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Study and Analysis of Recursive Side DNS Security
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*(School of Cyberspace Science, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150001, China)

Abstract: Internet users need to resolve through DNS before accessing network applications. DNS security is the first portal to ensure the
normal operation of the network. If the security of DNS cannot be effectively guaranteed, even if the level of security protection measures
of other network systems is high, attackers can attack the DNS system to make the network unusable. At present, DNS malignant events
still have an upward trend, and the development of DNS attack detection and defense technology still cannot meet practical needs. From
the perspective of recursive servers that directly serve users’ DNS requests, this study comprehensively summarizes the security problems
faced in the DNS process through two classification methods, including various security events caused by attacks or system vulnerabilities,
different detection methods for various security events, and various defense and protection technologies. When summarizing various
security events, detection and defense protection technologies, the study analyzes the characteristics of the corresponding typical methods
and prospects for the future research direction of the DNS security field.
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4 DNS R ER&MFFTAR

4.1 DNS thilrss

(1) H Bt A DNS Hk 3

T B} DNS WA B AT T, Bt ia) A Teds, DNS 8, #5520 7 A1 DNS 245 %% () % DNS 2 ik
T e N2, LUk BB B ks, Wl 4 s pToR, S Bk nl LOE 245 B8 U0 B 1. X8I — RO e - o,
— P2t DNS W E BT H. 0 0 62 KPR DNS 465, b i & o BB DNS E485E, i £
IEFE, FIob— Pl iR AR T 7 ks DNS 4552 £10% 5511 DNS fiR%5-#% 1. DNS Ji i £ 5@ % g1 ISP 51l
F AR 6 7 1) DNS JIR4-4%, 30 B b A e FEAR AT % 7% L 1EAT DNS #2488

WA TR 55

¥

Flwwwatt.bin.cn @U; ..... 1 Tk en fRS5A%
M fil AT
rity iy g

-*{ ms.attbin.cn 54 |
K4 DNS i AZidi

2tk b DNS £ E 4 TrHEFT/R AL, 73 DI OL, — FhOR AR 20 7 S MU U1 A A i 55 s 15 4228, AH (142
B EHRR [T DNS N, I3 Ah— Tl £E38 VU 25 4% 55 LR 55 4% 18], $20 8046 76 L J2 I 55 445 i 170 326 U1 gk A Al
% AR A1 2% . {H DNS 20 F AR R, LI 5K B K St 32 DR T e 554 A1 T T 4 B ARAT 100 O 155 A
Hr: AR IEH ) DNS AT LR, P el BCA #A=: @ 1 REE 1A HI P KAL) DNS g5 &5 DNS 35 R4, [
I h AR A BT 2 58 O AT L e s B 15 SR B 1 &AL 1) DNS B 55 & 1) DNS i SR AR, £ lise 26 B2 ) — i
R, BAERACIMENT &%, S SEBEH P BN 4252, @ BLHN 2 R EE [, A [ IR B AR AT &%
AN IR AU SS &, Tt ELEGR PN EIER 75 1 R OLAN, HoAth 3 FllE DNS £l +F, DNS £



kK E 5. 1% )3/ DNS 24285 5 4547 9

BATHEMI %A B KBS, Censors SBEHAME. PIRTRHAE. Hk a5,

DNS #2775 052 90 4% r AR 0 830, R 90 2 7 H A1 28 e ek P St 4, bl [ SR 81 k8%, i it DNS
FLERAGT DNS W3 3 (1) 46 25 K B E— Lo iUk sk 44, SCiik [18] R E 39 4~ ASN, Z1KF DNS JH3H T 1844 1)
HOE ). SCHR [19] 043Kk 1¥ DNS #0508 20 87 A0, 763K 3047 /> H R IT, 259 4N (8.5%) HGILN ZIL T
DNS fif b B A2 SR E, Rl 2 AE R [E, 3 3 SR FEA A 35 DNS JIl45 4% 1) UDP fi e B, Hrp i —2e K
(FIE7E v, Wb MR sl %, Bhab, M TR B/ AT £440 1) DNS IR 45 3% A — Lok s (9 & 13 I R 5, TEidkib 2 —
L% DNS 1224 Dhfe, Ltk DNSSEC B sk 4.

