 7155 1 22 4 M 1) R, ) L@ S IR A BR AL BR 4 B A 77 vk DA T 0% 2 i b 88 P 3 bR i
B SRTFHLIBER, RN AR ISP ¢ T W 4% ¥ 41t 85 (40 V0. SCHR[39]4R T 30 1iE B bm i 0923, 1X 2 —
Fi time-release keys TATEML I, X AU EAL BT A R B # O 1E AR 2 B4T 9. SCRR 51142 H B 1)
BB 44y K 77 22 TSKDS(time stamp secret key distribution scheme), 3 5% F1 HMAC-SHA1B2 25 42035
X FRiCAE BT N,

EFXE PPM 7RI FRICAS 5 e 1 15 55 10 Il R, SC R [40] 48 7 — B B i 28 A 12 /775 OPM
(opportunistic piggyback marking).OPM #4 PPM H (bR 10T S P4 25 9 A A% 32 Th e BEAT M 88, I K 9
A==y o 1 e 8 =B G S W A = QR B - R Y v T =105 2 08 G DR B a7 1 DRI 5
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KA A P BRI AL AR A B DL AR AE IR 3. v R o 2R HL A MY IM/L/C finite queuel®31 4k 2 it &
Bk WG OB B 2 A B R Z T VA RE AT R SEIL PR L R AR T B AR

(6)  EFXF PPM J7 AN SCHE 1PV6 B SCIT Im) B, SR [4 116320 KA 1) = o6 41 (start,end, distance) % 4t % IPV6 hit
K I EARIC N BAEMETE 1PV B3 A4k 1) Hop-by-Hop Header =7 B kT %% . R % 7 BUE WS K,
T B FRIC N B HE— 540 AT RS 08 388 S 58 T IPvA B30 PRI A 45 SIe FRLR 25 R HE 1) R SC R [54] 5 T
IPV6 i K 1PV6 145 AiE S 3t ASM 5 3 b O AR AT AL A1 n LA 243t I AMS g IP ik () hash
E A A2 1P ik A By b 2408 6 o hash (B A2 A 1Pv6 B 6 1 15 KT 318 K. Wi A6 1Pve 4
P A4 3k b B IR RR 25 7 B (Flow label field, iK% FLF)EJ 20 bit SR FRicAs B, 1T LA % 4 A 20 4 ASM
75 %€ SCHR[56]%F CRT-PPM J5 v Fh AR iC AL I0 DA kit i CRT BEXT IPve Hubik 4w fid JG, 7 i £ fif
LA IPV6 13 1) FLF H AHEL IPV4 A CRT-PPM S: 752 5 A BORAEMEFRIC, IPV6 M T 5
16 /N A BORAF it bk, v 55 5 AH R4 .

2) i fFR1c (deterministic packet marking, fii#x DPM)J7 7%

SCHRISTIIAN,PPM 5 V5@ Fl T MR U R BB i &= ¥ MLt 3% 8¢, 10 flooding Bk 1B B IR, A& A T R A
/b B R AL 1) T I 2B R R %o 3 — o, SCRR[S 7] HY T B e L RS E T R ANRR I YR T A IP Mk DARE
IIRAEAE T4 e B 1P Hihik 43 i 2 AN v B i 2 AN B Gk A7 AL S B mr 52 35 o IO B B b i, Pl g JR 2R A
SRIE 1P HuhE AHEL PPM J73%,DPM 7k 3 v YRR /N (R D TE VAT iR 58 B 1 i B A% SCHR[46]1A 2, DPM 7
WGk Z PRV KT AR T FDPM(flexible deterministic packet marking) 7 i2:.1% 77 4% FH A8 K 8 AL AR 1T A% 5
e TE N AN ] D X 46 IR, AN 2 P K AT 16 19 B 24bits 31X 3 Rk .51 H, %5 /& 3 DPM A fE 5 k10 118
R IR S PPM IR B AR AR 8 B b 25 AR 08 7K 52 (1 AR 4 3%, DL — 5 I M 38 SR A 10 25048 0. 1T STk [58] 41 f
DPM =51t 5 B 2 R B 1 B, B8 H — P 19 4% 73 Anid (marking on demand, faii#% MOD)IB Bl JE 77 &4
T XML S 5T S 0E, 5 S 5k A% e B M 88, 24 A ) X 4 L 0 A5 mT B AT A, A A e
ZE[¥) MOD R 55 #5175 3R — AN ME — bR 10 SRAR 0 BT B8 IR, 6% 0T S8 IR HEAT 1 2 AR 2 DL T 5 4R 038 BRI

