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Survey on Domain Name System Measurement Research

LIU Wen-Feng, ZHANG Yu, ZHANG Hong-Li, FANG Bin-Xing
(School of Cyberspace Science, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: Domain name system (DNS) measurement research is an important way to understand DNS. This paper reviews the DNS
measurement work during 1992 and 2019 on 18 topics from four aspects of components, structure, traffic, and security. Firstly, in the
aspect of components, the four resolver-related topics are on public resolver, open resolver, resolver caching, and resolver selection policy;
the four authoritative-server-related topics are on performance, anycast deployment, hosting, and misconfigurations. Secondly, in the aspect
of structure, there are three topics: the dependency structure between stub resolvers and resolvers, the dependency structure of resolvers,
and the dependency structure of domain name resolution. Then, in the aspect of traffic, there are three topics: query traffic characteristics,
abnormal root query traffic, and traffic interception. Moreover, in the aspect of security, there are four topics: DNSSEC cost and risk,
DNSSEC deployment, DNS encryption deployment, and malicious domain name detection. Finally, future research topics are discussed.

Key words: DNS measurement; cyberspace surveying and mapping; Internet measurement
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2020 4E—ZRJF O MR 4 214 3.66 12 DNS g H #7522, DNS *Ha%ﬂﬁ RFC #3200 /P )\g)ﬁ% O
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DNS & PR FUR SUAE T (1) Wi%E DNS 8- A 1716 0, A B T H AR 4e 3 AR, 91 nsOg e 45 4 1 v g
W o T A kDR 30 B0t 7 T AR A 00 T AR AT R AT A B O L R R R R P (2) R IR
DNS 5416 DNS FIBCHAT A, 4 BT T il AU R R R 34 LA 52 AR N ) 556, 90 28 47 1 22k U1 DN'S B
UL (3) FBEOHEARMIN SR, A BT H#ESh DNS FRs:sod, 61 T4k 5 % 1, DNSSEC % 43 Jig 7 = 'Y
1 DoT™, DoH!" 5 7 %.

7E DNS IZ1T 1) 30 Z4F (8], 22 AR TR Tk Ft Rt kKK T 409 F DNS 2 3k, SCHik [17-20] T4 DNS %
AT T 453K, (A H ATEZ X DNS &6 7T W ZRR . AR SCRH O TAE RGN LUR 4 28 (1) A&, O 65T
DNS AR, LA 2 9. (2) i, D W70 4R AR 4 4, WA 3 5. (3) Wit Uik, MU EAFST DNS 14T I
PPRAS, WS 4 75, (4) AN, MFHFTT DNS A POl Rl 2 4 7 S8 ), WA 5 1. ARSCA R4 i
T R 1 TR,

u T — R
g i A Hhif B S
;}% i o 4.1 B EIFE
I ® 421 LA
: o 422 TAURE
I
i A ® 423 WATE
i | ® 43 JR;
ST e
| osumprmimaity | | e sampimicmsit | | e 33 SumEHHLiH
PRI R L\ T Tf YL
| mwrz O mre /\ wEmss [
o 2.1 ASLEHTS ® 2.5 BURIS Bt AL e 5.1 DNSSEC ftf 5k
o 2.2 FFilfiHTaE ® 2.6 BUBUIR & SAT B3 E ® 5.2 DNSSEC ¥#iZ it /&
® 23.1 ZAFfrhE ® 2.7 BUB MRS 4T ® 5.3 % DNS &
® 232 HERALL © 2.8 BB BRI E o 5.4 WEHAHKN
® 233 ZZfFl
o 234 GG
© 2.4 [T BEFR G

K1 DNS A 3 s =
2 EHmNE

DNS AL TR T 73 2 28 BUBURSS 28 FORET 25 (UFR G AEMRNT 28 BRI IR 5528 ), AERRAT 2% (XFRH
JAEk 28 ui = AL) A& DNS . AEREAT A8 0 A AT 5% AL A BV, SR AT AR I RV 25 ARAT 2RI BN A S, 1
BRBUR S5 2% 1L IEAE W), 15 BIRIBUBN A 5 G2 A7 IE R S VEAR AT 245 BUBR 55 45 57 53 i S 2361, (0] 59 A g 0 25 B
FARBE R S5 B R 5] X AT RS I AT I DT AR . IR AT R AR BRI S T AL
JBIR 5525 (U S ST SO PERETE O B EOL BRSO R Bk
2.1 RIERRATRR

AL, I IE: AFEMENTES (public DNS resolver), X FREE = J7 ffiH1 45 (third-party DNS resolver), A& H 2 IR 55 7 -
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IR NRES 1T 2 A 55 T A5 R b 2 ] 3 28 (R0 MRS T 805 44 T4 VA AR AT IR 45 B I 25 4. 2010 4F T JE, A JLRENT 4%
9 FH P £ R B 1) Py PR K, {5 TSP AT #AH LU0 2 78 26 FE U AN, HLRAT IS S i . SCik [21] F 2011 4F 9
H %2012 4F 1 Il AE VuzeBitTorrent 25 7 i 22 B 40 {113 U] 7 C B 10 AR BT 285 S A8k 42 A A 080, JF 455
EdgeScope™ 17l F )\ VuzeBitTorrent % /' 5 A 211 2010 4 4 H-2011 4 11 H [ 77 S MR A5 & BH, B4 2011 4F
12 A, AT RIS CEBEE T 8.6% HILLECM A, 21 A A WHEK 27%. SCHR [23] 1 2011 Gl 0L 76 FH 7 Vil
{19 P BT A Hik N\ DNS A ARS 1) Uy 2G5 A B i 2345 5, WU R A 0 [ A AN 36 [ AT&T 45 i 5 i
Fr 2 (19/24 W Bt o3 il 4 377 FH 679, (RIS SRR A SR BT 23 ALAE 12 A>/24 W BGHSE . SCilk [24] T 2012 4 H
PlanetLab 1> &5 U & I, 280 ST 88 U 46 ANAS[RIHb LAY B 1450 2 21, 20 5L 28T R i 4] CDN R4 1
Akamai [1) 260 1, T8 HE S D AR T CDN BB RIE S . SCHR [25] T 2010 4F00 = Ad A 25 & B, ISP @4
BV BIRMTRTIE R 11 ms, B2 T A LT 2810 24 ms. SCHK [23] T 2011 4E4#H PlanetLab - & 35 & 84, 4
NFEARNT A8 10% [ 472K 50-80 ms FRIAF S MIEAT I HE.
2.2 FERUEEE

FIBE: FF ISR AT #8 (open DNS resolver) A& ¥ 0 SN AL OB A MRAT I RS 2% . A JLMRNT 88 2 © 1158, URFR
BRI AT by = B B B 44 AT I 25 KA by M i B IR I mh 268 S0 4 () TSR AT 468 02 £l TR R . P BN M Bl
T R BRI AT SN AR 42 ST IR 45, HBCR e K, Ay A L, MR 45 RAEAE R 1 AR R STk [26] T 2013 4E
11 A-2014 4F 2 AP IR 2 300 J7-2 550 J7 T80T 4. SCHk [9] T 2014 4F 1 A2 2015 4 6 A #i4
A RURBL 1700 J1-2 600 J5 T HUAHT 5, K BLECR 5 Open Resolver Project™ T 4EAIL, 1525 K (UM 2 2%.

NEAT A 2B A B SR [28] 2007 4 F 5 Bt g 1 USSR 60 5 FFIBUR AT 38 K IN, 2.4% FFIBUR
B a2 IR IEAf 2. SCHik [9] T 20142015 4F & K 3, 52.2% (W TT RT3 e A BLG 1 AN OGH, RILI
TEIBUBNTAAE 142G 4.0% 735, % AR o 303 R IR T BT S48 ] 155 AN Mk 44 ST 3 A& 0,
AR 300 J7 TTF U NT 4% 2 SLOORAT 45 5. STk [29] BETE T 45 T BUBHT 2% 7 18 B NS, IF T
2017 AEPMRILEZFAT W FPLEAITENRES, KL 97% WITFIBURNT As &4 0 1 Rt 7 ST
23 fRITERETR

231 SfrmpE

AR 1) 08 B A7 v 262 3044 BRI C SR IR 247 I W) (TTL {) s2MA. SC#K [30] T 2001 4F 4 Aok
X DNS % &I, Z247 2 TTL {6 007284k S50 A, 24 TTLAEREIT 600 s f5, 4k4238 0 TTL {6 N R MR
DIZEA AR, SCHR [31] T 2009 45005 Ak IR ARATT 35 K1 2847ty T 3P HA4E 70%-80% 101, M fd T 35 28 A7 Ty e
PHES, BRI 25258 B AN T 1 A%, BERA B THRAE R GEGA AT P X S AR B AT AL AL, FANT 25 A7 %) P
TRAUZ RS 2% BRI VR Ly 50%, 6T 11 50% X 201 528 i e 40 F P o RO R A ML 400 0 e R IO 8 e i
fRF-45 TTL AH 2 FEAGEH, TTL /0T 5 min ) AJAAAA B2 TR 2002 4EAE 10%5Y 20122013 44
h 30%—40%P4, 2017 4E 0y 52%5),

HE WA SR SCIR [33] T 2012 48T FUL 5L DNS &, SR s Z Ao P R S AR K R,
DRI CNAME 288 75 ) 1) 22 47 A h B AR, 551 EUR EH I CNAME i) S AL, (/] CNAME i) &
FREAR 10% MIZRAT-fir rh 26, FEE (X AR AR S5 35 IR X U S 39 0 10 s, X TG B8 R 5575 14 2 138 n 2.8 5.

