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Study and Analysis of Recursive Side DNS Security

ZHANG Bin', ZHANG Yu'?, ZHANG Wei-Zhe'”?

'(Pengcheng Laboratory, Shenzhen 518055, China)
*(School of Cyberspace Science, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: Internet users need to resolve through DNS before accessing network applications. DNS security is the first portal to ensure the
normal operation of the network. If the security of DNS cannot be effectively guaranteed, even if the level of security protection measures
of other network systems is high, attackers can attack the DNS system to make the network unusable. At present, DNS malignant events
still have an upward trend, and the development of DNS attack detection and defense technology still cannot meet practical needs. From
the perspective of recursive servers that directly serve users’ DNS requests, this study comprehensively summarizes the security problems
faced in the DNS process through two classification methods, including various security events caused by attacks or system vulnerabilities,
different detection methods for various security events, and various defense and protection technologies. When summarizing various
security events, detection and defense protection technologies, the study analyzes the characteristics of the corresponding typical methods
and prospects for the future research direction of the DNS security field.
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JH S DNS i 25 BEAT Bk 8 (0 R A AR, Jch it e, (45 % i e i Bk /e DNS 2579 )i, S8 hnsfie LA, JE
T e B e e L

ML DNS 2242 P o3 2857 sh A TR LU 2, 28 1 R RGBT A DNS Zo Al O 3 2158 2 Ff 7y
e, JE s, BATRZ ISR 1 Fip 07 1P IO PE A1 138 %538 DNS ki Box B R s: I 5.

4 DNS REFR&MFzTAR

4.1 DNS Wi ™

(1) H A Bt A DNS Hk 3

T B} DNS WA B AT Tl B b ia) A Teads, DNS 3, #5270 7 I DNS 245 %% [ % DNS 7 3k
ITHESE N, LA RIS, H s, Wil 4 trims, dhia) N Betie vl LS 2045 S5 B H K. X B0t —Fio 76 1 7 b,
— Xt DNS Wi BT 5. 7 0 282 [P DNS 465, b i i o BB DNS E485E, ik £
IEFE, T3 APl pH R SR P it DNS 65 210% 511 DNS JIR%5- 45 1. DNS i i 3 #7558 & B ISP 5kl
R R 6 78 1) DNS IR45-4%, 308t b A0 1 % 7EAR AT % 7% L 1EAT DNS 248

HR A% R 55

www.attbin.cn [T = TG on 5
. i
g — W] o5 bin.cn BURITR 25 22

‘:-- -*| ns.att.bin.cn IR 55 %%
Kl 4 DNS i) AXgiti

2tk b DNS £28n & 4 JrHEFT L, 73 PRI L, RhORAE 7 7 S M U AT IR 55 s 1R 128, AT (K42 8K
B AR [0 DNS NE; 9 Ah Tl A2 AT M o5 4% 55 I M o5 2% 0], £ 8800 46 £ B T2 IR 5545 i 170 336 VA1 A A Al
55 SR [MI N, (H DNS #20F ARG, Bl [ [ K00 K . 3 VA AT I 55 AT T 1T 4 FhAg AT i 00 O IE
AR AT TREOE IE R 1) DNS AT IERE, IR BT B @ TSR HEE A P R AR DNS AR5 431K DNS 31 5Kl
A, RN AR AT 2 o R AT I AR @ UER A M: P &AL 1 DNS k55 45 ¥) DNS i RAVAE, #Bs s Sl
MR, RAEBACHIMENT &%, S ST BRI P (N B 7 #2527 @ BLE N R JRABIE SR 1), ANIR] (0 A2 AR A
e AN ) I AR BB 5 A%, M2 ELEGR I . B RR 758 1 RIS SU4h, JoAth 3 Fh#GE DNS £ A FF,
DNS £48] REMM BT B K. Censory ERRIE. B de ik rE. R AR5

DNS AL IS W4 45 AR 3, AR 22 2 0k P St fR 47, Bt [ 5K 7 k%, J i DNS £ A,
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DNS Wi W, )42 >R BH 11— Se U (3844, SOk [18] RILAEFREH 39 A ASN, #FF DNS FHHAT# 104 10 5 @
). SCiHR [19] $F4BRIK DNS #2> Bm 2087 & B, 28 2ER 3047 > A B, 259 4 (8.5%) AR A KB T DNS fi#
Frs SRS, Horh 48— RINIE B 7, b B304, Beak, AATR I 0 2E T4 4 DNS R854 H — et
IS ) 25 IR R R A, TEiE AL B — 48 DNS 224D fg, HL itk Ak ¥ DNSSEC 138 3Kk 45,

(2) DNS H45E (rebinding) Biifi

ML R Bt PO, Mok 2 ar LURL A DNS iG55 BB K 85 P 8 0 I 45w 30T 93 B B S il o
SPORERIR, Tk 4 AR H i 5 258 03k 17 ) 85 e 185, 80k 38 e LA T 13 3o 97 K i) s i 55 s AT s, (H
LU DNS FE0 e skt H ARk 55 g5 K, o 7 500 DNS B85 Bk, Wi R R EE—AM 4, thnys
Wt attacker.com, 3L KA A5 AU G s, H P — B, B e k0% DNS 3R, Bl & 7ER i DNS i iy
o BT A IR IR 4528 1P 3 ] AMR/NW TTL R [5], Boads 4 IR 45 28 4 3050 B -0 W28 1) HTTP i sk 3
J&, IR —AMEE N HTML SCRY (3 AT DA T Boeh 4 % B AR AY), IXANEE (19 HTML SCRY G L 58 b,
H AR R 4528 10 Moy, B T30 28 7 B BT TRIVR 1) 22 4% S

i IRE=IA RS www.attacker.com
1. 5 H www.attacker.com (1] TP it ’ ’

&[] www.attacker.com [ TP ik
2. 3KHL www.attacker.com/index.html

3. KM www.attacker.com [1] IP Mtk
Pt i ?ﬁﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬂ‘] P T S

43k
e U

H AR5 2%
Wi

5 DNS E4pE Tl 2o

B2, IXANEE ) HTML SCRY 8 26 BRI ) attacker.com & 3% —/ HTTP 53K, XN )7 i) DNS 2217+ T
attacker.com [icsg A, 1K, Briki & M 454 1 H 7 IR 918 DNS 0 AR SCk B BRI 45 1) 1P Hidik, X %
J ot B PR 4 SR G A A B bR IR 25 % ) HTTP Wi o7, DA A R IR B sl T == — A 0L (H AR IR
), A2 i ) DL ) TR SRS, IR e 2 gt T DA SIS B R IR 25 7 PR R 23 SR, 97 BN H Aw RS54 B B
4.2 DNS WU BLERMHA

6ot e ) N ek AT DNS 30035 PRS00 5 92 5 B ok — b S s A B2, AT AP 4 A BB, G H T U i
BT R 4545 32 P s il IR0 380 44 IR 25 2 R 3804, 0 T AT A2 75 HR I 48, SR R 2 T 10 328 T g8 T T 45 388 B 2 45 T i)
8.8.8.8 A5 Ny I AT IR 454 A, SXAFAH BRI 38 44 Ad AT — 58 <= Bk 45 il AR S5 %% ns.att.bin.com, 1M FLi& 14
fiEHT IS5 7% B RGN, XN, WAL A=B, Ui HI A1 AE 2, 0, — % tHal T #2880 TR AR B2 15 o,
A FI B AFI, JH R T DNS N, 1 H 23 AUk 2 IS 2% © WA WERNER, W EENE; @ R
WCE B (R SRR A (R, W5 K52 1) B WEI A A1 B 13k, ok i sk 52 4l