(2) DNS HE4B5€ (rebinding) Hili

W kT g s By PO, Moo 5 n] LURI ] DNS B 3% 2 B k% Py 0 R 45 o 1EAT B B B S s,
SPORNEIR, Tk 4 AR H b 5 25 s T8k B ) 5 o 188, 80k o8 e LA T B 3ok 917 K Bt s A 55 s AT s 1, (H
AT LU R DNS F45E 2 oxt H AR5 s i dasihil, 7 900t DNS S48 Boili, Moitiag i St — A4, thlnie
M attacker.com, IS A AR H S S H PR, H P — B s, w4 &ki% DNS 1R, Bidi & £E# i DNS Wi i,
o RS TR A (0 IR 454 TP S [R]—AMR /N TTL IR B, B8 IR 45 2 e 305 B P X0 V0 2% 1K) HTTP 38 SR 4R 3¢
J&, IRl —ANEE N HTML S0 (3 A AT DT Booh 2 s B AR AY), IX AN (19 HTML SCRY G TS B2 58 oh!
H bRk 55 25 0 8ok, oh 30 g A B BT [RIVR 09 22 4 s,

L By K it

AL 1. i) www.attacker.com [1] TP M1}l www.attacker.com
% [5] www.attacker.com ] IP Hiuhil:
2. $EHL www.attacker.com/index.html
3. 3RHL www.attacker.com [1] TP $thik
£y i B2 fﬁﬁlﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬁ%%@ﬂ@ P S 4 R 4 52

4. KL%E _— — m
Hbr % %
Yridi &

5 DNS ®40E Mt

H2, XA R HTML SCRS & 56 FRIR ) attacker.com A& 3% —/> HTTP ik, X /' /) DNS 7% TF
attacker.com (13 L4 1L 1], 1X IR, Bridi # MR- 17 F P 3R (91 1) DNS mi AR 30K H bR IR S-45 160 TP ik, 3 i
J it U 28 4 AV B T A I H bR AR S S5 1) HTTP Wi )3, DR P IR 3 S T = — A 0L (B AR RS
), T2 7 i) YA 1) TR SRS, IR et 2 3t T LA SIS B H A I 25 35 PR R 285 SRS, BT B H Aw IR 452 1A 8.
4.2 DNS MY BERMEAR

Stof v )T AT DNS BB A0 2% 6 B ) — ol S Sl e A P22, AT AP 4 Dl 48, o F R P 1 D
BT 1 25 4% 002 F P 5 i Ry 3k 44 e 25 4 T30 44, R T 0BT 2 45 H IR 4, R FH 0 T R0 346 DT A AT R 45 488 L L 3k 1)
8.8.8.8 A5 Ay Idh AR AT IR 5545 A, SXATAR N R I A4 AR AT — 5 <3 BRI AL B 45 4% ns.att.bin.com, T H.2 Hii I
fERTINSS 4 B R & e, IR, W A=B, Ui B )BT LA, B0, — @ I T A8 PR AR A A AR O,
A B ANFEES, S BT DNS Ry, WA E il B s A4 ik 45 45 © B WENE K, hEENE, @ R
W B B s SRS R A BT R, T3 SR E ] @ R A R B ISR, A1 SRk 5T .

SEBR b, DNS #2005 %, Hoe iR 38 R a1 7% 2o 0 — BBl 4 EAT ELAE A, TN 55— 0 3 3k 44 AT L ).
TSI 4 4 WP AR R B IR e 0 ISP BlCH At — 2B 41 2N T2 4 2% S ) DN'S it fak (R #2480, 0 TR L8 T R 1 FH 7 iy 1)
DNS B 028, Ay DU — S8 5 P SIS AT 48 P 4 424 e i O 1R % = 2F, W QHOST, DN Schanger, zecodec 55,
KR I 8 A AR LS R 1K) DNS IR 25- 4%

X T DNS HE40 @ Braki, SCHR [24] 48 H— b 38 i) B 25 4 24 K BT T & Web 3 sUORRHUAE &2 TP b hik 1)
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socket Z¢ 5 {17 [, A AT T%F Flash Player F1 Java [ socket U [0 SEREHEAT T 1605, FE43 SUAH N 2 =] (ORH, @it T
I T 00 B A F R B E et R HARATT T & T — AN TR PR3 VAT IR 45 4 dnswall V4 BELITE &7 SE ML 1) Py 35 P
FIREATIRMT. S Ak, A4 th vl LIGE S 36 AE HTTP Sk I B S L6 A 40 ) =MLk BB REAT B B BT3P

