A2 1SSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software,2015,26(3):663-679 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.004516] http://www.jos.org.cn
O R Bt A0S T AL A7 Tel: +86-10-62562563

BT B S SIES RIS 4T

gmet, T #Y o 2

YA R IENURE S TR BTN B 211189)
20T IR TN 45 H R TS S 5 VTN R 211189)
WARFER: 24, E-mail: Ihmiao@nijnet.edu.cn

W OE: 45 W ¥ F 354 (Internet background radiation, 4 #% IBR) 2 —#F £ oy A&, Cak ) 2 A T Mk ofad 32
ARG BER T AL IBRIRI X— — W P & GG AR AR L6 A B 5t e S GBI 69 56 9%, B b 3% 1 —FF AR
EATR L FRIR IBR 9 Bk iZ AR A FRENE . & RAedTh 3 33X 3 MEA, LS8 E A MUK BRGE AT I 45449 P
A IBR AT —F @, C R KR T RiEFIbifoiE i ibdb 69 IBR 73 LA 69 4 F RiE s bk 64 50k R ) 1K,
B —7 @ E R R ARG AR B T KT IREMNITAF I SN GEA TR LR, ZBRESZH VF
MK A2 2 A N2 93%4—FF £ 990% 1A b B ad 44 FikiE A B —ANAA 29 128 7 AN IP Mk #4935 4T W 25 K S A A BT
ZIEATR % T 4 IBR AT T A7 4 R 27,0 -5 A RHIE T 70%0A LA AAA IBR X —I L 5| AL A0 K AF
RGEE FE BTN ZLENEHHN TELTRNLY IBRIATERNSGZLFEBETIRT Y EEER.

FEREIR: RAFR R AR R E R 8 R IBR 5 W 44 R M

PEESES: TP393

gl M B, T M B AT W ST SRR I SR E S 43 BT R 2 41, 2015,26(3):663-679.  http://www.jos.org.cn/
1000-9825/4516.htm

B3 5| F#%30: Miao LH, Ding W, Yang W. Extracting and analyzing Internet background radiation in live networks. Ruan Jian
Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2015,26(3):663-679 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4516.htm

Extracting and Analyzing Internet Background Radiation in Live Networks

MIAO Li-Hua'?, DING Wei*?, YANG Wang"?

!(School of Computer Science and Engineering, Southeast University, Nanjing 211189, China)
?(Key Laboratory of Computer Network Technology in Jiangsu, Nanjing 211189, China)

Abstract: Internet background radiation (IBR) is a type of unproductive traffic which has been used for years in the network security
and management fields. Traditionally, IBR can be obtained by darknets. Nevertheless, the deployment of darknets typically requires large
dark address blocks which are hard to acquire and also potentially detectable and avoidable. To address the issue, this article proposes an
algorithm to extract IBR from raw traffic in live networks. The algorithm is based on the notions of grey spaces, one-way flows and
behavior learning and has a better performance than previous work. On one hand, the algorithm obtains IBR destined to both inactive
addresses and active addresses, resulting a lower missing rate compared with algorithms based on inactive addresses. On the other hand,
the algorithm employs a behavior learning mechanism. Although the metric “recall” decreases slightly, “precision” increases from about
93% to above 99% in contrast to algorithms based on one-way flows. After applying the algorithm to a live network consisting of about
1.28 million IP addresses, the study analyzes the extracted IBR from several aspects. Results show that more than 70% of the inbound
flows are IBR flows in the past two years’ data samples and this should draw enough attention from related research. Finally, several cases
suggest the important role the live networks’ IBR traffic plays in the network security and management fields.

Key words: Internet background radiation; grey space; one-way flow; IBR classification; Internet threat
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IR 19 15 5% 48 4 (Internet background radiation, fij B 1BR) 5 K £ 175 =K 19 84 1) 3% & (unsolicited one-way
traffic), & J& — i G i £ (unproductive  traffic), 3 2 W7 76 T BRI 0 e 121 g ol ol S 2 fy 49 0 6 248 i 45 e ki
(denial of service, &k DoS)HJ i i) HUH (backscatter) . 19 4% 4 £ 4L 5 T B 45 2 7T g 2 S50 1BR (A3 B
I, IBRJE: P 45 2 4 01 ) 28 457 B S At 5 AU AR AT 0 {8 1 23 BT 08 U5
Fr A IBR AR SRHF 5T 350 56 T S0l B0 ds AL S0 1 1BR it & 38 U 346 22 4 ] IS M kit 25 1] (dark address space), Bl A&
A FH 7 1P Mkl 73 i) BT 255 2 45 b #5345 (1 22 45147 :CAIDA [¥) UCSD Network Telescope!!. 25 [H %5 Bl K22 1)
Internet Motion Sensor(IMS)[®!, gl 1 5é /2 K 2% 2 it 38b 73 12 1) Internet Sink 22 45 (R iSink 2 28)11#1 Cymru [ BA
fKII5s 59 35 H (darknet project)™, ix 44 Z G5 1567 T 1P Hudil e U5 AH X 78 2 1) 35 [
%7 UCSD Network Telescope #fi3k 1) IBR %i & ,Moore % A K £ 2003 4F 12 JJ4H%} SCO HEUK—k
DDoS Hifi. 2003 4F 1 J K1 Slammer 5t LU 2004 4 3 J f#7 Witty i d15-2%: Dainotti 25 A K31 %) 2011
A R IBUYA AU DR 3 S ) 35 B R R B NP P9 2 v T S 920 BT T 2000 AR G 22 DA S I AR b 5 0T ) 4% it 12 it 3
(¥ 5% w2112 I IMS R 3R IBR ¥, Bailey % A& Bl T Blaster i dt. Bagle J5 [ 1374 SCO 4347 i
i 55 Bt A e A g E S LB T AR R TR IBR I S AR .
A FH B 3R IBR 3t 122 77 ¥k 19 e KR 3AE - BT SRR R 3 0 58 A 6 LI IBR It i, 46 B0 7 Thi Al mf
DA AL 20 A i B AL AN J7 v AR A A W S 0 0 B, 2 A (L) o B R 0 4 g 1) R TR I ) A S
PSS K IR bk 2 1) 14, b 165 ) 2R GOk 2 40 P /8 K/ (G b ik e K AE 1P i B R 6T [ 2 16 bt DX AR A R 0
(2) IXSLIRT R M b1k 2 [ S 0, KRR AE AT i, BE G X S8l A OB A5 b JA0IBe, 78 1BR Wi P A Y B E
RIS ) SO 90 2 P R A A T A 2 2 b T T 3K S 165 ) b ik 3K T AR B A N ) A HE RS I I BT SR AS 1 1BR 3
5 SR AT 45 K IBR I I (K45 1k R0 A 4 7 R K 1) i 22,
1E17 /%% (a live network™! or production network™®) & Szl 1 b () 199 2% 1 5 2 4t oA T A ) 5, i
HhE U2 N N Jitee: Traffic(N) B BEASASARAS 19 F 4 IBR Ji i (£55: 1BR)AIEE IBR it (775 :NonIBR)# X,
I Traffic(N)=IBR(N)UNonIBR(N), 5 1, IBR(N)~NonIBR(N)=. a1 5 N 215, 1] NonIBR(N)=@; % N £Liz 47
2%, NonIBR(N)=J.
UEAESR B HHEAT R4 IBR U AW ST TT 4y BRI O-28 S AN M S AT, A4 465 A8 v F) 2 5 i) AT A
— & WA S A M SR IS AT W 4% R BT IBR R, 5 — AN A A X 4 1BR G R AT I B T A T
TAE R 5 M , t T I S R IS AT M 4% R AT, BB B T A DDoS Xk R HUE R S M 4%
Jor 0 5 T AR AT AR SG FRI 26 4% N IBR i F13E 1BR 9t 52 (0 Ll X6 45 483140 AT JT . SCHR[14,20,22] T 57 3%
W, HH DG 45 1 IBR ¥ C 2805 31 H: W 48 5 NSRBI 50% DL L A8 IXRE AR5 00 R IBR I H: (1 R 50,85 2 2 T 90
SEIFIBR i SHUNE — T = W TAE.
ASCHIWEF TAERSEIZ 1T M 2% T 1BR & A 3R ELCS 430 M Ji8 O, 32 B2 BTk /e T
(1) B TS ISR AR IE AT M 4% IBR it R E I AL 1 I R RN I R
TR I EUE B AL S SOR (L4 SEVE AT T LR R, e A R W A B s A M 2R g
FEUEE TT LUR A4S C4.5 S5 T HLAR 2% S I Ui i R 28 S RV E A8

