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Abstract: The Distributed denial of service (DDoS) attack is a major threat to the current network. Based on the
attack packet level, the study divides DDoS attacks into network-level DDoS attacks and application-level DDoS
attacks. Next, the study analyzes the detection and control methods of these two kinds of DDoS attacks in detail,
and it also analyzes the drawbacks of different control methods implemented in different network positions. Finally,
the study analyzes the drawbacks of the current detection and control methods, the development trend of the DDoS
filter system, and corresponding technological challenges are also proposed.
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H E: H5AKXIELIR S (distributed denial of service,® #k DDoS) X H & LA LHE MK EZAMZ — AT EFE
I 46 W 46 2 R A% DDoS 3k 4> ) M 46 & DDoS &= i1 ] &= DDoS /43 T ) K 3k 09 B AP Fods 1) 77 i,
PR T A& T AR B EAL B4 4] 7 k9K 5 B AT T A M Aotz 4] 7 ik L AF DDoS HE#) RE AR E T
DDoS ik % 4589 A R KR AL H Aol KB A E.

X4837:  DDoS; ¥ 45 4

HEESES: TP309 SCHEkFRIRED: A

43 A1 2 FH 48 IR 4% (distributed  denial-of-service attack, {6 FX DDoS) M i & 244 .1 W 4 B 1K Bl 2 —.
DDoS Bk g Mok 38 8 i AR Al = AL W R B0 H AR T 508 UL BE L E AR A P AR LIRS Web IR 55-45 |
DNS 4545 4 f i I Beids H bw, ATy FE I o S0 U5 0T DU CPUL N AF 45 58 00 12 I 4597 4, Amazon,eBay,
Yahoo,Sina,Baidu 25 [E P4 &1 k¥ 3% #3457 3] DDoS Zili .DDoS B ili AMY AT BLSZHLHE — AN Bk H 5,21 WEB IR 55 2%
B DNS JIR25#% i Beak, i ELRT BLSI BT ) £ 6 it 162 it Py 0t i e 2% 55 R ) B K |0 s i i, T A el H

« FEETIH: R QRFFHE4(61070185); [E R mi ki ARWIF R FE 1141 (863)(2007AA010501, 2009AA01Z431)
RN ]: 2011-04-29; &SR TA): 2011-11-17; @R A): 2012-03-27; jos 7E4% H AR N 7] 2012-05-21
CNKI M £8 41058 H ik: 2012-05-21 15:26, http://www.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.2560.TP.20120521.1526.001.html
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o ST 1 040 T 199 DX 3 Y ¢ R e 14 e o 28, 5 800 48 K i K P2 I, 52 M ) 5% 3T 7R 4 10 IR 45 45K ,DDoS B i
F 2 R 55,85 b SR a2 WA U LG A R G SR 2009 4 5 O 19 HUR AR IR K FEPL i
PESECT PR BTN AR OB I, T 2 BB 1.6 {0 NIRRT R A TR R 2 i T g T
T WSS A I I8 4 AR 45 %% DNS pod 18 31 B % (1) DDoS B 1M o232 {3t IF & 1 4% 3% sk . i b v] WL, &1 %+ DDoS
Tk (RS R 42 i AR A A BAG 7 S B 5 SR 52 B A .

DDoS ISR BEA W T IR H:

o KEMBEAE RGN M Breh = T LU HIC & 1) E ML 8 KRR - W 4

o L RUASE AN W R, A5 A AR S o 2 P A ok K

o REMIT TR T B M AR T THE, K RKBRAE T Brds BB AR M 4

o A D HL T B AR I 2 AR TR AN W e R, 4 ity S ML) T B R T AN B 88 L B NS e AN TR =L R A T

FEHLAR Y LU = 1 2 R A B,
o HIDEIHAE BT 2 A Z %o i A il 1 B RS B, I DG T o B A 1 G e R
o HIEWIZE DA bt — AN 28 1) 45 4, o T 1 4 36 B 500 e O, T 4 0 A S PR RS 00 R A £ 1 i o
AAE H % i SR 8, T 4 A B AN L % o ) 4% A DA I R A R i O

o AN ATERIZ I IK ST A DDoS Mok 5 g A= 1) B SRR

M Mo A A b i A R L B R A5 R 1 Mirkovic 25 A6 M 4% /2 DDoS B AT T VEH 23 2 B 40 2%
X J5 BT 9 4% )22 DDoS Bk U 4F ok, 21 W J2 £ 4 0. (1) DDoS B ok AT % 47 AR A% 58 M 4% )2 DDoS
Brili i A M4 2 DDoS Jili Jovk BUAF il 3 2 i, Mook # A4 & R F N I JZ DDoS kil sk s i il &
<], 5 /2% )= DDoS Mt AN [], ¥ FH JZ= DDoS Buihi 1 4% 5 Buili B br gt 37, TCP ¥4 7R3 e @ 37 )5, )% HTTP iF K
T FE M H bR 1) %8 U A SCFF DDoS B 4 M 4% )2 DDoS Bk MM ] 2 DDoS B, 76 b3t E /-4 DDoS
Tk RS IR 45 1 7 3.

ASCER 1 X 4% )2 DDoS Bk PR M A4 sl B AR JEAT A G R0 43 B 55 2 7150 R H 2 DDoS B A i A
P AR BEAT A BRI 3 X B 1 07 VAR AT B, 3R Y DDoS 18 98 2 4 I A Sk ke R A AR AR < H R Bk
WA 4 AT 4.

1 M4 ZE DDoS I o5& M Fniz &

W45 = DDoS Bt & 5t i« ARV R B (A oA A BOAS [F) P 28 0 gk b sl . 7 a0 I
bk H i N oA B AR B AR 2 T I R AR AR, I R S0 B AT N A I S DR R R 0 BT R % 2
DDoS il 7772 K HBIE T F ik LA J7 TR Se vHE 1 A2 1k
1.1 M4 EDDoSH H &

11 TR R gy ik

DDoS B 5 W i FRRFATE Bt 2 JAE 2k 18 RO 58 184 o, 2k T i AR AU A I DDoS 1 2 dse H WL IR TV

55 B i L P 2 PR B Uit AN DD oS Bk A EE 2 T 4 I vt AR KA Ml DD oS M, B A 20 B A I 485 3t F:
WA T BT IR 72 DR AN JEH T 2T W44 R i 5 5 R IR A0 DDoS B (1) 77 v, 1 ik x4 W 515 B
T 4 (K1 OD(origin-destination) S (B, BE 2 5 5) 22 18] 13 30647 000 580 A e ) 4% 3t k4 I, 66 T e ik b
o UL PR DR P o o R B o A A S A e 2 R I A e 2 0, R P S A S ) A DR R S 0