4.3 DNS fR&3HWEH

(1) DDoS/DoS

% DNS HR 45 %8 & 30 1f) DDoS/DoS M, Bk # &1 ) (¥ H b i AR 45 0] FH 1t & sh B, i B L, A
H br 48 RS 145 DhRe B i b A7 Mot 5o RO R I R, T REH BRI, 153 1% H AR R LA LI
RS M SCR [26], 70% &% DNS f Bk Fi4Ek B DDoS/DoS, I HL7E 2016 A T 124 1k & Bk R
DDoS Hr i i/F P, B4 3 sh4t 4 DNS 12 7 Dyn (¥ DDoS J ol SEF, i R W s A0 b 56 KB ) 356 WX R 45 A )
H, &%) DNS k%51 DDoS Miifi<s 33 DNS Ik ArTH. £167 DNS il 45#% & UL DDoS Bt A LR JLF.

o BENL T34 Briti, Boidisg ) H R34 Ik KA AETE I RENL T304 f AT 18 3K, 3045 A0 B (A ek 42 IR 25 2%
AMEHIEAT NXDOMAIN Wi Y, 2838 15 195 J5 RN, JToy2: A 3 LAt 1 5 1 3K

o NXDOMAIN Ky, Bl 8 Rk K IAAEAE I 44, A 15 A R 3o U AT e 55 4 A 5 O 52 047 BsF I R0 9% 9 Ak
FUX S NTEAESR A% FOMRMTRLFE, T e LA S 1E 4 ) DNS iR,

o Phantom 154 4(ifi, F1 NXDOMAIN S AR 2, Bos 5 A B S5 i 138044 ik 55 4 (0 AR AT ek 44 1 K i
T4, A MRS H8 MRASKE I VAT IR S5 H e R AN V7 SR AT Y 2 s R BT R B3 VAT M 45 s .

© DNS 7tz Briti, Boidi# % DNS Ik 55 25 B AT 48 & 1% K & 1) NXDOMAIN 3k 42 i K, 2 B4 38 A7 5 Wi
PEATEAE B34 18 35 o 3, AT 153 1) DN'S 18 SR 0 s i W 22 1.

© DRDOS, #44 PAIISAlT FH K &: (I fAEAT % 1] DNS JIR 45 85 EAT S S B it Mo, 5330 DNS IR 45 45 1K 55 BH 7€

(2) % 255 Hr

DNS 5 P52 45 F P AE AT I T30 S, st s ) 6 T, sk A App A R HE LS BT 5 L4 DNS %)
SF R T N B B R AN A2 B R B B R TERT B R R N AT B, P AR O BT R 4 e A, 844 )
FERH U ) 16 5 SR 3804 B e 0 BT 8 e 384 b, AT P AN B8 58 BLE 1 In), 58 Dk 7 J5fR ] UG 7
R 28 At S BT T AL R B BV PR . [N DNS SErxE DL A, 85 S8t t, 2588 iR R
L 3%.

(3) ZAr L EE

DNS 221787 P A A RR A Internet k5 i 44 22 4538 v g b ik, 308 17 S0 R . 0k A S0 A e AL )
HEREN 2] DNS, 28 J5 L IR 25 3% 0Bl 30 4T 28 A7 0 55, S A B P SN Wil P 0 3 2 o | B0k 2 IR 45 4%, 5e ik
GEALBLHE P Bt it . Mok % v] LRI A DNS G AA 95 8 SEI B R Bits, MTRE— 20 AT W0 25135 B, FE TR B0
2, GTEUHE B, RO P — R VISR AL B k.
4.4 DNS BR&S =R BEHHM

(1) DDoS/DoS ¥l

SCHR [30] 32 T R X 3 A AT IR S5 2 HEAT DNS Vb2 Tk 1 7 9, Al T Tk VA R T IR 2% #2 1K) DN'S
A, A IP BIAL @A ANRRIE A, AR PSS RN () & EVRRAE2H 122 A 1% 0K T DDoS B, SCHk [31] 42— Fh 4
EEGEMMERNL. TR, E¥EE 3 EE N ST 7R DDoS, A1 77 AT A 2L 3% ) DDoS B,
Sk [32,33] $& T 44 T B 00 5 10 T B 3844 17 SR L 5 R A I B DDoS Buii e T Sk [34,35] $2
HE 2R T 2 K H 1R RT BT Y DNS 8 3K IR, 5 TSR i SRk SR E L4 5 57, BT BEAIG DN'S i AV 2 1) 7 20 5
DDoS Hifi. SCHk [36] #&tH—FrEE T FQDN [ 1 44 S JEHLHIAT I DDoS, 4kl 21K 5t i3 44 3 SRANTE A 44 F
s, FIWTH L DDoS Bili, i HEKANTE B 44 S 48 2 20 1 5 SR DNS IR %575 1) DDoS Bt 4 5.

