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Abstract: BGP is a core Internet routing protocol. The Internet inter-domain routing relies on the exchange of BGP routing information.
BGP has significant vulnerabilities, which have been found to cause problems such as prefix hijacking, route leak and Internet-targeted
denial of service attack. First, by analyzing BGP route propagation and BGP routing policies, the fundamental flaw in the design of the
protocol is revealed. The paper then discusses possible threats to BGP and presents a route leak model, which contributes to the
description of its characteristics. Second, the existing defense mechanisms for BGP security are generalized, and their shortcomings are
exposed. The paper then classifies various BGP security-enhancing technologies and studies them in detail to explore their advantages and
disadvantages. Finally, the research trends of BGP security are discussed in this paper.
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BGP(border gateway protocol) ¥pisC & —Flisk i) i b Brisl 02 Internet 55 2 T 21 % tH Pp il 2 —.BGP 3
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T Ik ) 5L RFC 827 42— Rl il vk U5 42,4 ARPANET M — > B — P[] 55 B W 48 AL B th 2 A B IR &
i (autonomous system, Fi K AS) 7 FL I A I 45 19 V8 22 G5 SUBR R 1 VR I8, e BRST S A B B 1 VA S BT 1 bl i
P& OSPF,RIP 4538 4 i Wp i, H ¥ 382 B0 IR FH A [0 (0 sk [0 8% b1 130 33 400 ) sk 1) 8% 1 1) U 7E ARPANET 1
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{4 FH (7 EGP(exterior gateway protocol)™ EGP Bl ] LAt & BGP i & v+ B4 %, /& 5d T~ 5 1L T8+ 0 11
ARPANET, {3 32 Ry B IR $1 0 45 1 110 199 285 i 25 I 0 (163 3 I 445 60 32 87 Eb REoIR 1) 1990k B A8 EGP P B3CHE LA
T IR Y % BR5 E E BGP RS VE 2y EGP WR 3L IR A A V3 1 A=

YA BGP MY ASYE RFC 1105 52 74 IETF IDR TAE4L 2 A&, H BT, H 15 W v S Brag 47 (14 iR A
i BGP-4.BGP )} i3 & —Fl i 12 25 5 (path vector) P i, & 3 HF CIDR. 2% Hi1 2 DL R R 3 22 78 11 B ol 3k 466 SR W
P32 b BGP X T T Y I i M Ak FI A BRAG SR T ¥F 5 Dh 57 R, BGP #p 3L I e TH7E 22 4 J5 T B8R A B K [ i
B0 ELEE A T IR 224 sk b TR SR I R AR LU AN 44 (R 1997 4E IR AST007 R 1P, 2004
(K TTNet B ik A S 4EE 2008 4211 YouTube B3k 31 £EMLL & 2012 46 (F380 9 19 2% i 067 55-241). g 40 BGP 1)
WU BT B A R 5000 BGP b i3I B 2 R H i ik J5. 461 41,2008 4 [¥) DEFCON 24 % K 4 PR AV 3 VR4 R
T X BGP W iCEEAT AP 1) A\ Bl LA S LU 8 30 6 (K B ol Oy RO A X e e AR R BGRAT A A B T
BGP 2% FH ¥ 7E 2¢ 4 bR 55 .

FETF A K BGP ZAMIWIR — H AR 2 Ak £ E K Z M, 26 1 E 42243 F 2003 4215 0% BGP %24
2 N 190 2% 735 1) [ 5% 22 4 s U7, 56 6] ) % b v 5 B RO 9 5t 78 2007 4RI T BGP DML 22 A b v SCR4() 76 2
ARG BGP 2 A AH f W 4% 22 4 S 1) — N T BT 5 W, 1 2 W08 e A 2 — H A LT IR AR 9T LR
SR 4T BBN 24 &) B2 it S-BGPE), Cisco 24 w] #E 1 (1) soBGPIOILL [ IETF %2 43k ] % 1 (secure inter-domain
routing, fiiF% SIDR) TAEZH iE 76T % ¥ RPKI & BGPsect™ i3 ix L6 S fift vk BGP 224> i) B4 (it T 4 A JEL Bk Al
B 375 ) B, (T BGP %24 [ il AR ST 4% X AR HOK ), BGP 22 4% 28 AT e — /N i A ik e 1) X

AR BGP 22 AT T RS AT IR A, EE TR T

(1) Gk R EEE BGP e AT, IH 4811 BGP I I ¥ 3= B2 22 4 B

(2)  HIHT BGP [N 5k HE 3 % g 51 6o RT3 Jc B ph S % 7 e 00 B e YR AT A IR b b R e T

2% R IR 3 ANMREAE
(3) IHLA M BGP AL, M e & B ELR Y BGP 22477 H MAE A s U 2
(4) X & BGP 2 A3t FHEAT T A B 4028, K 4> T BGP A K s 78 1) 3= B 07 1), 5 %A 2 2
75 T A AT R 5 1k e 7 T 256 LR

(5) FRH T Ak BGP AWM K BEAFIEE )77 1.

ARCE 1 R BGP W = B tE. 55 2 544 BGP WU 2 2T DA % eh A SR iy 35 b 22 4= g i
53T 1 BGP LA MLH AT MEFE A8 28 4 WX I AR 10 BGP e A st 7 AT 2555 3 S FITE4n LE &,
5 TR BGP ZA M AR SR 2R 6 T A R4

1 BGP i #tiA

BGP J& H i EL I W) 52 o A IR0 AR o 3 ) 38 e Wil e B M Bk % b & 5 s KN — I B VR B A —
FES AR T AT 4 % R AR S BGP A8 H TCP A1 Ay i H A8 4 1A RS2 A% i B 180, A0 460 1% o 15 JEL At LA 388 2 W59 v = Jo) 44
T 14 77 SO REAT . 5 At B 1 h B SOHT L, BGP 5 5 2 1R 5 1k AE 8 AT R (% 8 v % 1 7 5K, R I e i ]
DASE I IR 3% 22 718 1) i 1 SR s
1.1 BGPHIFEH1LIE

1N B AR R s P L BGP 71 A% 1k i b I 485 4y - S MR AR5 B IR AR A5 . — U7 T H T4 7 B 1 8% v 1 9
A0, 51— J7 T H T B . BGP AL # 1) B AR A5 B 3 A W 45 )2 T A {5 B (network layer reachability
information, [FFX NLRI)FI 1% )& 14 (path attribute). % 4$ 2 AT k(5 B AL 1P 17 42 (prefix) FHC B, H AR IR H 1
#%[¥) CIDR Hhhk. %1% J& M 3l 1K 2174 1% CIDR Mk (¥ 8% b 0 RE 2k 8 P50 40, AS_PATH J& 41 H T E3k H 1 M 2%
et il — AS 42, NEXT_HOP J& M3 Bl T 1% 5% th it T — Bk