Chen %5 A\ K] CAT(change-aggregation tree) L APV i 28 7] — A~ ISP 94 2% v 1) % ply 2% 7% B 647 B IR 23,
R0 65 p 2 5 A 4 PR 38 0 A 1 0 R LA 2 e U B S R BRSO 4 CAT Wl IR 454, th CAT #4 it il
2 28 WA A5 AT P (R 20 M il Ak B, S K 0o TR R L MEAS R )

TCP YRR T B e I RS 23k 2%, 3 H. TCP W U e Hie s 2 e T 75 1) 2048 026 J7 B0 AT A% s AL 1A
05— R 28 7 S B R — W B (R TCP %k 0. 850 B Lu il 7E e vt 7 b2 e s 10, dp SR 4% B 4614 o 26 2 K i A8 4k, )
INARAT DDoS Bt it Ge vh v 55 & W ik S TCP A9 L A, vT DA & A 0~ 14 il
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FE5 T R JZ TH K DDoS Bk — B2 WF 9T i A s Yuan 25 A\ $% T 5K A Cross-Correlation Fl Weight Vector
J7EEA T R s R I DDoS Buid (6 5 ik 5 ik ik 6 A R 22 B R A A . B
H YT Pulsing Bl B TCP-Target BUifi %%,

DDoS Bt & A B 75 T W2 T S i 2 Bk 0t ik o) X 6% 22 4 )8 20mi b 5L A7 F 25 T DDoS &
o 25 S SO IR B3 A AEN ) Sekar 5 AR H T —F 4% DDoS R, B % S iR B0 2k bk R
FH Snmp W5 B A4z DG i, I F S Dy s O AT L, BE A% e AL ) R R AL AR S R Netflow 15 8,
PRI Bt k.

Shrew(pulsing)DDoS F| F T TCP #3138 A% (1 I8 [A]45 1 AL 4 TCP 5L AL I 7] 1] [, 78 55 J5 1] 1) P o 3k 5 226 14
R A AR X, S EURE TCP W% 55 TCP 4K ¥is T A& M ), 3o — 5 I 1) J5 B4 i 4, e i), ey
FHLH ORI BUi A 7 FE G2 i X 4 20 1) e i o, Bk o BRI T SRASH A A B B ROR, HOAS 2 446 0. Chen
2 NHEH —Fh Shrew DDoS ki i U I AL 2 5 0t 22 AN 4 iy 2 97 8 140 Wy ) 0 W, o S 0 0 R RE 51 1 1
AT 41,370 A4 HL A% it (discrete Fourier transform)KF 19 475G 414 e by Mst, thy -1 JUAR AR ) 2 2 15 %5 2
(power spectrum density) b 1E 7 Uit 2 2 iy, 51 7T LAAS I 1) shrew DDoS ity . Sun 58 A& H T —Fp A X1
DDoS ki ki 75 2:4) R F %25 Time Warping 75 145, B8 % Y Hu A5 U ) Shrew DDoS Bt
1.1.2 FEF R SCAS [ 28 B H0di 0 2 b

A AN HbHE B9 I A TR TR B LT s i B B 5 D A ), B AL Bty B bR Rk
KRB A, Tt b AN S 340 B 6 10 i 13 8 e 1 9 28, 0 1 5080 40,55 /> MULTOPS 313 — 4 iU i 42
TEE W s B 30R I DDoS Bk, - B % MR B8 it 2 28 A 40 A1 DR 10 A% W) I 284S DL B, S BIOGS Bt B A 1)
AR SE AL

TCP SYN Flood Bii M H] 7 TCP Wi ikl 2 5 % WL iKY DDoS Mriti JB 3 5 4F R Ge i 8] —A> TCP/
SYN i, 22 53% SYN-FIN [H] Wi 3R, I A3 AN HE 335 5 70 il — A SO ) A A2 ), L 2% ) SYNV/ACK-FIN,
A BETOXA A 0] W RIEKEN SYN AL, IF HANS SYN-FIN EL1E R 3, DL K v #6250 T H Ar 1 P A7 25 (8] 7]
OB B A R EHLK SYN-FIN AR H 1) SYN/ACK-FIN 442 575 KU Lot — A b BLim 2t 11
SYN-FIN A i ) SYN/ACK-FIN BLEE 4TS¢ i, GEW% A Mt K B SYN Flood Brili LML ML VAREWS (EIL F
P A% b SCILZEAR I SYN Flood Buiti i ] Iy, S8 T X6 Be i Y o A8 Fal Al g vk i) il b 456 TAESH R
Tl (non-parametric cumulative sum) 5B R I 5 325 B 0% 3 FH T AS ) 30 o U7 G 0 vk o n E, FL VST
B AR

A[F ) DDoS Bt J7 20, il H b 3R (1 %45 10 24 71 th A 7). Backscatter J7 25 3k — 4 U8R 9% 5 -
2= P A 1) DDoS Bty 4 SR A W, St FUAS RN 457 S I [) o 8 23 A

DiDDem(distributed denial-of-service detection mechanism)J&:—# 2% i1 5347 3% DDoS Ky il 7L #1°1. PF (pre-
filter) A 00 1 25 L T A 6y %P0 90 B2 98 I ek 45 BB B 4 AT A2 o Mty & AR 0 R A2 U ) C*(command and
control) it 45 4 HR 4, C? it 45w ot LG 2 T PR 058, 485 45 S0 ) C 45 A SR RS2 A SRR AT Ja0 W7, 40 1 2 ) k.
1.1.3 EEFUshbhl Hom & oA A1k

h T KR B, DDoS Bt 5 n] DA R AR B 1t A4, 457 T R o 238 el 1F U () 3 S, DL S ks ) 2 AR
7 DDoS Tili i, Ui il TP %k A 55 38 o 2 A0 £ — /> WA S 0 200, L 0 I 25 B 6 13X AN A, R AL
2822 3) 454y Non-Parametric Change Detection Scheme, &% 15 &0 7 Il DDoS Mk 4 il 2 Mk Js st il 43 A ¥ 24
1) DDoS Hrifi. SCHR[21]5% FH B i dth ik 0 3038 6 4 g Boahi & 75 R AR (AR S, 97 R 1 T Sequential Nonparametric
Change Point Detection 7 72 t5Ct Aoy RS 2 ; ) ), 38 i Uy i) Y B0 28 40, SE L% Flash Crowd Fil DDoS M5 I 44
X 43

Dt Y5 ik DDoS Beiti & AF i, 5 Hb b1k 14 78 250 e A0 R ) e bt 370 400 0 £ 340 4 o 2B e KB AR P2 R
VEERE B IR 1 0 05 8 R T e, T 0ok U 1) 380 5 30 43 V5t vt 31k 46 £ 2 7 9 38 3 U1 2 o 1 B AL, T DA,
Il DDoS K.
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Tk A I 6 btk U ) fR 958 i o A AR Y, FLE . 1T DDoS Bk & AE i U
M) 4340 T B AR X — e Wang 55 N 48 T 38 v S04 S Ta) 34 2 7 11 P9 2008 A i A D¢ 3R 2, R0 DDoS
Yok )7 .