(2) MR A B0k

SCHR [37] 42 H—Fh REMeDy J7 46 56T i 25 % (K B K, BARGRE B 67 TR, 1 /6l DNS it R4S 1E,
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FE—ANBF ) BE A 06 DNS 25, B I0E A AT I 45 4% 1) TP Huhik R R SR (03804 D, JCeTT6] B (1) 4 ANEEAE:
N, 25 A R AAAA BIHIEEG Nename, B2 CNAME [K%E; TTL, A 80 AAAA 031 TTL 18; ASN, IP #
HEBVFNT R 1) AR R G5 5112, nTLUK WHois P13 2]; X AE1FEI{R, D, Ny, Nename TTL, ASNMVEEAE)F 41, 4R J5 4%
B4 D AT 4UA, ST D FUTERFE £, T AR 434 Freq(D, f). X+ Ny, Nename, ASN IX 3 MMREAE, 4351
TE eI A A 5, /8 BOX-PLOT #UI, FIFH 40 A MAK A7 Q1 Fl w434 Q3 14 IQR=Q3-Q1, XML&
Freq(D, f), i+ Q3+1.5%IQR I 4r, WA & F & &, W XAV e h 7 E I (R, D), X F TTL, & X (R, D)
Sy tof I 35842 0033 DA AR AT IR 55 2 B8 K B TTL 4l, Freq(D, A==TTLMAX) 24 BT 4 38 VA f# M7 IR 55 8% TTLMAX Sy
i, 45 BOX PLOT FLISK W 7% 1) (R, D).

( S SR )
il 42, 1) 5 Y 5 S AR
e \| RAMBICR | | R |)
* N T
DN - il
/ﬁ?? —p o ??E‘Mh @ﬁa ?E’(E
. ASNs ( ASN 45 3
[ASNwiRziCE | | #HES |
L J

Kl 6 DNS Ehfpkrllife

AR BERIFIR (R, D) J5, A T i — PR IRE, TERE (R, ASN) 200, Mt — S FARANRHE 1 S 26 43
11 Freq(R, ASN, /), 4l 5 3 30 5 A5 7] — AS WAHSCRHE AL SN R, 3E— 2 I\ (R, D) W] BEHI L e
Freq(R, ASN, /) WK (R, D) iy, R A2 id 9845 {D, N, Nename, TTLVX 4 NMRHAEH A B LD EARAG LD
BUKIH, Freq(R, ASN, /) ARAAE R E i Dy A i 1 I i) BE 3 (R, D) AHNAFAE P XK, )5 8K 1 (R, D)
J75 BRIk 5755 (1) DNS 38042 FAH B ()38 VA iR BT R 45 2.

(3) ZZAFF B

SCHR [38] BFAE T — o B 2 A L 83 Mooy, i b IR 5548 2 A7 4 A\ 38044 B U CNAME B DNAME il 3x, iX
PRI IC A o BN AR N 344 R AT R = 2R g i, R X AN 4 7E A7 P B B Sl sk I, A2 F NI
REABC S HEAT AT, ANITTREAT S2 A P EE Becki. SCHR [39] a3 Ml it DNSS i 3Kk 21 DNS Wi 1 (9 B 8] 73 A 175 150, A 0L 52
—ZHIARA ST, LEAH SR AN 3 A0 TR — AN R R (L FR) N ) PR 28 1, T % A 50 0 ] e A A28 1 | I
T BN 77 A, BT IAE ML SR, S AL 27 > I 7 1t ST AR B AT A .
45 HELA