BGP 1) AL # i AR 4 & 1 P9 & BGP 5 fH 25 18 5d BGP WS Sr FEHE 5 il BGP X 464 X S5k 2.
[F)3f ik BGP Update ¥ /& FLAHAS #1426 i A5 U2 3R A5 R0 i b1 285 i e o 9, 9 5 D0 A7 B el 3 b 1) 8% el dh AT B
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VR R i U b B S AR R B A ASUNIAR TLAL 3R R 25 e 28 T A AE N AS 0K 3K %0 1
& E T A 2% i R

16.1.0.0/16

AO/:LG
e

16.1.0.0/16

16.1.0.0/16
(1)
Customer
—P» Customer-to-Provider ——Peer-to-Peer

Fig.1 BGP route propagation
K1 BGP i ifi B &4k

1.2 BGPHYIEHIEME

5 SR AR AS 1l R 0 Fh B S bl DO A 4 # b (¥ S . BGP S 5 b S (1 =F  SCH,
A& BGP Pp A5 DLk BT 9 A% 0 B b B D50 FR) DG SE PR B b AS Tl T BGP i H 1R 470 I8 1t ok S5 TG [
P S L5 6 p SR AT S (1 4% J PE 2 B AS_PATH,LOCAL_PREF Fl MULTI_EXIT_DISC J&.BGP ¥} 8L
%, ,LOCAL_PREF i ¥ 5. AS_PATH /2 8i% . MULTI_EXIT_DISC {1 5 /)N R 8% H 2 4k Ay e £E % .

AS %ty S mg ) ) T BT AS Z A 2R & (AS relationships). BB R & — N0 LB VA I R S,AS 2 1)
AT DA B 1 A0 A0 e M R 25 AT ELIBE BRI AS 2 TR R AR 1 11 R M DK R AT AR R FR N i R 8 e OR
W S P i, G H R SIS R LR 28 1 kA

AS 2 [8) [ 7 b 2% & K BT 43 24 4 Fh:customer-to-provider (C2P), provider-to-customer (P2C), peer-to-peer(P2P)
1 sibling-to-sibling(S2S)M*4, 3, i 3 P £ £ T % 41 L[ &1 1 9771, Provider AS Jy Customer AS {1t £
fils AS 4% % (transit) ik 55, Peer AS 22 [A] 3R A5 B 38 A& 5 2% 7 M 1 Ik 45 AR € — 4> AS [1) provider,peer
L K customer #8 [ H 38 5 T B35 [R] — P00 £ PR AN [i) 65 b, D)% 18 381 gt £ T AR B 4R U R A AS a2 BB A B Eh KA
56 VR ¥ A Customer>Peer>Provider.

UEAN, JE T R (1 20 55 M) 25 % 20 AS S0 WS 30 £ 2 2 T R0 B ey ) o 5 g 90:

1) 3K H customer ¥ H1if 145 customer,peer LA} provider;

2)  SRH peer §¥ i 7 45 customer, R [i) peer A1 provider £ 3%;

3) kA provider [1)# {38 7 45 customer, AN [ peer K1 provider 1£3%.

1.3 BGPRYIZITHERFE

A, BGP BMSCAE B B 2 B8 b K2 JE AR R ] R X S DA IZ A 4 1L Internet JiT R BLH K (1 FR
PEFTIEW] AN T 5 2 A0 E BGP HMXAE B th 22 4 b 5 b 0] Sk 457 26 3 55 . AT 1w 9e 416 W), BGP P st A 2
A BAFAE A R W S ) R i B R 22 A IR

BGP i HE MBS A 7E T BGP B iR IG 22 3% | BGP Pl 1, BGP FEHEAT I th & 4F I, AS
HBE 4R A S BTN 1 CIDR sl He 4R 11, i T BGP W35 T 780 BRI 12 52 6 485 44300 4 (10 AT 4] 2% 1, th BTG
FAFAF AT ARG BB 2 X S BEME A AS FAMESE A E T A 0T SE, o 2 bl i 82 52 91 4k 4 4%
TSP DR IR B th AR 1 0 B8 25 S 30 £ 20 4 1) ) R A

BGP (¥ L3 # v e b T LLUH 5 24 BGP i Z — AN %2 4 ] {5 1 6 A TEHL I, L B BGP JE kx4 4% % th 5 B
9 TS R0 e B AT S0
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2 BGP BYZ 2R

BGP 217 F AS Z [a], B it I, BB LT R —A AS A8 n] LUE I BGP B UK 22 m HAB AT & AS B vk
B IX A 2 A DG IR P A T B S A R e R ARG 45 By A BGP B LT 2 IR R R R — 5 M I R R BRI
ol 171 8 52 KR 22 4 g

H A7, WF 8 RS I 2 (1) BGP 224 b & HT 28 51 4% (prefix hijacking), & A5 T BGP 75 A8 # % 117 B
B = T B D EAL 3% — 32 S BB b vk, i T BGP WhisUE ] TCP A& 4% 47 &, i i By TCP Sk gy
BGP 18 {5 b — B & AATWFTUI A 80 38 BRI 0 306 ) O 2R T 25 0 e o 194 0% K RS i BT 14 B2 et ML (route
leak) =11 5181 iy 9t 3 ths A1 0 1 g 51 N G0 1R — AN 9T B

2 JEIRA A B Ry S v 1R 2 BGP 2 4 Ji 4, R — oA A 3 — oA Y. 1) 22 4% g LA AT X 3
F AT BAR L.

TTNET YouTube China-Telecom Dodo network
prefix hijacking prefix hijacking prefix hijacking  route leak
I ] | | I | 1™
1997 2004 2006 2008 2010 2011 2012
AS7007 Con-Edison CTBC CXPST Dery telecom
prefix hijacking prefix hijacking prefix hijacking TCP attack BGP route leak

Fig.2 BGP security events
2 BGP %4diff

2.1 BIEE

RSB R TR — A AS XFAME S T — AR IR T TR R IR 248 1% a8 T HoAh AS T A ok
% B HE 2 ) 0 R 2B Internet Huhik > BCEAE 1 IANA #] RIR(regional Internet registries)f§ £ LIR(local
Internet registries) (¥1 #5282 2, AS i Jx #52 BOF M I 15 =125 10 1T 86067 B 3238 ROt it 3 55 (1 R 26 451 11,2006 4,
AS27506(Con Edison 2 ) )7 RS 15 M3 7 T AS2033(Panix 2y #l )4 ¥ 1P 1ii4% 166.84.0.0/16,3 7% [l Panix
O] AT T A B R B AS27506.

REAE ARG B BT SR B4 1 7 R R T R B 6 BGP K th B HEAT T AR B P8 R k2
IGP(interior gateway protocol) %] BGP [ 1 54> % (redistribute) 43 5¢. 2k 17,2008 F, 11 3 H7 1H v 45 4y B2 o1 3 161 Py
FH Vi) YouTube M3 % YouTube [ RTEEBEAT T %R M 1) B FE. B 3 LUK W5 A X o AT 2 B 1T M
FRIIT ST R 22— T 75, T8 7 B 2 T DA £ 385 NILRI A5 BRI AS_PATH 4% 5k 32 B 1 oy St 5 23 B R 1)
H 1.