(2) A3 IS0 I o) 5 S B o 4 47 A [A) — R AR RRAGI 6 4% SE I #4fE (2008 4F~2012 4F)3E4T T IBR i
I

(3)  XPAEREUK IBR SMEBEAT T Gevh A 43 240 A AP ERAF T T ) G2, 4R SCHOM 570 B S TR BE T
IBR JHE LA, IBR FET &R I, IBR FE 1075 Y2 ) 25 254 18 10 28 v B0

(4) X IBR R 2 AN F B AT TR AT, I 00T T I A 58 H ) e A A

ARSCHS 1A S AR Z IR (1 TS5 2 TR IBR R SRS VA FIAT SR AT A 3 T AR IR
TR IR BRI 21 B 4 TR ST T 3 SR R R A S TR 1R 1Y) 1BR R I 4 AT.
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1 tHXIE

1.1 EFETMEHIIBRIFEEIREL

A ISAT 4% IBR Y& SRk nT Loy Ry w2

o AEIETIBAT MG T AR BRI 1 7 9, LA SR 5 % RO AR Harrop 25 ARSI B 1T 4% v
F16 855 3t k- 22 ) 0 BT 5% S 7, J0F W 4 4R T LR 00 41 45 5 X 4% Jal . Hoekzemal22 M4 FH] X ) A 376 1%
HI(IP Mk, s 1) Z 04 KSR EUE SR S, 0 50 T 156 SR b b 0 AN 3% IR b b g 21 1% 35 5 5 10 DX
RIPEII AR P45 N FE— 25 R4 B 9 A 45 3L b 1 3RS 0N ELAG I 1R 2 5, BN PR N
it Traffic(N') NonIBR(N) 745 5 25 HIXFEI 7 SRR 1 IBR RS IF AR EIER X E BT M4
IBR Ji &, KA TER 2 N IR E5> N-N"HOEAA7ER 2 R 7 3 i) IBR s, il 1(a) s, 3 K
T RN SR TT AR IBR i, A R8G5 R ORI F1 1BR s IBR(N-N ');

o B RILT B 1) 37 (one-way flow) ) 75 k4 ax 250 vk RS TR A 244 TR IS AT W 4% (single-homed live
networks) (132 5 AR 3 IBR 15 X, 5 [ AN IBR [ 25 B4 A8 S 99 45 IR 355 IR 45 88 1160 e A ) G
M. %t Bl ST AR oG AN . dEA RIS UDP R FH #4742 B i i, AH AR 3
€ S EATISAZ IBR i N 1 2R 5 Rk — 25 9E IBR Y i (1 SR [ S iR 0 IBRXAN ) @ m] BAIE
1K NonIBR(N) X143 B B 17 ¥t 5t OneWayNonIBR(N) AN XU [i1) ¥ 2 DoubleWayNonIBR(N)# AN AR AH AL T4
I 7 V2 3647 54 B NonIBR(N)=OneWayNonIBR(N)wDoubleWayNonIBR(N), }t i,

Traffic(N)=1BR(N)uOneWayNonIBR(N)uDoubleWayNonIBR(N).

SCHER[LA]H B985 i) i 4 E A IBR R B0 B 3845 ¥ 1BR 24 IBR(N)wOneWayNonIBR(N), 2 17
FEVRZEIR, R ZE 1 K /N He T OneWayNonIBR(N) 74 A% B8, it B 1(b) it 7, L v 2R €635 43 R R R 3k
EU IBR Y, 78 REEGH 7> 7z A 1) 1BR i

ARSI H bR A T3 — A nT DU MR SR EUAE & IBR(N) A S92,

Traffic(N)

DoubleWayNon
IBR(N)