3) REGw Y ELARIL T V5

SCHR[S919A N, PPM 5 ik 7 3 T 0047 S 2 440 M o I 430 IR A 7 20 6 M 0 I A, T 2 8 M ol B A 1R A e A
A 22 T E M 1) RN DA SR A, 45 AR e b B OOk AR m R AT A5 B A S A0 42 T A (0 B R PR A
Ag. Ay N P LIEE HT 2 1P Hudih, BOUE AL x ER AR5 BT AR RN

fo(X)=AX" +AX" 2+ +A, XA, 1)

ANFEEAE AR xR, LR EE B f,(4) R, B i 42 nl LU I SR @ 40~ Vandermode 1741 3RS

I S A [ fo (%)
1x, X - x| AL | ()

: (2
1 x, x2 - x"HJUA fo(X,)

PRI Z A 1P itk SR A i B0, 0 6L 1) 6 425 25 g il 880 ] LI Jod SR A 1224 B oK 52 R SCRR[61,62] 1A, 1% 5 1
T MER A 2, TR & TZ AT T Ak, i — 2Dk > T M Tl B4R BT 75 B B, 90 SR 2 B k4%
B ER YR,

BEAh SCRR[63]IA J9, 25 T 6 45 1P Hiuhik 938 B 31 R 77 vk X BB it B PR B9 0t 38 5l 1) 5 b o kb, 412 9%
FH A28 1 2 A W 45 B3 EALIN, TRk gt — 2 i e B 3 ML TR 4R 2 T B e 23 2 11 4 515 2 EAT 4R D LA )
BARC — MR O R AR S S AR IE T B 22 1P bk (01 AR AR B TSR BE 0 T 3%, 1T DA E— 25 18 B B
i ENLEGE b — M 4% SCHR[63]142 HE 1 Huffman 2 iS5 18 775 . SCHER[64]132 H ) MRT(modulo and reverse
modulo technique) /5 ¥%. SCAHA[20]32 H 1 RIHT(traceback scheme with router interface coding) /7 y2: Fl SC#k[21] 4
H ) HAHIT(a 16-bit hybrid single packet traceback scheme) 75 2 # /& 3l i £ 2 07 2% B Hhy 2 85 1 4 55 B kAT
i 10738 B U, DR 7 B A A B F DD S A5 T 38 W IR 100 8, 7 i 9 AR AR 1S B — P PR AR
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332 R
(1) SRS 2% B O SRR SR BE G )2 BT T 22 A 2% A 5 v
(2) A BN A28 1T T8 T AR A iR A A7 il V8 FE;
(3) I HIRENIBER IR T ISP L&, L5 Sy fa] 5.
333 BRI
(1)  ToikSCRF AR ERWIIR, 7 AL S BUAR 10 B 0 4 RE K 2 HE T B AR T R R IR TR iR 2
B BARC B 6 2 S5 R RO, H A T B AR ) B R 32 et 7 O Bl I K R S AR
(2) PINTERZ bR EEs G4 g = Bt AR, R e TS89 K
(3) K7 5Hi2xt DDoS Hrak b B s S RE AN, TH B K B R R
(4) BFRICLTE BAAAE 2 A FE R 2R Gl e R A% i L 2 1 ), 20l 5 vT DUBH B B B AR e s
SIS B B AR A
3.3.4 HUIERE 14 HT
BT R AR T 138 BRI SR AL IR A HL T B0 E 45 2 0 S A s 6 ) By B AR A SR B AR iR A5
B IX R ITE I BUIERE 77 WK 3.
(1)  SCRERIAME AR Bl 7 B G i B AR AR /A5 B, 5 SEUE W) K X 4 B U B IK &R
(2) ToiFH AR W 4 Tt A6 5 VR 4 R S X 4 HUE i R Hh BRIE 23 A 3 — T 3l oh B0 B AR OR,
PR B TR AR B B R T8 B A VAR R B 1 R ) A i R R A PR A A A OB It
BRI 2% IOIE S F2 BT R TR AN BAR B AR AE G b AR 2 A ik 0 0] FRUHE AE 56 4 1k — 22 4 AT
(3)  ANSCHF AT FE R AT FE N A A HOUE &SR T AT EE e 2 08 B IR AR AR B S S N R 4% 3
B 1 2% & A By (0 AT SE AR A 558 RS A i R R AT S T AR AR P WSO A A PR B T
P — FCH BBGIE N 572 5 BT B0 A B ) W] SE R AN LS L g R S, TR AN SCHRF 58 B M, ATt AS S
A FEVE T AR B G A% o A o DR T s L, T T A R O B 5, IR T I S T SR A
(4) ZFFESEAARILEBILS T EME LM ERAE R,
(5) /S 5 e IR 9 4 A L 2 B R M O , L bk S0 B 0 D B R A A7 AE S I A A L, LA R
10 B L BTt B 2 SRV 2, EL AR 0 B0 0 7 A% o A R ST n 2 LA, P A B R IR B
(6)  ASSCREAR S RNk OB B2 5 R A B0, HLBcA KIMAE i BL ).
Table 3 Forensics capabilities and improvements of

