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1 WF5T

Domain Name System (DNS) J&—REx A2 AU 344 WS 21 X AL A1) TP Hbhk (%) 437
KES. M 1987 4 RFC 1034 [8] A RS T EA 34 Fryr . BAE, DNS ORI T H
FRIELER I 1) SRR BERERY A (0. (HEAEBEF 2 MR e e E h it B brz — (8], B
DNS Jioh T AW s Mt B AR, 76 DNS P 34 4RI s, R4 HEXF DNS (X2 A

o Mo E S AR SR £ % DNS 13t B DNS 78k (38) ok 91,

it A DNS A7 R LG REWS 3 2 Ao i P S s R @k . il o 3T A —
SE SR (U BURFSARATI S, ) () DNS 0840 (1) ANEERHE . 2415 A P H
PRI, R8s | B BIAEE R HhE , BRI 28, AT SEEL T X E A 9 3 14 45 446 iR 45 34
s Q) BElE RIS E L. BN 2 G TS R, XSl R Eis
HillEs 2, BETXUEENRENLEERGIA T . BEE TR B ARM 5 1P #idik g4k
Yl 1P ik 2 J5, ATRA K R By Xt (101, Al BSiR R sy SR, 73 4oty
HAH] AR PO T SR M sl 44 i (AT AT P I NG s S B R o K55 . A duk3)
BUA AR AT R A HR AR, B eicE BRI iR 55 $2Ers  (ISP) thn]E<x 4= 5 DNS Z24¢
BRI [11] X O ARIEA T I 265 H 2

2 ZlidiA

DNS ZZA7 B30I AS T2 YO 2l i 45 Aoy 1 DNS AT 8% 19 S A7 TP AR AE LG &
DNS 5% .
— ALY DNS AR GER AR WA 1 R .
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\3.’1', - Off-path Attacker
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0 7 e
A
%\‘o’e/’ o
of
Q,e" e/’ KF"‘
S =3
‘ (1 biducom IN A KD '—=]
> KD —
°
i D —
IN 4 .
@ mj cte: (5) baidu.com. IN NS ns1.baidu.com  Authortative Server of
Stub Resolver Recursive Resolver «com. (a.gtld-servers.net)
Authortative Server of
baidu.com. (ns1.baidu.com.)

Pl 1: DNS ZeA7 Ry

Yt e aE i B R A o 7 ) Stub Resolver AT A i H 4 HH—4> DNS i3k, #£ Stub
Resolver % 1 DNS 3K 2 5, Wi L2155 BAg & —A~E7E ) DNS A, I BI04 7 B5EE
1B IS FEAT A FF IE A/ 1) DNS i [ % 445 Stub Resolver 2 HIPRF Ol B M. & 45 Stub Resolver, ¥



Stub Resolver 2342 IWH A7 55— SAVERIMA R, 522 A e B R H2 GiAR), gl Stub
Resolver Z Fi-dxi,

M BTG, FRATAT DARES B, Do 23RBS S — U P ) DNS Z2 A7 Ab Ut 75 20
JEEANUEEAE, AV IEFR R WAL R 7R R R 4R

o BHHLA K HfiiE Resolver fif i} % f DNS 13K 6

© FRAR: WiE—GVAR DNS Y4

o B 2 R AEA AN DNS iR ] -9 8252 2 B4 Je & 45 Resolver

H AR5 1 DNS A7 mE A B AR 585 T A RO e X SE b B At . R IR ATHRF
SN A B AT BRI AT, REEEAE Dy B AR B WP L T DA A ) W
JEIX =R

2.1 HPLER

BT ERHLA R, M T B 2 Resolver i i} & DNS K40 . Brai& vl DA g
=R .

2.1.1 SFRREAFLI

—ANH LA B T RAAS ] B ] Resolver & 3% Oh & () DNS 41, B EA b —~
Z|, Resolver [ZZAF LI A —> DNS £ ifiiEK

2.1.2 AR

Tk nT AR A ANl S T SR BEA TR R LR, A TIORS B RN AT 48 i 1) %282 DNS

213 Bahfhk

Tt T A SE AR LE 06 1] Resolver $2 i) DNS ATl 55 (1 HoAth 32 AR I T A R AZ 6 Re-
solver &jfd—y DNS £if], Bilan: FE—Nlpg KRN, Bol# Al gl 51 T
Kb B E A SMREEAR R ERCE, AT Al B 251 53 T O IX BB PRI, R0 s
FERT NIRRT INA, S 0EAT— U DNS 353K 1, RIS A B s 44 i A s 4%
e g5 g, AR AT thn] DORST AR NARAT S (] If 62 DNS 355K, FEX gL, 298 BB
e FARE KA (1],