(a) FET AN ERHLAL) IBR RIS R & E (b) FETH ALY IBR SR R B E

Fig.1 Existing algorithms of obtaining IBR in live networks
1 CAHIZATME IBR IR E

12 BEEHNE

X IBR 43 28 3 43 # 0 A4 B, A2 AH SCHIF ST 0 — A 2R S N 2, LT I SCHRIS WS B ax A [n) B

Woustrow % AR R 4 285w TCP SYN ) 30 149 i, TCP SYN+ACK,RST,RST+ACK,ACK 1}
O 1 B O e, L A R e A A I B 1. Daiinotti 25 A PHA 2, TCP SYN+ACK, TCP RST,ICMP echo reply i
Ay R 1) B A (3 11y 445 JRSCK B ) 48 7371 TCP SYN 43¢ Conficker 14.Glatz 25 AP stk
WAHENAT Ry i EHAT R TBAE BN AT A . FREFAEIX 4 A J5 TN — 4l s PSR 17 AN
R AR FAC T I BE AN 13 4008 R IBR Hisr A LA R 7 2% & fli(malicious scanning). JZ 7]
B (backscatter) . JG3%: 332 (1 IRk 4% (service unreachable). L1 P2P #14#i(benign P2P scanning). W] fig 2 KL 11
i & (suspected benign). bogon 1 Al (other).Brownlee ik #5847 K B AE IR A5 40 A 14 25, AR IR S5 41 1 B
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T 1) R K U5 A4 10 ZH, AT IBR R SCAE S RI14 A 140 AT 423X B T M S 4i0kE R I 1BR, J00 0 31 &
A IBR JEI AR H R AR 4L,

R SCAERFIXA 1) AT 1 VR B 2K 4556 R T SCAR L, 2] 0 43 26 07 7.
2 BITM4 IBR FKENE %

AT B L) ) R AE P DUSR IS AT I 45 A3 5 (10 4 2F T, 1 8 g AT I 45 20 1 IBR it i
2.1 [ERRiER

WA RIRFEA AT 4 JHEA 1Pv4 Hlib S A EAE— A28 U U aT R DI A R &S A R
B,Hl,B=U-A.A 5 B Z M 7] LAEIE— 45 B 2 4500 15 15 17

BT M A B, 4 Traffic(ABT)ER T WA A [ B KIXMIFTA R EE G 25 AR SOk 2, 0 0] 5
Pkt(A,B,T);2 it ic 5% oK, W vl 5 k. Flow(A,B,T), I [H). [7] #, Traffic(B,A, T)& R T I M B M A KIEH AT R
AR ) A R IR 3 B JE 4 T U3 LR 5 iR

(1) 4 AR B Z AN AEAE — 445 M A2 I, Traffic(A,B, T) A Traffic(B,A, T) ] LA %38 15 i 42 bR A1

(2) M A M B ZIAFFELE n £&if15 A5, Traffic(A,B,T) I Traffic(B,A, T) A M 45 645 1 R IEHEAT I

O IR S AT

TEAZTT PR L B 00 AR SCHE IBR U HE 3R MO 11T 2 AR W 1) 1) R DA OR 2k T Traffic(A,B, T)
Traffic(B,A,T), 1 51% FIBR, M Traffic(B,A, T) il B H IZ 47 ™ 4% AR IBR i o, B=U-A,U 234~ 1Pv4
Ho k25 (1],
2.2 IBRift BRMEAFIBREIE

WIE G T E S T 4% A 3L 3 Fh2R A

EX IGER M. Ritit . REpRIHIE). F2 1P Hulk acAFF a 76 T INFIA] 4 B & 0 B SOWC 3 7 &, U
a M EERHRE; 2 a AE T I TB) Y AN e H AT ] et (E A0 B0 9 0, DR a D R b s 45 @ 6 T B T P A WAC 3804 Ao 9 o
MFR a kA fide il b k-

FRAE LA b SCA T BB 432 3 N ARH ARSI F 4R

(1) EERZE (] Lit(AT), 60 5% Br A ik Bkt ik

(2) HK=ASTH) Grey(A,T), A5 B Kk

(3)  ARfulfitf 4% i) Untouched(A,T), L5 A P T4 A ful it b 1l

HRIE A [R5 45 1,8 PRtk oy Loy 4 2K

EX 2(EHE . Mgttt SEMUE. THEXMuL). TS beB, 7 b AL A FIHE RS 7 Lit(A,T) A
LV, AR b A I H k2 b BE 1R Lit(A, T) RIS I SR A (2K 25 18] Grey (A, T) & 3% i &, AR b 2 v] SE ik

HRAE LA EoE 3B mT BARIAF B 4 SR H A F 4R

(1) IEH 21 Normal(B,T), B2 T A 1F  Hudil:;

(2) Ik (A Suspicious(B,T),fl & T B 5t Mk

(3) %=1 Abnormal(B,T), 0 T AT S i Hudil:;

(4) A=A Unrelated(B,T), 0 & BT G AS AT < Hudik,

4 Flow(B,A,T)H (1315 Flow(A,B,T)H (13 HEAT VT IL, 47 76 VT Jc 1A S 0% 24 00 1) L, F0 4 149 D) 6 ) 3t D) A R
B HI%I4r LK S Flow(BAT)Z M ISE AWK 2 frzx, 2o, B 1A I 28 M)A A [ rbim 1 B b R 373k (14, 3#)
FEORR ), 40 i Sk F 7 LA AL

sz bR b BRI S S T b 2L, M DX ) 2 AR M 1k A A IR IA] (0 29 3B 0k, AR Mk AN A LA T R 4 D
o5 EHLA Rk (RE S HhhE), i B T B EHVER T B R P AS RS R 0 ik, L 56 0 R Lk s bk B 2K
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ALLJ 5 k% i), A 2 ) WA 381 PR I B 28 O S S S U . L b S AT I 8 1 AR ) i ) A AR A R A B Bl Bk

HETF
A TS
. Normal(B. { Abnormal(B,T)
— = __d
/ \ N

P NS WA

Vs N \
AORMEEER ST SRRk L SR
\\Untouched(A.T)h LiA.T) | Grey(A.T) v

N /7/,,/ S— - N

4

Fig.2 Schematic diagram of FIBR’s main principles
Kl 2 5k FIBR [ AR

HRAE b3 43 B, 5010 FIBR JIT B A e (14 = 22 ) R0 A0 A2 4% HR 9 K 25 ) Lit(A, TSI (¥ 1BR 3. SCHR[3,25] 58 T+ 5K
D045 S B O 2 W — AR R B R S G R A A R Rt — ke 2 AR A B R A TR, R AR AN [ A A
M R AEAT g b N AT A 2 S 1 IBR LR SRV FIBR {036 1 AN S8 B = 4 3 32 2 B2 (1) IBR 3
J LA (2) K 2 b 6#FT THET SLARER K A R] Grey (A, T)WSC B (7 56 5 3t 8 ol X 6# 7 Sk BT 3 40 SR S AT M
23] brid S#%i Yk Suspicious(B,T)IA Lit(A,T)& XM IBR . K, 5#, 6451 7445 ki 2 FED 4 A L3 FIBR
HEX 1S S AR SR AT TR & 1BRes(A,T).