M BTl R B B W — S P R 5 DB AR B 2 TR R A2 AT R 5, TR, 1055 35
i, BohIE 4 squatting, W1 SUOFTR, dHA 5 R4S squatting T3 1) typo-squatting™!, 4542 K HE B HE R, 2) bit-
squatting, 384 AEAE B AL S FE b S B A7 S B, 3) homograph-squatting™, o T45 2 mAg i & HAl IR 25 S 2ok 4
R FHELLIX 435 4) sound-squatting™, ¥4k A\ B #5657 10 S EURIR A DFS: LAELLX 43; 5) combo-squatting', 7F
JRARI A4 T G I —ASE R R DG SR 5 T LUE BIANF] squatting (R ITE 2, Tid i i L34 i, Bt ]
DA 25 [ AT T3 1 B9 3 sk P B T R A 45 VO bR LA ol FR ) A 0 s
4.6 HZIEAKN

X I F S B S TR AL 5 R A squatting, — RS RGN T V2 HE LUK DI HE ke, L T A4S A B
SCHR [51] AT A4 AT R PF B AR TG kvt T 5 /MR, 4G typo-squatting I . STk [42] %F—A
RE B A RN T REEA T S 1 % A 2 B R AT BRI bit-squatting FIME . Sk [52] F LA B 2 TRIE
FHRERIATY R — A B R SimChar % homograph-squatting HEATATIN. SCHk [44] H445 € 4 NI LR
HEAT 23 809 FH — A 5] S T 1A 4] 22 v AR I i) AT AR AL sound-squatting. SCik [53] 38— 28490052 AR
FRAVERBEA 4 1) whois R AS 5 B4 combo-squatting JEAT 4.
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RS OHAMH

54 IR I FH S 2k 2 2
wwwyoutube.com Typo (LK rT) kil
outube.com Typo (ZR5-Rk) By 5
yuotube.com Typo (7B Hif5) DIRAR|
uoutube.com Typo (FBF ) Bogy %
yioutube.com Typo (“‘FEHEN) Bl
goutube.com Bit Hibriz A
yovtvbe.com Homograph B
utube.com Sound Fibriz A
worldyoutuber.com Combo B

4.7 DNS H#5a1H

(1) DRDoS

WK 7 PR, DNS SOHBOR S B9 BRI H] DNS W14 40 b i SRS R s A, ORI &, Db i i3 SRk A 1R
IP Hhhik g 52 55 2 1P, 4 N AL i 5 N2 F5 (W R 45 2%, Moo 2 18 AW 17 DNS 42 K it T35 1P Hbhik (1
fiFBTIE K, TE i DRDoS Biifi, K%M1) DNS A5 K £ (0 Kb — M h 60 B 274, T2k T- DNSSEC % ANY 3k
AV [B] 25 SR B0 LK /N 3000 B LA, JROK R 2 2B IR K /N Bk LA SR ALK K /)N, DRDoS 38 1 A
T RSO B3 SR O L A5 B, A8 H AR AR SV FETH SRR, 7 AT LLECRE.

—
— It DNS i3k JEOK ) DNS
7 i
Kk — ‘
\
S e g —
E | E A
1 P EHL ‘
| . Y
U %2 B 25 2

¥ 7 DRDoS it 2

(2) Worm

% R — BRT DL R 1 A, el BRI E AR AU IR AE B 4 E AL B, 78 IPv4 2], HAiE Sy bl
BUAE 53 40— TP Huhik 3 FX AN kA o R — MR 0 B AR, SRTITE 1Pve X AN TS M, BRh TIPve 23 R K
K, I TTE 1Pv6 7 [ H AT 2 A& 4, il 2 mT LIS DGA 773 014, i feidiid DNS f#HT eAH i (1)
1P Mk, st X AN bk 45 4 R A H bR HEAT A% B, M, 5 HR7E TPv6 28 1) (AR 4R ik B2 v DNS AR T Hiuik = i) £
FIE D Ae, oSGk R 7E AL R R B MER 3004 A s, AR IR S KO o,

(3) Spam

FILIFMEHELE (sender policy framework, SPF) Fillak 4 J¢ B I IEWBLE (domain keys identified mail, DKIM) &
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Wl P IR R R S 2 22 42 1) DNS ML, SPF B3l i TXT 05 Ar30 B2 IR 55 %8 1 AU 4P 91, DKIM f8 438 52 ity
W TXT s B A PIRIRUF 2 4, KPR AR AR A A T IS4 i) Dot 1) 3, H B A e B m] LA B 4 )
3K P o 5 A e ), A X S B 2 ) SR R 4 S A5 vk, PR N T R I (A R R
4.8 DNS #EREH#EN