2.2 PR

DNS ZEifiiif sk 2T UDP i, A [Tl AZESFEBEIRAS TCP i, RFC 8085 HEER Y.
M2 B O e SRR (121, i UDP WSO B TR PR BRI R SCRA AARRIR, L
LA NS T A S AT Pt . AR PR3 -5/ UDP 30, H NI A 80 «

Vet 35 T AR BAL0E 1 Bk 42 58 BN $random. attacker. com SR IZIE G ANEAE T AR — N 2R R BMT 28 A7,
B[ S AT a2 A 2 i A EPLIZ‘”%I%*@U $random.attacker.com [HRUEIEZ IR 545 -
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Hradi# n] AR D PR S A A B, W3R 2 fow, i — 7R DNS Wi 1z

H K& %5 Stub Resolver,
IP 3L
i H 14 TP (32-bit) 192.168.1.2
P 17 (16-bit) 53
UDP L3 - :
H 19 11 (16-bit) 37233
DNS 3L3#6 | Transaction ID (16-bit) 12894
Query Section baidu.com. IN A
Answer Section baidu.com IN A 1.3.3.7
DN fufA _ :
Authority Section
Additional Section

Pl 2: Tk i YRR DNS Wi B4 5

Yl & fR B an ~ B
o MZK)ZE
— WA AR SC TP SRS IR TP = 3K 4 SC TP Sy H iy TP
— W B4z SC TP SERI H Y TP = 35K S TP LAy I TP
otk )2
— M R4 SC UDP SKERAS H i 1 = 185 5K 4 SC UDP SGHR1 Pt 1
— MR i SC UDP SKERAG IR 1 = 155K i SC UDP SR H i 1
« WHIZ
— MR 4l SC DNS L5344 Transaction ID = 53K Jft 3¢ DNS 3L/ Transaction ID
— i 4l SC DNS $z A Query Section = 75>k it 3¢ DNS i A Query Section
— WA 4 3C DNS Sy HoAth = e, 283 /2 Bailiwick JLI
TTFATTRERT TR DNS Wi A SC e a5 B D i s T AR

2.2.1 Ry rp it i IP (32-bit)

M) 75 H AR TP (32-bit) BIAy b I ffAr e3¢ ) TP Mtk

Yrdi ] DA R4 attacker.com, RFZA44 FIAS RN A2 1 55 BB R it 2 42 1l X AL
5. RIGEE AR Stub Resolver %4 i#t $random.attacker.com [1) DNS 3K, I} Recursive
Resolver 755 A AR At 2FF DNS ARl SO R B Wi 4 AU 4 Ik 55 4%, i et
TR I 44 IR 55 e Ui 2] DNS A4 SO IR TP BRI 3RAS 15 I b i (1 8 TP ik .

2.2.2  Fydamni bt H g IP (32-bit)

M 63 FR ¢ R TP (32-bit) & Stub Resolver [ 1P #ihil:,

1T DNS A7 S ifi i 2 X ey, BRI & SR 3 Stub Resolver (1) TP Miihik.
H2R Stub Resolver & Japimi M NS —5 % 111 DNS [R5 4%, H HIXdi# 5 Stub Resolver 7 [A]—
MR, FHHMZHH DHCP ks, Bt I RA (1) id i DHCP ik 55 R HUM 45487 B H 51 1 56 e



1) Stub Resolver #ihk. (2) FIH 2.1.3 /2311 )78 filt & Stub Resolver #EATI A2 (542
fit) B H R4 .

2.2.3 Ky AL g s 1 (16-bit)

A .63, R B i 11 (16-bit) B Recursive Resolver $24k DNS 2 ifl iR 55 Fr it 11, BRAACKH
53 %5 UDP 3 1. DNS tHUR G HTTP HpnT DA I ) YE #5486 /2 30 11, 7E DNS Resolver [
S A I A B T DAFE A AT I 4 o DNS PivSs 1 A 7

2.2.4 i min ey H 3G T (16-bit)

Wi 1.6, o 1) H B3 11 (16-bit) Bl Stub Resolver 7%t DNS £ i35 3K 11 I 5 s 1 1) UDP 3z
[