SEBR I, DNS $£28 8 4%, Fe 2 B R R i s 4 o0 — SaIg A AT N, T 59— 3B 0 1844 AT 58 ).
TSI 0 45 P A7 K B 1R B i TSP Bl fth— 28 20 2L T 22 42 2% R 6T DN'S i it (238, 0 T8 8 S 3 1 P 7 4 o 1)
DNS o B e A%, A DA — L6 %5 5 2 8 A7 A P 4044 T B e PRI = £, 40 QHOST, DNSchanger, zecodec %%,
KR IUANEANL ALK DNS HR 4525

YT DNS FEH6 g Brake, SCHR [24] 4 H— b3 5 ) B 2 4 2 R ST 3 Web 36 SR IR &2 1P i hik 1)
socket 2 (117 I, At AT 1%} Flash Player 1 Java [ socket U5 0] SR W& REAT T A& 28, FE15 2UAR N 28 7] (R, I8t #h T
ST 00 B A E R BHLLE s, [ AT & T — AN R PR3 VAT R 5 2 dnswall >k BELITE & T =L 1R Py 35
FUEATRENT. 346, Megsas B mT DL 30 AE HTTP Sk38HBH (b0 e 24 40 (19 =MLk ST A 3B 4.
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4.3 DNS fR&=2HEH

(1) DDoS/DoS

£ DNS iR %5 %5 & 3l11f) DDoS/DoS Buiti, Bk # &% ¥ H 4w 2 Ik 45 v] A 1t R sh Bk, @ g B AR Am b, 7 H
H b P9 28 Z 298 1) IR 55 D R FEAEA T B, B it K IR TG HAROSL, Y REIL R WU, 8749 1% H AR R4 To ik it IE
IR SS. ARE SOk [26], 70% £F5F DNS [t F443K | DDoS/DoS, Jf HAE 2016 F4R K T 124N 1L AER K1)
DDoS Zr i i/F P, B4 3 sh4t 4 DNS 2% 7 Dyn (1) DDoS J ol SEF, i R o A0k 56 KB 1) 356 W IR 45 A )
H, #+%F DNS JIR45 1) DDoS i< 73 DNS R4 A n] H. &% DNS k45 %5 & W11 DDoS Hi 7 LA R JLF.

o FEMLTFIRA Brahi, Buii 2 ) H ARk 42 %6 K ANAEAE B BB AL 3844 AT 138 oK, 304 . IR R 44 T 55 4%
AMEHIEAT NXDOMAIN Wi Y, 2838 18 219 Y L A, JToy2: A 3 LAt 1 5 1 3K

© NXDOMAIN Hili, Biti 5 A1k R 5 (AN AETE (I3 44, 45045 A 1 36k V) A0 AT I 25 45 A 2l K a1 B i) 60 % YAk
BRI AN AELE I 44 (AR AT IR, Tl LA . 1 5 11) DNS i 3K

o Phantom 34 B, A1 NXDOMAIN Yo AN [F] (1 42, Bl Rk 8 a7 344 IR 45 28 I AT 1l 42 1 K &
TFIA4, A RS # MRASKE I VAT IR S5 #5 e R ICI AN V5 SR AT I 2 i R B T B3 VAT IR 55 85 .

o DNS 72 Biti, Bodi # % DNS k45 %5 sk g4 2 & 1% K 1) NXDOMAIN 1044 15 3K, 33U 45 28 28 A7 18 i
BEAAFAE BB A4 05 G, AT 1E 5 1Y) DN'S 15 SR i 3 i . 2% 1.

® DRDoS, #54% AIXS{d FI K2 AR AT %5 1] DNS i 45 s 04T B B B 5T, 5580 DN'S [ 45 4% K 45 BH 2E.

(2) % 255

DNS Bl PSR F P 48 AT I 50 S0 I, 0t it s ) 6 0, s 7 App i i H LS B S L% DNS &)
R AR T4 A B SRR AN BRE. B B RE R BRI P AT O, LU g N B AT 4 e AR, k44 8)
FERE U ) 16 H W5 3804 B 4e B 80T 5 € 3804 b, AT AN B8 58 BOLE 1 ), B8 Dk ™ 251 m] UG 7
R 28 At ST BT S AR R EGHE BV PR . [N DNS SiErxE DL A, 285 S8, 2 8RR B R
4%,

(3) BArL 7t

DNS 221747 PUE A A R 8 Internet Mk 5 i 44 22 G538 v g b ik, 338 17 S0 AR . 0ok A S0 M K AL )
HEAE N E] DNS, 485 11 HR 45 d 5 B b ik 3047 28 4710 5%, fee 2846 A P BN I BE IS B it i A2 5 | B R 45 4%, 2K
AP RE IR B AR, Bk vl LR DNS 2478 mg S B RF oy, MIATRE— 2B 6T P 45 U5 9, FELN TG 0%
2, IR SR, G — RIIA AR,
4.4 DNS BRE2FHEAM

(1) DDoS/DoS il

SCHR [30] $& T — Bl X SR AT IR 45 230 4T DNS V2 B0l 1 7 7, A3 S VA R AT R 45 B ¥ DN'S
A, A IP BB G — AR AR, R AN [ B 0] 7 FVARFAE 20 1922 A 1300 A T DDoS Biki, SCHR [31] $& Hh—Fih 4y
FESGMMAEN T, HIRE 3 @ WL 2 S 775 DDoS, A1 84 77 12 AT LA #K33 f¥) DDoS B,
SCHR [32,33] 42 I 44 73 U 09 5 320 v B 19 3 44 17 K L4 25 TR A I B DDoS BUii IR A 3. Sk [34,35] $2
HH ORI 3 K (0 R BE Y DNS 38 SK IR, )543 AT BE 1 KRB L4 X 7, B A BEAIC DN'S i 3 5 % [ 7 2R 0f
DDoS Bifi. SCik [36] 48 H—Fi2E T FQDN [ A 44 Bl SEHLHIRL I DDoS, 4k il 3 oK & 4 44 1 SR ATE 11 44
s, KT3I DDoS Beili, i H AN 114 B R84 2% 7010 7 86 DNS R4 4% (1) DDoS B [f4id 2.

(2) M5 A8 Hh ek

SCHR [37] 42 H—Fh REMeDy J7 A5 6T i 25 2% (K Bh £, BARGRRE B 67 TR, 1 Gl DNS Ji i (4R 1E,
FE—/N ] BE N XA DNS W2, $REE A AEHT A 45- 45 1) 1P Huhik R FOis K IWI4 D, KB AT TR R 4 SRFRAE:
N, MZH A F1 AAAA IHUIESG Nename, M2 CNAME HI%0E; TTL, A 80 AAAA iC 51 TTL {f; ASN, IP #
HEBZENT I ) B IR R S5 513, 7T LUK WHois W31, IXAE1S (R, D, Ny, Nenames TTL, ASNMVEFEFF1, SR )5 4%
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W4 D 3T A, KT D BUERAHE £, THE IS 5370 Freq(D, £). X7 T Na, Nename, ASN X 3 AMEFAE, 435
TR AT A4 AT )5, A BOX-PLOT I, FIH 43 A5 AR/ A7 Q1 Fls 3 A7 Q3 T4 IQR=Q3-Q1, X £ 5
Freq(D, /), 81T Q3+1.5xIQR HIFB4y, AN & 5 i o, BRLIX AW 5 7% 1) (R, D), 5F T TTL, & X (R, D)
hy Sof I 358,42 0033 UL AR KT IR 55 s B8 K B TTL 4H, Freq(D, A=TTLMAX) 24 FT 5 i3 VA HT IR 55 25 1 TTLMAX $i 2 4)
A, {5F BOX PLOT RUIISKH W1 7% 1) (R, D).