114 FEFHIEALE T E R AR N

Bk B T, bk A e DA B S AE BT A AT B IR AN [R]. B W] DAL G R —
J5 TR JEL, an 5 b bk SR F i P b i, 2036 DA O 325 60 Sk 1) BT 15 L0 R R 7 K2 582 (chi-sequare) A2 PR A FH I
GE it J7 VR Bt A7 e R E 43 A A8 A 0 K R T RO A Sk A A L H S, S TR
o BT SR AT b6, AT DA e A W H s e b, 2 T BV B T8, T DA e 0 AT RAE T B

1 Tk SR A A ) B ok 28 B ek B o I, 3 3 9 1 A MIK T4 DDoS Beiki, Wl Shrew DDoS Bili, U R A .
{EJZ DDoS Hili & 25 I B A Sk A B 43 A1 340 4% A W A8 1) 528 25 6 48 2 v o 0 o A A el 7 0 s 1
— & B GE VT I B A, Bt bR bk IR 35 4 Wl 3 0, U b ik 23 A S s 5, B 2 0 0 B s )RR i
B T e N RV A i X R S € TR S (101 s ol = /0 L8 o = R 9 L51| R 7  = = b
TSR (. 20 5 1 10 3 10 43 A BU JG B0k 1 88 v, DU 68 L A1 T I 56 1 00 () AR5 4L, S - v T I 85 1% 400 180 485 4L, DRI T
RE % A B0 R I iy A HE DDoS it

A5 8 1 NAR AT I 7 325 SR B FE A U 1y JEL % AR 2 260 Bl g SOUR 3 ek, BRI T T 92 A 0 28 20 ks e %) Y
2% )z Bk, SCHR[27 R BT S 3 s 00 P S B 4 SRAT b 5 TE 86 A7 S A5 2 s 2, T R Bk B0l ) Al PR ANAR AL I R 4
AL T B Sk 8 R 28 (packet header anomaly detector, fij FX PHAD)FI N H 2 32 & #41 3ll #% (application layer
anomaly detector, & #X ALAD).PHAD £ 5t W5 ZCPa 655 . W 4% )2 FL 42 ALAD i se WAL e i FH P AT M,
%1 HTTP,FTP 5 SMTP.

LA BB 5 DDoS KLl J5 % FI AR A DU (1) B2 15 4T DDoS Al HH 3L T BRI A4S 00 28 Bk, b T8 vk v A A1)
0T 12 3 e b 5040 0 1% ) R SCR [ 28144 AR 2R DU S 43 2K 45 AT DDoS Muti ki, Ik vh T TCP #1 UDP (1) 4y
AR AT DU B S B R 28 B A T VE R L TE T, 2 B SR F LE R U R AT Bt I TR SR AR B
.

T W B B A B A A e T IR A L, SCRR 2913 R T — ANPRHLEI ) DDoS B R 4,5 1 4k
DDoS Brifarill, 58 2 25k 5 i i iR 1.

115 FEJ- BRI 28 A0 N 22 0

DDoS & Az i, it A £ i 4 b i 56 D 46 12 A% 1 AL B A ), T S50 ) g PR R S2E 1 DAL T B S AR R A R
DDoS Bk (HFiE 2 —.

Eh T M I R TGV SR T A B TR B S AT T L e e B 1) O VR TS v M S ) B A S SCHR (30146
28T AT v 380 s 0 S, LR N S AT AR R AR D ARLER A0 v B 0 4 pAy S0 % PR ARR AAE 20 A, ISR A 18 2 2Rk
SFF(SOM) 1 28 19X 268 %of 5t 1% 4o E BB AT 27 30, 52 7 ) 4% e % A A i 300 50 0, 1 Sl S A6, N0 10 0, AT S0 S i T %
BRSO, I LR 8% e S i o7 280 B A ) e

Passive A5 A% #8141l 3 10 200 G S e A, 7E B e AR W) passive ARG BE AN 7. A T B S I RPN A2, STk
[31]42 L T7E SYN Flood Brah T i1 =340 I 75 vk Bl Pl i 5 Source IP R IR SE S 4 Wi 15 5 A2 T Bk [m) I, 4
RAFAE R A TE R TCP =R T, MR T AER 4= T SYN Flood Btiti fH TCP =i £:v] fiEtH TCP/SYN Flood
Tk 3 301 0] e B P 48 0 2 T 308 T AR AR N B I 5 B IR R — et ik, R IE AR ) TTL AL, {§ Router K
3% TICMP A SR AT ) A8, 21 SR ) ZE 1 %, U0 m] BAAI BT 43 SYN Flood J it b 77 0 4E Mo R U i B LA AR U7 (0 KS 12,
AR AT 7% B ISP A SR AN £, FL Ji DRI 00 I A P 5 B el T 2 TR AT el 2% 5 TR R R ().

1.1.6 K TAT A5 1T

SCHR[3215K H CUSUM J5 35 A6 1 4 o7 % TCP SYN Flood J i R4 AT 4R T = AR T I 58 e 5 . T
DX 73 S Ok 2 ] 5 btk Bo s (SR FH T S0 itk ) O 2t 5 X ik Mo i 2 BE ML Oh 38 M ik B0 >R A T Bloom Filter
R GE vt P bk o3 A 15 150
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DDoS. il A B (B BOMB AR & i T W 2 4 3 AN EBEE, S H AT A A 2 X J5):DDoS
FI Ry Z A Motk ) A TP Mk 2 36 O B0 SR Ik — AN TP Mtk i 224 TP bk, W AN Bl A i R 1%
By 95 R AR S — AN bk @ L 25 i O R 2 AN TP Mok R 4.3 FiAT A BEELAR g B D480 & (threats
interestedness relation, & F% TIR)A AL Gt 5 b bl . H il 3% O 3R47 I /0 2 TIR B, el 1R 5 3 Fh e,

DDoS B ili i e 7 P 4% A ), 1 8 82 1 SR P RR e 1) T T B B o AR R RVARE R 45 4 o
R IEI i 4 B S B DDoS Bl (i H RiAS I, I HL A8 4% YR 1L $KE DDoS J ik 28 48 25 A AP,

EH I TCP 5 HE #8141 3% I8 i) RTT(round-trip time) LA B 5 (1 Ik 1) A0 ¢ 1, 17 0ok T AN L 4 3R 1
HEBS T3 — R AE, 7T A 2% X 43 Brh AN iE 9. Cheng K 8% (spectral) 70 Br, LA — > [l 5 I B2 P9 31055 Ho s 40 3
JEIN TS S (R Th 2R 4555 BE (power spectral density), 1] BAIX 23 B eh i FH A 0.