2008 4 Z BRI RS> DNS R segiry, w5 KAL) UDP i -5 A [ e 1Y 53 S . 55
52 |, HAE Paul Vixie T 1995 4F & FFE USENIX Security (18 3¢ [13] FE £ 45 H UDP i 115
H1 Transaction ID ¥F DNS A if] ik SCHA 5 16 bits, X FXediE €it, WellF A2 —4R
WIXERY S, HIo ] DA G X 28 B ) SR A T R ], B X S B L 4k
BN T REALME S, M AR AR 2 5 2l A i . 7 UDP dig LU T REA UG IRIEZ 5, 2l
H R KRNI AR Z Bk 232, XIS GG A — S BGE R Z TR 8] T
— A2 . (R AESE T, Linux 24t | UDP (1) H—ERAE (32768, 60999] IX[A]
W, 2R 231 [14], Windows F1 MacOS %% 1) UDP i 11544 RFC 6056 [15] JE A
(49152, 65535],

RIfSE BRAE Y DNS fEAT g7 S8 90 e 8 22 0kl 1 2647 T 7840 i REALAL , (EUR B B K AR
A DASH A28 55 i 7 O - B A A5 0

T 2021 AR IR AT o ARG 25 5 1 AR 22 BAE g AT BARE 3T [2] A AT T ICMP i H
PIHEEA AT 54 SC S Linux AZ O ICMP 4 Jey it 280 FR G EA T I S e, 3800 H bRt 2%
FEiL) UDP S 1o [RAEKORIP) 2, Linux A% H ICMP 4 Jaj 22 fR i i At 2 o8 7 B 1R ICMP
i CHE T DDoS Mty , (BB AR i T Bk F SRR ity 11 ) 25

T 2020 47 DA S ELEF 22 K241 Amit Klein 1978 3C [16] H1, X} Linux PR O BEALEA: L%
prandom #7404, Amit Klein % 3 H 75 2%] prandom i 1 HIEAT 22 131 KBS, FE
—A~GF(2) F 131 5o, BIATHEN 2% Dh LA AR s b DU etk RO RS 0 TR AR AR AS
HITFE Linux (1) M2, 2 BV LT B (E#FK B T prandom pi%k, #1: IPID, UDP
Uity 1455 o ORI A AR 7 YA AT RASKE UDP i 115 3#EA T 00 . 250535 T AR SCrp Bl seoR
I DNS 24 RIS 5 3000 2] 6000 fif . SEEGAIREM], (120 Ak — K s DNS
GAEFAL TR P I RN 1 408

4 Resolver AbT° NAT #5452 JGHt, NAT 54 A RE IR Resolver il F1-5-FEHLAL AL
SR SRR AT [(17-18], XA S RAVEFRE AR “NAT & —A>RIAHI B ks,
TE NAT WA G IR GF AR e 47 ZIMR BN A

FiAh, BB W] DATES A4 B T, X Resolver () UDP i I #E4 TRER A (191, X
P T 205 DN Y UDP S FELAY 28 PR RN .
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2.2.5 F&Emm iy Transaction ID (16-bit)

DNS #iffj i 5K 5T UDP #p, A [A T A DAZES I BRI TCP #4, RFC 8085 HrEIK Y
M2 A CYEP 2R (121, 75 DNS P, Transaction ID 5 X i KA Y 7E 4T 3K
fif T & 14—~ DNS i35 KX B —A> Transaction ID, Mg i — 45 R85,
HP AP R 35K 1Y Transaction ID . s H 2 BI0IRLE Transaction ID FTESERFHI R Y
Wi B4R SC, RN /R SRRSO B 57

Transaction ID 7f DNS fiz 3¢k 16 LAy, 5 UDP i -5 M BT 5 75 250 U
BRI . AEX P F BB T BENL I OU T, BB R E LRI 2% A W] e . 4R
1M, FEHBCRI IR B, XA B IR 523 78 2 iR AILAL -