(1) DRDoS i il

Sk [57] it sFlow 24T DNS 153K 1D A LLSE AR 2% /1% DRDoS. SCik [58] I H 8 YA AT B 45 4 2247 1)
i 51 DNS 123822 i DRDoS Brihi. SCHR [59] alid il 2 5 Yok (138 VAR AT IR 4545 1) DNS 25 13 e e = fetar il A
FHLBT DRDoS Hrili. SCilik [60] ¥eit T —FhHi AL % i AmpPot K3l $58K DDoS Hrik, A AT & B R 4 sk 42 010 =5 4
BT NS 5 Bk, SCik [61] 32— B“Challenge-response” HLHISRIGIE DNS 153K % 195 44, LUK AN 22 A%
DRDoS Bifi. 3Cik [62] i id %t DNS FI 5 ik 55 K IR PH 3 SSDP AW i Al 3 AN 5K 1) 9 2% ¥ DRDoS Xt
FEXF B i KT AT AN B SCHR [63] $& H—F o AN 75 ZE R H Botnet [¥) DRDoS By, Buii K7 7] LUk 2 44, X
TA% %1 DRDoS Bk, XA Brakigsk > 7 ) AR F-T- Rl (kS oA 2, BRI, SE e ARG .

(2) Worm Hii i)

T SR A 0 e R P SR AR R IR K 2 R i M I 4, 457 AR A Y ) NXDOMAIN W& 4 30, 3¢
Mk [64] M IT 4 7 B 28 ) DNS 2 (04 % 200 2 S 8 NXDOMAIN [ 25, 78 DNS Wi % ) 30 5 NXDOMAIN [
A5 A3 43 A0 NP I HOROEEL 7 0 265 AT A% B b, 0% EUAE TP V4 25 ) f 45 96 0 R o T O I B TP bk R AT
5%, AN 8IS DNS AT, SCHR [65] £2 H— 43 A s A% 3% 1 3 0L 1) S8 RO% i & 1 DNS & i &= 5 001K 7
A I R, TE R RS SLR, — YK DNS % K5 SR A TP U5 17, 3 sl B R (R 54T DNS 254014 TP 5 17, 4 W
HYEIL T 6 AL 4

(3) Spam B 46l

WA HE B A T DNS HEAT A5 48, [RIAE 4 A0 A R B o 7o A A . A X, P SPF BEAT A 35 X 2
PSRN A I BN MR A2 FHLAE AN S, IR VES R 2 2 B T A% 3k AL A Y
03, XA I e 1Y), SR [66] I F= 3l I 5 sURALAS 5 50 14 5 SR R i e i 4 44 L, AT
RIS A T .
49 TEIEA/MP

(1) Botnet

1B 7 W 4% Botnet A2 Fi5 R — Pl 2 Pl 75 T B, 4 K0 B bot FRJT0 8, M 7E45 2 R B e 4L
Z T JIT TG B — N RT — ) 22 43l 1 D) 8%, 4282l 3 i 3k #576) (command and control, C&C) IR 25 2 Hilf ! 4L, kAT
i & SE B, Bk & T LUl Botnet HEAT RIS, {5 BETHL, M4 VEY, DDoS 5 4. Botnet R4 C&C k%%
A0 AL R 0] LA A 2R B, AR 3 32 B A DNS %5 64T Botnet Biti, B, BR T C&C %%
Fei it DNS W ERME T EHLE TS 7, AL ) Botnet. 324 (1 AL L DNS i B A C&C IRk 45 443%
2, {5 DNS (1) TXT il AT, KRGS BT 245,

(2) Fast-Flux

304 30 % A FH R AR e (Fast-Flux) 8 (1 TP btk (R R AR SR BRI 7%, i)™ SCI¥) Botnet [ C&C AR S5 #5111
4 BT 147 DNS 0% TTL /% B R/N, W% /N T 5 min, 24 C&C RS 23 1 TP Huhk i A8 21 5 B AT i - =
MURT LA AR P BF ) P 2% ) 1) C&C IR G54 1R He [R5 1) TP bk, X P R 3l 5 F - CDN A AT H@ 3 i, A
A2 A #F+ CDN R4 5 AT H Otk 25 8], 110 2% 52 Fast-Flux 285 $g [a) B 1 2401, AN A2 RISk 2=
R B3 ) — AN 2 ) [ ikl 2 ).