BEF U5 J5AT 2 X0 0 S B 6T 2 T S 1P b ik, B f 3L 1n) Ak €645 (1) Grrey(A, T) & 3% (11 8 37 AT 4 JE B bvm,
IR A% AT e, 3 o G i 3% R A5 1) % 36 PR 75 0 IBR VAR AT SRR RS e o AT 1 B B T AT A o
bv U R 26 52 1R T30 R P A 1. 1 bvm=[bvy,bvsy, ... by, ], X AT bvi,bvje bvm, bvisbvy A8 SC 80341 HE 3 10 95 447
hy BB AR S B A Sy DG P 5 1 R F 484 L rP - DE IR 845 BVMM (b, bvm) % 00 JBAE 24 by 55 bvm O 51 58 42
AHAR N DL IE A Th, 3R (8] 1,75 3R 5] 0;4 FE£R4E BVMI(bv,bvm) (K% 025 38 k4047 BVMM(bv,bvm), 211 55 (1] 0, )]
B by 1B BT I — FI4E N bvm, AT g R BE (038538 T 3 20 40 30 35 A9 7T BERE I T[] — 4% AT 1A AT A T e
T 35 P — AU 4R H A 3] 1 5 4 7 5 1 2R T e 1P M hEAT R AR 77 2K

AT A7 T 2 P) O M8 P I R 2 B0 FIBR ¥ — AN G B, IR R 11 8 1tk L AR 5 25 X 43 1BR ANk IBR . R,
A LA 3 AR B 8 F) R A 328 3 B v ——Fisher 3020 vA R 2 BE AN R AIE A A AS [ A AR 2 1) LA d K B 5
M R 2 FE AR 2 ) BAT B/ BE B I Fisher id 70V T 12 F il fee i 1) Fisher 2340 — 453847 9 2% 1) S U 5 oy
Data, H i St bbb 8424 S, AT R se S, HE T 3#F1 6447 Sk (Wikd 2 Frus) e, 3F 2 Bl4x 12 9 3E IBR HiA
IBR %, BT vl S Mtk A SR A4 AR T Fisher G2 a0 R VI 2R 4. BT BT (19 IBR F 34 24 B2 1m) 0, MR 9 SCAR[27], 4%
SO E BL R B Pk B P44 C: U 1P Ml Y 1 4 3 1, B0, TCP flags, ICMP 25 51l ICMP A& 65 4] S0 35, 51
B, TF 0 BT ), 5 TR I 00 4 502 B I 5 K e NP 38R SO A B e R s /ST 3 4R ST s [T B}

WAL E A Bk seS RATE BT ceC LM IBR BEA Y Xp,dE IBR FEAN Xo. 35 Xq K Xo B9AS Jy 25, )
S a] BE ik s,c ) Fisher 434

Fs=Sp/Sw (1)
Hor,
o Sy IR L AR W SR AR N (R E 2, S A

Sy = (M, —M)* +(m, - m)*,
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1 1 _ 1
e _ - 1 PN HRE A .
Horp, my IXllxglx'mz |><2|ngx,m lX1|+|X2|[X§1X+X§2xJ§J\/ﬂJ7‘J IBR Z&FE4A. JE IBR ¥t
RN REA FIYAE;
o S, NP R IR IS AR AR R) A E B, HETR A A
Su=S1+S,,
ﬁnf:,sfﬁz (X—rﬁl)z,52=|xl T (M) 0 1BR JSHEA, IR IBR JSHEAT 7%
11xeXy 2 IxeX,
T4 5 He i Data,c 454 Fisher {4
| X,
F ta — . Fs 2
Dat ; | X l ( )

Horp X $5 %% Data TP B ¢ BT FEA X 48 T BEHAE s & VR B ¢ KT A A5 RS RIRE A 2, 7 22 A
YEE A VI RS B2 8w Fisher 2D ELAR R, DR bk, 28 2 2) HR BUAE 32 HX 49 A 7T 58 b il Ao AR 00FE T AT FE AR
b b,

%} CERNET(China Education and Research Network)yT. 7545 [ 2008 4£~2012 4F ] 10 & 1 /)N S 0 % 47 281,
Fo 8 Bk Uy vE VSR AR IR 1 45 Fisher (5.0 T 28625 0K 10 408000, 4 SR A SN @) AR 15 2184 R
PEIR) 55 & Fisher {80, M ff 2 AR SCHOAT o 1) 28 by Dy (U5 1P Mtk 138, 3% SC %k, 745 %%, TCP flags,ICMP 28531, ICMP
)

| X
F. = i
final i:12~10 | Z | Xi | Data;

=1~10

@)