2.1.1 {3 NLRI 5 &

BRI IR BB 1) AS £ 3% BGP Update 71 8 1 i) NLRI S &, 1] A8 25 — AN ARV R 28 i P 3(a) Bk, AS1
AERTZE 16.1.0.0/16 W& VEIIA 2, B 1M HME 5 F0A 1% B W 0k 1 #5 i 78 B 3(b)H,ASS &= i NLRI ) 44 d
45 335 16.1.0.0/16 R 8% 1. 41k, M 45 BGP el fe e AS_PATH #4519 i U, AS4 -0t S e B 22 AS5 %) 16.1.0.0/16
B B% 4.

STk — A, SRR ANME Oy IE NLRI A a1 S8, 10 BAS o — A BRI AT 8K B2 54 1K 38 BGP ik
VCHC J5U ), 57 A7 SEAm ) AS 18 B 1 Oh it B 42, n 1] 4 7.
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NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
AS_PATH: 21

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
AS_PATH: 1

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16

AS_PATH:321

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
AS_PATH:321

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16 NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
AS_PATH: 1 AS_PATH: 5

(a) AS1 i# %5 A4 1% 16.1.0.0/16 (b) ASS5 it & th i 1) 16.1.0.0/16

Fig.3 Falsify NLRI prefix
K3 fhiti NLRI A5 b i i 4

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/20

AS_PATH: 34/5

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/20
k AS PATH: 45

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16 NLRI: 16.1.0.0/20
AS PATH: 1 K. AS_PATH:5

Fig.4 Falsify NLRI prefix and length
4 it NLRIAF B PR w88 S

2.1.2  fhi& NLRI {5 5 F1 AS_PATH 1%

3R Bt NLRI A 5 S B 26 55 1 ek 05 38 25 34 1 %2 U AS(mltiple origin AS, i #k MOAS) i 59 B —
AT Z A AS 3 15 MOAS 0582 5 % A 1425 BGP W I T L O2XIRG )t e Ay 36 G b 24 I 00, B5g 5 355 T
T 7 8 B NLRI 5 BRI AS_PATH #4453k fift vk MOAS i) FBL 11 & 5 7, AS 5 Db i 4% 16.1.0.0/16, [7] I #:
K10 AS_PATH. 3kt 4%/ MOAS, Bt % A6 AS_PATH 3545 B0k {13 AH X RE 0 15 Y 2% 25l AS 4 $H 44,
JR IR BGP #LE AS_PATH J& M 1M 5 Ji — Bk AS 2530 5 % t 28 A5 11 AS 5 (M 4k 5)— B AT AT 148 7 50
B AS_PATH B HCHL5 ... LY KIERIEA 1,85 — Bk 5 12, 1X B AS_PATH #1820 {5 1}. 411k,
AS 4 ¥ B 431k 16.1.0.0/16 () AS_PATH #8452{3 2 1}FI{5 1} 4K fm i ik4e Jr f se vk 42 AS 5 Flik
16.1.0.0/16.3% ££,AS 4 1 H [fHh 2 16.1.0.0/16 19 1k J5UA MY i 8% HH 1) AS 1w HIB e 2] T ASS5 1,

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16

AS_PATH: 21 NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16

AS_PATH:321

NLRI: 16.1.0.0/1 NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16
AS_PATH: 1 AS_PATH: 51

Fig.5 Falsify NLRI and AS_PATH
K5 fhid NLRI {5 EF AS_PATH %44

BN E 2 WS BGP P IS IR P d5z = 22 1) Jg Wy, FE 45 L mT i kb PR (black: hole) 1o i) A Mok
(man-in-the-middle attack, & Fx MITM), 5 I 7 5 5 SUCH. I M (1) K R e
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22 HEittE

e MR — PP ARSI A BGP Btk AR B AR R . HE T S SO I 43 r T ) B . 4 T T L
965 £ R A A0 TR Bl A IR 7 A 8 A A N O DG L I A TSRO0 B R R A D e X
SCHR[22] 2R AT 45 Y CAER3K IETF SIDR LAE A AT A SCEE Bt % i kAT — AN WIE I A2

FRAT T A2 by TG 0 6 A O R T X LA B e R g5 A Y A R RouteViews! R RIPE
RIS AR [f) BGP #4117 S 5, FoAl 1t 1 L6 3 043264 T T 78 40 AW 2007, I e v 7 sl 6 B it e i
Fh A 8

6(a) A1 & 6(b) 45l 2% 7~ it [ peer-to-peer B Hi SR FliE e provider-to-customer B i 5 i 1 75 Fb i 1h Mtk I
16 & 6(a) T, AS N K05 1 peer (1) (il 45 25 7' (1) provider 153 411 peer; & 6(b)H,AS N K321t & provider
1 B HHOE 5 45 T B0 peer LA 5 AMET provider X B R H I 5 AT R AR BT A BGP BRI B rh A% R RS, E

I BER TIRAAESE 1R A-4H1) BGP kS50

Provider 2
\
N
N
N
N\

e S S

»c2p —==p2p »Incoming routes >Rightredistribution *Wrongredistribution

(a) 35 % peer-to-peer i H1 SE0% (b) HiJ% provider-to-customer i H 5 B

Fig.6 BGP route leak
K6 BGP ¥ il

A SCRR[12144 22 AS 18] G=(V,E) 11751, JATTLA r /A3 AS N it 1138 P (155 4 BGP ST % i1, r.last_as fU3&
%% th AS_PATH i e 11 1) AS, B BV 45 2% % th 1) B —A AS.LL export(M,N)ft2 AS N | AS M ¥ i3 % th
ek export(M,N)[r]AAZE AS N6 r N HH ol B rh SRS )5 1) AS MOE 2 9 B . [|] I8F, B provider(N),peer(N),
customer(N) 7 51183 AS N [ provider,peer LA & customer, U I i % ph yHt g 15 280 ] LA 7Rl

export(M, N)[{r|r.last _as e provider(N)u peer(N)}] =< if M e provider(N)w peer(N).

% p Y 0 2 34 RO A L ) A A A [ 6(a) B 1 peer 2 5 provider 2 TLIE H Jy peer-to-peer [F1 X R,
peer 2 [f] prefix #% AS N 3 2 545 T provider 2.4, provider 2 1)1 3 FP 45 W 45 3134 peer 2 prefix [f)
W, — 453k A peer(peer 2), % —43K B customer(AS N) ARG 1 5 TR A 16 08 B e AR 1R R AR 5B RO
Customer>Peer>Provider, I provider 2 % 4 37 B % $1ik peer 2 [ 4%, 75 M F 2 AS N 2k peer 2 W 2%, X phid
J& provider 2 Vil peer 2 P %% it B i 5 5 ] W) 2, 78 B 6(b) 4% i vtk e 2 4 75 M provider 2 1 1n) provider 1
(¥t H HE 17 2 AS N.