cyber attack traceback techniques based on packet marking
Fe 3 BT HUR ARG I B BRI 4 R BIE R 0 AT s gk

T e R ok
T XHF -
ikt - ’
S SH -
A i 1t ALk FedfI R
SE R A3 ISR AT L
65 et AIHE BNSER s

3.35 HUIFAE /7 Btk il
w0 ) B T O AR T I I8 BRI R R BUE B D 7R S A e . TTEE AN B R MEIX 3 U T I sk R AL 1
B 3.
(1) et vy, w] LA finohn 25 YGIE ML LA 2007 1 % R B SR e A8 B W SCHR[65] 48 i@ it AES-256
ECB % 5230847 N 35 SCHR[S L] 1 I 1)k 35 61 20 % 75 %8, 5% A HMAC-SHALBZ % 5203 6 A A
5 S AT I, B A% 1 A B AR AIE HE T B0 IR A ) T S
(2) gt se ek, T A ZE A LA I £ BE 1N 22 4 H R A ML 0 SCHR 304 HE T — e AP AR 2 1% %2

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



X F A 5 E ) N A BGEEG W %453 38 32 R AR AT 205

SRS RLAE RN T BUUE X6 R KN 45 o A8 — A hash I 5148 H B S BEHURIIE B8 2080 22, A IE 9 1
AT (R A — 2 2 2 AR A0 23 A AT R s A TR T — L ORE R ) 52 Bk SCRR[3L,32] 82— A KK
28 WUUE 2R 1% 2R AL RE W 2 AT 70 A D 19X 28 i S R ORI A7 i+ 50l I 446, BE 0% B 2 X UAE I 2% 73 4,
Bt DX R R A Je g O e Pl Al E 40 10 5 B 7 AR TR I TR T S X BE BOR i B A ) &%
Hn b BEELE. AIE AR, B A RORIE L B IR 4 1 e R A D,