1997 4%, CERT %A1 [ CA-1997-22 HrpifiiA T Bind iy— i, AfiTER%] Bind HE&H
X} Transaction ID #F47FEHL L, Z552 I, Bind [ Transaction ID 5242 H #41 [20]. 2002 4F, #F5%
# Vagner Sacramento % ¥l Bind 2% [] B M [F]—A™ 1P Hbdik A ik 22 A AR, X S 30 35 (UYL
T B RRECA K BRI B R = B 100%  (ET “AEHIFRY) 211 4R, #F5T
# Michal Zalewski 7F [22-23] HJJE & &, X} Vagner Sacramento #H47iF—0F5¢, HHEH 84 0]
PAFI ] _EidZE bl 5 AR %] Transaction ID (1) REAILMESEAT 40 BT i . 2003 4, [24] i XX 2657 By
B A AT PTARAL Y 7 B0 IE T Michal Zalewski (s . 2007 4F, [25] H1#L%} Bind 8 #l Bind 9
124> Transaction ID A= il EHFT T8, K ILH DNS 53R 11 UDP JEiiG 155 Transaction
ATHER T AR A RO T (BEAEURS 00T 0 s A 25% 5 43% 2 [8]) . 2020 4F, [16] () TAE
Hi$EF], 7E Linux ##4F R4 T, Transaction ID {14 BARHOH T WAZERBERY prandom %,
Yt AT AR AH R J7 ¥4 Transaction ID #EA7H .

2.2.6 FEmgi b id) Query Section

i WA H1 Y Query Section Rl Stub Resolver 511 {444 X} . /) Query Section, F H4i K%
UG DNS 353K i S0 Type S AJAAAA qCsk. Yo B AT AR 2.1.3 Wiy vAiE i 520 Stub
Resolver [ 1] FHHAT R, (EHAGEHE & DNS 3K, i Bt B 2.5 #4)3& i Query Section 5
TR — By £

2.2.7  Fydm i b iyt Section

TR 2.2 R BN, Mok Brde i ae e AR 75 B 2 Bailiwick R0, RKIARE, KSR
A H I DNS PRCEXT F Bt T s Bk 2 f5, € Bailiwek SLNE T, S 24X} DNS
GATTR I T
WHEIFO T, B E B S REIE X — LU S5 W 3 1 DNS #1775 4, {HxX 28 5 5 ) 3k 1) DNS
FEIRICSRAE AR I AEAE T DNS 192, RIS AT A A if)— R 144 Sk e
GATAL, B2 T5 YeaxX B4 B 38 I s AR AN K 2,
2t # 1S YA T4 44 2 J5 T 2 AL 86 Web W39 Cookie (1 [RISRSEMAZELE MY . A1 245035 3419 Cookie

(¥ Path HUCE N * I s A7AE XSS Pl (i, i nl PAYEA T Cookie [HIPESRISHOTOLT , R gL
Cookie %1k 2 Bub & #2155 4% -




H. | 2008 4, Dan Kaminsky £ T —FpI58bi S5t Bailwick RN 2k 7 XA FT8E T A
TR IS (1] X FhHes 7 X7 A B AL A4 28 ok SRt e A 2 s, R L HEAE e B A 1Y)
Answer Section "5 AR EGEFEAAITEIRICK . T2 Phit iy PE IR IC 5% 14 Glue Record fYTE
WNIIAE T Additional Section H1, HI&E 3 Fr~, Wi i 43 4t HiAth Section 3% 74 A4k Bailiwick 01,
HH., — FAmm AR SO TR L, AESAEMA ORI, Yok # R B A R baidu. com
i

IP 3L
i H 1 TP (32-bit) 192.168.1.2
P4 1 (16-bit) 53
UDP 3L — :
H 43 11 (16-bit) 37233
DNS 3L#8 | Transaction ID (16-bit) 12894
Query Section $random.baidu.com. IN A
Answer Section
DNS fi A& - . - -
Authority Section baidu.com IN NS www.baidu.com
Additional Section www.baidu.com IN A 1.3.3.7

P 3: Dan Kaminsky #1828 3

228 s ik

H T DNS thi A SR BB 5 e Bk e, PRI 3 R A s R RE Jy, b
P T DNS BT RN A S T BorF 2 TR R 73 AME R S2slrh, EIER BELIER
MERF], T v DA A A SO AT, BRI 2 as (A NAT %45, 2P
) AT RESCHBR AL R o Befim, Bodi# ol LA RS [5) DNS fifgtfr s & b 24 thig
FRIHE R o

A e R, ERIRATAT A % DNS w4k SO TP 43 A7 thid . 1987 4F, [26]
RIEAE TP 43 A W] BB B 28 BEFR AR S 18T, 2011 4R 3 2014 48, Ok { LA G 22K
HIWTST 3 Herzberg 26 % 3£ T 3 i “Fragmentation Considered” % [27, 3, 28], HIKIEH T
FIHI TP 73 Jr $ AR K 04T DNS i iily, BEEGS L ZE FEFTA BT LR 2244 .
2014 4E, Kyle Schomp % % B 58 DNS Forwarder %f DNS Wi i SCHIR I A oe3, Ko Sl
DNS G2 /72wt [29]. 2020 45, 3G AR B2 i AR 1E ST (4] Hoghi L T TP 43 feoR
5 DNS Forwarder Xof i i 4f SCR: A 58 35 O FRFPE S S BE T DNS Zefr b it .