( B SR )
A IR S H S
e \| SEWSHIR | | SR |)
N i
DNS
e 1 ° ?%]\EME PLAc e
- ASNs ( ASN 27 3
[ASNwaRziC | | #HESH |
L J

Kl 6 DNS HRprism e Y

TEAREIM SR (R, D) J5, h T — SRR, 754 (R, ASN) 4, 3 — 35 T AR IR 5% 4y
11 Freq(R, ASN, /), fR4E 7 18 15 R — AS WAH AR IE AR B/ IRk, 3E— 20 M\ (R, D) W B4 & b ff
Freq(R, ASN, /) LK (R, D) iy, B A2 984 {D, Na, Nename, TTLHX 4 ANMRFAEF A B LL EARE
KN, Freq(R, ASN, f) AR5 K 58 5ty Ik BTN [R) B AE 35 (R, D) AH N AFAE K P34, IXFF, )5 F 1% (R, D)
J- 0 B A 55 1K) DINSS 5k 4% R SV 19338 U A7 T A 25 .

(3) AP BRI

SCHk [38] WFIT T — B B 2B A R A B, T I A IR S5 SR SR A7 AR NS4 R AR (1) CNAME i DNAME id 3%, iX
PRFPIC S AN S B AH N 344 (R AT ok R 2 i, SO XA A4 A1 28 A7 P 1 BL Sl S TR, A 2 F R 11
FEABAC S HEAT AT, I REAT AT Ml STk [39] R Il DNS 1K 21 DNS i )3 9 i [a) o3 A 15 o, R B2
HHIARA ST, TEAH B PIANIAAR 53 AT T AT AN A AT 1R N TB) PR 25 1, T AP R B W] B AT A2 1 [ I
TR B P =2, BT IX PR I ML 8%, T8 AL 2 20 (0 5 V0 B ST AR R AT A
4.5 HEM

42 W PR BT s P B e M — S P 25 B B S R B T TR I A TR0, RiARIE ], I
5, BroAIE 4 squatting, W14 sUOFTR, HEA 5 AL squatting T3 1) typo-squatting™!), 4544 I3 B FER; 2) bit-
squatting™, 34 17 ik B AL AR th UK K 3) homograph-squatting™, T4 i s 2o N 25 P 84
RUBE_LHELLIX 435 4) sound-squatting™, 545 A\ B #4570 P BRI 4 DS L AERLX 43; 5) combo-squatting'*), 7
JEUBIE A AN L AR 5 R T LLE BIARH squatting (OB, T i Ledsk 44 W, ook & mT UG
P 5 [ A AT I A ) X b oo PR P R T R A 2 4T AR LA G ) A OV

x5 HAUWMHY

W4 ey Etit] Il P St et 2 A
wwwyoutube.com Typo (£ K 15) i
outube.com Typo (& K5-BE) B
yuotube.com Typo (7R i3] IR
uoutube.com Typo (F-EFE#) B
yioutube.com Typo (F-FHEN) By
qoutube.com Bit s bR i
yovtvbe.com Homograph Bl &
utube.com Sound s bR i
worldyoutuber.com Combo Bl &
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4.6 HE AR

IXFP S B 2 IR R4 5 R 14 squatting, —RRIASIN vk Hl ARSI ok, 8% 5 B4 i 4z B 5,
SCHR [S1] RTHREE A4 AT e P S AR B Tk T 5 AR, T4 typo-squatting I3 . SCHR [42] X —
R I AL BB -BEBEAT AL S (1 8% R 21 & R4 ORI A I bit-squatting RIE . SCHR [52] FEA 12 20 IRVE T
FRERATY IR — N R FR A SimChar X} homograph-squatting FEATHM. SCHR [44] K55 & 4844 P9 1 F 3]
HEAT 53 B0 FH — A R 5 T R3] e v (o R B AT AR A sound-squatting. SCHR [53] 38 i — 26752 LI
FRHIRIEA 384 1 whois Al AS 15 E4 combo-squatting HEAT .
4.7 DNS ##381H

(1) DRDoS

WK 7 Fros, DNS SOR3OR S B9 R DNS [0 48 b i SR R8s A, TBORIR &, Db 7 Sk A KR
1P Hhhik g 57 55 2 1P, 4 N AL I i 5 N2 T M 45 2% Moo B T8I AT 1) DNS 42 A it T J% 1P ik ey
fERTIE K, JE B DRDoS Bili, & 1%[f] DNS £ i sk #E K /h—#h 60 B 74, MMi%E T- DNSSEC % ANY id3
AR (8] 25 SR 1 B0 0K /NS D 3000 BB, JEOK R 2 2B AR /N Bk LA SR AL ¥ K /)N, DRDoS T8 1 A
T8 RO BE T3 SR O L A5 B, A8 H AR AR Sy FETH SRR, 7 B AT LUECRE.

:

(M=
u[=}
=

£y i Y5 b ik
[ DNS i3k K ) DNS

LYYk

¥
4
- eee)
/
wi

% b ZE LML
X
1 e

m DNS 25 Fl i v

BB AR 55 3 6 VAR5 4

& 7 DRDoS Bt &

(2) Worm

% R — B nT DL R A B AR, e BRI B AR U IR AR S 4% E AL R, 7E IPv4 o), LA o) bl
BUAE 53— TP kb F X AN AR 9 R — AMMERR 0 B AR, SRTITE 1Pve X Fh AN TS H, Bk IPve 2% 8] K
K, A THE IPv6 23 (A AT 4%, 6% ] LU 28l DGA 15774 004, G0 R AeIE L DNS BT 8 AH Y. (1)
1P ik, ST IX AN EEE S R A HARHEITAL4% B, IR, 05 H e TPve 28 18] A A5 R A2 DNS BUAR T ik 4% ] i1
T RE, 0 S R AR RS AR b A HE 0 B2 A RS, AR AR R e R .