232 TBENEEAT

1 VB LEAE: SCHR [36] 17 2019 RIS ARHT 335 A5 52 N B A7 Th B 1 S R L, (#1117 174 A~ RIPE Atlas W
DA 900 MEHTH K I, V51 12.07% HIFNT 28K HF I8 B SCRRAT 58 B AT, IX FEARMT 4 146 25 RN b L
H 9.87%—14.89%.

233 ZAFlEH

r I 7 5 SR A7 U A2 il )R DNS MUNE E A B8 I SR8 A7 B ) (AT Oy, BRI ZZAFIE ). 45 LAl & DNS
SEAFI AT N B SR [34,37-39] AN, K DNS 277U AT M5/ 430 3 28, PEILEE 1. (1) TR
(A 0 9 B, S 1 A e L P A N R SC S iR 4 TCP/UDP 175 3R (1) 6 7] 2 A2 75 8B 1k TTL {1, IXFh
T DUR I P (LB AR AT 388 A0 2 e /0 P i 0 SRR, R IRD) ISR A7 FIAT b (2) 251 IR 25 i 22 (9 A
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7R 2, T IR R A A P2 7R 2ol DNS W% 51 3 2R 5 1A I 55 3%, A R I T 1 bt ke i o 1
WA AFAE AR, XA 77 2T LUR SR AT 38 R P T8 A7 T AT M5 (3) A8 BB IR R AR AT B A7 1 v B, )
W (K405 S LA AT A 81 18 I 4 S BRUSC SR (1) TTL 55 G AF L1 TTL fEA2 52

R AN AT (A ik xt b

NN e o ARSI 1 A M FH 6 5

W I ikl e T (BT )
BT H P A e )yl [34,38] - Y
BET IS5 s R e )y 0l [39] Y Y
BRI ST A5 A A I I [37] Y —

W FAT R0 3 SOk [39] 1 2004 £F % F 56 R 45 i i o2 A AS 00 D7 2 i R B, 47% 16 P i S K 22 A7 )
K A SR 14% fRNT A ATIERAT WIS, Forh 25% HIRRT AR S A7 AE3IIE 5 /N, SCHR [38] T 2012 4R 3%
- FH P I ARSI g i I i B, TR A7 AT 9 B ™ EE ) ICST 4RI 1, 30.1% ) TCP/UDP &8 T 2K 2%
A1) AJAAAA L1 TP il SCHR [34] 1 2013 442 3CHR [38] (LAt _E AR ik KB, CCZ 4 X
40% PRI GATIENIE K 1 RLL b, BEIE S0 TR 7] 4 168 s. 3Lk [37] F 2013 4R H 0 IE AR
MT S 2R AT BRI 532500 5 25000 AMEAT 88 K I, 35% it # V- IZAF LWL 1000 s, I GAFAT v 5324 4 2%
(1) 18% f#HT %85 NGEAEH TTL A5 KT N R K TTLAE; (2) 9% f#HT 2% 1 2% TTL {HAF Z2A7 1) 55 el 14 &7
(3) 7% FRHT B AELEAE R ANTER TTL AH; (4) 1% S4T30 A< 12 B 1 18] £ 960 TTL 8.

234 FIHSAFNE

AR B R P AT 25 A7 ik A A, BV T IR A A A AT B R AT T (A A B I, A B P 263542 1
FURIAE, & — RIS TE 5 B BUE % AN EE Y 7 WA 1 T8 F DU A 5 0792, th SCiik [40] - 2003 4E & SE42H. JR
PRI 2 Jirs, I H AR 42 B A7 iy P DOEAT SRR, 5 SR A SRR S 45 A A HES
B34 R AE S50 42 A0 PR 0 o JU) 22 A L AT e o 00 R 8 ) Bl . SR [41] T 2008 45 2 & I3 4 i) S5 1 1)
5 R AT A da B oy A, 5K 1% 00 A 45 SR N T STk [407 32 HE A A5 SRR 7 2 b Sy 35k 0 D9 A A3 A4 www.
google.com FIIEAE, fh5IR 222 (|l VHE—SEFR{E |/ SEFRE) 24 10.58%. SCHk [42] {1/ 2010-2014 4Eff 9 #k A
S AT TRV B i B, AN [ b BT B 1D T P A 000 28 ) 23 A A7 A 22 S, 388 MR R T A [ b 0 DX Sl L 1) ) P 2 i)
FEFR AR, BB LA HER 2N 85.9%, L T H A 1) 32.3% S 43 (¥ 37.5% T /R Al
63.1%. F) FH AR Ak S 328 A2 009 28 R 7 () T S T IR A4 1) 32 I EWLBICRIE S, 18 25 SR A A HR B0 AT B 11— 2F.

GATRRIT AR T
t

1 i

root
AR 751
K2 BT 38 A Al B 42 A R 27 2

I Al A5 SOk [43] T 2002 FF4& AL B AT L HLR N E Y King J7v2:, SR 3 fros. UMEE ENL AL B

VP s T I] S 48], T SR IE AT A B Bt ) 1 N AHAREITES A_Resolver F1 1 MUBUIR 5545 B_Auth; SR8 )5 #4412

AN, AT 1 ANEHITR A_Resolve B Adr T H B_Auth N& GPE 1. 2. 3. 4), H 2 NEMAR A_

Resolve ZZA7an GUER 1. 4), Wi T & IR B IS SE [ ) 22 7H 5 A_Resolver 1 B_ Auth [BIFIZE, BAILFEN A

B W5 ARV ZE (R Al AL (B 7V RAEAE W T R R YE: (1) B_ Auth TTREE AN HE AN R MR AT & (1) R4S 8%, T4k

i1 (2) A_Resolve &5 R fFHT 20T, B REAL ST 25 ok S oK 3) 4R ENT 2% A_Resolver i A\ K i A 4 BV 9247

SR TS G, SCHK [44] T 2008 F42 H T-King J7 A% King 4£7E Fik 3 ol @UEAT T ik, T-King W& vk R &

T AL King M EL 7 vE— 4 9 B> T King JVEisE g 4275 4 LA 4. [, T-King 4897 7 — M4 I
B, HEbR T e M BB 5 45 AR BT 2%

TAL AN SCHR [45] 76 King J7vE M 3E AL B3R 1 Queen 77 A AT R EHLIAIT L AL 2%, Queen & JL 11 H
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3 & 5 R RGBT R 4R 215

King J5 Al vH A8 2 P st 18] (RN A8, R 5 700 FH APATT 4% A 58 1 S AL, b T AU 6 381) (1 3 G I S A+ T R ATT 24 5 BBk
IR 4% e 2 1) 1 T AR IR B, TR B %30k T 2009 4EH A Queen 7772l 1 PlanetLab 2417 [ 260 4% M 4%
AR EER, IS EREMRB R, 5 85% MEkAM B RMEME S ZLIEREDMT 1%.

FHLA KR 4 EBLE

4RI A 48iL B
381 King J7 34 LAY 42 I
RN /" 2. A Resolver Fi###] B Auth

A_Resolver | _Auth

4.3 B_Auth % A Resolver

Uiy O bfehi 2

Hoe T B

P Az
R %54

B3 I F AR BT 35 8 A AT 3 ML) I S8 (R B Vo g
24 FRATERIEERIRRE

s ZiE {4 - DNS HS SR ARAT s 125 Q0 I AR AR 55 2 913 Pk B S PRI H AR R AR 2 #”(RFC21821%),
BT 2 A I S A g ST e A B IR 45 28 B A 3. CAIDA T~ 2003 4 i F 0 A v H 25, I8 32 AT e e
FE 4 FhAS [ 0 24 PRI R 138 48 S R BT (1) BINDO 445 Bif 43k R AUE R 55 4% , 75 T 7 MR R 55 4% A TR Ak
R S5 ZR AT JCIT ZE | ] ] SR X 4 AN ] TR RS # R R84 S B B T AU S #s, HOAAS R R 45 2%
AT P 45 B S LR IR AS TR IR ST B, FEAR e R 1R A B B L 2 385 I S i R ey, SR [8] -1+ 2017 41 8500
A RIPE Atlas WL, 0 5 TS PRBE T (KIARAT S BRI R TN, 59%—69% MIMFEAT v 8 ok i) SE PR B R 45 4%, H.
I} HE 22K, AT 5% 0B AT ) 8. SRS SRR, 75%96% I WA AT 2% 2 FA S0TAS 5 T A I ) AL IR 55 25 £ T 4