Horh X #n ¥ Datay B YE ¢ T E REA.
WL A N R AR A Traffic(A,B, T) AN Traffic(B,A, T), $l B (1) 15 558 5 It F iUE4E & 1BRes(A,T) (477
B 2 2%), U5 sedm i BRI FIBR fifik e
(1) #R4E Traffic(A,B,T)F0 Traffic(B,A,T), AL T I P4 A K 2 1] Grey(A, T)FE L == 1] Lit(A,T);
(2) R4 Traffic(B,A,T),Grey(A,T)FI Lit(A,T), oI5 T WA P B 19 7] %5 257 Suspicious(B,T);
(3) HR# Grey(A,T),Lit(A, T),Suspicious(B, T)H! Traffic(B,A,T), 3K B Grey(A, T)W R H915 SHAR 5 i &, 31k 3
17\ IBRes(A,T);¥ Suspicious(B,T) &% 45 Lit(A, T) ¥ &M E 3k, B I £ A tmp_in(T);
(4) R4 Lit(A,T),Suspicious(B,T) Al Traffic(A,B,T), ¥ Lit(A,T) &% 45 Suspicious(B,T) ) & il HL H ok, 87
FEA tmp_out(T);
(5) HRHE tmp_in(T)FI tmp_out(T)3%75 Suspicious(B,T) &R IX4 Lit(A,T) 5 A 454 owf(T). fu1 S U5 £ b
DA U AT H 5 10 RN 5 i P 3 7% B AT 0L 1) 93 DC T ; 4 SR 9050 00 by R S B, 0 1 4 T
AT ] BRSO AL, TR AT X 1) AU L.
(6) R4 I1BRes(A,T)FI Suspicious(B,T),3kHX Suspicious(B,T) [ Grey(A,T) KX/ IBR i;
() WIHAWAT W FERE bvm XT3 6 U 3R M4 £ U, 8 AT N 17 22 by, W 1T AERE S 2 3 E BVMI(bv,bvm)
B G bvm H;
(8) XIEE 5 A IRAFH owf(T) & & Af AIRE S Uik, 1l v HAT it bv, I 18 3 DU L/ BVMM(bv,bvm) 5 bvm
HEAT UCHC. o S5 DG P e 7, K 12 25 0N 1BRes(A, T), B K Hob A0y 15 545 5 .
BT AR S B B T AR 2 AR B o A M, BRI AR SRR T AR AN AT 4R
(1) BRI TIBATMES ALE T BFABE A 10 T A A5 T i
(2) IBATML A FFIEAE KA.
T AL LANETR, L FIBR — BN B AT B2 N W I 7, HZE A7 7 sl B LA AT 45 1F 3R R 32 4 2% 1) 4= 1
W 24 98 2, 1 HL AR TN 5L U AT AN R A B0 B 2 A 199 sl R ORI R A AR SCAE T 1 R R A 2ok A
CERNET {L7H48 W, R 4 B A Ak A B A A T SCRR[28] 40 56 585 2 AN 32, A8 12 el 19 sl Aol 9 e, 2 23 i) 2
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AT A )08 A 0o 285 NAT 25 AR (0 A FH LR A5 BRI PR 09 T el (6 25 2 ANl 43 21005 2
23 EFRAMREH S0

1B 2 LR 3 Sk 3R R A7 AL VG HC IR X ) 8, AT — 28 AN S IBR.R A 2K 75 ) (1 640 747 Sk W) — & /& 1BR.
28R A#E S R AP TR AT BE B X 2 A sk B RoR AR IBR SRR, K BRI FIA IBR F.2#% IBR
RO U A0 ) D TR A U A T Grey(A, T) R SEAT AR L 5, DR T JC 254 oA i ] 58 sl 3 Btk 4 +h 1BR 80 40 1)
JR DR FLAT A R HE AT R BRAE 6P BT LA TETRIE L AT O 2 ) 4 3L e A b b S Sk A7 6 DR T

ARATITE 2887 S 19 1BR 4 I J4 (¥ M 28 55 355 IR 2 1) B 0 2 1) K /I 22 1) 0% 28 AR 13 43T 3 35 40t
A S 11 R 2 LR VAT 1) Grey (A T) RS AT ] Yl

4 ms(AT) AL Lit(AT) K% T 5tfE 5 R A8 & ms_ibr(AT) 0 ms(A,T) &k H 1 scfm i i s &, 0
ms_ibr(A T)RI A 2885 Sk AR (36 43 % A 4F T WL IEWC B4R AR A 4 1BR(A,T), 5 SCIM i S5 i S 4
T A B 200, H s SR e ms_ibr(A, T)AT IBR(A,T) 8K/ FH 4R SC Bk i 1

TEX 3. FRAHR SO FIZ mr(A,T)=|ms_ibr(A, T)[/|IBR(A,T)|.

AT T SR AR s Ha B HL DU 52 B r ) A RIS TS BRSO HLAE A% — AN R SCH DO T T B AL
75 LB H I 1P Huhk 4 IPcount=|Lit(A,T)|+|Grey(AT)|FEx A WEEBILRIWER IP HhEE A n FoR
Lit(A, T) [ KA.

FI 1. H; B A I P=(n/1Pcount)’™, 3G rfr Tk W Yl i i) Bt

IR AE FORAR AL B 4 N, — AN SR AR AR SC I H 1k & T Lit(A T IHEZ A po=n/IPcount, | L &
LTS BAR AR SO B A S AR R AE T L H R 3% IBR 3RS IECE ) m=rxT, ) Hy B3 0 10 4 23X m A
RICHITE N Lit(A,T). A Bk, Hi 9l BRIl P = pg’ = (n/ 1Pcount)™ H; #l K i 2 A A= g 1-P. O

XA & B po=n/IPcount F1 m=rxT &5 0 s PR (9 T 2R 35 tH 1 po £Q38 G 8K 28 W) K/ 5 15 BE 2 )
TR 25 T8 J IR /0N P9 L 081 3K T AR 35 7 B 2 T /) B8 A 2 T K M 4 0 ) P MG 30 BAK . 1T m R3% H, R %1 IBR
ROCH, WA K I 1BR HROCHUE R 2, H; B IR A 26 A

Bl 3 45 T AN po £ m(BEHN) S5 Hy A I 2R 28 1-P (Pl -2 18] 1) 9% &, po BXAIE {0.1,0.3,0.5,0. 73 AH J3 b,
76 m B/ ME{3,6,10,203 15, H; A A% 1-P =>99.9%.

R L a v aded= s satatisaataiasaadddiattidadtttiad et
r\| \ N N ~
.91, - L %20 ]
s e Y;0.9992
\ - Se
\\ /_;——"\\ ]
08 (%10
NN e Yi0.999
,,,,,,, .\ %Y;0.9993
T
0-6- f [’ X3 \:, -
N . Y;O.ggg/' _ pO:O.]_
05t ——+— =03 -
— e Po=0.5
—_— p0:0-7
0.4F .
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45  5C
m=rT

Fig.3 The relationship between IBR packet number m and 1-P
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2 m=1 I, Hy i AR 55 K C po), BT, 24128 S U5 1) A B3 IBR RS
TEIR 2. Bl A KK IBR (S BRGE M IR s EO HL A BEHLAR SRR — AN S AR & R B S R OSCHCR,
WA P(&=i)=p,i=1~M, i M 37— AN S 50 e T R A6 1) i R S 4 ST DR e, A 30 I ST 1) R

M M
Jymr(AT)=Yipipy /ip;.