(3) Spam

RIEFMEHE AL (sender policy framework, SPF) Fl35 44 S A IAEHR 1 (domain keys identified mail, DKIM) j&

L TXT 053 L 22 PRI UERE 4%, 3K PRI AR R EE LAt e 1 3P 10 Dhy 3 i 2L, (ELHS PR AR 58T LA S
JH K P e A e 5, A LS A PR VR A7 AT AV, R I T R RIS ) A B
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4.8 DNS &SR

(1) DRDoS Hfi il

Sk [57] Wi sFlow 4347 DNS 353K ID RJ LASE IR AN 2% % DRDoS. SCHk [58] I 8 I b7 iR 25 35 28 47 1)
i 51 DNS 12 3% 22 DRDoS Brifi. SCHR [59] i iifil] 2 5 Mok (13 VAR AT IR 4545 1) DNS 25 15 e e S ofetar il A
FHLBT DRDoS Hrili. SCilik [60] #eit T —FhHi B & i AmpPot KA 3Kj% K DDoS Brd, MbAT] A& B K Aok 4% 0% 7
AT A 5B, SCHR [61] 2 — M 2 “Challenge-response” L il K 56AE DNS 1 3K 1 5 473, LUK I FN 2 fi#
DRDoS Hifi. SCiik [62] i % DNS F{if 50 ik 45 K I PM 3 SSDP 1A A0l 3 AN X (1) W 4% 1) DRDoS Hiif,
FEXF 1 i R T AT Al . SCHR [63] £ H—F o AN T5 ZE R ] Botnet [¥) DRDoS Bili, Buidi 87 v] LUk £ 44, AHXT
TA% % (1) DRDoS Bk, X Bratigsk > 7 ) AR TRk d oA i £, BRI, SE oo ARG

(2) Worm Hr5 K il

T HUAE A% % 0o R v 3 SR AR BRI 3 44 KA R AR B W (3 4, 277 2R A Y 1) NXDOMAIN B 23 3¢, 3¢
ik [64] 10 ik 43 AT HH 2 B DNS &I IN1E %4 H 2 T8 NXDOMAIN 7%, #% DNS Wi W3} 30 5 NXDOMAIN [
A S 73 BT FAER I e L ROAR 7 4 (A 30T B, kA, i HOPE TPv4 23 8] (19 4% # o 72 bl ok B 434 1P ik 14T
5%, A8 IS DNS AT, SCHR [65] £ H— 43 A i d A% 3% 1 3= 0L 1) /0 R0% I 5 1 DNS & i = 5 B0 1K 7
YRR IR gy, IEH RSB0 R, Yk DNS 3R )5 TSR AN IP Vs, 40 5 i 30K (T DNS Ay i) TP i i), 15t 1]
HIL T A

(3) Spam ZLiAa

MRS A HE B8 40 SRR T DNS HEAT A5 4%, RISt A1 e R i B o 7 A A 1 RS2, U SPF HEAT A 3% R s £
PSRBT — A T BB IS A2 N A AN 3%, IR VRS 2 2 B BT 1A% 3% A LC A Y
3R, TTAXAT: A C A S 3 1), SR [66] I 3511 g sURLAS 5% 20 18 J5 v SR R X R e i 4 B &, AT
Ao DU HIS AL 3.
4.9 EEA/AP

(1) Botnet

{7 9 4% Botnet J& 45 K FH —Fhal 2 P35 F B, KB THUR Y bot PR, MM AL 8 A s g =4l
Z R FIT T BRI AT 0o 22 Jas il AR 9 4%, 2548 3 3 3 #2546 (command and control, C&C) Ik 45 g 5518 ) EHL, KA
i 4 SE B, Bk &l LUl Botnet HEAT RIS, {5 BETHL, M4 VEYw, DDoS 5 4idi. Botnet R4 C&C k%%
PR AL FEH )y T LA AN R 288, AR SC 3 22457 ) DNS JIR 4533847 Botnet Blifi, Bt BRT- C&C IR %%
#eiB 3t DNS 4 EAUE T EHLE A 7 A ) XK Botnet. 32/ 4L (1 EHLE L DNS Ji B C&C MR %544 1%
%, SRJ5 38 DNS (1) TXT il sk AT, KGR BT 245

(2) Fast-Flux

34 30 % A FH SR AR e (Fast-Flux) 8 (1 TP btk (R R AR SR RS0 7%, i)™ SUI¥) Botnet [ C&C R4S #5111
WA BT T DNS idsk i TTL E % BB/, W% /N T 5 min, 24 C&C IRE-23 1 TP Mhulik- gl A6 2 5 B e - =
HURT CAAEAR R 1K B ) Py 2% ) 21 C&C AR 45 48% AR # [F) 39T 1) TP bk, 3P4 AR A 3+ CDN Hr HHT s ¥ i, A
[l Ab#E T CDN 418 % B H S bk 2s 8], 0% 2 Fast-Flux 285 5 s il i 2 4L, moAS 2 R 2 ik ==
B B[R] —> 2 ] A b b= ).

(3) DGA (domain generation algorithm)

ek 305 ) DGA Sk oK B e 4 St & Mo UV, Lt U Botnet 3 % 4] DGA S #3-th A1
1) Bt 75 sl LRSI, Boeh 2 AR A B AEAS R TLD 30— 2845 44 19 31— AN A BRI =038 4 40 A1, B8 G ) sk
J, bt Conficker A LA & 5 JTANBEALIR 4 A7 13 4> TLDY"7, Afi PRI SO (00 Rt 45 44 A VR X
4.10 EBEIE/AP &M

KPR I, JE 182 Botnet. Fast-Flux. M£JE DGA, HARHSZATIN R 544 Rl 1P, M 4.9 9173
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Hr i aT LU £ Fast-Flux Al DGA [AJ# th & Botnet & A6l (1 PYFHECA, (A, —2L3ET DNS il Botnet [K1£5i4
SCHR [73,74] ¥ Fast-Flux Fl DGA B1E 4 £l Botnet [ 2¢ J5 7%, 1155 bx L, Fast-Flux 1 DGA A BRAUH T
Botnet I, T H., 22 ARFHHAR 247 G M 1) AR 2 A0 T IR R 18044 R 1P, JEANJRBR T =38 P i), ST 2RI
AR I H A2 ARSI T 3R, TR 2 A SCERIR IR F i, A SR 2 R LB AT A 2009 4F RIFLAE KI5 1
VER— AN TRTEEA AR RIR L3 A7

(1) FFM (Fast-Flux monitor)"””!

FLTSEI 3 A DNS Pt 55 Fast-Flux 47 4 MG —S8454E, Lol TTL, 1P 22404, AS 4%, Jiad —Leput
X CLANR R AL IORRTE, F DU 307 43 2R 28 U S0 LR A AR B el 44 1) 73 2R RS, Kl DNS it it v B IR B el 44, JF
Ak AU HTR U PR el A4 A B HESR AT N ZRTE BT o e P AR AR

(2) Notos'™

Notos /& DNS [128 | ML R, ©H SR E T — A4 € A I PR, TG R AR T IE W
FIPPA BN, T UH PP OB RVRAE A : 1) S8 T 4% RORFE, PEUnRIE AL AHOCHK TP ARG . X8 TP A H S5 A1
FIARFE) AS 555, 2) 2T X SCHFIRHE, $8—> TP HubbAH SR 38044 B RRAE, bWl 44 I - A7 R AR AIE . 38044 1 °F
WK AFEARF AR, 3) BE TR IURFAE, sl 44 A0 O 50 s 4 il 4o . 1P kbR Al el 4
(103 A A A B F B e 1) O Uk T X SRR A YN R P 2 R4, AR5 FHAE £ 1) 7 A% DNS it i b 1R dek 42 HEAT
TEI.

(3) Kopis"””

Kopis il I TLD FIBUZ AR % % 11 DNS 3t 5 R A SR A U 2% =3 4, IR I 1K 32 B4 AE AT : 1) requester
diversity (RD), TR AE 1% K47 8 3804 1 TP Huhil 73 A Ae ik, FLE AR T3 Sk 1) TP bk, BGP #r4%. ASN. HZ
fR45; 2) requester profile (RP), F TR AF4F 22 i [7A] B 1 sk 38 44 B 19K /1N 3) resolved-IPs reputation (IPR), 3%
AEFFAE 344 BT 1R TP b ki 2 8] 85 TR B S S M L. Kopis & T — L8 2 A1 1E H RUT & 1 3044 R ik
random forest (RF) YIZRBLTY, 4K 5 %) DNS Jit 1= /8T (1938 44 34T 7028,

(4) Exposure!™"”!