DARIERE: AL BEAT h PR AT 25 08 SR BB 8 I S S A% (BRI 25 2% R AR A5 . Sk [47] T 2003 454 2L
R (1) DIBDNS #5435 BRI 25 2% (2) Win2000 FIT Win2003 28 1) T B L% £ 3 — AN A3 J LA
552, ~PRAE BRI BEHLIE PEES & T BURHT 8 M0 IRPEIE B SCRR [48] T 2012 4FAE (i BAREErp, i 75 50 5 DNS
YT AR AT 28 IR PR IEFRAT 0 K B: (1) DNSCache AT AN I GEVE N 4K HE; (2) Unbound fAHT % £ I ZEAL T
400 ms [MIBUEHRSS 2 BEH LIRS (3) BIND 9.8 20K 23% (WA H A& [ A WA 5575, BIND 9.7 *& 11%; (4) PowerDNS
F Unbound f#NT #1774 I 8] & I B 48 AR T B SE (P BUZ R 55 2%, FLrh Unbound SRR F 7722 15 min.
2.5 WUEARSERERE

BUB RS 2R M R M BEAT T 200 2 98 (1) MR AR S5 35 14 e B I [R5 BR300 (2) 2 A ] b B A6 2 P U
HIRUZ IR S5 P M e 22 5.

B )33 35 STHR [4] -1 20002001 475 AR b A0 257, 48 507 00 S A e 45 8 AR T B3R pl ik 45 4 (1028 3 B BT 1) (1
ARG, WL LA A W AT o AR SRR b B 0] (R s, FEDUE AR ME RE B0 7 75 (K R IR Sk [49]
T 2002-2005 A5 H 100 22 AU 5 32 390 12 4R IR 45 445 1 e 12 N S8 R 5 A 6. SOk [50] T 20022017 EAEH] 5
AN H I 553 20 R A Ml R AR 2 ) 5 RS, AT 13 MR A W . R AE . 250, 28 N ) A8 A 175 0. S
Mk [51] T 2008 AF I LTI on 1 6 DMBUBUIRSS A5, 35 15 ANHBE s R g Bl I TR] A8 A0 1% 100

MBS SCHR [5] T 2002 AR L 75 ANAS [ 9 4 1FD00 I A AT Larbin crawler 242 P21 10 Ji48 4, T
BN R AT B P BN R BRI 45 2 Ve i 2 5. DB R AN [ L BT B 1 8 44 AT~ J4) I S 0.95-2.31 s 2
8], BRAEAH 22 2.4 5, Hodh, WA HIHS SEAE 0.063-1.41 s 2 [A]; TR Ik A IS ZEAF 0.037-0.89 s 2 [A]. 3Lk [7] F
2003 A=Y BB 55 CUHFH F REAR IR 55 28 0 K A Pk e 22 S R B, 61 F P BRI A8 m ke BT 10 AR IR 25 88 SR 2
Fl) 4 AN, [FIZ P AR IR S5 1k B8 2 /N 10T DL ZIWE AN T 05 R BB R ST PR AR i 45 7 30 7 5 3 4
TR, AT 28 2% R MG 4 30 SR 26 17 e 8 PN TRIAR IR 45 2%, - B0 P o AR PR st 4R . SCTR [6] 1- 2013 4R 19593
AN FEAR AT 35 D0 AR A AN [RI I kR 22 S R B, ARAE LIS SR /N T 100 ms, {HLI A8 22 554K TH B 8, A6 3& A
R S M A de 22, W5 Je T 6 AN SiE 22,

2.6 WEARSFITBEME
PERE. TN, Rt FART 2002 FE AT S USRI E T E, B WEN C. Ko M IR ST
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BRE. SCHR [53] T 2005 E MRS A FA B Cy Fy K AR ATAE 8 5 00 HATAY & B, 25900 C MRATF MR
fil AT A A AR 2% STEATRE Y sl Bk (flipping), 7 AT #5028 0 HE (1) A ) A8 e ME g AR /. SCHk [54] T
2004 4FiE 1L 400 4™ PlanetLab® W4 st b CATHE B 10 By K ARRUARATIE T 10 B RAEVERE . wlPE. Foe ik
RZESE MR R (1) AR S~ 1 A I G sl 2 BRI, ARAERRAR A4 I I8 20 115 ms, TIAEREAR R ~F34 1
HE 75 ms. (2) FEREHLY s IR N 25 A f, S BUR BT A TR AN T 0.9%, 5 RS MLEET. 3) 4%
R S AT 2 () A Pk R A, K ARFN F AR A A I 0.006% (AR a8 AEATREAR Y sl Bk IR 5.

Pt DDoS K 3k [56] T 2015 A= EARMTLIE T 5 7E DDoS W T (100 £ ME W E) Mbriaite ), i
M RIPE Atlas &7 6 P MRS %328 7 " BGPmon 15 H PSRN 1) 30 KA TFEARLE, 204 13 MR EEA
FERET 21525 DDoS BUiki I (115 . M 45 5 B, AFREAR T I DDoS Hti iy, 2> 57 WS 2o AT R AR T AU
ST A (FALES95%), LARIFRHB M TR 1Y 15252 DDoS Briti 152 (FAL2E<1%), Sk LK T 32 52m A - 4oe.

PR SRR SOk [59] T 2011-2012 4EAf A U5 4 PlanetLab™ il Netalyzr™®f b 2 il R IATA% T A0 07725,
FEH PR R I T ZE: (1) 55T CHAOS+Traceroute FRINAEAAEATHE 1T 2 (2) FIH 30 J7 A LN 2 AE I 54~

10000 FEIRLIN A5 LA & DU T 72% TR 2K O 2 K AEHR B8, AS112 35 H CUrpiid 26% (KAEHET i B4 k%%
27 WHRSHEEE

DNS 8 R 45 P 70 A BR 0 R P 3055 DNS BB 5575 4y 358 44 BB At 22 4> 48 G IR 38 44 AT IR 5%

[0 3004 Sk [62] T 2018 E4# ) 1000 > RIPE Atlas 5 25l Google %5 8 AT R4S 79 1 %8 V53T 38 BBt
AR IR I, AR 25 5 1] 14D % 90581 3% F4) 8 ST 9 1S3 5 4 1 J LD, B 38 5 1 119 Google Cloud 7 50 s.

MR 25 A5 3L TR RS IO TRAT AR MR 25 4 120 8 1) /D B0 45 i B . Sk [63] 1 20132018 4F &= #45 if
100 J7 44 1) — 28 RUBUIR 25 23 1 SE SERE 1 R B, 91%—93% I — sl A 7E 3L S RUBUIR 25 23 1 s ol — L BUBIR 45
A 9000 N gL, IXPPAE R AT DNS EFEE IE B

Waki B0 SCHR [64] A OpenIntel 515 & I 5 et o FH 7 3 B 4087 IR 45 73 (K0 5% i 2 B, 2016 4F 5 1 41t
NS1 B A 10 HEE%E Dyn (B80T 24 7 1R A 22 AN PG AR AT IR 45 18 LA 43RG
2.8 WHRSHRERE

DX A R AL E SOk [67] T 2003 4EM 5 3 28R E: BUMAZA (lame delegation). JUARAAE (diminished
server redundancy) FIIEIKHS (cyclic zone dependency), & HL 1.8 Ji X (zone) H A7 7E Lk 3 J55 0 H 1 & Eb 4 51
H15%- 15%. 2%. SCHR [68] T~ 2007 4Fll & 494 J7 2038, (15 com F1 net [¥] 6.6%) (¥ DX LA AL F] 4 2
RERE: () TR . R R B IRIC AL, (5 0.008%; (2) AL )R S5 RRUGRES, 5 0.12%;
(3) B OGS I, 7 0.48%; (4) BL T EE A, d7 0.14%. 3Lk [69] T 2009 4F73#T 300 J7 3844 )5
T 5 O R B (1) A3k i K i s S B T T SOROBUIR 65 R R 2.5% AT, A 1.2% HAR Mt AR BB %
(2) 0.095% X AFLEME IR, SCHR [70] T 2009 & 6 NI 1.06 14 IR &I, BUBR S 2%+ 1.7%
RO LIRSS 3, BIAE 380 AR AR SR FEATEAE IR R 25 35, AU LIRSS 35 738 UFT 8-9 RIGAEAE, A2 2% 11
LIRS B ARG 30 K.

BARECE : SR [71] D0 R I U S5 A EE 11 AR 22 4 B A S8, RIS S5 2% AN BR 1 3 4% 5E i =k
() IP Mokt WANIGAE S 432540, % TAE T 2016 4EH) ] DNSDBY?HI Project Sonar Data Repository!* 4™ $i4is 5 il 2
2860 J7 M HIBUBUIR 5 2 I Bh AT AT 0 KB (1) 1 877 M (15 HE 0.065%) £ 188 MBUBIR 45 2% 7T LR Lk £
ROERZ B, XL P AEBUR . RFEHIR; (2) TR BT 66.2% BEHTE H AW 454288 i (1 I Al g it L=,
LRI B 2 M 10 M E AR T 88.6% MR & .