SE A IR BT AT R 3OO0 | IBROAT) = E@)x H = i H L HIAZHE 1 ATl — A %
i=1
A SRR S B . LIt T)NF AR SRR MR . TR, — A S0 A M M T 3 b S

i=1

(i G 4R SC B B R iipipé PXCH T A IS B R IR R B O H, B kR R R e U R B
i=1

ImS(AT) =3 p,p x H ARG 45 IOk | ms_ibr(AT) |= . ip,phx H AR S 34545 303 1%

i=1 i=1

mr(AT)= Zipi Po Zipi (@)

FRAE FIR 4 4T.mr(AT) S H B2, H 24525 1] Grey(AT)A A2 B po<l B, mr(A,T)<po. 7 % 5= -1 IR M iHHA
SMA1, ) P(S=i)=(A'e )it i=1~oo T, 2 2 (4) 1401140 BE 23 3 ) 5 g

© . © . © i
DP(E=i)pp =D P(6=])x(j+1)xpg = Poe%Z@(j +1) = ppe " [Ape™™ +e*™] (5)
i1 =0 io )
Sip =E()=E(@+)=4+1 ©)
K, mr(AT) = pe " (Ap, +) /(A +1) . O

AR po (R Bl LA K B SR 2R mr(AT)(VEN) (K 5C RN 4 Fizs. & v A48 P AN A 7] (R B A={5,15}, 41 ¥ s,
E(H={6,16}. 5 4#iE mr(A,T)<0.5%, 1 K [¥) po 5t K1E={0.32,0.69}. 11 & 4 Fizs:mr(A T)BEE po B K K (44
[i] 52 ), Bifi 35 AR 38 KT 987 (24 po 8] 7).
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Fig.4 The relationship between p, and the missing rate mr(A,T)
4 FEHRAE mr(AT)S po MR R
2.4 IBRITAZIBMIEL
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L B UE SR A A 2 MITIE W B9 FIBR HRAT A 2% 3] 1A 20 FIBR 2 2 S B 2 w645 & ki B AT
9 kARAT Suspicious(B, T) A% 4 Lit(A,T) K175 5448 5 (5#57 3k), 1M Glatz 45 NV B Hafs 4#A1 5457 Sk (U f 0008
S SR T ) R SRR AT I B4 1, Glatz S5 N (U7 VA ] LLSRAS 100% 010 7 4 2 2R (A UEF S IR,
B 258 7 ol 5925 FR) 7 ¥ R 44V 45— 1) i v (benchimark), 56 v s 418 530 925 110 1 AR JELABUE 1) 5 0 9 i P YR N TE
W
o HSEXIEEM D,BkIE— 5 HBAR LI AT W 4 E;
o HK B E MYIEW 25 A Normal(U-E,T)5 % K28 1) Lit(E,T)2 18] (A8 H. 3t Bl B ok, F506 Lit(E, )W
B D RIREAFAERK FEL NTAES D AR RIS K | Lit(D,T) FlEE L 77 5 = 8
Suspicious(U-D,T);
o IgJi ¥ Normal(U-E, T) 1 AN BE ML B 2w b 2 Suspicious(U-D,T) b {8 w3k 45 56 M 2040
AL 0 B AR R R
1. 4 IBR(D,T)Z 7 D 7E T PSRN, I Ik 26308 4 O 5 580 5, K FobR i IBR;
2. 4 flow_bi £ E WG ER 45 18] Lit(E, T) AN IE % 2% [d) Normal (U-E, T) 2 [a] (58 H 9 43X 283 430 b AE IBR;
3. WAR|LIt(E,T)|<D|, ¥ Lit(E,T)5 D WAERSTHEBE L —— B LCR LETHEN D WIS W
Lit(D,T),D P4 043 kit g 345 17) Grey(D,T), 1M Untouched(D, T) 4 45 ;45| Lit(E,T)| =|DJ, UIiE .
4. FR4EDIR 3 45 L& IBR(D,T), AT 3R1S D 1Rz 8L AT %¢ 2 i) Suspicious(U-D,T);
5. 4 X=Suspicious(U-D,T),Y=Normal(U-E,T):
a) WHRX<|YUAE X FY MAER T2z (8 @y —— Bt 56 R K flow_bi i 1P ik it i HAe
D #1 Suspicious(U-D,T) 15 45 flow _bi A1 IBR(D,T) IR &, 1 7T 73 31 A f) 5L v
b) W IXI>IY] B KXY K X KI5 K AT 5 Xq~Xie JoH T K=1 AN KN MY e a — A K/ b
IX[=|Y|%(K=1). 45 X;~Xx_q 53905 Y H——BU R0 X 5 Y BEE FER L —— Mg xR,
# flow_bi & il K 43 flow_bi(1)~flow_bi(K), 73 5 3 o b bk 5 e l HAE DRI Xq~X S A B
# IBR(D,T) flow_bi(1)~flow_bi(K) & &, M52 A i Sk k.
$ 3 SHIR T D IR AE 1] Grey(D,T)AS A =%, AT il 2 5592 FIBR [ TAF .58 5 20 F 2N T IR IE
X IR T Uk B R AR 1BR B ARYE B 24T, flow_bi HH AT T RESS IR D EE S IBR B H Y E 9 R
R0 7 E A2 0] I LA A /N BT R DA BRI K A S
BT IR 7L, AT CERNET VLR M Py IEHE T — M5 256 MHbsimE N D LU & 3 AMAHAUMAR K12
T2 Eq By F Eg 8T 2011-11-17 1) 24 /B S 3 o, RATTHIAE T — 41 5L HE{BM,,BM,,BM3}.3 ANIE 1T W 4534
A% A8 W 8 N T R0, HG P Mk S B 43 i S {256,1024,256F, 76 ML P, 35 BR 1) 1P b ik B4y il A {8,48, 154} 4k
Fix eI nE 7% FIBR FISCHR[14] E. Glatz 45t 5 WL 0 ZEuk S 0 A A FR (0] LU WL AR 1,45 3 FH Ao 4. 3
TP RREHM AL PP RoR B AL TN RN EH A EEN BB AL EER, 8%
F-Measure [ H AR

il

. TP recision x recall
precision = — recall , F-Measure = 2 x _precision x recalt

4
+FP’ “TP+FN precision + recall

MF 1 AT LU EARSCER[14] 00 7 A JUEE - ARAE T 100% ) A 4 5 AR IRl 92.09% 1 2 Uk AR IK;
FIBR 7E 4% b i A T LLIL 21 98.26%, # i 99% ) k4 (R UL T 73K 153 IBR 1143 7 4 {3 150 W - ff S b K
B A AR IBR M, S B R R pR AL R LR LB B T AR ST IEAT b 1) B
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Table 1 The Comparison between FIBR and E. Glatz’s method
£ 1 H¥EFIBR 5 E. Glatz J7ikx b