Exposure (B i $2HX DNS it 5 v 20501 15 5 48k 42 R 53804 1 REAE S (decision tree, DT) HEAT I 25557,
SRIE AL 7 3 A PR 0] 2 R 44 AT S I AGH . S I SRR AE AT 1) BE TN IR AR AL, 2 AT Ry 8 344 i
SRR [ B ATARR ; 2) T~ DNS WS (WRFAE, BRARBT ISR IP R 42 . IP ik e 5K, 1P thbik A0 i i 1l 4
FOUCKC B T4 3) 26T TTL MUREAE, B e iR BE TTL MM IE T4, 4) 3138044 FOREAE, tiisk 4% 371
AR WA TS UK T B A T

(5) FluxBuster®***"

FluxBuster & Z A8 Fast-Flux #il, 1 /6 ¢ @3 DNS HmHaiikh 5 14 (TTL E K, T
IP M hE SRR/, TP 3 An ) sy b, 801 1R 84 H 2 IR SR I St AT SR A, BN FRAE S AT BE ) Flux P45,
h— BERIBC B 2 AT IR 1K) TP BT8R, /MR T UE BT FURAE: 1) AT I ANIR] 1P (M4 2) b A k4
(W4 e, 3) f b4 (%) TTL ¥1H; 4) i v e a) B vh g i 21 B R b 1) TP (WS R4k 42 1R B0 5) TP Hhlk (1) 43501
6) i IN ) B P B DNS 21 SRS A4 1 B8 A LK) TP BRI 7) 247 I ) BOAH LE b — I o) Be i o 4
A~ DNS A SRR 44 S-S 8 BRI TP A4 s, H DT E 370 A& 2 Flux P45,

(6) ExecScent™

ExecScent 5t Ml 7341 C&C 55 #s28 AL R B AFIEAT HTTP 3815 A1 DU IS RN C&C 144, &5
BT ORI C&C iR HTTP 35Kl HI Ak, S8 5 25 L5 (0 H i) 1P bl 01X eii RIS 1%, ) T4
P C&C i 3K, P2 R IR MR S AT RARALYE (URL, P ARER 775 8, HTTP Sk A8 i 5k 32— 4
M, REMBIWBED MR ST =D AX A C&C 1A R K, T2 05 A e B SBEAR, X T IX Seay AR 25 1 IF

WM A N B R R PRSP SRR 1) BENLEAT DI 2003 S48, B, B i) HTTP 5 SR VI 2 ) 7 a8 ik
ATt
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(7) multi-dimensional aggregation monitoring (MAM)®***

MAM 38 e 2355 4% R0 TP 8 B 1) 0B e ek S A I e i, A L 034 A TR B TR AT £ TP ARG AR, T Rk
— AN AR B A RN TP R AR, 17 5 AN B X AR AR F, ‘efs DNS Wit — /M RPIR 4544, 17 A%
F T A B TP BT, W VT BT S IR AR e M A I S5, 3 I A T 24 R A R b — AN T B AR 5 AR AL
PEVFRL WY s R e v, W R AN SR 1 TP B T MR B A 1 AR TR M, X A
AR ARAAI. TR R T IR AR A A DAY R SR AT A

(8) Segugio®>**

Segugio WL A B — A EHLEMHNA 1) 43 (RREEFNIM A B AR R A MOCR) SRS R4, 2K
P RT3 AMB BT S8 1) SR — A UG, B 5 B R 4% 5 2) AH R R A R R (0 E AL
T A VA TR SR A SR 1 0345 3) 1 EHUAS K AT g 25 A bl 44 . R 3 KR 3 AMRFAE: 1) EHUT
S, WA d A FEALR S S R AR R T AR, d R TR OK 2) A4 B), 3
2 d AEER E I TR B N R AT T 0 R 3) TP M T, 3844 o AT ) TP bl o i T ) R L RSB 34 [ DR TG 17 4.
Segugio B G OIFE 2B, JET LA AR ST AR A SO R A, IR R AL, R AN, R BT R RNV ER
(75 R, B Ja, FH CA AR I 5 31 1) 3 2 8 o S e SR T (1 35 42 AT 105 Bl i 44 1 K

(9) DNSS 25 [ 7

DNS 2 8] 2 2 37 EHLAT DNS i A0 3% AR 4 “NOERROR” I 44 56 2 B, Tl i 8140 i 5064 DNS 2RI 154y
Jy 3 2%: 1) Host-star, /b & () EHLHEFT 0K B DNS £ ifi); 2) DNS-star, K1) =P i b 5 )34 ; 3) Bi-mesh, —
o RV 444 A7 A8 A K A D OC R N CL AN M3k 44 TR 44 1, b AT A IR Host-star = 22 et (P s 1
T ]384 512, DNS-star 3222ty Je 45 |2, Bi-mesh 32 22245 4% (175 5).

(10) DNSMap™

DNSMap SEBJ 521 DNS it FRA548 4% 70 1P (IBUR R UET B8 if, FRel I st 58 R AL o, 04T
P BT AR A B0, P13 A RS R T 43 TR B0 5 20 R P R 44 (038 B DR R AT B, W 2 19— 43 B S UAR SR A A
£ 224 iy B 1V BB 2 PR A D Y R A4 (RTS8, T AN 2 A7 A T S DG 3R, 0D 224 iy o 19 BB A L i T B ) B P
JARERAL (WIS DG R R A T AR A, AR AR R T R, B R AR, IXFE I o AT IR 2 AN IR R
JG, JEHRLL LA —A FQDN R IP SR04, e, G 5 BUBRRAE 1) 2, AR AN 7] B B G (R A1F 1) A, 7
AT R0 5 5 5 500 PR AIE 1) o () AR £, AT 2 7 T (R 3 4 R

(11) BotGAD™"™

BotGAD 4 DNS Vi H 344 5 (1 44 PRt AT I 0, AR B — NS4 AN Sk e A A TP bl (1 S, 3l e ax e
W ORR VI A M AR, FEHEAT AT A REAE A BT, R T T —2% DNS FRIEHHTRER: 1) ARSI, 2) 3
LARZERT I RE; 3) 1SR4 RS 4) 15 SRIEA AR TP Hhbk %0 S) 344 AT AN 7] TP Mk o 3. Hf0
O T 344 [F A P 3 4 A Iy 3 1) S0 s 3 42,

(12) BotDADP"

BotDAD 154t H1 host profile B FI DNS i, b W 2% o (1 BTG FAHLEE AL E AT profle, 285 H R SUA BUAR
BE A5 LR IR AIE 1] e TR 1 SR AE SR (R HA I SR B BT R R 5, B LA A 0T bot 1) FE L
M), JEE SR 25 e 53 (O3] R 285 1T 86 A 6 I (935 SR 3k, AT AR A 4 0 TR ML 00 EE AR ), SRR R s Y
(NXDOMAIN it 5%, EDNS ic 3%, DNSKEY ic. 5%, ANY 5%, DSEC, TXT i 5%). M4E4AEAN host f) profile T 4&F 4
host [HRFAE ] (B, 7 RS I ASEBRA 5 S 0475 15 T SCREAIE 11 25 1K) 0 (i SRAS M 434 host 1 profile [ 5 1%, 48
S e 5 A S N SR P BE A LARAR U SRR AT, e A A 280 St AS ) e i 475 0.