25 b, AR S IE R 3 2 R, 3K 2 XA AR TAERMT T M 4h, I T DNS 2 J5 T il . 77 i
Wi T, A SENT 2 BN VE BEIC A FRR T, TR 2% 35 A7 AT 2 A B R T 38 AP AEAS SRR 8 B 27 AT
DA R % dbit PR 2R A7-M FAAT . FE BB G525 75 T, AT 475 3500 28 ) A A AR IR 45248 AR T 358 A 459 IR 45 T -, BEEAS 3 46 )
L IRA R RS- FAH 59 T DNS BEAA S H P, (RIS U < H %0 DNS ffa] k.
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%2 DNS AR R TAE AL

Wi B BT R R a SERITR) Hs NPT
(RS KU OHE B N AN AT K
R c 0t _ 20112012 giﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁE‘J%@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬁmswﬁﬁ%ﬁ
2.1 AJARAT A (12779 )
10° % @Planetlab %2011 e VIR O S AT 3 T B BE LIS PAR
23] ¢ + anctia (8)) " HT#SIE1000 km
N B T PR as A AR . EE )
— - —, 7 - gy
r T — [9] C + 2014-2015 T
291 C 10t x - 20152017 75 97%JIFIBUBHT 25 A7AE 2D 1 BB AFFE NI
B . o _ 2001-2002 . TTL{E#IL10minf, BEINTTLAE R e
231 R [30] R-A B @0F) RIS
unttweg%m@u k1] A - #% % tcpdump 2009(7K) 5 TTLRWRFERA S B3 W I A A ) &
) 36] C 10 %  @RIPE Atlas 4 A7 12.07%IRIRRHT 85 ASSCRF E Y 25 R A7
4] *CR — - 20(1114*)%0)12 T 13.7% I TCPIEREAE T WA 45 5
2.3.2@%&@%@ 9] A B — 2003 T 1A%ENT S A AE AR AT h
371 € 10° %  @Plnetlab 2‘25@2;3 B SI%MRHT ARG AU AT o
2.3.3 FJH AT &% 40 c _ ¥ - 2003 - A Hb R N A 535 4 www.google.com 1
g 40 (1) SR, TR H10.58%
2003 AN PT35SOl 5, BIND 1
. [47] *R-A — i  kNeTraMet 7 RTTILPE, DIBDNSHAIREHE
24 ﬁﬁﬁ_@iﬁ& G WindowsDNSHfi L 1
R
, . @RIPE Atlas o AR EURHT A ] TRARIN A 2k
81 GA 10 o017 007 % eyl
[4] *R-A  —  #  kNeTraMet  2000-2001 7% JUEEKI&P3 K fha A F AARANF AR
5 C 0 % % dnsperf 2002 e BN AR A R IR 55 2 TR R
- 3] eLarbin GH) UG5 B RRIN It AN T FEEN (160%
T 71 A,R-*A  — & kCAIDA skitter 2002 g ZERMS SR, BRI
(71 A R- . S RRPERRAR AL, Fe AR A
PR _ AN B 5 T WA R 5% s ) S 3 v R
[6] R 10 B %2013 i Tk H X
621 c,r 100 1 dPancilad 2018 £ DNSFCERSS B (K0 7N 48/ 11 min
" 621 ¢ @RIPE Atlas = 7
2.7 {5 7 > 2 — > -
o _ o 91%-93% R A HH eI Z GBI
) [63] A B 2013-2018 g e acwe
[64] C — ¥ @Openlntel 2016 7 DDoSYit 4 i1/ A DNSHE IR 55 i
N 2006 o S2%CHHFY, 35%FARHI J, 29%CHH
[531 A e ktcpdump @R) T WSS R
[54] C 100 @PlanetLab 2004 20K)) 75 37%-80%H /" &rifi 5| T B I TR
2.6 BN oM. DDoSHCli 1, W e Bk i AR HAR 2 6
B [s6] CA 10" W gpep 20132017 R HRELRGIA9S%, SREHEAEMIRIAT1%E:
B & Netalyzr P ARSI SS h BT AT
(99 CR 100 W gppedan 20112012 T ROR030 AL
. . .5 ®ISC reverse zone ARl TURAE . IR F
2.8 ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁm [67] A, *R-A i data 2003 (16%) BEUE IR 515%, 15%, 2%

o
[70] R = W — 2009 (15K%) 5 1.7%FH G0 55 s 2 10 LK 55 4%
W CHE i RNIENTAS . AABUBRS 35, *X-Y X5 Y58 = 11—, XR7s 18 SR R IR
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3 HNE

DNS AUIF] AR R 1 3 FAKARGTH, U B 475 (1) BEAEATT s ORI V-1 A T 5 T2 B filt BT s > 45 44
(2) e Rt A -5 3 VAU PR AT s - ) R A EE A4 (3) B ASUHASURI 53 4 HOASUIEZ 1SR S5 2% A AT RS 454

Kl 4 DNS dfRRIERLIT 3 PRk sl i

3.1 FRATERFREEH

FE BT AR AR 1) (18] 4) I ATE MR ATT 48 A0 g SLH AR AT AR 25 10366 VAR AT 25 2L Fe. AR DGATE S0 T AR AT 2 AR 5 A4 A SR 1Y)
U] A (hidden load problem)™ 1% 2 A U5 13 # (originator problem)™,

BB ] L AT AR AN BB IR 55 2 AN T L, S BUIR 55 s TEvEUEAA TIAY 0 2. Wl 5 B, AN FfENT 2%
RN AR A 25 e B, IS i U AN STk [76] T 2013 AEI sk BRI 1137 I HEfibT 4
AR 27 J3/RHT 3R I (1) AT 28 A o Al 22 e ELK, T 90% FRAT 28 AR AN 75 1% BEfgdT 2%, DHRE
WA K EEAERRAT A5 (2) MEAT A8 S BR B A AT RIAE 25 5 EK, BRI 10 AN RS B 80% FAIATE Mg AT 4% £ 1A,

a-F el 7] b- A A TR 1] 7

iR om)

O wwwim orrm [\ s [ wsmss

Bl S AR A Ky 5 A )< S B el [ AR e N AR [ it

Hdh iR

55 1 FAAATT 88 A 555 AR AT 8 1 BE 2 B 22 8K, SR [77] F 2002 42 )\ AS 25 F1 BGP RIT48 I e AT 2 %
DA IR AT 245 5 PR AT 48 000 D 2087 T O R R I, ANFT 64% [RIE A AT 245 5 AT 4 6 W) — VA k. STk [23] T 2011 4F
1 ISP R ILHERENT 25 15 ISP AT AR 11 (80 7 2 Ar %) BE 29 0 253 km, 5 AJLARHTAFIIIE 2504 1358 km. 3CHik [21]
T2011 45 9 A2 2012 45 1 A AN, AEARAT A5 5 AT 45 90 45 PR 250 HTTP 36 K I 1845 B B (s o, A6 A ISP
fiPEATT i 1A I S LA A P A AR AT A 10—, 553K [25,78,79] 5B AHALL. SCHR [76] T 2013 “EIIEABL, 15% iR
Wi as i N A ABIL 50% HOMEARAT 2% 5 IR HT 370 AR ) VAR, 10% BIRHT 2% AR AT 2 5 AT 2 AR 7E AN ) VA 38R,
TSR AT A E DNS 25 rH B DA AR 2 TP Mk fK/16 3%/24 FT4% )5 (edns-client-subnet, ECS)™, 13k 5 )
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FRAS BV IR . SCR [81] Dl K B Akamai 55 N 2543 R IR 45 8 A6 F ECS U7 28 )5 i 2 2 3 TH 58l 49 K (1 e
Pk, TP EEE 0 R PERERI MU EEES . RTT/RTTB. Hodi 8 A1 2 Hig b 24047 2t
3.2 fRITERIKELEH

A R 2% I 25 B AN AT AR R B 5 R 48, WSk 44 T 2T 40 BRI ARAIT 35 B B 42 AT AT 25 0k 2 24T, T
A BTG R AR RO 2 1, ] 6 . (BT 25 % T IHE T 0 3 R A4 IR 55 AN A AR AT 242 (IR 55
I Tk

9
1
%

6 Ml AS S s R

FEHIT S AR SCR [28] 1 2007 SE-JU B AFAT 35 2 18] (KK DG &R R I, $34l TPv4 HuhkZS [ A3 1 1700 J5 44t
TEIAENT IR 55 I EATT 38 T 96.4% J& 5% K, FLMRNT T 58 J7 3 BN 4%, Forh 71% Fe R AR T 1 i
VAR BT A%, SCHR [37] T 2012-2013 4F 38 o /5 50 2 49 4 TPv4 ik =% 8] A I, T80 Ak A 48 308 2 S wr AR
1 ESIEIAE (33 M vs. 15 M), 50% 11T A kB L 10 AN & 234, 80% FA) M) 4 i MT s gobR et 1 AN#E o 7%
.