TP FP TN FN Precision (%) Recall (%) F-Measure (%)
BM, FIBR 4 056 0 2788 72 100 98.26 99.12
Ref.[14] | 4128 287 2501 0 93.50 100 96.64
BM, FIBR 24006 215 9325 403 99.11 98.35 98.73
Ref. [14] | 24409 2097 7443 0 92.09 100 95.88
BM, FIBR 75547 529 48029 1300 99.30 98.31 98.80
Ref. [14] | 76 847 5339 43219 0 93.50 100 96.64

3 ETFTITMEER IBRE=IKE

3.1 HIEIE

TG R ENIZ TR L CERNET KV 7148 P9, 1% M 2% 2 5 ps 1 R 4% R4 (1) IR & 75 & 5032 FIBR 1)
S E AZAB AT I 48 4 N IR R el IR0 5 R A ok 100 A, 78 26 14 1P b bk S R 5 000 S C S b hk A B IZ 8 M (1) ISP
SEMACL 14 FEHFE 77 sSUEE N SUR WSS (R, DCRAE M A 1/4 Hhuhk =3 (7] i ), R X 2e $ i 48 44 1k
A TR R A 281 A S R B IR 43 AT B £ L3R 2,3 o IPcount T po 112 MU AR 2.3 15 R A 6 & SN T R FE HEN
AW 1 (R ). LA, 28 o T Vi e B M bk = () 2k 14 A 5 1 45 S CR [H)). po R /1N 1R R TR 2 NAT 352 R AE
TZISAT P 2% P A AR 26 2 795 TR A AT BRI po B ALYE FIBR 3R R G UK.
Table 2 The Dataset

*2 Mk
A J7 Ii) th 77 1)

(SR} T IPcount  po (%) | #flows fps pps bps fps pps bps

(0% (109  (10% (0% | (0% (0% (109
2008 Dec.14 | [14:00~15:00) 175851 6.15 0.13 3.48 114.52 709.38 548 116.48 490.62
2009 Nov. 14 | [00:00~24:00) 223475 9.52 3.52 4.07 89.88 512.21 4.34 83.88 341.67
2010 Nov. 14 | [00:00~24:00) 268 381 8.74 7.69 8.90 97.96 549.46 3.67 82.37 300.99
2011  Nov. 17 | [00:00~24:00) 295793 13.60 15.23 17.62  110.09 675.42 5.47 96.33 358.57
2012 Dec. 22 | [00:00~24:00) 317 569 7.72 14.28 16.53 134.76 1009.92 | 5.94 71.69 370.26

3.2 IBREEMEKIFER

¥ FIBR 5592275 E T T BR300 21 e 3 1 L0y 40 (5 bk, 78 bk 050 11,78 i 10, AR 0) AN 9% B B I 8
9 64s, I 45 21 I RO 1) AL FC A2 40 1 L SR [20]. 3k A5 1 IBR 5 28 A1 1 L% 3,30 H IBR T332 py 3
I IBR A 2 6 LUAE S IR S0 I B (BT S )45 3] IBR T3 A /N Mo AN /NI A4S 1P b i1 347 i 380 1
IBR it f: K/ IBRHLAI 3R 751 SR O oy s N 38 e L.

Table 3 The Overview of the extracted IBR
£ 3 BRI IBR M M AE
IBR “FH % IBR £ K/ IBR HL4]
fps (10%)  pps (10°)  bps (10°% | #flows #packets #bits (10°) | #flows (%) #packets (%) #bits (%)
2008 1.01 1.41 0.64 20.60 28.83 13.12 28.89 1.23 0.09
2009 1.36 1.71 1.45 21.89 27.51 2331 33.40 1.90 0.28
2010 5.33 5.59 2.14 71.53 75.01 28.69 59.89 5.71 0.39
2011 | 13.38 13.81 5.16 162.88  168.13 62.81 75.93 12.55 0.76
2012 | 1174 12.58 5.99 133.05 14255 67.91 71.01 9.33 0.59

FH R BIE RV IBR B BER N IX 5 SCHER[1,20] 9 HTF 97 45 B — 20485 B A A 2 7
2011 4E A1 2012 F 19 4 B AEA 1 IBR I 5 o5 H i 9 AN 2 1%, 18 g 2 bb 9 i 709%, 1% 25 %3 LA g FEAS Ak
L ERLAST (1) X 255 R[] 1 8% 77 2 S ), 368 ol ) 2% 08 0 1 7R 9% 5 L SCHIR[14] 0 s e T 2R ABL R IR %% X U W v 1) 1BR ¥
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L 91T i 30047 7, %0 % A1 75 5 AT X 5 0 6k, U 3 T 0 O 0 e A 5.
KRS 2.4 910 3 W75 S 0 01, 2% S S0 1 M AR K R S b R 1BR R T K
G077 A U R 1BR 9V 0 TTRE 1P AL, L% 1BR 040 2 FLOB a0 e 5 D 9 ik 1 17 S ML,
53— Iy T RS SEEAT AL R BT A, S A A
(1) VBR FERVE A 1055 ) R 0 U VB U0 0.t 25 2.3 1 0 40 W7 101, po AN 6K
L4 2 10 po AU, 92 3 h %20 K1Y 1BR Ui b
() IBR I FTEE P HhE (H% 1BR 9 AS A0 2 FLU A 147 S A0 0, D24 i 0 .

4 BITMEYE=EHEN

AT AR A BT SEEGSR I IBR P &= AT 20 A1, A1 B 098 38 AR A B A 1R AT
4.1 il kB o R

XK AL T IBR R AL )2 W% TCPUDP BL & M 4% 2 18 ICMP 145 58, N HE AT LU B, TCP HMXfE
SRS R ARG HE T T A, X 5 AR S A I B P R I AE 25 A A R AT R W I ARk [ N P 4% 4
AR T ) UDP 5 TCP it &4 4 . ANHE R 9034 2 %11,2009 4 A1 2012 4E P 4 44l 7 UDP WX IBR i
B2 BATHAES 4.4 5 BRSO N2 4.