(3) SRS R, 5 ik S BE R A R, T MBS 1A A BE RS AR D AR S % A A7 AL,

3.4 ETSDNH) BEEERHIREA S

341 RREIAR
T IR D 29 T ok B D AR 8 e R T A G ) 4 SR VR T 1, S A 1k 52 ) ) % R il 2 % 4T R ) T
REE R BB AR 2 I THELBE 0 R AT AR AR 10 I B8 ) S5 X SR R Ol AN R B AR R A AR
B TEAS SCRR (M8 4 b J0 VT JRE 8 R IV, 7 8 00 T8 2 e 18t 48 BRUAS K v AR S BAT BT T R 1) 77 350 4 18 B i VR
FAR WA . 53 41 8 S R BIE U 75 3 AR P R T H A R R R 7 V2 SR IR N DK A ) 455 A 45 R ) % 1
#BA VAR . REPE LI A5 255, 10 A G5 0 4 HE A (1) 22 4 1t — AN Bk k. 1T SDIN A Sy —Fif 397 224 (¥ A
28 2] $R R B2 T T AT B0 ST T 2 85 01 T e TO8 671 s o] - T 19X 2% 5 45 4 W i 4R TR R IR B — IR 1
Ik RS R, RE 8 3G B B AR B 5% J2 75 3R, I 4 Bl 2B BRIR 00 R A ok T OB IMLE . 223 112 T SDN W
LB T 2 P I 48 B 18 B R B R
SCHR[68]HE Y T —Fh % B FR 5 T H. SDN traceroute,i% 1. B F F SDN 114 & AL k38 i Bs (46 M 2% Fh i1
B AR I T RO R R E tag MUARE IR OC, B B % R BLBCEREH IR SC ik BE BR TR A H 19.0% TR A A SDN
112 W R ML, L SDN AZ L - 2 e B — AR, F - B s AR, AN FH 5088 SR 0K [ P9 488 4T 2. SCIR [69] 42 H
7 netshark T2 3 & — AN T- wireshark B9 1B, & o iF P BN S0 AL o st e s B B e e ke
TR A — Bk 308 Ak B B P i DS — B B SR B, na kB B 28HHL ID. A,
i HE i 11 R UG 1) 908 R AR &, DA 2 09 A 7 SR T SR SR 1 0 B A L AR K B ) DT S 0 B e A L 1 38 B
UR.SCHR[701F) FH SDN 42 i 35 15 5 56 BCECHE 60 (0 T30, A 405 224 17 P00, Ak 358 52 et Tt ) 50 i 60, 3 1 R ik o ik — 2P0t
ST BRI BT A0 B B kSR, AT S BRI [5039O R (71142 —Fh BT SDN [ 4 1P IR 77 1%,
FE A W E XS SDN 248 30 4 HEAT @A, FEAE Z B R IR PR R AS B8 IR AR e R B R T
L5 WA Z SDN PIZE N T a2 28 1 B i i, HOAS A e 4% 1P kb 5t % 4% 30 5 Mo A0 58 19 BT 9.
SCHER[72142 T 2T SDN 4 5 Jit 2 592, 38 ik 42 1) 2% 2 11 52 Wl 73 BT 6 28 e L3R B 2% 1 SDN R i — 4%
YRS R SR, R I 4 b7 4 R TR S IR U B B BRI UR . SCBR[73]4E SDN Bk R st L T ARG I PPM ik TE T
Tt HRE AR IS B A7 B B IALEE b, W] LA R 2% A% PPM B3032: R 450408 4 2 ) 4 PR i SR 1 BR o], 3+ By SDN
LA (R AF $5 A0 4 SR X 48 1 31, TRT 46 PP 77 V25 110 5% 4 A0 R BRI U S P48 TR [74142 1 — Rl &+ SDN R
iR 258 e (multi-protocol label switching, f&iFk MPLS) 38 B85 5 1%, 1% 5 1 7 MPLS AR # it —FhJi 2%
BbrE HFRRLEEBRAE R, N B R, R 45— A MAC RF1 ARP Fkid B i 215 B 1% 077
SRR L R AT B TR B B R BRI SCER[ 7SR HE T BT SDN 1. & T IPVE S IR IE BRIV 7 v
ZOTER I A L RN A 1A BB ER AU 6 b I S S I X L0, 3% I 4R I I 98 1 R A 28 N
25T B A T AIF PR 2 S 5 A AR B — AN TS 0 1Pvie il R U5 78 343 5 AR o, 3 L R 2 M 78 Y 45 160 R 44 V1
TR AT AL S A 0 0 T A ik TR)BEAT (P il 6 0o 28 45 R 6 ) DL e R A T S A RS P {E Mk, BA
B R B
3.4.2 Ao
(1) =HIERAIEN SDN FIAZ 0, BENE M Fth G 1K) 11 J2 T 5o P 28 47 A FIR S 0 AT Wa 43 R B n) o i R 1 %
BTG — 4, BAA 2R W& B LA B fiA 8 BE v 7 i vt 51 SDN 38 B s vl ke i
B S T7 8 AN A T AR R A 190 SRR VR R 8 R 1 4% B SR K R B AR 8 T I 4% 3K
o 16 B TR ) A 2R R T R A
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(2) SDN #:T OVERLAY £ i P ¥ P £ 48 A lV45 5 =X, w] 52 3043 A7 U0 2% 19 0K )2 ELIEC B3890 06 T 4%
W 18 VR e
3.4.3 AT
(1) HEFEAGEH T SDN M IFE5HI SDN 28 4 4%, 5 1% 45 1 0 4% 28 g oife 7 e 2
(2) SDN [z Be 1B NS, B 5 N W 48 B 19 AR — B2 1) 2 B 0 B i, o B A T 245 1)
T8 5 M AR K, BRI X 22 4 PR SR T oy
3.4.4 HUERE I HT
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Table 6 Comprehensive comparative analysis of cyber attack traceback techniques
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Fig.4 Schematic diagram of the network forensics process model for cyber attack traceback
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Table 7 Index definition of standardization evaluation method for forensics process model
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Table 8 Standardization assessment of network forensics process targeting at cyber attack traceback
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Table 8 Standardization assessment of network forensics process
targeting at cyber attack traceback (Continued)
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