fEATT A AT A P — A SRR A A AT AR IR S5 DA AT AR AL AR, LI 4. AT A RT3 B AR T 2
Fidr P, SR [25] 1 2010 SRR RN, S5 AR ATT et (19 22 A7 L Sl E R 2, S 300 R 344 S S A IS AR AT I SiE
FEAR PR, SCHR [76] T~ 2013 4RI I 40 J7 AR #sth, 2 S5 AR AT 0 2 f ) 13%, Al 90% MMk st IR 45
3.3 HEBRATREiLEN

ARG B8R4 2 )3 i F2 A (NS) A4 (CNAME) P2 A Mlioe 2. 24l O (138 42 A 22 4k, B
AR M3 44, B A O, SCHR [84] T+ 2005 4F B SeHi %2 KUK H il i 3 44 32 A K] (delegation
graph) T LAIAk. ZSCHRIT AT 196 ANTRLIR F 2L 59 J7 3k 4 (G AEHT OB R 5 R IN: (1) BEAN A AN T A0 46
ABUBNR S35 (2) 6.5% HIIRA BT 200 MBUBUIR 25355 (3) 30% HIIRAL NT OB A0 M, Bh Rzl 4 fee b
S 2 MBUBUNSS 2% . STk [69] 4 4 Ik 55 4% 4 ft 45 44 €] (server dependency graph) 7~ 2010 4434 ODP/
SCO8 Kt 4 "Iy 310 J3 144 BN, FR M 4% BT it o/ INBUBUIR 55 BB IK P35 80 3.48, A4 AT AS ) (1) fg /1y
BOBNR S #R BT Ry 2.34. SCHR [86] KR M IMAKIF O R 40 4 FhoR AL — e, Rkt SSB AN
FEARMG, 557 AT IX 4 RIS RAER LA ORE, T 2013 4RI HSEHT 100 73804 KN, 78 SCEE AR Bl
TELERIEIAIRA 168 A (0.02%), S KA g 7 504 A (0.72%), — U 2l 60598 A (5.74). SCHk [87]
12019 FFENEFALE AT 100 J7 3044 (R AFAT RO 2R R I, 368 Ik - B304, 5 b 12638 42 TR ASL T St o PRI R g 55 2
BB FERT, ZIR A B BRI I 50%.

BRAMI: SCER [88] TAA, 1AL (out-of-bailiwick) AUBUIR 55 284770V 10 (WA n 42 R 3%, A3 IS B IR 45 25 42
T AR AT 54 e 14D ) I 2 AR AT 22 A . %SGR T 2012 4E 23 B ODP/SCO8 B 45 BVA BN, 60% 1844 (K A Bk
TR 554 T AE X B0 v A S BUBIR 55 28 T E X B —2F=. 3Lk [89] T+ 2018 A+ FAFEHT 100 73k 44 I, 99% Ik
ZAMKATIE AN BB 55 5%, 41% (1) X2 FE AR 2 A~ LRI Ad X

25 I, DNS 250 T AR R T A5 46) o 280 14 T A48, 3% 3 & R oAl D¢ TAR AT T B4 A LA,
51 L AR ATT L AP AR T -2 T TR 5 ) i >R 7 28 G i i) A RN K 2 U001 1) i, 5351 CDN R B RS M o R iy
SRR A AT 28 2 IR (R AR A5 A0 R 1l RGBT 28 2 IRIAAAE 22 SRR, 342 et TR 25 (RS S S B 2
B0, 344 2 0] B AR G FR ) 23 A A58k 44 H I AR AT 1) A% 3 A0 R RIG, d efigt b v F 4 ) JE
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%3 DNS St AR TAE LA

W B M WA R e s
QuEag T ew ga BRI o K
3.1 AT AR ; _ 2011 _ 90%RMENT S AR U G 1 %R AY, f
gy 61 GRO100 0 E 8% O et 412,917 HERERT 28
3.2 fEAT A HOASt . _ , _ 150077 TFIBURAT &, 96.4% S AR
oy 1281 RUCR i’ 2007 g B S ARS8 7 B T 2
[84] C - * — 2004 133 BUZ R 554 TP AR O AT
3.3 44
S o . eoop T e
v [69] *SC08 = 4 BT I 02,34

T CAZ i, RAMNTES . ARBUBIRS 2%, *X-Y AX G YT PRI+ — M, 3R SCR K )

4 R

Bl

)

el

At ) 3 DA S e 5 SRR IR A R ) DNS i, CAJE R DNS B4 RTIZ AR, A6 DNS ¥
IR LIRS0 3 2K () WMELIHRHES T, 2) R R =S 3) a4,

4.1 TEREIFE

HSLKJRFFE: Ay, WA AT 2% A AR SS90 AR £ & Pareto/Zipf /TR P (x) = C/x®, A&
Jev KBHIARAE, BAERIA:

(1) ik [30,33,34] 437 F 2001, 2011+ 2013 AEP &L 7 S5 b a8 R 2 0, o B i 3 Al e g 2 iy
HE 90%-99%, TEAB LA R #2014 BIZE 2001 4E /& A. PTR. MX K09 2011 4E /& A, AAAA, MX 2709,
201 4EH1 2013 4F4: A. AAAA. PTR 257154,

(2) 3CHK [30] F 2001 £EJ L 30.2 J7104 R I, BAN R4 Rt 2 0 IR IR SR A Zipf 23 A (0=0.91), i 10% )
B T RN 68%, JE 46% (KR AU 1 KT ).

(3) 3CHR [90] F 2004 SEMFARHT 2855 8500 4~ Akamai AUBR 25 25 17 R L, 95% Mt o & 0 £ i 2 A
X 7 HR A5 SR AT LB R 10%; JTAT 57 ST AFAT 190k AR AS B 25 # H , 80% BUBHIR 45 w10 2] (1) 5 1 o AN AS R 45
B EWREN 5%.

(4) 3CHK [32] T 2012 4Fl 5 600 AMEHT A 55 BUBIR S5 2% (i it R 0, R0 AX I b AT 10 1R Sk BB AR AT 25 (1) £ 11
KEE R 400 [ FE AR NS A L 10 J 4 SCHK [91,92] 4390+ 2006 2007 G 3E i I AR AL A, i
AT 1% [T & A LS K 80%.

42 REEETHAR=E

SRR R T B 3 2 (1) O, ARG A A A (2) TUAR A, ok FE T A I A i, AR R R,
(3) Wy R AT, AEARSCE IP Mk, 1H 1P by s B A . — AN Al R AR5 ok 3 JEREIE. 256300k [93,91]
T 2002 F1 20062008 17l 5 45 18 A I, MR et v 240 K50 4342 S 5 08, T 1 5 A A 2 o L 4l U 2.15%
(2002). 2.1% (2006). 2.3% (2007). 1.9% (2008).

42,1 ERRE

TERRAT W 432 O VI AR 5 A IR TR BRI HG LT 3 28, LR 4: (1) A28 B A s S, A i S I
IS B R PEAC R, (2) AN AT, IS A TP bk IR A SRR 5, A4 TP S TR A, A
() TR 358 1 A £ TANA $2AC Y, B FRAAT TP ik (3445 (3) X019 TCP/IP Skl - BU Ak, Bl FFAAT 1P kit
e TP Hbchik, {9 115 O B 15

O b SOk [95,93] 23T 2001 2002 4Fi R FARAIL, JEACE N S AW R 25% F 23%, ik
BRI 3 FOERLE MR (1) B AR TR, (2) il 1P HbhEf) TP Hubik (A-for-A #H)); (3) AA47 1P Hbhik:
RN AW AR 1P Hbk (=N, 205 R E R 12.5% 7.0%. 1.6%. SCHk [91] 24T 2008 411 8 A4
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MK F1 05 DITLPV g B, ToRCE#0 by ELAE 20%—25% 2 18], Horpr FAR BTS20 #0 by Bb 5 ik (95,931 T 2001 Al
2002 A IR 4 AT, B2 1 3 P TERA dy LE A N 25.5% 3.6%- 0.2%. SCHR [97] T+ 2004 4 SR R 45
AR I A-for-A RN TE AL AW AR A I 7%, Sk [32] T 2012 AR5 600 AMREAT 35 A& ) AR ) £ i) & I,
A-for-A TR TEALET Y LU/ 28 TER0R RN 0.4%, ARV TRZEERAT #) b7 EL 30 28 TE A0 & 1 53%.