Table 4 IBR protocol breakdown
£ 4 IBR PR LLBI BT
TCP (%) UDP (%) ICMP (%)

2008 89.63 3.76 6.61
2009 56.29 36.87 6.84
2010 96.30 2.08 1.62
2011 96.08 3.33 0.58
2012 86.66 11.63 1.71

42 HESH
Ay AT IBR SRS HT A — T B Py 25, DA A Al sk S 0T 4 ] DAAEAR KR B3R IBR 1 8 A R4 1IE,
HIE AT T R B 2% T (9 S I 4, 5 2 A B A I R T ) 3 By R R M B v S AT 4 R I IBR it i 11
R RN S SRR, 2] 1 43 280746, B E T — 238 T U AE 1) 520 B4 16 40 0, L A4 L% 5.
Table 5 IBR classification rules
&5 IBR 7SN

KA Eiipa

TCP SYN+ACK #4403

TCP RST #iAujfi

TCP RST+ACK H4L it

TCP ACK ¥4 3f

ICMP echo reply {3/ £ 403

TCP SYN #4435

ICMP echo request ¥.41/% fi i

UDP 3

Other_Single | 9. JL&AJE T backscatter il scanning 251 ICMP #4343
10. H: A8 T backscatter A1 scanning Z5 ) TCP L 4Liji
Other 11, HARAE T BUE 3 R

Bl 5 AR EIR 73 ITE B IBR 4 41 HERURE L B LK P 4p LESERURE P J (1] 5(a)H,2008 4R Xt T 1
I8y WY Ky 24 £, ORI A 30 AT 1 /I I RE). B b mT LAty other J 23 i 7 LE 4R /(2008 4F
1.07%,2009 4 3.54%,2010 4 0.47%,2011 4 0.36%,2012 4 0.71%).

Backscatter

Scanning

O |NFgFlUIg W N
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Fig.6 The composition of scanning
6 AR TR
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I B R RSB AR A 124 Mk e, 2 i SE B b ik /N 2K HEB ).
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10 e
08 r= .
T
0.6 HE
L0 I
8 5l IBR
04 :'r I - +weseeaSCaNNing
02 ;;:.r ’ —— Backsc?\tter
o / = =QOther_Single
0.0 m”“b. —-r‘-rn-ll""‘ﬁ“‘-
1228528380553 80h08380Ea0RN
Soo~odd80AJ0ARAS88es8TILRT
241 k- He

Fig.8 The distribution of destination /24 blocks in 2009
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Fig.9 The distribution of destination /24 blocks in 2012
B9 2012 48 H4 bk 5 o] (1) SRR 40 A1 P

4.4 other_singleZZii 8 RE S

1T 2009 41 H1 2012 4F £4fE IBR i & 1 other_single 8 &4 £, 2% 5 5L 173X W5 4 (K 345 2> BT other_single
it B2 1A T B I R THT 1) 05 11 P 2R 200 T 2715 12009 AF 41 ¥ other_single 285 A 90.69% 1) ¥t & 3k [ 53 i I,
T HHr 99.99% H [/ — A~ FE ML Victimg & A SCZ 1) 53 7R 05X 4% UDP #3034 DNS 2 i) (1) AR (3] 52 4 5L,
WA ) H3 4% 35 0 Namey. B8R, iZ L5 2 O 2595 b bk (Y] DNS 25 3 52 S 80 IO — R A sk 44 IR 45 2% Victimy
F49 Bl 25 V1 Hk B ek A B D) 7 T X AR Mo B AR EE A 24 /NI 0 W0 D0 S 7 B R 7 TR AR AR 35 AT 0 4% f WL
Victimy WS ) 2R S R 45 /0 2000pps.2012 4E [{ 445 Bk 713:93.14%¥) other_single ik (1 53 i 11,3 o
99.84%H 7 A HL{Victim,, Victims, Victim,, Victims, Victimg, Victim,, Victimg} & Y, H [F4#£ ) 5 DNS 7 ) il bR vk
A 42 3 3, 4 25 1 R4k 44 249 0 Name. X (2 4R J& — R B 6 Namey A 1 48k 44 il 25 % (4 D 2 951 3th ik e ot 240285 1 1) [7)
BEBT LA 24 /NI W0 391, 55 15 8 1 5000pps. P9 YOI DN'S S 1) B 5 14 H () 1P St k5 R (BT 38 47 99 4% P i
BB 0 R 7 ) 389 J8 1745 23 1R 4 AT R 6 o e S Rk Bt

T R AT 45 SR s TR R I B R BT ZR M A8 4T M 4% (1) Cisco 1 5 Bk h #s FE k1K 2 048
FIRE S 1 N (R Cisco $3E (1 S0 RY A% HFE A 502 R GEHRE ki Ly 1/2048) (¥ Netflow 20 Hh A i ix 4> B
%GR ORI T B B B 10 S2 AR Netflow WS K 2/ 2013 4E 5 F 1 H 2:00~17:15 K4
DNS % Jinl HU Fo 4 45 — K&l 43y 288 A 5 434t ] 1, [l i il 7R ix 288 B i) v, R R AN B ]y 1)
MR8 HREAE AL T 5 (0 N 7 YR 14 53/UDP L B H )y 1) 45 35 11 4 53/UDP )45 R0 24 S0 3.
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HH T Netflow 0 (5, ISP T AR B 2 A7 4% Bo o IR 25 25 F0 4 P ISC 21 B30 17 1P stk Bt b ok, BR A 20
147 4 882 B TR) e A, o DAAE BB RS L N ISP 22 8] (1) 22 5 v G /B BRCK T g XA IR A FE T it — 23R IS 5 Mo 13
J7 R 2% R O
4.5 TCP SYN;Z #tDDoSH o 44 |

& 5 A& 7 5 7R:2010 4E~2012 £E [ B8 1, TCP SYN+ACK J [ B4 i £ 2 IBR [ X 2R3, 55 other_single
5 LA, X 2 i Db YR b ik ¥ TCP SYN i it DDoS Bl 3 1 1. 38 b A5 FH 2 R J & U, 7 A3 38 43
it B2 R A3 BT H DR Y v & A B DDoS Bt

(1) M IBR HidygH TCP SYN+ACK S AL

(2) B IEAT B IR A (O 1P Hbdik . R D5 ) K,

(3) M B IR, e N R 1P k. Y5 D52 R T OB Ik TCP SYN 32 it

DDoS Hit;.
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