Yehi it B Bot F2J72E i, HH T Bot 2% AN 5y B 3 o524, BRI G A= e 1) B8k b 8 AH AL, B A A ) 1) B e 2L 2
FA5 RS 5, TS 2 A 0 B A BT R T OV ek v A v B A 0 A AT Ok BEEA RX 4 By
R IE H
1.2 M4&ZEDDoSH 1% Hl

FE TP I A HRE A E, I 45 )2 DDoS BUiki#5 il ml L 43 oA B Y i 4% il (source) « H 1] JZ2 4% il (intermediate)
s AR vt il (vietim or end)FH R B 9 0 26 Bl U ) 285 4 38 46 WA AT 5
1.2.1 Bl s 45

76 B Y it AT ¥a 01, A 08 BH L ek Gt N B T MY, HLAE B Y 8 T traceback R £ B E ML [A)
B, E A A /N, 0 S e b 2% T DA R 0 PR T B T BT ARSI A4 2.

2k 2B I T AL H K R A A A, 1T RN B £ 42 /D D-WARDEP I3 95U H 1) 9 1 b
AR A R AR B EHUAT N 5 OE R AT B R AT R, S A 3 1 AT A ML T e
i EALN AT S A L T R R TE TR A RN 12 DDoS Bl [, i1 ISP Jo ik 8 B iti 4%
Tl % o B, A0 Dt 2 S S W A IR I i
1.2.2 H a2

H ] J2 58 ) S B 43 4 1 €, Traceback A1 Pushback3 25.
1.2.2.1 HhiE)jEid vk

Hh ]2 g T B E A 2 T R R A I S A R S e L P 9 B B Al T A A R PR o

T I R LA T B O VGRS B, AT — 2 S 0 K 0 U5 b ik B O 1 7 72 PI(path. identification) 5 i il 34 4
8517 T T I 1 A% (e SO B B b A 2 s O e B AR ) A 0 B 1 A AR ) 1 B AR b U, D
b A0 BAR AT DLOh & PR b Bk 5 5 RS O 0 280 1 B AR O IR, B 1 S8 0T S e St AN [R], IR T AT 4R i % 1A
HH Db i ok 4. PO N 5 B A L T A 10 8 1 % 340 b BIOHR 40 5 PR 40, 91 L P& — Foft 6 o 20 (1) 4% 5 S & . Stackepi
iR R e T PR 3R T Stack-Based hiic 77 F1 Write-Ahead 550, k4 T 78 5 i tH 28 R A AL
PR I B R 3R  T 1k e

7E DDoS Hili K AE I, 137 e vh #3047 9 5 42 il R 2 —Ff i L% DDosS 2 il S A8 2k & A i e e H
P 1) % s o 2 s A R s 2 B e o SR T A R 5 3 B s B B v ) OO R A LRI T K
2 Max-Min S0, I FLREU T R W4 ] 5 s 2 45 4 38 0 1 i 2 4.

BT E LI 2 P8 1 — AN SUE T IC VR R R 0 I 45 1 K AN RN B 4 AR 0. SRR [42)1 R0 H 3 A T A
PR S IDS AR ) 2% JRIER AR DL, 2% 1DS 22 8] 652 i 455 J= 3500 DR 100 A I A4 S 4 X iR O R AT U = L, IDS
] )75 R OB 1R 77 QT 0 R st 31 (1) A 12

76— 5 I 8] P9 9t e 3 — % B A S0P B Sk A B AE G vl B8 & — s MU AR T 78 B0 R AR N, K 2 1 O 3 i |
2 GG & AR FE T X BB, Packetscorel R F UL 023 A5 T S 08 £ A v, R A VA R T ST A R
R UING5 HH 10 B v B, D00 25 3 000 A 5 32 mT £ 1 J2 S B, B % A 00 6 Db i il DDoS i i i (H XS
BT I A v AL e LA TR v R R e S A ) SR v otk P e LA A s R AR
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TR Power-law 47 1, (5 15500 35 950/ (19 186 e 2% 39 1 3 908 K58 20 Y 288 it 1. SC R [44 ]2 T3 — e 1 2
T T A8 ) o0 A A E 0 9B T AR T 28 JE R T B e 8 110 A X D R P T

ION(indirection-based overlay network)% sk i # Jo ik SKER & 7 i 1032 $e 45 ST X 4% B8 440 8K ), B0k 5 mT
DA FH 3K — 4% AP 0 i 0 1o (10 D 4 4 AT Bk, S I 0ty H 1) 77 3 X — 55 8, 28 7 g ] DU — L6 ) 4%
A (B Eh ) MR AT i A Tk R O T A o 4% Y s B LR P (1, AT TV R 3 1 1 48 1Y s AT B
[ Iy 70 2 7 i FH 1T R () 3EAT Session PR, 9 AU A LR AIE 5 B W 78 1D 250 7 o 208 R, X6 A B AT 11 78 1 73 o, 25 5 L 4
P B AT S E AR

W T/ R A L SCBLA R BRI JE LLA ZE ISP Py S S R YE Ot — Rl e s g 1), L vk
Lo LI T R T, B PR AT 52 2% 1Rk 308 5K W6, ] IF B 060 3 4 iy T 00 % R 98 2K 52 B K B v S T8 A A v e v 1Y)
M AR T B A I Mots B AR U, BLACAHIE DU 5 NI G RO F 1 58 T UE J5 BB N FL IR 199 7R B £ 1 .

FE— AN 08 R A BN T ok KR R LA 01 408 30 Y R b 2 04T PR Backwork-Propagation A1 On-
Off 45 il 5K I Rt % S 2 TR AV 1T P 2 T 46, 06 & A T 4 ol B % 488, 3 MG U 7 st I B SR Bl Py 42 1) o
TTAEA 52— P Im) 1) BRI S e, AN UL e 2R AR X 43, AN RO B YA e DR T AN e A U DR AP B VR U A

B 397 Bot 57 A2 g, PRI i B0, Sk 38 A A ) RO AR P ARG L e A A (), B0 i 1 B89 B L AR k. S
HR (48R FH H 0o Jor B0 ) 0040 A0 300 AT 228, 70— 8 1 BR S BE 2 3 BBl X 261 H (b Bk (%) TP SR ACAH 7 B kAT
SRR BN AP B  HOAE ) BUERHE, IR R AEAE 45 Netflow HEAT I 383 77 VE AN SR 78 T e 4 28 i 7
MR B R AE B R 0 ks
1.2.2.2 Traceback

Traceback 1% s £ T o & 2E I B % a0 B 9 A U5 Hh bk, 5 HL ] 1 200k i 403 i R 0ok 1 5 T B e O s
Hihil: DDoS Brki & 4 I, 5 T Traceback 5 W, B KUk = A UARE £03R €0 5 47 % e 28 b5 1, w] LA ar A 45 B0 80 B i &
T (9 8 b 2, AT S A 0t Bk bk B B SE AT LE T L A SR TR AT L SRS Dl U 2 I O L AR I, I
i EHLFF 2 AN R — N B AR R B 0, I A AR B AR VR BN R TE T W B4 b ) — A AR A
o 8 B, B 4% B R eV E L

Advanced Marking Scheme 1 Authenticated Marking Schemel®*VEL 47 %A 1 1% 45 Al % rh1 2% T4, 76 AR
DDoS Briti T T3R8 FLAG B B B AR AL 3 T H 5 TT 85, [ ] 3 470 A 2 R A et DR O i o i L B B A% ) B — A
% Hh 28 4 Mo B 23 46, Authenticated Marking Scheme 1 865 (R IE HoAl % i #8029 H o k.