2.3 IR

Wit T BAE A YA DNS i i 3R 1] 914 Resolver #5727 B8 55 & 45 Resolver, I35 Al PA
() 5 H O R AR, B T DA B RRH 5, 23 e 5. () ;K
AR 2 1



231 KB E D

Bk vl DA il % Resolver [1) Response Rate Limiting (RRL) 3 3/ Resolver JoyEX} 1E#1
DNS Fifj i KA TR, TR ) B 11, v O i Gl 28 30, 2]

Y nT DA B A i A B 44 I 55 4 DARSCARR 7% 328 52 1) 328 U A A i 1% [l — 4% CNAME
TR AT AN Wt B F A BRI A IR 55 A AT AR, (HIR S A B I A SR, I
BAEZ W EEIGE (21, M2 R S A oy Bt 24 T I a7 1

3 Bt

FE b3, FADR BB A — R Bt (8 = A B R T T, S T XU DNS
GAT TR, AT EWIR = A B h AT BT R T BT 2 X 4
IR BEAL A R F B4R 5 B 4R X = BRI TN

3.1 BERIRHHLLR

IR ML 2 AR B (A5 e 35 To ¥k 2R A1 Resolver &t DNS 43 SK AL
M B B [ Stub Resolver &2 DNS 1R [ REJ7 B, %4 1H LM
7

3.2 W rBgi

RBCR 7 B2 AR RIS A el 5 M 3 1 — 1A 28 DINS W 1o 62 14 B AR A2 58 AT 4% 52 A T REARL
2.

ATRAZS PSR, (1) XFBGh 8 75 2R I R 2 B B TR, (e R i R T RES LA
BEVLALRORRIE . (2) R B2 ) T BOM R SCHAT A8 A A, (L To ik b it .

3.2.1 Bk SodiB A g IP (32-bit)

U TP 271 Resolver i I ¥_EJiF DNS iz 55 #7614 IP. BT voflR BB AL % )8, ]
PAXT TSI B 2 A L7 DNS JR554s, TEZAAARGHRYREOLT, MRIEEAEEEE (I FEL
YedE) Ve L DNS IR 55 debAT 40 [31-32] X 1 UGl AR — WO Bt s g . B
HR T M 3EAT R0 DNS MR, b5 TS I AR 6 BT O 11 64 _E 35 DNS R 55 4% 1) TP ik

SN T T AT SE A 1321 it g RDNS A B J5 353k #5 7 RDNS, SRJ5 41 [3]
Hi2 i T NS Blocking J7345%F RDNS A 55 g b A TR 48 iRk 55 Uialy, X F- 0T RDNS AYEEHLL
FEBICRL

3.2.2 Bk goai A vima ) A i H g IP (32-bit)

H i) IP Bl Resolver () IP ik, HiBAedal 2 istas SR A, JeiAps b BB g

S A R AR Y5t FI A DNS Resolver e 7311 xCHH 2 AR 55 BUh ORIt , G 1k R Al — > 1) e
Resolver 1] DA% ) DNS Wi AR SCEcE . HIRGRIE 2, X AN ZAE AN S T8 2 4 Bl -
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3.2.3 Bk Boadi B A v A A D5 11 (16-bit)
P 115 B DNS Jie 5 & MW it om 15, AR5 2.2.3, %5 BE, Joiib hBahE 5 .