(13) PsyBoG">

PsyBoG AN [A] F-HAbAS I 5325, 24 T &8 I DNS Jite, ‘& H40 T DNS 3 SR it i, MG SRt i e i s
BUIP, WK 44, I TR 3 ANRAAEAE AR G BEAS AL I (8] PP FURRAE, SR 5 FIH D 26354 BE (power spectral density,
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PSD) K¢ B J715 5 4 AR A 5, $ iR 43 145 5 K2 4 Botnet i 2.

(14) GMAD™?

GMAD H— AR 4 50 7 51 Ak 44 i U7 4 (domain name travel graph, DNTF) A& il 38 & ak 44 F1 52 TR GL 1
FHL, el HOF A DNS Eifjif L, 1 /63 DNS B 1 4 MR (B4 1 A1 5, 4 I I 7 26 &
P53, 1 RS A BAT S SR I A (W TP 1R R0 2 ) 19 5 450 57 DNTF, 4R Ja MR 3 4k 42 A [R) 1) ot i ke e 45 25 1)
(T LA T SRR, JoeJa FH B 42 B 44 B A T 1) TR 42

(15) 2 N Thri: P

AT 1 BB DNSMap ™ U6 55 2% [ 358 4 11 TP 1) e O 22 IS e M 4 L R 5 2 i ok R s 45 /b
40 MFEA T FE/D 20 4 TP (XL 1P /DB 2 A AS) B IGl ik ok, 158 FEY B M AT SBE 5 G 28 3 BBt
(9 B 343 1T B P B T 8 — SRR AR R AT A B, AH S RVRRAE 23 A A B IE AT SRAGRETE BT TP R AE A #T
A H AT A AT TP SB A BT 5 4 B BUT K-means 4R35 1 S8 A6 P BT HEAT S8 75, TR
PN, o — AN R H AR, — AR IER AR )5 — DO Bt e N LI UER B, it N LA 73 1 8 A%
SR TG ) B ANRRAE, HE— 200D SR 5 AR IR, 15 B B 2 Rl 45 AR

(16) Pleiades™

Pleiades 3 ZEHE T AR DGA S5 184 K 25 3 30 NXDOMAIN )i AR S0, [ —fif & 11
Bot HIAHIFI¥ DGA k<5 AHZE A NXDOMAIN i 3C. 7 DGA KILB B, BT A7 (13 [0 344 NXDOMAIN ff)
WAWARGIRIE (B B, BE55) MR IPEREAT R A%, E200 T RIUBLAH R DGA HykA il 4, £ DGA
SR FNRBY B, 228 H28 0 T-FRid 2515 h 28 CU AN 19 B 1) DGA B2 28, ) TS LA BEXT Y #1 U0 DGA
PAFIIE, 53— B0 DR BER B BRI 2 5 2 — N8N DGA ZKIRBILA DGA KR ML 4.

(17) DBod™®

DBod - ZEH T4 [H DGA SBE AR LA A AR [ AR A W34 BB 7018 k& 2RI, DBod 4347
RIGCH) DNS K, 2T RIS TA] L 38 SR 00 A SRR 9 26 P B Y ) LR IE 3 B 2 LR A%, T S 44 s pL
i, AN PR BRBEE BN BT 43, KA T2 5 28 (3 2 1 TR 7.

(18) LSTM™”

SRR [97] B R WICAZ M 4% (long short-term memory, LSTM) 4547 2 JIHLHI G J7 % DGA 741
TR AL AT 43 2, B N A IR LTI i) S (R 400, SR — > 54x128 [MARRE, S8)5 FH LSTM Flid =
JIWUHIAE 5 G KR 3 2% S LR EAT 432K

(19) BDS™"

BDS H{ DNS it & [FRFAE(R &, X T DNS ik, $2liili4z . Y5 1P, H A IP. IR, X T DNS WisY, $2HL
FENTIN TP, S 44, ENEE T, X TP I 4, i TR — DAl — 15 5 Whios X115 5
(DNS & 4E# . DNS MR ic sk AUBIRS28), X MX IR %528 A (5 5, Web RS & B AFTENE B, 4 B4
PR, 23 B P IX S, b DA AR BRI ol ) K M A B A TR T R IR .

BANREANLH T 19 P82/ 1P RN 7%, A TE R 6 $Hx L iL T R Mo, Skl xie
RYHR IR R — SR AL, AR5 T — 28 7 VR R EAT 40 M, AR A 1 ek 42 Bk — 25 L (W TP 4
ik, Hoop FEMY, FluxBuster™*" 3= 32 ] T4 0 Sos A5 e 1P 193844, ExecScent™ . Segugiol™ 13 3 ] T-46 3% %
BAFANSE 18k 4, Pleiades”™. DBod™. LSTM"3: 2 H]F KM A T DGA HII 4%, JAth 5 iMins b 4, #0
TR A4 F TP (1) 577 1500, AL Botnet. DGA. Fast-Flux.

o} F I LA I R AR VP, TR O I B SRR BEERANIR], BT LA, TV IX S R A A T 4k
1 BB PR, AT g AN IX A 28 G P SOk KB B B AT AR AR R 2 k. 3R 7 DINZRimi s it () (T 2 bR
MR AT VISR, TR NSRRI, R (78 R AR A JE IR B A4 B 2 R H k) . AR i) i . gk
T (AELA I RIRE ) KI5 L J LA 7 T A A B IX e R R I A 7, Heh NA AR TE i I SCRR TS 40
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RO ERIA /P KW VRN e —

R4 Hbr it WARFS FEAIE SCHR/E 1]
FEM PP MRS RIE g e AR AS BRI g 50
Notos il =il 4 PI/NISPI 2% FISTEPY 68 K % 4fn DT jﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ulxy#%ﬁﬁﬁ [76] 2010
o WA 4N ISPRISIEPT R L4184 H B A RF VR AP VR AP o0
P Yepgl 4 BUBA.ca TLDFAE B Wi 7]
R —AMSPHISIEP K #1108 (Y)DNS i 1]« DNST Y (¥ TP £ 35 44, [78] 2011,
Exposure  RRMBEHY vy seon i pritrio DT TTL, 84057 S [79] 2014
. - 9911 , o fENTIITPAL, % P 3844 5L, TTLY [80] 2012,
FluxBuster i llFast-Flux34 SIE™""KZ110 73 [FIDNSi & DT (8, TP 43 A 0 2 [81] 2009
RO R ARAEAR A 22 AR AN I B LR L4 )4 URLAFBLE J@ 4 (i psie, 1F
ExecScent JC&CIHAFT M2 &, 1R R L3500 SVM Ul AL BRI KE), B [82]2013
Ky BRI, PR A V2l |REAL BB KR, W
R EHL HTTPZr ] A ¥ i
MAM K P2 i Bk PIAN ISP 144 H DNSH s, 1 X344 RITPIL A5 02 PRI B IR 1 (AR T Bt [83] 2013,
4, FIIP 34 )7 /NPHIS3 JT N84 B TR M 3804 BIIPHUR A AR S 1 ) - [84] 2012
— AW PR, B4 ol K
Segugio ol T NS AL RBGLR B RE O pEEEGR, w0
- TAHLIP
- Kb s sl R M3 i, R4 s T SRR UL I 3 42 AN SR e 1) A2
DNS M AP 2007 DNSif sk SR A INYIPRIS S (8712010
K pg s s — A KBUISPR L34 [FIDNSH i, op RAEARAL R PRI K ) 3
DNSMap e z1p 216.7 MAST (144 (KB TE=APS e 5 (8812016
b ) oy e WA I HCR, 23R4 FR R
ocap iRz LRI SRS s PRI, Wk S R, i (59 2009,
° w4, NS BIPESTHT KRB R RIPHAE S, 804 [90] 2012
-~ SR AT AN TR TP () it
TER B RAC T, Tou Rk 2l
3 A W, K)K‘:é
BotDAD RHIMASRRN B M 201644-5 A RIBEALIOR RF %;TZ?;DQN:IS%; (I\J;)Iill)s?(héélg [91]2019
i 4 NrB=4 > >
g P RIS R 3, ANY g%, DSEC, TXTig %)
S B SAS MRS AE
Ko 2 585 P T M) 4% — R DN S it 3,
PsyBoG 54& o PSR TN  IDNS i, AN IR 53 BEPSD  EHLIP, 175 3K (IR 44 , I 1) % [92] 2016
7 ANF] kr TLDFYDNSH &
Kl Sy s PITISPI20104E6 % P IR, S ) B TP OC R,
GMAD h‘ﬂg%%ﬂip” /NI B, 35 E B ANISPRI2010 BT R EERE A SR IR 4 iU TP I K R AT ) [93] 2014
7 R A PEAS NI i 1)