SEDr LIRS BT, AT LA G H B R ) 3 ANRRAE:

(1) B el vk s 20 55 1 B e 2%, TR b B e YU AN 8 T 1T 4% B R 1 Y

(2) % ph Mk 5 ) P W 2O R T AS 2 [R] R % SR

(3) % rhi Mk 1) i AR A B e o ).

2.3 TCPHMYTH R L £ KK

BGP 1] TCP Bhislff A fLkm)z, B AR A0 TCP Bl Mt T-Be#ifs 47 BGP 22 4x i K XK AL e H) TCP
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SYN,TCP SYN ACK,TCP ACK,TCP RST/FIN/FIN-ACK %% TCP X /7 3, #8 o] GE ] T )iy BGP 2 1 1) ¢
SeU b A AR IR 4 PR A1 PSSR, 6 TCP £ i -k R 5 S8 F) il 2 4y BGP ¢ 4 it pl 7 K 5% i (201 5 i
PR, B 2 v LG W BGP A B HEWT AS 22 1] (19 Mk 56 5 538 T = M B L 18 25 DA K TR BGP W S,
3 il BGP 1% 11 A0S 07 7 3k 11 51 X 4% v IR

WSk 5% BGP LI TCP Milifs T Wi R & A58 T Kuzmanovic %5 A4 4 (1 Low-rate TCP-targeted
DoS Hifi 77 X, Zhang 25 A\ P76 TT BGP 1) 22 4 55 G141, 0 26 5 1) BGP 4 ik S5t 50 0 - 1 Pz P4 46 1 45 8 ik
11" BGP 23 i 1) 445 i) P I 5 204 ~F- Th0 L 55 ) — {5 3, 25040 P T 1) TCP 23 1 4 2K 0 88 5 | 4 1 S I 1) TCP 2,
(Rl b, 52 ik (1) BGP 23 V¥ ke 7 78 380 110 5 | 7R 65 E 0 R R 488 ANl 38 X R T ¥ BGP ek 73U L 3 ffEE K &
FH AR ZMW Bred JF H— Uk 5 BE BN 5 5%

Schuchard %5 ANP8I3E— L 41 T ZMW Zrati () 77 ORISR fib 1158 3245 ) 19 2% (botnet) 4 £ /> BGP 23 [ i
SR HEIE Z B 1 1 23 1% 2 1 (coordinated cross plane session termination, fii #% CXPST)Zg k. iX Fh 2 5 4 1 BGP
S UE DR S S P AR KR BGP BBV B, X 46 545 (1) BGP BB 4 A 47 21 5156 I 1) T A% 00 it 2%, 512
% T 8% () CPU I 3, 38 1 7™ F 5% WA 1L 8% 9 1) 1% i 2 . Schuchard 25 A R 71 (1) 3 b 8 o ol I AA T 5 R kg 7
K J (digital ordnance)”.

3 BGP EIZ£HH

AT TR I AR 2 2 A AT BGP A Wik BB RN 58 38 B SUE R BGP JF R RIMSE R %% 7,
BGP K J& T 1% 2 I si B iS22 A 1k B AL AR 1T, AR BT (9 2 A L 30 A I . B I S AN 43 B VA (0 R 4,55 16
FIPE R TF Y LIS B 55 2 O T R R R, E A L2845 DU P 09 2 A WL IR AS 2 M35 1 L AS F 9 BGP %
AL E AL FE TCP MD5%, GTSM(generalized TTL security mechanism)B%. ¥ (i £ 20 41 ] (route flap
damping). % thid 3 (routing filtering) LA & # ti v M (routing registries)ix 5 .

3.1 TCP MD5

TCP MD5 4 Cisco 2 A]7E RFC 2385 42t it —Ff T {4 BGP & 1ifi (48 &4 KE T i% 7 AL HAS TCP B
I T —AMI S MD5 i8S By B0 T o5 MDS B N A TCP Dh . k. BmBiLl %
AN S XU AT e 2 S B e WA A P A b A 4 A ) P SRS MDS i 5 BB X 2 AR L
A R ) 42 2 AN [ ) 25 3 M

TCP MD5 % 4 e I0UAE — 2 FEJE L n] LAGRAIE BGP 231 v B I BL St o 50 880 DA S P vk (0 S AR TEv AR
AES3 U (L3 Pk A MDS S 7E A KT AR I A 22 4 8 A 5 A7 A8 7 2B B 1 i 1. g EL, % MID5 450925 14
ARt 2 FB R SR P RE ML 36 (rainbow) 25 26 119 77 SRP2IX Al M5 5925 (14 22 4k K B AU, 3 70 4H 2 3t 9 55 17 4 7
TCP MD5 % 44 4 10 1) 2 A 350
3.2 GTSM

GTSM & — % B 0 1 TTL AEEEAT S I, 328 7 F40 50l B8k Jgl Bl 14 22 4= ML R 1P 508 0 225 I e 2%
TTL B9 13X — J5 5l ik %0 B OB A0 19 TTL {ER AR /R 3Bt . GTSM ML b A8 E T 2 vf U7 H B AH
FER P T BGP &1 KAR L i 3 AERE T LL GTSM 1] LR i3 3 ] T BGP.E A&k 43t , 5% GTSM Lkl i)
BGP ¥ 7% 126 B 0 I TTL A ¥ S K {E 255, 2 30 £0.11 BGP S 45 KD £ B4 (. i) TTL M8, A5 1 5%
¥ 255, WH 52, 45 ), 3%

HRH I R, GTSM 0] LAAT 2087 1T X BGP ¥ ph % (1 328 i B o 328 5 A0 o 28 0 5 A 15 s 0 i 1y e R
B LB LAARM A B TG IR T R ICELEE 1P IR IR TE P IR A0] b ok T B, B0k 2545 A 00 Bl Bk % b % 1Y TTL (B #8
/N T 255, Tk B B0k R DR T gl GTSM HLAIE 4a 8204

GTSM HLl & AL, TR BGP 21 ¥ 22 4t 21 = B (1 (R 974 FH AN, 76 92 b i 2 I, 2% L& £ IBGP AT LA
ANHIELL K EBGP W] §EAl 1 2 Bk 8255 K135, GTSM 1) TTL 40 73 1 {5 75 24k o AH Y. 1) 4 2.
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3.3 EREAHEINMEF

e R 4R BGP 6l S 5245 08 15 110 5 SRR O3 5 A0 1) e el B Sl 19 itk th 25 K CPU S, A I
SR BGP (8 Eh (1 ) 2 1, 28 11 A B 3 A ) 46 AN AR E 1 R A TP T Dk e, RFC. 2349 it T et Bl i 14 77 vk ok
fift e 2% i) SIS 3 T 1 S0 A B b A0 A AR, A4 AR B 5 1 K 6 2 T K, 4 AR O B4 )
PR (suppress limit) i, 12 % fheks 4 3 il 452 1k ) A0 38 5