IR T VRS T AR R B AT b B e S T T RS A O R 2R 1 B AR (R e T s L YR e i O T
VI R DRI AN B8 SIS S0P L5 b Bk (1) 38 BR 2K TG A5 (19 TP Traceback J7 VA% H T R #% 42 73 2§ WL 1l (source path
isolation engine)SZ I T % Y ki ik (9 368 5251 [] i SR I Bloom Filter 50, KK BRI T P9 721 FE. Yu 25 AR $2
TP TR A RIEAT traceback 7 VAP AR T BOTT I VAR08 vH 2% A T8 40 A5 0 10 T U1 &5, 358 T DI R A1 R 24
AR V5 4 SRS DU B A RS I B BT e, VU S 16 LU B e 2% A0 LR S 2 S R I L e A
R, E BB Beiti B bR A% 07150 A 0 I b B 60, ok FM Bl B AR, T A SR H T AR o0 A 0 1R et
P % 14D B8, DRI 38 T B00H 0 A 3 1) — S8 S, W T T R 59 AR S R ARG T A AR AR A T EOT
B RGE AZTT A R AE T A ROk K E % DDoS Bt
1.2.2.3 Pushback

£ PushbackUHSE g 7 Boiti & 2B I, 0l Beets H ks &t Pushback {7 J8, 30 403045 30T 46 1 s I 7280 N WL B, O
HE— 25K Pushback {5 845 45 I U 1% 1 2% 401 M 38 VA% 4% Pushback 175 8, 58 B 26 i 45k B — AN 28 02 0
FEAEEEE T 2 ANt 2%, KRR VR e i ke 11 B — A s 1, 0 JI0 ¥ M A ) BB S o DA R RO — N 8 pR R 0 —
5 T, G SR B R % B S o A A AT I TR S i S S 0 28R AR A, LR e S K Ay 8 ke R
Pushback!™* 5 WA 65 13 5 A il 81, 32 M 3 o S000 A0 4T v, bk U 38 e 0 88 40 A 50 (05 S, mT A A 258 b 3 )
Bl I it o i 3% B Pushback 5% fE % A R0 U8 B0t i &, (R A A iR i i, A L 7R T TRk AR il B s b i
Bl Ok 18 - I ol g Mo 2 A
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1.2.3 Bl R il

Y o A ity 47 1) 2 gt 37 20 (17) 47 S 45 e, 6 08 S A 000 M R A1) o R el i B A s e A B B B LR SR A

ot U7 ) b b P 90 R R AT AR U — 2 AL 0 4 s v B A 20 I U AT O R U AT g RO
TUAREAN i ) 2k 9 60, T8 26, 5 5 A 2 b R AT bG8, M 30 T A5 - ), 42 Y8 PT84 IR 45 I [ HE BA, 7T
S5 S TN R4 %) IR 55 B 1) S0 B SC R[S 6 10 68 et 180 1 11 TP by ks AT 8 kg, BEL 1 00 b N R 4, [ W 0 3k
2R SR I A B 0 0 2 T bl EAT BR AL, (R B ISR FH - Syn Cookie 72X H W Oy it il

Xt ANy H AR5, T 199 4% 1 A2 N 4 00 52 DR i A TR — A I B A 4 ) TTL — M S i s i 7 iy
W ihi 38 TovE SR B 0 Bk 5, IR T O s 5 G0k B et B bR i, TTLAE 5 1E 345 DU RF 8k Y2, ol gl e —
A C 28 1P 7 W Bk 70 B0k i A I AR e B0 4508 A i TTL (38 JR W) 4h TTL, A W HE 5 77 5914 TTL {H
R, PR AT Dk 36 204 £, 1.

Low-Rate DDoS FI H T TCP #3138 AL (1) I R REAE, 6 75 & A8 R 2 (0 il 60, Bt LU R B ik RTO BEALAL 732
i TCP PpiL T AL IS 7] Bl HLAL DS T4 2 B84 Low-Rate DDoS F I8 7 25 S &b 25 190 248 (AR 25 JE 3R B Low-
Rate DDoS B [ il B %, th fig #iHT Low-Rate DDoS M. XK [S91i iT 15 5 4b B J5 ¥ 73 At Low-Rate B i FH
TEH Vi R, KL Low-Rate DDoS Ui 7EARARE il 73 A8 . 2 T3 Re A1k, w] X PR 5080 60 10 AT SRAT 40 A,
RILBHFF & Low-Rate DDoS Byt R Rk, W% JL kAT 1 8.

FEC Tk S A i T A 5 3R (1] TCP A A 1 WIN %2 7 ity 1047 7 f5 42 1) OO0 T 3 50 7 oy 4 8 JE A 1 I B -
A b AR e 2263k 26, T B o 2 LU0 4 R e K g g & 3l Bt TR Tt ks i 4 2R 1 194 5L, R 8 T 2 AR R AN AR
T8 3 77 v, e 8 X 4y B LA IE 5 2 .

ot — AN RS B8 10 =, LART U i) A P AR A R £ BRIV B AE DDoS KA, i 86 T P R AR R 4% B s AT At
HRA ok KL T 57 30 TP ) 3 35 7 v (history-IP filtering)JE T-3% — Jt 3N M4 1F 3 17 v Y5 bt a1 0 PR A0 R AH 2
MEE AL T IP Mk B 1 3 AR RIS 30 & 0 AT i S b BV UK. 7E DDoS Brali R A= B 4K 35 1P Hihil 51
i SR IR 55

Serwadda 2 AWF5T T 7E 2 Fh DDoS Jriki T2 Il 25 %% . ¢ by 2175 5K U J3E SR A7 A VR R B O % T A%
W b SR B B e B S5 .

1.2.4  HHIAR SR AP

I UL TR 2 7 IR I ik = 56 22 A AR (AT R I A8 7,38 & DDoS B I ke AR 1) S5 R R B R %2
AR B SR BT 0 X 25 4R R &5 1, BE B A3 R 3 = o6) DDoS Mo (193 96 B8y, 5 fe 9% BH 1L 32 4% DDoS Mt
HIRA.