FFZR— AN LZISPHI20134E9 B4 BIRFAE . A FRAE . TPHRFAE

N 190 2% 5 R ‘ ! A \
N AR ﬁﬂ;ﬂlﬁ”%m o — JA [IDNSHT 1201446 %7 K-means. WO, WANRAR, TP [94] 2015

- A 45 FIDNS it & N Lo A
ST R 2% 5 3 fe

Pleiad ﬁ’ggﬁ’;@ﬁ 1t % A" ISP #1154 H (YDNSK-means. DT. NXDOMAIN. n-gram#Es i o o0

cades U BT AR HFIE, S04 SO 3]
TR NDGA- AHEMWM2013FES HEI2015 0. v e g RICIIDNSIER, T3 R I8 i)

DBod g oSz A o WIEE G om g (9612017
SMIDGANA I Alexati i 117 M4 FIDGA LSTM. £

LSTM Effj P R g 101 T ﬁLﬁ;IJ 5 [97] 2019

DNS#R (d5%4 . JIP. HAIP.
FREBCE R 15 18)3#K), DNSHI R (fif 4T (HTP-
P W4 4), HBIE B (Whios.
MX. Web. B4 )

KWK T, KLA45)74
BDS O = 3k 44 AN[E] (5542, DNSiF KA 480%
J7, W AE396 % J7

[98] 2011
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27 BREAL/IP KT VRN
24 WZE Tl Y] JF’%D'IJ%J? 1ELk
PO M AR RE R
FFM NA  HHA x x NA A= LA A gt s 6 A
Notos 15 x d x N ECBH2896.8%, ol R LU A A g 0 Hdi
LIS T3 A A D SR A4 G T 2R 98 %, A% k1586 T A A 44 il 2R 7 4%, LA,

LERUESES

Kopis 30 N N e R A A B 4
Exposure 7 gr A J J :é ;gi'ﬂﬂ%?@Botnet%%ﬁﬁ (Flux» DGA. Malware), Kl % 598%, %
FluxBuster  NA  x N x N R, F232 hA e e, BN LA b R e R
ExccScent 14 R . N R, A, A RER B I B A N 0

MAM NA NA NA x NA  73%I0ELBHZF10.3% 1B 2, 3 ARSI 5 2 5 /N RS M 2 /)N 1) S 5
Segugio 1 x N v N 94%IRI I PH ERAN0.1% A BH 2R, i LUK I8 55 3 s 1 1) 1 7 4 44
DNS I 1 P J . ﬁgittiﬁﬁ A CURILZ PP S0, THAR /N, 52 BT DNS i 2K
DNSMap >2 >2 N v N NGRS TV, AN R, B BH AR, TE IR S R A R
BotGAD y . J J N RO, JLABIRT LA — AN /NI 2 A7 (R, R IR R 95% LA L, I FH

1%0.4% LA, F R MEAT, FEVEA I A1 FI DNSHEA T C&CIl A5 (K I 4%
BotDAD 10 10 J J o I 2R A 15 99% LA L=, YN R FNAS I it ') #48 L B, 90 L iy vk 2 ARG 0 14
° VN AR R R, ISR PR T I B 8 A 2% 3 Bl i bot AR L ke

95% (IR ZE 0. 1% IR B 2., 3 R VELT, 2P R F B K0 I 4%, (HAN R

SRS B R LR RS 1) S

R % 1 90%, T-35999%, B BH AL F0.5%, THH & 2%/ZK0(n), n ) DNS

GMAD x x v v N OEWEL, SR, DRI 2 B A I TS, AR AR 44 1 S T S
fE S — 5 BRI

J RO 2R AR B AT 7599% LA L, [l I BH 2R AR 41%.0.002 LA T, {H i1 T+ 7% 2 — & 4>
N TR, 3 R 2

N SPRIREI 25 $099.7%, PRI 4 0.1%, HASBEIRAIAEHIAH RIDGA S

PsyBoG X x v y V

FNTARE  >2 >2 N

Plefades 1 RX VW SERURIAE 19 %, K125 B He N XDOMA NI

DBod  NA  NA VN N R m M R R SR, R i S )
ISTM 1 R x x xRS R Ae8sYe e A, MR LBt o, A BRI I S 4 I
BDS 3 NA N v x eI EIE B 68% 1 IR I B FH 2K 7 3.8%

H: NAK R STk T 7245 2

AT G AT LA 6 732 A H AR RS e 7 vh 2226 H /T O 5 ETT AT ST, 0 mT DU ik o) A i 2 5 i
(RIE T T BRI, 25 SO A (9 5 10k sl R RE T 1A SR, B T — 350 40 V2l 3 T — 8on) 1 3 5 A L e ke
() DNS ¥ &2 [RFAE, L ALa 27 2 (0 VR EAT R, 5 Ab— 5043 v @l b sk 2 A ML s 5C R I, ik
O3 BT 5 R A I PR I — L8 AR AR S BUEAT AR, 3BT — L8 U VRS T G A BB AT AT, AT W R IR A ) T
TEHEAT 508 1 4328 A L6 7730k SR R A 00 24 AR 5 Ay 20 S Al P b AEDO AR T 18 S0 b Rt i B, HL4 R 4 1
PER A FRALIRARTE, ARAMR X L8 7V — N — BB TR AT SR B LR,

4.11 [BHRBEE

DNSS FEIE A& H AR M P) 254 25 7E DNS Bl 485 BL DNS 33 S FHma S 4R SC 56 AL fdictis (GRAE) 1L
K. DNS FEIE 2P B BEE, T B7 KA AR A DU 2% 3 DL DA O J it i 45 1Y) DN'S o, Mot w] LA H
DNS SIS (57 55 25 A 0 P 358 25 WL R SRRl A5 {5 1, S B0 s FE s, SCO-AR M B . STk [101] 324 7
X DNS B3 S AS AR R4 T (A R ATE, B ATIIX FL AR X fa] T A A4 A I ik,