2 BB A — AR  4 E H5i BGP 6 th 3R Bk Mk (L, A 3o 5 ok ik S B 1 ey ) 3y 4001
3 Yub 2 R e 5 e eSS T T LR AN TR 38 )RDW MRAI(minimum  route advertisement interval) s [
B0 2 S R S AR T A T 3 R R I % O A A ) 1,

3.4 HEETIE

¥ ph i 82 B BT TR 3 BGP 24 [ i 1 B2 1 T BELAS R AT BEHIARE F CL I % ph & 1 e PEAD N
Sl R ES S % EE R S b T IR BGP %2 A A R 1 A 43 B 35 2 B, W A St L A 1 % e R R S B A R
A (1 T S AL T 0 AR 2 WE SRR e T T o g A AR S0 1253837 — gt 5 LR X 64 P HNE ISP
IVAESLE( S
(1) iLJE bogon Hiik:bogon ik TE IANA A RIR M ARFZRL B (3. thy T ik 2 Be 45 K #84E HEAT,
Jr LA 3ok 08 s A b 1k 5 T A I AR % £ B 122 Pk AT o
(2)  EFRTRHbHE R R AL AR FAG AL, [RIEPAh AL TiE R DL 1PV6 1B B AR b b 2
(3) I MEWTEEA B A I kb 1Pv4 T SR FE R 1 24, 1PV6 T S8 BE R I /48 11038 S VA i D
(4) 1LyE ISP H S Hbbik:xt ISP [ G Huhk S N 3k ik 8 w] LURS 1 P9 B B B R ISP P R K Y 4% 35
IO, LG SCBRE IR 45 35« P 45 8 B L4656 4% 1)t bl 5 ol e 9, B 1 AT T4 A AR v v [l
(5) 1L¥E customer Huhik:ixiskH customer [ H1 S ™A (N Sl g, U customer A8 B BTHIA 1)
prefixes, & A At prefix ¥ b — A3 250X — 4% i 0 D00 A 5 22, 712 St LR ) e A kB i
SRR B b MR A 1 R A
35 BREREM

i#% thy3 M} (routing registries) & 48 AS ¥ B T A5 B 4 b SRS v U 30 28 3 Bl A DU AR B W AT A
FI R A5 P A 13 1 i e v U cdhs 12 32 3 0 1995 4E 22571 IRR(Internet routing registry)®% i% $ed 7 ik 47 T
LA RPSL(routing policy specification language) % & 3 i ff #5675 L IX 4645 B AS % [ 4E 47 £ 57,0 5% T AS
(7 M1k B0« N 3l R Y 3l S 5 A 2%
WA IRR B0 R, AS AT DL 5 b (0 U5, 08 BT LIS IE 3% o2 i S T AS 2 (7] 1) B £h S g,
X U0 AS 7 T2 R A R ES ARG S AN IRR 7RI P A 7R — 6 ) S R R T 1 S o A P R
X ] 2 AL
(1) IRR s AR A AN 50 B v USRI A SR 0, O AR T A ) AS #EGRN ] IRR it v B 2
6 R AR R0 L B o SO K L, 2 SR AS 2 BT AR B bR E SRS
(2) IRR Hdi i N AT 58 B A ) 1) (O HERS L AS fOSthE 5126 . 3% b SRS R 4 A AR AR Ak X SR AR AL R fig
J% IR BT 3 IRR B0ds 172 b, 20 IRR S A2 16 9 855 BN B A7 A 22 5
(3) IRR s A 2242 IRR Hdls i R R Z IR 5 BBUE I, 2 5 3 B M B SLMLIETF C& e T
HIREff) RPSS(routing policy system security) ™ LI, (HiZ ML H 7T ¥ R 7E IRR FR 48P 13 230 #r.
IR ) B T RN B AR O, Liu A AR Pl E-IRRUZRLA], AR w7 5 4 0 2 A R 1) £ 1
B R BT — PR S SR W (prefix policy )y it £l 22, FH - 58 47 b By Y T 2% B 4

4 BGP HREEEBEHAR

TS BGP 2 LI AT AE — @ R E AR BGP )% 4 fH B I AE e BGP 224> In] i 5 L —
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SN I DA 53X — T T 2 IR A BGP BMSUFE %2 4 L B BB BB ATY SR 718, W 95 3 (0 4R 75 B2 b iR M X — e
BB T S% 748 A Rl R 7 220 55— D7 T A 2 55 T BGP % B I W 22— K 1 ) 4 5 1) 75 B A7 AT o] — Fh BGP %2
AR EINEZEMERE T4 . 1 & 562 (incremental deployment) &5 i 4T 14 i) 1.

NEFE T &, 200 48K 2 4001 BGP 22 4 34 SR AIF 5T #3000 T TR iy S8 SRR 1 — AR AR 1 ) R X e fF 5 K 30m)
PLy I BAS 7 )2 4y BGP Pp 3L 22 A 4T 40 T, R b 5% FH 45 6 DA IE B2 AR SR A& £h BGP B s i = %
P A IE AL A 0 e B, — 2 A5 S N AR A I () RLAEUR Ji2 4528 BGP T4 SRR A I 52 R 76 AT 4R B3 ik & A Ja Mt
TR e i) T T BRAT 43 MK P AN U7 T I 1) %28 BGP AR AR N BATE IR,

4.1 EERHIMER A

IETF 1) SIDR TAE41¥5 BGP [ b A IE 43 A S PR A i

A —A AS BEIH S — 1P BTSH &L R B (origin AS [ B 82 1E)?