Wit 2 AT LA — 28 1o 2 B30 i T o 3l B i, DAL ) Mo e AR M e Bt B A TE VA 32 IRAR Y i LY
FHR X Bk & TCP SYN Flood B Al 4, B i (fragmented packet). D i YR b i DDoS B J& o5 — Rl oA F B iU
TR Bk 150 7 R0 T2 P 4% DG 2 S0 I Yk S PR R R R O AR T — 2 s e PR L LR
56 2 AP A B WAIE S5 PR AR 551, 8 R SYN Cookiel®, 58 it TCP 3% 52 5 FHZ (IR %5

Trr SR R ) K U b b 1) B, ) B A A 4 ) B E R X — 28 DDoS B AR K Hb AR e 9 4% 1 22
AP AR Y T, B I IR B Ll AN e R AR US4 ) s A U ik %) I 8 .SAVE(source  address validaty
enforcement procotol) 130t %11 5% rh #% — AN HOHE 40 B B AR A5 L6001 oy st 7 VMl bk #5206 1 0 % T #5842 (5 R
2,56 5 b Tk 0 ST M AE R I 4 9T 2 2 3 BUE R 40 B 42 A8 B I SAVE 4 5 B R AN i B I B A AR S A
KA IR R I SSAVE  J7 ¥4 W F6 46 1h 48 X 1) v 5 68 ) 78 194 44 A7 B30 T, £ 53 il il 45 s o 43040 00, 1) B et

DDoS Brili B T AT AT ML, 0T ELAEAT AT I i 170 A A H A R 126 B0, G SR 28 7= o 06 25 5049 L8 A5 % W
AU AT A5 24 B 1k DD oS Uik O0 Hig 45 % 45 VAT 25 7 ity B AR A R 250 i £ B 0 v 48 A 4 L, A V2 6 Y 040
TTEM 2% 3P4 B O B AT Gy R 0, 06 % e RV i . (7] I, IR 4528 B P B AT 3 Sk A vE PR IR IR itk
VR AT TE W 45 BT JE R S R AT AT R )8 S T M A s v SRR D AT BRI AN AL
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ITS(implicit token scheme) il 44 {4 15 Token >k %8 5 Kcdh 4 (¥ FL 527 Token f5 BV L7 T 408 4 10348 43
FRL YR EE . TTL. 1P 46, LU T4t (¥ % b #8545 8. 35 31 1E A Token [ 400H A0 4 54 & 21 H A5 Huhik, i 4% 45 |F
% Token H)H sl Perimeter ¢ (4% 25 70 ITS X % 7 i 78 W, AN 75 B8 COLA B0 080, 68 B b 488 (00 3 ST 4 AN
LA TR

U] A A5 v AR B0 TR A R SRAT R AP I M B2 53— 28 DDoS Buiki (1 Ak JE % 1° Rewire & —Fh
Survive Overlay 2870 (1) 5 2% 45 ), BE A% A ) 4R 00, IR 56 TN H 2 PE e SR s A TR Sk H P 5 IR 45 25 1) 1)
e DR UE IR 55 28 A0 T P R 40w 1R B8 R 9% Rewire SHEBT T BERLPERE . R4S M READ R0E 1, JF H A BAR A o
HE R

SMARTIT 578 0 D00 5% 4 2% 95 4 30 e 88 5 AR 0 1) 0 P (A% ol B A2 6L ), o L 0 0 4% ol 0O DA UE A R,
B E AR IR B R ALV A SR SEIXS DDoS Braki it i ik s Bty BEL 1 E AR T, M 4% R e 45 K AT AT AN B AT B
T2 F Bk 1 e 07, i HRE O Oy it ik e 9 BT B 9 2 44 3R 45 0 RE EEN LA Y 4 EAT BOR IAE ISP
TEHEATROR AN, RIS R SR AE VRSl 57 i AN IR 55 25 i 5114 A1 2R 0 00 7 L 1EAT 18 o5, DRV T, 395 1) T 48 4 &
SR — B A 1T 2 L A, 37 2 19 45 1 R 5 e A 0] B I I b s 0 TR SRR ) SR L S — P AL
P AR A

2 [ /= DDoS M4 il Fn iz )

2.1 [ FZDDoSHKFH &M

5 M %% )7 DDoS BUdiAN [F], % 1 )z DDoS BU i 71 M 2% )2 2 B IE &, 24 1 k9 2% J2% DDosS B iy ksr 77 vk A H
TN H/Z DDoS Hili, 75 B MM JZHEAT 20t Ak . % )2 DDoS Briti S By In] it & KR EE 4 N, 5 Flash
Crowd " g AR ALY FH 2 DDoS Bl (I 5% 3 B2 4 4] [X 43I 1 4.

Flash crowd F1% H] /2 DDoS B HA 1~ JL s A AU

e 7E Flash Crowd & AEH, N E\HLHE Cluster R HH L, 111 DDoS B, 2 thHLUK =B 1 Hh ik Cluster;

e £ Flash Crowd I, 55 1E U il AH EE R34S P 00 B2 AR 375 SR #5022 /1 T DDoSS I A2 K

e Flash Crowd {115 10 #uhik 43475 AN 335,17 DDoS Koy i, 7 ) ik 43 A Lb #2355

o FESCAFU KUy 1, Flash Crowd I #¢i# K SCF 5 Zipf-like 434, 1ff DDoS It M4 s 7E /B .

#T Document Populairty K] X 43 ] 2 DDoS B Ml Flash Crowd”",Flash Crowd Xf N [ Aggregate
Access Behavior 0] W44k, 1M DDoS i W 485 18 5 % KR B ot Ab, 18E 5 I 5 [ 77 ¥ (variation metric Al
bheattacharyya metric)th 1] 5K [X 4> DDoS Hifi fil Flash Crowd!’?l.

2.2 [z ZDDoSHKE = Hl

N2 DDoS B 2 il I 5T 32 BEAE o 75 e X 43 Mo it FH I 5 9, 3200 D T I0 0 T i Gl
Ui & 5 BT 15 14T b BB )AL TAT 9 A (W U7 vk,

221 FEFIKARBIE

Pl TRV A7 X o 0k 2 R U e 2 b S P RS L A b S AR, 7 B LN L A 5
AR B fig g, R T R CAME A DX 53 T AR B SRR A A S T U7 1) R IR 4548 B IE R U7 i) N T DX 43 I
Uy Iu] 2% ALk Robot, SCHR 7411 5% FH B R K5 325, W47 9 BRI AR 745 31 % 7 3, 43 BT 2 15 0 bR B 30 58 1 0
F AT a5 RIS, 438 P (R 0 1) 38 SR 2 15 44 1E 5 0 Y AT B, I T IE 5 I8 2 Yu 75 CAT J7iE %
fifh VSR T Bl K48 DDoS it (1) Heimdall 4544, 754k 1 CAT J7 b ik it B R A5 1A 2 A5 B4R
ST — P B R DA T vk R A s 3R B T Moy B b b B B bRk A R i R I S 56 I 45 S R 0k B v () g
FH 4 E FE W B0 HE 420 SRS, TR B ER 28 I AN 37 BIHRAT 18 SR 3 K, T A 45 18 SR ki 385 R 16 I, 4 SR SR ke
BB 5 RGN, AN Ay LE U7 ) 2K 3% 0 SR A g i e H AR (BT H AR, 2R 58 RGN WA T 7 . 5 v TR
RORHEIN T B 2% b (v B 640 3 FUW RS54 o % Eh 2 % P2 i 3 75 AT 15 .
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SCHR[76142 H —Fl Speak-up J5 VA KL N H JZ DdoS. 5 LAFE BFAK B it 2 5091 55 B 34 17 4 fig 1 it vk
Ji A R Speak-up 7 VELL T 7 7 S B RS R Bk 2 Ok T Ak B AR 1 B AR 8 R R R K R
RNt I H o AR 0 Goxt sk 28 145 ), BT DA R 08 184 0 R 308 2 (1) 38 D G L P 3k e D s e A X
A EVE VT ) RIS AT A .