* 4 R ELXHEERBG T (%)

B TERAT WY (HIER) [931(2002)  [95](2001)  [97](2004)  [91](2008)

. . Unused query class (R & LA [0 266 7Y — 0.024 — 0.1
BRI E

SRRAREX Unused query type (<€ X & i 2 7) - 2.15 - -

A-for-A (P IPHLIE (TP L) 12.0-18.7 7.03 ~7 2.7

) Invalid char (5] A74E T RLF ) — 1.94 — 0.1

[eRIES W e b ke

HIPELRL Invalid TLD (25 I ARIZATRL ) 19.6-29.7 12.5 15-20 22

RFC 1918 related A2(E I AAH IPHuMERIHA)  0.03-3.6 1.61 1-3 0.4

RFC 1918 related(Zr R 3T FAAT TPHUAEAK o P 161 13 _

TCP/IP ki 5 Bt 15 Vit T ’ N
Source Port Zero (£ 4R 3C ity 1145 40) <0.1 - - -

TERCAT R L AH 5% SRR I JE R A W A PR 1 R s (1) SCik [95] - 2001 42 A 81, F AR | DNS sh&
B SR, HEW 5 2 BT R AT Windows 2000 #EVERZEA ¢, SCHR [98] T 2002 454 & 1] F AR (AS112 75 1)
FKAR (IO R Bk BAAE TP Huhk (328 E R Sk o0 B JEFAite . S st BORIY o VA0 B, — A~
T R 2 Windows 2000 T Windows XP #:41 RGEERIAFF S5 X in-addr.arpa 017 SEHIE 3K, 24 A P 28 B & A 24 1
XA 2R B A W AOAR b N 2R AL TP Mk Y AR K R ), ICANN F- 2002 4EJ5 3 AS112 T H P &
LT e 25 i B RO R AR (R 6 FAST TP HUHE 25940, (2) SCRik [93] T 2002 4F I A B SR Hm VR FR 4 A 1 4E TPv4 1
W EHLA, M H in-addr.arpa X 2B 511 99.96%, &I H AR AT 8% FCLF GG S8 (3) Xk [100] F 2013 &
2014 IR A AN T HEAHL, BRA 5.05 J/NR) i2p. onion A T Ke B 9 2% (R D TR Sk A iy, 249 o A 1 AT
VR 1 0.1%, HEDU F 00 W 28 A B0 0 A 2l R R 1 3
422 JUAVE

TUA B AL HE name. type. class FBUHI A A9 A0, M4l TXID 7 BT WA RT3 — 50 AP, X
ik [95,93,91] T- 2001, 2002, 2008 W F & IN, TXID AH[F [ TC A & E 2l 25.4% (2002). 15.6% (2008).
TXID ANF I TUAR L5 EE A 62%~85% (2001). 44.9% (2002). 44.9% (2008). 44 AR S MI&E Sk, s ol 4
AW R R,

TRAFEEREG: SCHR [101] T 1991 R A R 98.5 J5 Al 5 H L 5 G RIS /N BA WA 1.57 Ji. Tk
PUIX 2 AT 25 4K 2F (BIND 4.8.3) SR A 00 : AFAT 3 JCTRA MUAIE ERAH, AFATT 48 JCVRA U e B0 IR I 25 25, 1t
W88 AR 2B A7 75 5 25, SOk [95] T 2001 4504 F AR IR, 1 H 24 H =243 microsoft.com AR 5558 H B i i,
windows AT BIANTT 3 75 58 & A7, T8O A I 20 AR 4 H A1 9.1% (384 M A ify &y
0.003%). CHk [32] J* 2012 SR & R I AT 25 o A G 5 s A7 1, 11301 Unbound A#ATT 28 14788 I 56 R I i) 5 4,
VA% —A RTT ST 5 2 4); GoogleDNS. OpenDNS 2548 St AT 28 xof S I 17 Py AT [ 3385 U1 285 W5 SR T i % )
AR A AR .

R 2 T AN 21 SCiR [93] T 2002 SR & B W AE 24 NPT F AR R 3X T 2300 J3IRAH, MK F R
AL 15.3%. 806 AR 1% 09 2% 1978 I O3 HEA 5 R R I, 1290 45 v [ 60, 3o 8 8 BEL LD SR 1 M 45 4M ) DNS W2,
P 248 P TR AT o PR T 2 v R T AR A i)

AT SC#k [95] F 2001 SEME FAR AL T 2 ANEFSHR B I, — AN IR AR St S 5 B,
Bk O 3 U5 TP Hbhl: ) #R R 16 KR ICAR AT ), JE AR 0 209.67.50/24 W Be Y B =ML H 2. 55— NI
T 1) AR OZE 2 R 16 KR AN T B2 10 1) a4 AT 1806, I ek IE A 1P bl A= ), 250k I T XA IS5
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i) TP Mkt
423 HWARFE

B 2 ) MRS 2 V) 4% TP Mk, 1H TP b R AMECRI M A . I TR AR S 7oKk, D ART 2013
13 B TP bk, I CRUEMRSS TR I, 6 4 A F bV 30 8 (RAE BT 11 TP k#5521 R 45 SCik 1021 9
ORI, THAR S B K e R A ), BT AR5 IH AR B S i 38 2 5k 9 1.5 A5 R4 T 3 /N H; 78 1P Huhik D) ¥k 4
A HJFAH 63% [f) P Rt b 1A, SCIR [102] 4307 i 72 25 H0REHE 2R I0: (1) e 28 20 4 1045 4 RUB R R 55 25 Joi PR
FE/INYE B P95 (2) TFRR P A 250 2 0 2 T o T, AR/ H B DR 65 30 5 5010 T R A 4. S S8 5 4 W] ol R AT )
Al HESR H E B 1P Huhk 250 (R 4T A s e R R A RDRE AR 2002 4F T AR DI TP ik U DR
7E 2004 4 B AT 1P Huhik i 1Y,
43 REEE

DNS i 8 AT o Wi A7 75, A5 I BERIF I & BV 22 DK 1) 10 4 P A7 A2 20 5 101080 Sk [109] 17 8000
A Atlas 5 2P 2275 AN FIAR A IS4G AR AT 45 R, SRS GRS R MRS B SRR B L, R I 10 Ml
B R 457 1Y) DNS ARELAT 1 AN ERAR MRS 4. SCHR [9,110] RIS E i £ 0T 2L COBUZUIR 45 25 N, 1878 1 4
S TEFAT LS T 4 3k £ TP b SIB HR). SCik (1117 R 4Bk 148478 /N WLNI A5 15 K2 B0, 8.5% (259/3 047)
(1) [ VA AT A A A L LB IR 55 % I 5 B AT

L b, VR T AE S LA S 10 75 R B DNS SEFRIE AT i (K A . 2% 5 6T R AR ¢ T AR ik
ATT BRI L. DNS £ 30 Pareto/Zipf 40 A A, KA HA 53k KR A0 A, 1 — B B % DNS
HISEIR RS AT AN, MRAR S 2% 1 LU A 98% X 5 3 WAL R 78 T 24111 DNS ZR 40 h o e A A v 1 10 7, 451 4
TR ) 70305 VR T A A v il OO T AR AR () DNS SRR T N 7 S IR 5 X 4% R 55 E b [T
HUREER T I 9 16 3 59 S )

#* 5 DNS Jiuiill AR TAELLAL

. . L B . . "
WG B D1 S 11 S a SIS i) A&7 S b oA
awixg) e g BRSO G A Ko
) . 2012 o R 5557 199 % JE 24 2 ) IN FE 3%
[32] *R-A 10 B oSIE (145) P TR s A if
) . R 45 A 21K 98% ¥ T 4
421 WA [91] A 10 kil eDITL 2006-2008 = BT A
i o8 A B - B 2002 e HERZERGTPHLIL B A T B OR A
[98] (34K) ¢ MS OS 2000F1XP
[100] A - W - 2‘8;;%4 AR b tH2p TR ¥ 1 4.6%.
5] A — ¥ ktepdump (fggé) i AL TUAT Rt 7 485%
422 WITHR _ . 2002 e PSSP Tk BRI R, S
mE 0N A % egme® o i f SR T 42 2
[101] R*A  — B = (129%1) B R AR 61 4%
423 Ry R wd g - FARD)HIPHE 5, JEAR AR 55 5%
Fiit [102] A bl  tcpdump 2013 1 P
43 FLEPAE [109] C 10° B @RIPE Atlas 2014 e 4% £+ Hostname.bind, Traceroute, BGP

A5 B BLT0N AR 2 1) Dl e AR
T CAZ i, RAMNTES . ARBUBIRS 2%, *X-Y AX G YT a1 — M, 36 7m18 30K &I
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5 ZeNE

AT I 5L 1 B 558 DNS 2 At RITE AT P s DNS 22 A i 3 28 0 AR - Bk TR o i
WA IR B AR ASHK 22 A B TR 4 28 (1) 20T DNSSEC AU S5 B s (2) 7k DNSSEC HI3 2 BUIR
(3) ZrHT i DNS F 8 B, (4) B 3R 90 R 3% B 4k 44 1 7 ik,

5.1 DNSSEC it 5rasE

DNSSEC!" SR FIKHE T DNS ()2 2 45 H IAE R85 7285 42 25 585 Tl 2 B AR AR B BUTR 55 4 I 288 1) B S92 P i o 4
P, BR300 7 DNS [52 24P FIE4T AR, DNSSEC H1 [H1 5 725 44 25 14 DNS [ 45 % 1550785 A b B 40K
J%. AF5 43 DNSSEC ZAM 4E . 150 AN 58 (1l 5 TAE, /- 4AF]F DNSSEC 2l ) O Bek 17 T AT 24 I 4 V7
1 TAE.