B. % BGP M1 AS_PATH 275 5 3 NLRI SZFrfE 3% #5845 —SU(AS_APTH 1) 5¢ 3 4)?

T A 1) A2 o 1 43 0 AR 2R % 1 A JE ) 2R S R s P 7 A O T A e T I A 1 AR A T AR T R
NIE &5 E ARy % e s e R o B (R i B N O EEEE A B NS Y = il e B Kt A RSY ST 1N
PKI X} BGP ¥t ST 8072 2 B 725 44 40 0 22 47 10 R T T I B At v B 4 DA IE Il e A5 20 1) 7 2 A8
I, T HCE R A T ST AN 8K DA B e ST R PRI PR A, S BT 9 LA 5 B s sl 64X PRI I BER,
AR BRI AN AT e A ) 5 REBR AR 10 20 ik, B L SE T DNS f9 NLRI 45 B IR AE BRI DL J 6 T A
M ph A FEABL ) IRV AR A5 2559 1 1S 52 B3 8 T PR, A SCOKE 3 B S0 AT S 0 ) R QSR M A — S R )y 3k
i
411 S-BGP

Kent % A4 Hi[¥) S-BGP(secure BGP)“ U4 Fil PKI B A K1 3 BGP & 4 1) 45 5% (1 SC ik 2 — 3 o 4t 7

- R R AR A (SR 1) PRI LA A 51N — T (1) AT 1 4% 3% (optional transitive) ¥ 1% J@ 1,S_BGP #4147
—ANSERERIAR e BGP 2% HH A 17 85 ) 4 44 FL AR i

W 26, 1P HhkE S TR AL AS 5040 e 4B L 4K AN TANA Bl RIR 2] ISP X — AT 2% ~ 4,S-BGP 54 T 1%
B T — B 52 IFTH PKI AR R IANA 1E 0 LA RIGE TR 2,00 RIR 2 KFH,RIR 4kiMA ISP 28 %
UEF5.—A ISP A B RIHE 15:1P Huhk HE A0 AS S IE15.1P HhhEHAE 15K 1SP (A4 5 H H i i 1P Hubik = 17)
G658, R YKL [P Huhik = 6] 5% ISP 145 ;AS S5 TEH MPKE 1SP A9 5 LS AS S350 8 R IX L AS
S0 &% ISP TS

ISP AR CA J3 51y o T4 BE IR 4% A~ AS FI BGP % HH #3258 e AE 45, 3% P 2RIE 45 1 LU 7)) AS I BGP
¥ th #0505

Jo T Bl _ERAE X BGP Bt #EAT INIE,S-BGP & ¥ i T M ZHIF B (attestations): i i 1iF B (address
attestations) Fll i FiiE B (route attestations).ix L JiT i I “1iF B (attestation)” & — Bt #0728 4 £, Ho ks X 78 Sk
[46]h 45t X 7 s,

Type Signer Signature Expiry ExplicitPA Target

Signed _—

Fig.7 Structure of an attestation

7  Attestation Fdfiig =

“HutikiE 1) Signer /& 1SPEXplicitPA - Be A& 7% ISP #1451 — Bt 1P 7 4%, Target /& ISP #2AUH F 18
1% IP HUZE A AS 5 .ISP fi HIILFAEH X IP AUZEAT AS ‘S HE 53 3t 1745 44 91 & T Signature 7B, LOR 1% B B3
1) 5 2P R S M BB SIE 1 S B R W T WS AS 4t ISP 32 BOR M 15 L BT 4l 1 i 44,
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B IR I A% RN b ik SE I (A 20— FE B IR B 7 Signer S BGP 2 11128, ExplicitPA 7B &4 55
11 1P T4, Target J& % FH 28 X6 SR 11 AS 5. “B B UE BT il BGP % rh 2% 10 AL AT 25 44, “ B B TE W S B AR
T BGP % i 1 J7 o HOR S5 A4 4k 420 15 1% 1P TSR B A AT E 12, S-BGP KB HHAIE B e vt — g
) 4% )8 1 Bt update T EAE 3%,

FIF FIR 4 B 5 F0 95 P B, BGP B % nT DL sk I 32080 21 9 BGP B H gk 47 TR 7 v 2 3 U th 15 B
R IP AT, LA 3 75 3R BN 5 1% 1P RUZRZP A2 1 ISP AIE 15 R0 Mk iF B, H ISP 1928 £ 50 31E “ Hb kb 41 B, 3 W iE
S IR origing AS S 1 AT I 5 T S ARG R T AS_PATH FIUGIE, W Al 1] AS_PATH th4f—iBk AS
7 5 FH AR ALE 5 oAt 45 bl ¥ JE P B A 0 % EEAIE IR AN I0AIE, DAIE 52 1% AS_PATH i sE T {5

S-BGP AR Dy HiufifE e 7 % DA i B3, AN oty T A SRV ST KL B AR e I 1) S K 1 ) A4,
LS PKIFEEE IANAL RIR. ISP LUK (s [ Wi (3L [ 2 55 Bl S-BGP 1A% R BE I r i3 .

4.1.2 soBGP

Bt S-BGP A7 75 ) 1] & ,Cisco ARI$EH T —& T A1 BGP %4x )7 %£——soBGP(secure origin
BGP)“® soBGP # il T 3 ZKilF ik 5 L % Hi Vi :EntityCert, AuthCert(authorization certificate) fl ASPolicyCert.
b EntityCert UF 5 H T4 & AS SEARSH O MUR 45 A AS IR IL AS S48 3 AN A =T 4.
PZAE A5 ) £ 43 56 UEHE T PR A5 AR AL (Web of trust), ] DU T VeriSign 1X R IR &1 44 WIE R 45 S A1 75 0 2 K
NI,

AuthCert iEH5H T-45 AS 2L 15—/ 1P Huhik- B ¥ 52 A AuthCert K 1% AS FIEs W] 218 75 1) Hh bk B AH DG ER.
AuthCert iF 1528 ] TLV(type/length/value) % 20 FE 4% BVLHL an 1 8 from, bk S i3 28 i L — 4 AS 45 F —
i AS T4 GIE T RS0 F v] LB I B 3 B —2 AS AT it B A b, 58 B HE BORGE 2 AS R4

AuthCert EntityCert

AS | Address bIock|Auth0rizeAS| Signature AS | key |Signature

'\

Fig.8 Authorization for advertising a block of address
K8 #2HLAS Il kB

ASPolicyCert {iE-13 1 Tk AS Z [ (1930 & H 0 & RS AS B B He 10 25 A0 SR 51 32 T 0k -1
{EFILFAHZ 2 T AS HRHEIX 2% ASPolicyCert iF- 10 @ V7. AS FE 89 b B KT b ¥ $0 1, AS BT LA i 1 o
) AS_PATH 1% )& 77 J& SE.ASPolicyCert 1iE 15 1] Lt & soBGP J5 Efs A 5 () — it

i Lid 3 2R B EHE A soBGP Bl —Fl 44 ) SECURITY Message 181 BGP 4.8 28 Bk AL 1%,

SOBGP (15 v 77 sk A £l T 498 5t 2 4 2 17 A SR 19 ST T4, & V& A R FH S-BGP 112 IR 45 #4428, ERT v
AT EH AL LTI P ARR AR TR IE R R ik, 350 2 A5 68 1 b i B2 B IE A R A soBGP 1) %¢ 41k i 3%
H pRAR D,

413 IRV

IRV (interdomain routing validation)!** & — i 45 & S-BGP Hl IRR JEAH 1) BGP 44 /5 .7 IRV 24 1, —A>
AS T LA Al AS GIEEH B O 8 200 1 R AR 3 0 1) e L AS SRR B85 ERRT R ) % e AT S E . R
PSR UL RS AS HRE 3R — 5 B0 AIF I 55 7 1% Ik 54 78 2“3 (1) % £h 36 HIF 4% (interdomain routing validator)” [
AL IR IR S5 2D A A AS BRI SRS A B . ASHL AS BRI (¥ B i 7 DA L AS Sk i (1 % rhE
25 B A AS FF I B — B R AT B UE I, AT DL )% AS [RS8 R 45 s 2 S B O il St Do
of % £H A R

IR 9 R AR ¥ AS 4 Wt F|— 451145k 16.1.0.0/16,AS_PATH #{3 2 1} Bl 5 IiF AS 1 275 & 1%
P& ) R AS 4 T LA AS 1 IRV BiE iR 4525 25 1 % o id 5%, DLIE B AS 1 ffi Sl 15 7 e T 4. R I, D4 B8 iF
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AS_PATH #£4%,AS 4 T LUZEANH ) AS 1,AS 2,AS 3 25, 3KIE AS 1 & BB 9645 T AS 2,11 AS 2 X
B LS T AS 3.