222 FEFAT B PUN J5 ik

Vet O b i 5 B R e A i, 5 TE 5 U I R0 AR B 0t 9 22 ) 5 0 S PR AR U7 R i 3 — 1R i T i %
DDoS B A1 Flash crowd ¥ ff X ).

EETE RSN T8 RIS ORI 15 H A6 AT A6 G 1) 4 B 8 D7 3% 3 /N Al FH T~ X 43 1E 8 U7 inl 47 4 Al
FEFFAT M BHEAET, Oikonomou 25 A T I A7 M ABE7E, F oK X 43 Beidi Bot FIIE % i 1) 4

Ranjan %5 A M5 Session 1257 4145 Session # 3L % . Requests (1% K4 % H1 Requests 153K 4 R4
BYR B9 #E, 0 H JZ DDoS Biti 4 b Request flooding X ii+ asymmetric workload X i Fl repeated one-shot
i T IX 3 B i R T — b Session R BERE T BRI AR Session I BE SR /NIEAT I KL R M EGVEH P
AT AR L T R 40 H &SR SRIGE KA CPU. 7 B8 LA K W4 4% 45 PR I8 (R HE I R Gt H & A 5 345,98 AL
TR A% AT BE T 5, JC32: S I SR A T it = 1 5 Vi .

SCHR[80T4E A 22 Ml S i A0 W B AR Ay RS 22 b 8 F 2 B0k, i SQL ¥ N &b X i+ i 45 % 7 vk LAUIR 5%
2 H A& N VB SR A B R B0 M VR X A AT T (B B A 6 B A JZ DDoS B EAT A ;3
B UL E AR NHEAT 23 8T, BRI T 12 7 2 I R FH Y

Yu 25 A\ 454 K-means Clutering 5 7 #0175 ¥ Offense 75 vE IR ) Brali 3B, 33 € 3 ] 2 DDoS ¥l 8
ZITVETCEA RS M 1) B = DDoS Uit

Xie Ze NHEH T —FhIE T FH P S0 S AT 4 (0 e 5 5 K I AR U Web T 14 B 245 4 145 2% Cache i FH
T SRR N, SR F TR S 2R AT SR AR 2 i 3l 45 4 i 0 26 B 1 P U TR0 AT SR an R — AN P IR UG I AT R S T OE
W BIAT D REAE, U Sk b FH P Ok Bk g S UV AN SR TR TN GR R SR d AR L K, B B R A i .

1 2255 NSET B2 DDoS Bk i sk (14 e 77 AP 8 2 DDoS Meidi oy 5 2K, 40 Wi ot He i 17 R )2
DDoS Hrili<siifi 5 1E U ) 2 1% AN [R] 2 Ak, B8 T U5 10147 2 J 1 R0 4 13 S i S A B0 6 T S o P S ) R g Ay
BRI H Jt DDoS Bili 23 16, 9 40 4T 7 WA K SRS (FCFS . e/ 5724 FE A 56 A1 Round Robin) b5 5 B A5 4
g5 & i R e I DTV R TR IR 45 2 A0 SETIN B H 2 DDoS B 23 1l i ), HB A BRAK 1 v 5 4.

3 IEHIRREILIRFIR KR AR

3.1 REIERBE AL E = H SRR 53 7 AR
Tl Y5t i 47 1 2 6 A SO U BT AE B 1 1 A B 2% R N DBl A A o R 5 A R
Fia Bl E 1) 7 o] k0 AT 3o 8 (SR K B Y5 B AN Ji T A o 5% 003 S e o s AR AT T ), B e A
3L KA AL T 1) A VAR R 55 5 3 A0 A6 145 3R AT IRAG V1K) 72 7 i A4+ i 326 00 0. Bk 05 2 71 10 DA o
5T, BE 8 B K B R b P AR 5 i 16 35, 4 Tty Bt 0 08 N 1 o i gl vl A B AT 42 1 ) I, 80 ) o B 8 5 A
5 2 FCAS AT 30 5 i b 25 RO E A, 1T ISP I8 i RS S0t F) 42 o) v 3 i, B8t o 42 1 A A A 026 59 Mt )
IS 0] 52 0 ks A A T BORANER
W 2 T 2 PR R AR SRR TR, bR R T B e e B [T R U O e A R AT R g
AN U, BEAE J0 ok it 2 IR BTy e iy s BRI (K 8 A7 i JLSR 51
o I R U R R A S AR G R T B p T T R AR R U A PR A L T T RE A AR AR 5
S AN AE T Bk X Bt i B R VAU B, O VA A R B ik
o LTI UL L (10 S U A A B o 2R R R T e R R AN VR PO A DB S R UG
T PR AT B[R] 0 0 9% G T v D SR B 0, EL B A BRSO A ek R R, LA R AE T S AL B

Bk,
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o Ui REEWITIIEL pushback S ZER I HH BUety J5, R0 ety HOAR (106 Hy#s 1) _E 307 i o At i B
Al B, i e o 8 X U AR AT 1, B A S A e e A T A PR .