3.2.4 Bk Boadi A eima i A HE S 1 (16-bit) ?

H 143 11 Bl Resolver £ & 4 DNS i 3K () B} g FH i) UDP i 115

UDP Y5 152805 T 1 E 53 w1 P BB L K IR, e g 3.
Vb 35 mT DAGE A Bt LSO 0 sty 11 451485 1) 736 UDP iy 1 EA 745300

I, AT B B 6 UDP it LS5 AA RO, 3% 6 A A 222 4 ) BE D LBCRAE A A
51 UDP i 115 . 5380, WzoRECT BB 1R # 9547 UDP S 4364 Bilan: 5 75k
Yt st ICMP 538 1Y 7 206 UDP S -5 B4 744, B0 WV AZ R AT iE4E 1) DNS Ik 55 4%
[¥) ICMP gy (5l 2 /85 ICMP B il A v ikm)y ), 3# % ICMP Global Rate Limiting
BEATREALAC IR D44 (2]

3.2.5 Pk &b pi b ) Transaction ID (16-bit)

£ DNS Hp8 T2 %), Transaction ID #5314 16 H4%, HAsAMUA 216 = 65536, K 1B
IR B R Bt T 2% e, [7] $2H PP Extended QID (XQID) W5k, I iAFIH]
QNAME FEX} QID #EfTH ,  mdsi i in— MR OB i, )54 16 bits 1) QID 1)
23[R KA E A 216 g @k 216 + (|{a,b, ..., 2} + [{0,1,...,9})** ~216 + (|{a,b,...,2}| +
1£0,1, ..., 9% 4, M iAR KB ARTC &4 AR

119, 33] $& 18 Mo & AT DA A8 6 — i 4% 1 FEAR PRI DNS #3617 5K o Sead ix Fh 22
A I o

3.2.6 B kBoadi B A ma ) A Query Section

MR 2.2.6, T vl PLE 52100 Stub Resolver 4T 4K 4%5 1 Query Section.,

RFC 1034 [8] HHLE T — 44 h 24> label 218, £— label FHPATFHITK, Fik
Ber s AN R, AR ECE BTSSR . A P AR DME R K NS H A& T
BIFEFAEI, PN A R P B AR R NG A 2 S i oo (HR eI T LA I, 75
BEDAR NGB 7 BT At E R N T AR AR W] BE B 4

I 2008 4 [5] H T XM, $Ei Resolver FJRATE & i DNS A iffj i 5K Z HiXf Query
Section 1] QNAME “F B Y3 SCF REFATRENLOO NG #8415 . Wt —K, BEEE AN UFHREATS
ZHM P ERIERA , I FEESE X2 F ) DNS b de 1 & ik DNS 153K 1 i Query Section
) QNAME K R/NEHUN . I —ERERE F4R i T BGEE R AMERE , (E00 TR e 3 S A
DRI 2T IR PSR BEHLIE R AN L 19, 33].

2009 47 [6] 4t AT DA A % 2 1) o P 44 S AL R 28 ) D7 VAR TS I BE 2 B AL

4XQID g T {45 5 241 DNS Vs ez rE, HIHY R QID AX 4 /NG

S{ll: BaiDU.coM 5 baidu.cOm f2254 (), {HA2%7 DNS ##3RK4R 3¢ 1) QNAME J& BaiDU. coM, Wi £JH Query Section
117 QNAME 94251 /& BaiDU. coM,
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SR, SR XQID Ay AL, XX A A AT QNAME 5 Bl iR 4™ R g = (8] i 7
A, Bl DA A i — AR FRA Bk , XTI T DNS i3 5ROR Sl iX 2 i it
[9, 33].

3.2.7  $Ew Sl R s b G 6l Section Xk

N T 5 1E % ) Name Server 1R BN & T H OB 544 5 5. . 1993 4F Bind 3231 T Bailiwick
FRON, - I VAR S e 15 3 52 HEA B A4 IR 55 ik [ ) 2528 . [34, 241

{H H 7 Bailiwick #<#8 A 12 DNS ArAER)—f 7y, HEARBLE R T Resolver HYSEH, [AIHLAE
S B [F] ) DNS B2 AFEZE 5. 4l [1] 1 Dan Kaminsky i P50 4435 DNS i [y 48
1 7 Bailiwick FEN .

2006 4F2k B AN 2B 4E T 73 ALY Lihua Yuan 2542 1 —Fp AT P2P 1) DNS 77 #iAL 2 i
Jr%& (351, dLZAS Peer HYAE ERXF DNS Wi i A0 IE A P HEA TR B AR IE

15 2016 47 %A1 ) REC 7873 [36] H, $2H T —Fh 1 >RG5 ik DNS m .t 2 755k B 15311 DNS
AR %25l , KA DNS Cookie, DNS Cookie 43 /% F i Cookie -5 R 45 i Cookie, P HLF]
1’7 EDNS(0) H#) OPT Pseudo-RR [37] >4 T1& 4. R LAH B 1EIE B 4% 4 Mo # 11) DDoS
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