16.1.0.0/16 16.1.0.0/16 16.
(

Fig.9 Process of IRV route validation
K9 IRV i L0 Uk 2

IRV (1 b3k % V-5 0L A7 50 20 AR 1T AVAEAE LA T 2 (R 350 B AN 2% (B I — i T £/ IRV 30 TE I 45 415 2,
100 JE S R s B 2 L TR A B R B A R B T B PR R R4S A B R M T U B U AR A
IO UF &5 RARAFA A, IRV AT LA oAl AS TEHT 1 2 3 AN % bl 5 10 R 3 5 S v IE WX — % p
FH 1P AT H AT, IRV 7 A G RN, B X — 1) AR AR T 25 8L S-BGP AR ) btk iE 5.
4.1.4 RPKI & BGPsec

RPKI & BGPsec J& HHl IETF SIDR LAE4LIEAEIT A& (13810 2% th 2 4> 45 #E . RPKI (resource public key
infrastructure) OV —Fifr 3 Y520 AH L Al e it ) T-40E 45 (10 %% A LA S 0k % o 308 7 45 92 1 (0 56 9F . BGPseclH it — i
BGP 4% Jig, o H 925 BGP update W8 51 AS_PATH J& 42 fit 22 4 {547 RPKI 5 BGPsec 44, JH DA%
BGP 5 FH (1) 3 52 PR 58 3 P EAT 50E

M SIDR T A1E4 H ai R AR H35 4> RFC U & 5%k F RPKI & BGPsec JEAR WY E T S-BGP 5 RIMH AL
4, B = AR B 85 4 FTAIE 5 SR 8 3 BGP MY 2243 RPKI FRIIE -1 & A 4K 2R 5 B0 (K kil 23 TR AN AS 55 23 g
ARV, E M TANA FIT RIR [1) R 925 & PoiiAE 5, 1. Bt 92 7k (end  entity). it S A4 7 — BEAR 1T FR40 40 1)
IP kb % U5, A R RA T b — BE 42 o 4 i YR B2 B (route origination authorizations, fii #x ROA) I {5 B #EAT
24 ROA AL 2 SEAR TR 1P Hihik Bl DL K i S A4 e H 138 5 i BB AR AS 5

JrAAEA LUK ROA 33t — 70 A X 1) RPKIIE 5 FE &R 48 (RPKI repository system)d:AT &t 43 i, 5 6
BGP % th#$ # m] LU E & 1 ISP 43 & mUREL - UE 15 0 ROAF FH i S A4IE Fi %) ROA {5 B EAT IAAIE, 8k
AT LA UE AS_PATH #1117 origin AS /&5 18 2 NLRI FI#AL X —id #2411 10 Jiow.

ROAT ASI Si6 4008  Unload [ AS 116100116
ROAY L. AS 1----->16.2.0.0/16
e e O L
NLRI: 16.1.0.0/16 ~
AS_PATH: 1 DOW“'Of‘,’/NLRn 16.1.0.0/16
#* AS_PATH: 167

// e

Attacker

16.1.0.0/16, AS 1 valid
16.1.0.0/16, AS 167 invalid

Fig.10 \alidate origin AS using RPKI
10 i RPKI B:3iE origin AS 24

RPKI H1{#] ROA 55 FAHYF S-BGP A [y bk ik B 7. [7] B, BGPsec # 51 A\ [ 4% J& £ BGPSEC_Path_
Signatures A4 T S-BGP 1 [{)“ % H1iE W] ”. BGPSEC_Path_Signatures 5:2fr EACE T AS_PATH " IRl — AS
X JE— AS Gk 1 % i AL, 28 FHIRAIE 77 A S-BGP 1 KB A, 1% BN T30,
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415 ROVER

ROVER(route origin verification)®? /& 53 $2 ! (¥ — 0BT 0 B600F BGP % i 30 S Pk I BR & (K 3 A JBARE,
FIFH % 1) DNS B R51iFE AS & 75 B AT T 5 AH M prefix IF2AL 2 15 DNS 25 )38 3 LB A i) — A 1P Hudil,
e B IP ik H . ROVER HIRLHT7E T, R E T Fr i A ML Ak — BT K5 ) 1P ik Beizs i 2
— T V1 SROWA 2 fi) 75 41 %5 Y0 5% 24 b X bl SRO 8 YA Sk R /- il 4l

1.16.in-addr.arpa. 86400 IN  SRO 4538

BRI XA A AS4538 {4 16.1.0.0/16 [/ v:38 5 # IXFE, 24 oAt AS W 2 prefix & 16.1.0.0/16 1114 £
T8 5 W gt rT DUE I A5 9f) 1.16.in-addr.arpa ¥ 5 1] DNS #8512 5615 2] 16.1.0.0/16 (15158 5 AS 5,3t LI E
X4 BGP % rhif 15 1 2T .

NS o I8 FH 1) £ 5 2R ROVER 4+ ARAR 75 5 0 8 e A T 226 I 1) BGP HIMSUAEAT ] 5 2, JL 75 % DNS J
Tf) 75 90 [X R AT A7 B A4 8 R TT. 24 8% T RAIE X B DNS S J7) 25 ) 45 5 ¥ 7T /5 ,ROVER 75 4% ##i T- DNSSECP®!
13 F.
4.1.6  HAREK A UEREST

H 2% BGP % F A E 1) HAWAT A 2 2 LA S-BGP Jh 2% kil AT 28 T S-BGP TG 7E 1Y 0 22 4= 15 BRI IT 4 S 3l
B M BE 7 TR AT 7, X A Y T R Ge LR JLAN T TR IR R :

(1) %4 Hski origin AS IAEPY,

(2) %4 HEt AS_PATH AIER"8;

(3) fiHL. HhEE I PKI 1k R B9,

(4)  BEHINER AR,

B2 XU IA IR - A 53t S-BGP [ 5 K St i, B 75 2 A SRR B A A PR A4 R () 88 LA A R
TR R AR BRI A 2 AR i e SR 1) T A5 8 ) L
4.2 BIZEHFRMFE A

AT B FRA I 2 BGP 22 A 4T ) I — AT 7T 005, R B AR AE A 2 AR B AR 7 258 B 1K 22 30 75 R 408
S SET AT HRE 0 LR A T B AR R AR A I R

A.  MOAS 35 Bl —4~ prefix [THC % 4 origin AS (AT 4 IX R AT B FE 2 T B i #5151 i e i B i — 4
FHAIE;
1P b 1k e 5 E 50 1 102 IR L T B RE BB T 80T — A H 1 1Pl (e B KRR (4 5T 48 4745 2 AN AN T
{5 Eh ) ) ) AR 2 R i 16.1.0.0/16 S AS 1 i A1 AB 4 AS 2 B, U H k0 16.1.0.0/
16 MR AT REZr AN AS 1 F1 AS 2 3R [B] 5% JE b bl 4 16.1.0.0/16 5081 AT GG J: JE I (GR 1]
By b3 AS 2).