PEREACAY: SCHR [112] AAEHTIS SEFD CPU 41255 J5 T X Eb A ] DNS #4455 il DNSSEC 7™ A= [ &AM JT4,
I % LS ) DNSSEC A8 7 A7 I S8 455 389 0 35%; BIND 4G IR 25 28 %6 45 A 25 1) 1) - 44) A B I 18] 39 00 25%;
NSD U2 2% T334 0 8%; BIND AT #% %F 45 AN 231 (1) - 3 Kb BB ()38 0 116%; Unbound fifH7 2% - 3534 0
253%. SCHR [113] 7R H S A8, 385 =R J3OMR 1) S A it i D F il B A &5 10 I )5 DNSSEC 3 B0 B IR 5%
SPEREIFE M, RN LA IR ARG 5% I AE IR 4%—5% I CPU $3&. 10% 717 56 73, SCik [114] 18
it DNS 15 ELill 2 AHE 48 LDplayer I fif A7 %555 43 F DNSSEC T BE J5 % 24 i M i 5 B0 2 IR s i, 8 o L 72%
[f) DNSSEC £rifi42 71 2= 100% I, #2234 M 225 Mb/s $271 2 296 Mb/s, 1818 31%; F5HR 1) ZSK (X254
BEE) KN 1024 REERTFE] 2048 £ir, ML 257 BB 0 32%.

TBOR Bt e i B F) ) DNSSEC K3 25 S0 S5 it 43 A1 2 s 36945 4 ik 25 2. SCHR [115] 9l & DNSSEC %
NSRS BE IS R I, N B2 RSA B0 28 44 VR AE BRI B T g & N AA R S K &8 12.7 £5, ECC (%
BAEEIGKE 6.7 £%. SCHR [102] M D HRARSS4% I B0 S S0 1 A B SRV IR 4, I D AR IR 459 IE7E B FH 152
Wt 52 SR 4 446 IR 45 B i, STHR [116] P4 1404 ANB2E DNSSEC HIBUBUIR 5% 3% % I, SERI A% HN 54.6, % s KR
10% HIHOKAFH0EE] 98.3. STk [117] Ml 6 NTHZHE F (com. netv org. nl. se. uk) £J 250 Jj/ i+ DNSSEC
() 3R I, B AR A B 55 4% S Tl FBOR B o B0 80 SR L ASE P T A BT 2 SEL 3, WS 50 &8 179 TSR F5 4.
ST (R S R HE ) BE KR, BB 45 o 0 LU AR AT B B S0 1A 5, ELBGT A B S0 2 1 ik
PRI
5.2 DNSSEC HBEHRE

DNSSEC {3 B4R M T & JBUgU IR S5 25« AT 2% LA S 4% (R 50 (middle-box, Q1B KM EL NAT 14 4%) it
T RIZ 7 1 (R, A 4e A48 T DNSSEC 78 2 /N J5 TR 33 i, 1 5 /48 7 DNSSEC #idh i &5 >k (1)
AT o] B DNSSEC 15 e B K [ ) 5.

BB 55755 8 1k J|g : DNSSEC - 2005 4 10 F JF UG 7E B K T3k se #58, 2010 4F 6 F T4 7E8 H T2k
org TE, [FI4FE 7 AAEMR L U™ S0k [68] T 2007 4EMIE 1.28 42 403, (i ik — SR8k AR 4000 58%) K I
A 161 A3 X SO A8 DNSKEY #Rds i %, #i8 L oh 0.003%. SCHER [119] T- 2010 4 & R IR T 2%
3 com. net. org T Ik E I LLBI S 0.022%. SCHER [120] F 2015 & 2 H % 2016 & 11 Al KIS IK org
T TR L S, A 1%; THZR com HVR, R 0.7%. SCHR [121] 4 R B, 4% 2016 £EJE . 89% 13 H]
TR 47% [0 E R IR SCk [122] T 2016 45 3 AE 9 NS L, PULHT 100 J78k 4 FTAEN 90% 1)
TRIRAN 1.66% 11 g3k L2838 SCHR [123] F 2017 4500 R IR, % DNSSEC 1) 3 ik 5] 640 J5 A4, 3
BRI 2 1) 3 NI com. nl. se. WIS K IL ECDSA IX T LRl n 2% o 5 {H A %5 45 50 4
(1 Bl 25 4 B T INURAT, U AR A %189 0 8%. ICANN T~ 2020 4F 4 H 94 it48 B 808 1513 AT
] 90.9% L& HBE.

AT i B0 3 R SOk [125] T 20102011 il i org AUBUIR S5 45 K IN, 27 8%—10% #4458 DNSSEC. 3L

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



224 HAFFIR 2022 5% 33 55 1 &

Bk [126] T 2011 4E & 35000 MEEHT 28 %L, g 97% ik DNSSEC £ H{E AU IF 725 44 Sk [120] T
2015-2016 4FE M KHUBER) 25 37 5 W R RO TS FLFR S il &, KB 4472 MRS 82% il
DNSSEC 3¢ % 50 S A A AF B 2 4. SCHik [127] T 2012 4E32 HY Check-Repeat J7 55 Wi il 47 2 & 75
DNSSEC HilF, 7T com. net BUB M4 %% FAT 25 154, 12% BT Hh 3 DNSSEC 5 ik [f fif BT %
R

rh ) &350 i : DNSSEC M2 4R SC T BB Ik UK I f5e K A& 4 BT, GBS o F) S AN e IE A A% % 1P 4 o &
SFEHT IR SCHER [110] F 2011 4EI0 I IR0 35 FR 6T 35 W TUR N TS Wl A5 7 I 52 P P 5 T 48 17 £
BB RIN, TR IR GG K% IP 43 Fr, 9% (1) DNSSEC N8 Rk 43 B JCid il fif BT 2% 6.

fEAE AN : DNSSEC Mt B AR ] N & 37 A UE BE 3R it 22 B 37, I IX K #B# DNSSEC SE O &
DNSSEC {H JGLAIEF) T X FX 5 DNSSEC {5 TS . SC#k [128] T 2008 4FIll &= R INA 97.4% KX AN, 3T
R [129] T 2011 “EPERIA 76.6% (KX A ALE, o 97.5% (ACS KA 1, BIIZIX A X A1 X 1) R 425
SCHR [122] T 2016 4F 3 HZE 9 HIE AL RT 100 4 KL, 90% TR 1.66% 1) g3k O &3
DNSSEC, H:H 19.46% It — 2038 95, SCAR [130] F 2015 £ 2016 SEI &R B, FEM AR S5 (registrar) 2 FHLAS
DNSSEC #B& HUB K B2 R 3, HEA AT 26 BFIF MRS B A 2 D564 30k DS 48 DNSSEC #Jiid s i1 -
A%, X ANENIR S/ 7 7 7 10248 com. net. org. nl. se NI 50% 2% DNSSEC ¢k,

DNSSEC & : SC#k [131] T 2013 £ R TH K bg. br. co. se NI 2RI, I 456 A FF ¥t 4 DNS-
Census-2013"% B, 4£7E DNSSEC 1R 1) =235 b 4%~26%, W0 B G BUX L — 25 35k Toi 4 Al M e i
5.3 fnZ% DNS &

SCHR [133] 1 2017-2019 4R I8 76 116 ANE SR 1) 12 790 & 5590 & DoT (DNS-over-TLS)!*Jin 2 fi
M 24T Ay, DL 3 45 30 043 i 37 H 43 B DoH (DNS-over-HTTPS)! s @b 2847 . W& & F0: (1) 2018 4 7 H
A 2018 4F 12 H, IN% DNS M EHIK T 56%; (2) 7E 1500 M4 DoT f#E#f it 1P ik, 728 LAl 2 ik 45 7,
U1l Cloudflare. CleanBrowsing 257 25 1 75% (1) TP #uhil:; (3) Cloudflare [¥] DoT fi##fT 2%ttt J M LL B 29 K 1%, 1A
T AL BT AR T IME 16.46%.