57 DNS BB 2L 3 AN 1) Yok #0342 518044 ; 2) DNS P& 1 H; 3) tH C&C &5 anthAe )
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DNS BUBR S5 % . M 5245 RO %RE 1K) DNS 55 2% 103845 75X, 7687 DNS BEIERT, 5245 FHUR C&C RS 4%
T L2 HOE DNS B TR, SREAT DNS #2885t 4 5 5 X0 B i, DNS Bgie T L ¢/S )y UEAT,
PV L BEAE B ML, RS 2 AE C&C RS %%, DNS B T. 274> 24 IP over DNS HI TCP over DNS [%i# T
HPF I TP over DNS ¥ IP 1% 30 dsh 2 ) DNS B3, TCP over DNS ¥ TCP #3138 5 DNS p&iE i, HARZA
THEIAE S 8" R, A REC1034 ') 4% 85 K0 253 B, — 48T H ] DNS § L EDNS(0) "™ iz 4T
DNS #f3Ckgt 512 B, ARE T AN BRI T R, 1622 3 8V M B i STk, 31X AN VRIA.

%8 DNS i T =2

e T iR AR S FFEDNS(0)
NSTX!*! Base64 TXT x
1P over DNS Dnscat2!*"! Hexadecimal A, AAAA, CNAME, MX, TXT x
Todine!”” Base32, Base64, Base128 A, CNAME, NULL, MX, TXT, SRV Y
TUNs!'*®! Base32, Base64 CNAME x
Dns2tcp!'®”! Base64 TXT, KEY x
TCP over DNS OzymanDNS!'” £ f]: Base32 Mi)W: Base64 A, TXT x
Heyoka!'"" Binary TXT v

FRATTLAPE 81014y 451 158 I Il o T P Sl ST RS A S . 1) 245 R WU AR AL (1 0 K it £1) DN'S 2 i
SKIKTIEA4 H, W “updata.tunnel.com”, [ A3 Y REATIR 55 28 R I% XA 1) DNS 13K 2) 3 1T R 55 B8 8 A7
HAELE.com 1) TLD MR 45 ik, o B iR 4548 & th C&C k45 4 Dh 2 1Y tunnel.com AL B 55 45 b bk
3) .com AR5 2% ] A< i3 VA fE AT IR 25 2% 3R [7] tunnel.com PIRUE IR 45 35 Hitik A.B.C.D; 4) A Hbigh U AT iR 45 98 4k 4
)3 /N bk %A 22 9] updata.tunnel.com [hE, IXAF T C&C DhZEM) DNS AR SS#3mlt vl LA AN B3 iee
FZEI updata; 5) C&C tAZ%EIK) DNS JIRS5 S5 75 € 0] A< b s V2 i A7 IR 5545 1 o A SC b mT AL 16— 2525481 downdata
R A 25 6) dae, s AMENT IR 55 3546 i S AR SCA%R 1B 52 478 ML, kS8R T 3248 N C&C RS 23 I IFIH A

— DNS i3k
<= -~ DNS M ¥

updata

e ——

f = f . 2=

- IR @wﬁ,\\\@

4 S~o .
d(wNm tunnel com B
(1

B 44 IR 554 Wik
(F1 C2 fR%5220h %)

8 Kb it e Y
4.12 FRRbREERN

H AR 2 B4l 0 2% Sk 7 R AT i b B I T 57 I 8% 0k 110 XU, — B0H A DG S mes L B oA AN AP S 48 e I T S
T DNS JR45-%% 2 18] (A9 Sl iod, oAl AR 4 bl e 7 10 Bl 5 2 1R Bk, (G T rP 4K 170 DNS BT, S A¥: 1) SR s
FEANGEBEL 1L, T BB Bk 08 (RN, 5 T2 0 7 V2 e ME AR EURIT N T 43 02130, L 53 5 32 ARG T 3 Al 1
WA L0 e s, BAELATE H AT e R 45 R .

SCHR 1017 F BB B& 1 A I 5301 4 Sy 50 D0 (R 00 3 AR 5 TS 28 (G I 5 3 9 IS, T Fr A
JIVESG T B U 8 HE SR AT (AR HEA T RS, 356 A 2R PRSI v A i T — SR I G AR 1 3 A T A
DA, 25 R0 0 (R I g 3 A T o o (R RS T B (L PR A 7 9, R T AR IRy 92 T @ 3 AT R VLG
75 VT C 745 B IR RS 1C, 5T B 1) 7 3 2 R T AN A 1o 1 B (B AT A 65 A28 1) 7340
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BETAE G 5 21 (W 5 VERRE YR BE 24 S E, IR A T dc e ThR k. BRI FETHLE 50 BRI EE
2 SYIX A RIS A A .

OF SRApS

SCHR [114,115] FH PR Todine FE, 38176 snort b & 45 5 MUK I Todine FEiE, SCHR [116] FIH
Dns2tcp 75 SSH 48 T I RF 5l 7445 £, 7F Bro b3 AHBY. (A0 T4 I Dns2tep BEIE. 3X 85 25 4 B Bk 02 8 A
P22, SRR i PR, I FLAG N 1 2300 M Re s FLU (0 4% £ 2 2 A A

(2) HT BN

SCHR [117] 40 DNS 3845 th A R EHLRECR B - BB DNS BEiE, SCHR [118] 4% DNS ¥ & (W&t #AE
AW IR A, SCHR [119] $03842 A3 OB R B Db 000 1R AL, SCR [120] $0 AN 98 - ALl i 4 DNS £
TRV (045 S 1) R 208 (R 1 D BT (¥ 1 (1, SCRR [121] 361 DNS S 19— S8 4E MR AE, B 320 MR £ B it
S AN B mi VA I . A LG TR 1 5, BT B 5 N s, S PR, AT DR R
ARANTF) DNS BETE TR Bk, AR 3K R 52 IR0 B2 78 A 7] 1) 100 4% A58 B (L 1) K /NAS ], JR 2 N LA i3,

(3) FT WA ik

FETHLARE 10 7 v A DNS R3i L LR (0 7 vk, 43 AT W AN JE I B (R L8825 ) vk, 38 e 4R U
FRFIE R @ MLE8 2% 2 BVEEAT N ZR, 7 TR TG MBI ik R 2 o TE R S AR AE, 7 B IR 2 o0 T8 0 S 5 P b
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(1) DNS 24 P A 5%
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BE, AT ARG T ¥ DNS Bl SRt 1S idu M AN (0 52 Bk, (AN 400 9 A EAT N 2%, Jevkf@t ¥ DNS %)
FEA:, DoT/DoH 8L T 2 T-UE 15 1) DNS 35 XUy B 4 A UE RN N85, AT ORAIE T 20088 AN 4 B ok 5 07 Wr Bl
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	DNS域名系统(domain name system)是一种互联网协议, 提供域名和IP转换机制, 它将易读的域名转换为IP地址, 将IP地址转换回域名, 从而保障网络应用的顺利执行. 随着互联网日新月起的快速发展, DNS 服务已经深入到互联网的各个角落, 成为互联网最为重要的基础服务和不可或缺的关键一环, 被称为互联网的“中枢神经系统”. 作为互联网的基础核心服务, DNS渗透到网络的各个角落. 一旦遭受攻击, 会给整个互联网带来无法估量的损失. DNS安全问题是保障目前网络安全亟待解决的首要问题.
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