BT FIRPAMRE, — A W B AR EAEHE WA LI I MOAS w5, I HE i 4 50l & 5 K 2E T i 4 50 FE;
Ty A B AAL FH 5 B BRI B, 30 R 3% 5 b ) H5 e A 1 56w ROk W S R T AT B EE. R I
439 MOAS A il 11 3= BR300 P A 75 1 A R AUA.
421 MOAS Kl A

MOAS Fr il B A A 7 T2 AL [R5 B SR 17 28 S0 RF (19 e MOAS 5 It 5 foe 5 WL T~ SCHR[19], 1% 3¢
B MOAS pho ki 40 A 24 1K) MOAS HIEAL K] MOAS. £ %k (K] MOAS T it 1 T £ 1ii 32 (multi-homing) 2% K1 %%
FTE G, TR MOAS ) b B 4% B8 T 7= 25 . MOAS A8 I 4 A A% o0 8 T 4 4] B3k o Al b ARG, S0 8 16 2% )
MOAS #1158 L AT 5 () MOAS A5l R AL F5 41 R JLF:

(1) MOAS List

MOAS List!®2 & —FfkH % 7 511 MOAS K KL HI.MOAS List [ 3 A JEAH 2 ) 1 — AN 0, 2 i 47 F2 A0 45
F—HI S origin AS (115113 (MOAS list), #5151 3R i 15— AL AS [t 25 v 25 S04t % ch 5 Belle 31 ¢
X T % R T T B BT 75 IR, AT 5 TP K MOAS List 2 75— 3, LU T2 75 R AR T T4 3 5.

w
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MOAS List £ AR Z JT LA &L, = ZEAET Internet J& — A~ w1 B TLEE I mesh 19 45 0 18 42k R 55 M0 ads A2 TR 4
BRI P R TSN RR, il T BGP B AR HE 1) 2 B AR 1 B R 1) MOAS List MIE# 1K) MOAS List iz 28 #
SIRE N ER A B, B A AN — BUR & O 3 BRI R A T I B R

(2) PHAS(prefix hijack alert system)

PHASISE H i 73 LA SE B B FH 10 55— 26 MOAS A I A (10 S /R4 26 & 3 ik 7 A5 5 101 RouteViews 22 21
BGP 11t W 4% 11 i b 5, 5 BRI 2858 5004 I W - 52 W 1 1) 7 48 A6 % T AR PHAS B th B8 A S B
MOAS M5, AT BT T & A e HERf b 2> 2% S 59210 MOAS I8 & BT 28 #) % 28 F 1 PHAS @57 T —AN5¢
AL F R A S N 288 H P B Je i PHAS R G0 A AR BRI TT 2%, 3R S0K M B RouteViews ) £ i 5t
TZET S AT W I >4 R BRI 4% 1) A YR A AR AR IR, 3R G0N A T R A2 A8 R 1) FH 7 R A A P AR A AR Y
5 RCRHIWOE S R A T RIS R

PHAS G s BOTH ] B . B8 A 20 HARA G Bk SR 7RG = PRI BH500 R Jo k6 A F P %k Hoyds I AR i 48
)T A6 B AT AE i B0 5 B R — T T A AL AT e

(3) PGBGP(pretty good BGP)

PGBGPU i Karlin % A4 H.i% 7 R H I BGP # 1h #% # B Nt MOAS #1587 58 M SUE i b 28 1 e 55
FH) A T, 4 3R ] 58 % 0 A SR FH RN 1) /A B 1) T, A e oK R 58 b 93 /0> i 458 00 i v R SR IR B L 2 A% O A
T-dn e s SCAT 58 B e F00E N Bl ARATT SR SR 19 5 R S 7R — B s SR (history  period) P iR T
Wz ) update 314 &L, 38 52 45 4 update 314 5L P A5 F0 % 1 2% 1K) RIB, $2 X update 314 & iR 45— BT 2355 B 1) origin AS; Hivk,
T8 1y S by 0] J S A AR A e WA P i ol SR LT SO IR 5 EIR R IEE ARIE 1 (P42 MOAS), ¥4 1 ok ] 5E % th
FEA 8% B — BL I ] (suspicious period). it S B 5 B )ik J5 AT 5% 8% b A5 48 A7 18 2% 1 2 v, JU) RTS8 B 1 4 4 A0 K
15 A AR .

PGBGP Jj S bi bR T K 2 i 4 B S0 8 i 1) #0450 AN R 3 24 /i R8I — Ze i B &2 il
To A5 3 P A A 38 SR P T S i PR 2 R T R 0 R 1D B I T B, DT e 52 i S SR B B A T AR
A — A T i) A a0 A 77 S B 0 R 125 B 170 AN 2 4, DI iR R B U 4R
422 FIRWEAR

T B BRI B A A ECHE P10 B 15t A5 5 Sk B UE T 28 5 7 1) O AR 2 Sl R0 e R — M 75 2 e A T A A

(vantage point), AU s A PRI A8 A, AR i 20 A i I8 A0, B2 BBOAH SRR I A5 S LS ) B A (R k2B
7 AR LI AT Ak 1) 255 67 T AN [, AT DR 2 Bl R0 B AR 1 40 0 BLR P

(1) Hrgbm

X R AR LI 53 B AR BT ZR 9T &b 1 9A SR 10 A0, LA SR (K R Zheng 45 A TSI 1 (14— Fp
B2 B o A AT R HD FRA I ML AZ B L 1 S T DR R S

R R NS )

A MBI R 2] b 28 D 1) 8 P 3 I8 12 R R 11

B. b —ANEEIT H AR AT S 2 o5, WML A5 22 A5 I 45 A0 I U e 3 A 4 R AR )

T4 (sub-path).

BT BIRWAN N, Zheng 8 AN BT T W0R 5 50 58, 6 B AR ATZRIT AL VA I A 0 I — i B 0 L A
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