5.4 EEHZEN

W Rk A% AR T R AR A BGTAAT 3 A A T B R B fUR 4. STk [17] AL DNS 4B i M R
SRR T LI HE A B, A7 0] T AR S 56 5 AL ) 43 AT

TR AE AT R T8I R A A% AT A 1) S A A R P B N IR GG T AR AL AT
PR IR A . SCHR [134] T 2012 4E WIS RIR A4 7E com 38k A MR & D0, S8 38 44 100 i 145 P /D S ol O
WEIR 25 B, A 7 B H A4 B0 20% ¥ 10 AN NHIRSS B 7242 T 238 70% [R5 BEO AR5 42 . dal 42 7 JUHAT S il
AHSBIF 7T e TR of b L A7 e I AR 93, SCRK [135] 1 20152016 SEMHE 5 AN TR T 740 J7sk A ENAT N
KRB, FUBLK TR (com. net. org) 23k 4 1K) T3 0 LG 490 22 B 68 v T B/ IR TR 5K (biz name); =58
e (RN )| e R R R (A 3

BE T304 T ) AR I R Rk 4 VR M ) 5 A R ) ) % b I 4844 14D ) BE R SR [136] T
2011 4EPI SRR A B R AR I, I 55% BRI EMER 1 RNSHAT Y, 34 R EHRH I
PR IK. SR [137] 200 SIE B4 PR sz, #83d 73% 158 Rk 44 £ AE R 24 R, 95% e 2 R
i, TIE IR A 33% U RN,

FETFRUB RS BRI : BUBRAR 5523 (0 TP Sth ik AT DAAE A K058 sk 44 ARG SRR [139] T 2007 41 5t
3360 ™Sl VE U 3 3h 10 A% R T, S 44 1 TP il R FRUBUIR 25 25 1K TP MLkl £ 6 0ok 185 328 i T 0F 1
2, R IAA I TP Mhhl- A VE BT, 40% (R4 FP A A A 1Y) TP Mk 25 300 24~/24 W4, SRR [140]
DU R DL R 44 AU IR 45 25 A7 A 2 ANMRFAE: (1) BUBLIRSS % BT 46 08 F i s 1R/ 145 2) BRI 4
T o P B QT AR S5 dS BEAT AR AT COUFR BARAT), T I FREAMOAUBUIR ST 4% . SCHk [136] T 2011 4F
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LRI, 5 158 S A0 LG R84 R8I 55 2 dE T fe > & TP bl B S Fva I, i — AN AR as T
30% [PEBEI A 2 b—A 1P Hudik

T AR B AR A I : SCHR [11] Z5A 08 F O 22 AN 5 (KRR AE H S804 (K045 2640, I3 115 260 R I 2k
%, AV SAS B AR AL k4% T IRRRAE . TP MuhEAFAE . TTL B4 AE R 7 ) AR AL ARRAE. i% TR 4800 J1 3,
KR 30 JT BRI EIR AL, AN THE T 1.76 JiE A SOk [12] ARBCHR [11] Fish5I N T 4k 44 B 44
1 R 1 IEAS 26 SRR AR, % T AE T 2009 4R 2700 T7 8844, RV 2 A 96.8%. SCHk [141] 3£ T34 A%
A 1R 25 ) 23 A R PR AE, B 45 384 B 44 SR D T BLAS BE (B M AK T, 1% TAE T 2010 4EMIEE 1200 J7384, FF
ORI 2.7 D7 AL, R NAER A< 98.4%. STHR [142] e T844 MO OC Z M A4 2078 10 22 8] A 47 4 o5
B AT ACHE, 1% T AR 0 9 R AT s S IR 45 4 R A A, A e 5 533 AN — 4.

2 L, &1 % DNS 224 i e WF 9 BE P FH VP A% 22 A b s Sz b i S, th TV A DNS 26 4B T BL. Il
it DNSSEC R IUA7 7 F5 10 2 IR 22 1 v R, 05 28R 22 1K) J uiﬁﬁﬁﬁ/\, H— SR RIS Y R R Rt i
PEPERE M R 2R, 5 — RS S S Ak B 22 4 ) 8. A DoT+ DoH %5/ DNS AR K I, R s
DNS [fRATT o S w4, B8 I0 2 DNS (AT o 1 55 15 20 50 47 (0 e 57, RT3 R T T 3. I =4
AL RS DNS 224 1 F 2T B, 10 I 3 4 1 AT ﬁﬁa@é{ﬂc At SR AE, AT S AT N
M348, A 5 B0 2 A R AR S, 3% 6 X2 A TAEAT T R g5 kA,

46 DNS 22 IR LA Lk
7

WS R I SKERINTE K

HEEEANNEL N TR S A A Kt
[ ]
: KM #EHDNSSEC/H, CPU/N 17/ %
. 7 >
s1pnssecft Dl A # - kiepreply 2005 & {1151 B 1 K 5%/5%/10%
(ESTS% X o DNSSECH T I Brtibe, SR
[117] C - ES - 2012-2014 P %4 50-179
5 . _ %2013 e 2.6%fE TS 5E 2T E DNSSEC, 97%
%Ly % 10 + (1) & FRAT 3R 5% 4 5 B DNSSEC
_ o 2015-2016 m 31%M SR 2% TR T
[120] C 7 ®Openintel o1 i ESEG
5.2 DNSSECH# [123] C - * - 2017 (10R) A 640 /7 — g3 EDNSSEC
FLRE 0152016 2088 447 WHIR 4538 75 g S0
[130] C - * @ Openlntel 173% & DNSSECHT Bt i id 3%
a7 Tk A3
. 90%TH IR 1.66% — ik &
_ E _ 7=
[122] C ¥ 2016 (7H) i DNSSEC
% Zmap 4 RIPE D4 R BL1S00A$E (Do THI TPk
5.3 Ii#DNS 5 .  AtlaseNetFlow £ Bk, RESAILRRAT 23R S5, dn
T [133] CC-*R 10 i eDNSDBe360 201572072 e Cloudflare. CleanBrowsing%
PDNS Bl T75%
] . 2E4BGP. AS. WHOISSEA &
_ 7= 2N S¥lAE
[12] *R-A W % Notos 2009 (68°K) ih SR A, WA 2296.8%
S4 LA SSUETERL 4 LV K e T
Ko [136] C, A 107 % @PlanetLab 2011 30K) & O ‘iiﬁzw A
[134] A — B — 2012 (8H) T S0% R4 A BN T34 A

e CRHZ i RAMFNTAS ABUEIRSS 2%, *X-Y A X5 YAE & 1T (10—, 3R R i8R R ]

6 AREKARIEH
DNS S AE 58 AR ARAT A 2 190 205 0 AU PAY ) S BT 5 1), FL S DRI - DINS A1 Dy S5 B L IEK P90 i 1 i o
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ANHTEARH), DNS SRR ARSI, R 45 2L SO AR WL N TR 55, T THIA AR K DNS 450 A B 7%
BRI LAEREATERIN.

(1) DNS & pPAh ARtfE AL

DNS 5 AU — BAFAE A B Pt P AL, BB eg AR AN 7] 32 St B v A R I8 VR MDA g 7.
PIXA ] UG ) T AH ST R I LU RN 4 52, H AT ICANN S8 21 212230 37 DNS Wl &2 /5 6 5 Al A i, 1
 [143] L VPAG DNS AERERELE) 5 ANEHIVEAT SRR SCHR [144] 38 W54 7 R H (MeNSa), JiH $E i
— BB AL SR IAI0 5  : LL e — B T VPG DNS g B 22 A g 1 FE b . H AT, DNS W= VTG bRt
ATIAS B, itk — B0

(2) IDN (internationalized domain name) 5 il &

IDN A58 4 FRIETE M ASCIL P A7 e 22 22 160, B hr A0 30745 . FICPAFEE 20 emoji R A5 747
IDN HRFRAELE 2002 4R 40t 28 H5E, 5 IDN 3044 BVE N JLAE A THR B #0158 307, IDN 344 1
LR A A [ B 5 S et BN 4% AR R B ARABL A S Tt 30 O 5 i, SR [145] S5 0T 000 B St 1o A At ey Jsk
4. AR IDN $44 FRAH 50 AU 7 B S50V

(3) DNS Jlz 4534 (consolidation) il &

TS5 HIPLEAE DNS MRS58 1) 2 3iil ¥ . — 7 1, KR4 T A4 AT 4 b 21 D B2 IR 55 7 g
TR R 55 L. SCHR [63] IR TSR WA 91%-93% (1) A7 A1 3 =R S5 3 1 D0, o — DT, A SLfifr
A A LA AT A R AR AR R R, SO [21] R BLEUE A 2011 4 12 H, AJLENT
% C&EET 8.6% MHBLM A, 21 AN AWK 27%. FRREIEAETIRIEEBFAET T DNS il 762U 8
S RGP RORI R, 5 2 M DU 2 S EOR R 4% T . 0, DNS s 4 A i T2
S Jj, SUMRT U I OP A R 5 A e 4T DINS Hr SR FRIVE 2 XU A2 (AT 8 R 7 1)

7 HERIB

DNS {0 B M h i B LSRG —, g 30 ZER ARG B2l KB LT- o e b g, s>
WFFC R BELUE Fh B3 B 7 I G0 40 70 0 (A5 S, 4242 DNS IHUIRES AT iR se 4 e, A
SCE IS DNS W TAEEAT £ 2210 a) B A 221X i 1
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