T G 0 P it RS 08 280 A5 00 3, B8k 2 i 42 T e 5 AL UL ) 190 46 2 e v o MIBIL A K4 Jeg - T ks 2 i 4%
1,415 K 3 . Syn Cokie 5. Sty £ s 47 il g 0% S B S 2% 042 b AL (L e 7 Mt 28 ml ) P o R B st e K
Tk H AR REA 0 T 5805, I HL 0 AR R I, B ok iod 8 8 A AT s o e B0t F) b 2 RO H A e 55 4%
(K3 D4 £ 7, DR T I8 ok 25 42 S0 5 AN L 6 68 KRR B o F6) A 232 1 g

1N 3 TR L B A A P AR

Table 1 Comparison between control mechanisms of different positions

R L TR SR 1 FL R

TR TSR T B
R R i e &
WEA UL 2 S T R
oy | FERATBOE LA, | A S A A, X,
A e e BB BRI ) | etk
KA ﬁ%ggﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ GUISP G | A AR

A LA L B Vg s 42 o 7 238 O PR i Y ik DDoS B AT 54 1R 75 8 280, TG N 2 i Ak 22 (#
i 77 2 A I E T A VR AR A T VA AR B2 (3 8 Bt 2 i 4 7 2 T AR AR A T L R R
P R R D Ak L SR S, B AR 2 1) e BT 15 1 0 SR R, A7 AR A O 28 U R 2 e i vk LA R I 4 o
77,07 LKL 3 8- 2 Bt (8 2 4 SRR B A AR AR, AN B 5 J A0 R J3E 4 1, FLOR DR384 0 771 1 J2 % e 8 ¥ TF B 44
BEAR, 6 5L ISP [FHL & A fe A5 LS.
32 HETHUR. RREBEBEFEABL

32,1 HETHR

PR K (0 D 2 A L AN WA K A 0% A AR AN T 388 T £ B8 11 2R 9 3 IR 500 A 4% R RS AS BB K
U1 conficker B )7 ¥ 4% i) EHLAURE SO B T T 07 9, 41 8 b, 078 32 7T 48 0 K s S0 e 5k %% 10G 1) DDoS Bt
Y KA [ 2ok 38 6 DDoS R B 46 1 ¢ Ak S AR FR A ) R AT PR SR H T 0 R A shrew
DDoS Hiti Fil 3 F J22 DDoS Bk 7 A 1) 2% 2 R K1 i T Bk 3ok 908 100 o 55 b 9 o ) 2 AR 77 P 0 [ Bk

A5 B0k R W 7 T o A0 A e VR B A i A L A e A P A UK 5, LS W A R i /A BB i
T 2RI A A RS I AR AT VR R R L B T T B B R R (K A U T B LA 3 T S R O
Rt 22 B0 I (AR I 3%, 4 Choi 25 A 32 H i — T DDo'S 155 A 75 184 3 3ok %2 ol A L 9l &K 9 DDoS B,
W C&C M4 asfn B LR B I B8 B MR 7 WSS A % TAERXT 2R B iml &7
TG 2H.

TE Bt b 98 7 T, > AT A A PR SO A i 4 ) S 52 SR RR R v R BRI, G vk K A
DDoS Bt ik 8 1) %2 sk S vify 2 1) S s 2 2252 B 0t I L nF B0 S iy bl e 1 A AN LA A 1 e i s
T J2 Tok 38 A T () R Tk SRR PR ARG T AN B BN AV B X s A G SR AR R T T
6 FH 2% AT B 7 AH T TR 0 488 4 2R A T A X AT K IS TR ISP R B AT R K I B[R I, K
TEAF UM 0 ity R R 55 24 it 1 0 5 A L b SR AT A% o, DR v ol AT
322 AkR BRI AR

KM DDoS 4 il 75 e WA W RARRE . ST IEMERPE. KRR AL ELRE 552 T i R 2.

BN i 1) e A B 4 0 T E ST 0 0 BR 4, AS i 2% Ak B K 9 R ) DD oS Bk, il {6 T 2 4 8 DDoS 1 3§
P BRI R A BB R T S 8 AR $ e T E G B R RR I R s AN B AT B B R D
A SR FH L 378 W o SIS 6 AN T 1) ISP P 350 38 I 375 0 v o0 70 B0 A I i T R 28 AT 20 6 B U A N
PRI VL O MR T U AR Y 8 U HEAT [RIE.
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A B RS 7 TR, h - B0 A R 2R, A 5 v R ) 8% S R A L, ek R A DR A B v I R
£ R CATEAT S 2R 8350 8 (1 22 4 R 46 vl 80 B0 A 00 RV R 428 Ty e, A 0 80 A A B 7 AT O S S )
BT BT )21 DDoS iy R4k %, if DDoS i I8 R LM T Ui R ARG . Mo BvE A . Bk v
B B [P A, K R A R G o HR /IS Xl AT 350 97 K 0 5 ) 4% 42 4 T 4%, IR DDoS - M i g
RG] LR E T )2 3T DDoS Bri kil 75 &I DDoS Bt 5 #ff & Bk B b

TE Y T 55 5 T, b 3 SR W TG 2000) LA ) 2% 45 1 04T IR FE 48 2, DDoS Brili o i 5 G vt 9 4% H 7 3% B, I
28 F1 P TEARR LA TR B ASURT S R I AT 46 0450 6 A6 ISP T DDo'S T i A I A Mg o 7% 8 1k 90 LA 22 45 IR 45 (1 T
REMAERRL. 1/ W, S5 EF ISP TFHEMY] . ME BB XN RS

¥k 13k DDoS ¥ 1l R 45, = B an T H AR Pk ik

1)  DDoS Btiki 8B BA . M Hi O 1 DDosS Kl F1is J8 A A £ 0] 3 — B AT 28 284,01 Syn flood 4%,

7£ DDoS B J A I T [T 7L 55 2.

2)  UETEVLRL. L RIE IR RGN H % R R AR ) A8, B S I KB T bR A o R KR
WAL R VE RGN ALK AN DDoS Bkt (K68 1, e % A7 2005 e 5 A 2 B 1 Bk k= e A
G 2 A SR, 5 R U R S AL AR A L.

3)  EFRET TR H AR DDoS Budi kil U %2 4 i & AR B R G 0VE K BB AE Bl T
P it 12 A8 A R I DDoS Bt A fif 1R TG [ 52 AWl H A5 DDoS 3 38 R HiT 4 75 4 U 3 DDosS Bt 5, i i
HTJE I E 484k I DDoS Biiti H #7772 76 H A5 DDoS Buitiid i (1 o5 — AN B2 ) {

4y B iR AR R A s i ek U R AR R 6 BBk S 1 A 9 A B B T B AN TR e, B
T TR P e P e R AR A T A R R BRSO T LA R K R R R 2, TR E B
1R B S R ik,

4 LERIE

P& vF B 222 A R R DDoS Bl 14 s (1 18 A 280 10 7 25 S B R kA 2R Gt TR T, B 19 45 2
AV % R AT, e T A AT I R R AR R GBI L 1 L 2R 13 17 sk /1 DDoS Bt & A [ FIAR.

DDoS i A& 24 R H. 1B M 22 4 i) B B 22 g 2 — A K B T 9 - B0 72 AR AT 2 R4 5 it A S
¥ DDoS Bt 43 49 M 4% )= DDoS Bk #IN H = DDoS Kk 7E Mb Al A48 71X P52 DDoS Bk (14 il A4 il
JiE S HT T %28 DDoS Bl il B L Z 4k, 3550 BT T 2457 DDoS Buili B AR, 8 H T 3 98 R G0 R ke i i Jé
JE SRR ¢ 1 ARk . 0 28 e % HE 2 [ A 03X — ) ) D& AA A,
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