(3) DGA (domain generation algorithm)

ki % 0% 7 DGA Sk AR oK B 8 4 St 335 o Y, Lt SCI¥ Botnet 3 3 16 ] DGA S92 7534t A ]
0 T 5 B A ARSI, 0l AR AR S AR AR [ 9 TLD 33— L6344 13 81— A BRI B 3044 0 A, 384 in A ) s
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J, b, Conficker T LA S J7 ANBHALIIR A A 13 4> TLD'7), A5 ISOR: (308 S48 44 5 TR 4.
4.10 EEFANP BEHEM

S IX KB (R, Toi8 /& Botnet. Fast-Flux. )& DGA, Hbr#l 2RI B % = 134 A0 TP, 5 4.9 514
Hr AT LLF £ Fast-Flux Al DGA [A]# 2 Botnet & AN KT PIFHECA, K, — 4L DNS kil Botnet ¥ 4538
SCHR [73,74] % Fast-Flux 1 DGA WA A Botnet [PIZJ71%, H5EFR I, Fast-Flux 1 DGA B AN FRAAH T
Botnet b, ifif H., 22 AR S WAR 2 b5 s M 1) A% e 0 146 PTG R 1A 88042 A TP, JEANJRBR T =38 v i) — b, SG T ax 2R
A2 B AT AR ST TR, FIRE R A SCERIR I A, A SCR 2 AR S EEBEA R A 2009 4F B ILAE IS L
PEA— A T8 LA RO L A3 #T.

(1) FFM (Fast-Flux monitor)””!

FLTSEI 23 DNS Wi 55 Fast-Flux 47 48 G —S844E, Fol TTL, 1P A2 44, AS 45, i — 2Rt h
o CUAIR R A2 PR ARiE, DL 307 43 S 28 U 20X SO AIE AR B 42 1) 43 S, G DNIS ¥ & Hhoi (R itk 42, 9%
B JEAEFTARL I PR 3344 L 5 BER AT IR 1 — R R ARG AR

(2) Notos!®

Notos /& DNS [1155 1 ML RS, U — SR E T H— A5 e A VP, Rl 4 A1 15 W 384
VT MEEN, T ECP OB IRAES: 1) BT W25 (FRHE, Han R 42 A0 TR TP (R S A, 3K L8 TP (¥ 5 A
FUANF) AS 548, 2) FET- DX SCHFIRHE, 38— 1P HhbAH N R 38044 B0RFAE, LU 44 (M - A7 s AR AR L 38044 1)
BJKPE « ANFFARF R AE; 3) Je T UEHE FORFAE, EU Undsi s A O R il 5 i TP bl O s 44
30 A5 B A oE B B 2 i U7 AU T X SRR I R 0P 2 R e, AR R I AE LR 75 00 DNS Uit 1) s 44 R AT
TS

(3) Kopis!””

Kopis i M3 TLD FIABLE R 55 %% 11 DN'S 3t 5t 4 AE SR A i 2% =k 4, M Ui 32 B4R AE AT : 1) requester
diversity (RD), J1J TR ALTE KA 52 k44 (1) 1P Huhk 23 A4 AL, PR AR T K K 1P Ml BGP g8, ASN. [HX
fRH; 2) requester profile (RP), [T ALHF i I [a] B i oK ke 4 %k 119 K71y 3) resolved-IPs reputation (IPR), J +-3&
AERFAE I A4 Mg AT 1) TP M1k 2% 1) 85 1 125 B0E 3 A A5 0. Kopis BE - 28 100 1 1F 5 0% 5 10 380 44 1R R e
random forest (RF) VI ZRA 7L, 4K J5 %} DNS I 5 BT ek 4 3: 474025,

(4) Exposure!™"™
Exposure JH i #EH DNS 7t i H 240 1 #4844 F1 3% Bk 44 AR AE F W 580 (decision tree, DT) JEAT Yl 25,

IR AE LI 3 TR RS S S A BEAT SIS SREEDUAK) S SRR AT 1) S 1 I TR AR, 0 B R o kA4 i
SRR IS 1) BORAS ; 2) FET- DNS W (R AL, A d (AN ) TP RkA% TP Mk Py AEFR R 2K TP M MIEAf 44
FUCRC I B0 45 3) JEF TTL MIRHE, tids e I8 H B TTL MG THEFE T4 4) JE T804 AT, didsk 44 3 1)
BURE 844 A SRR T s OBV

(5) FluxBuster™"*!

FluxBuster =2 0 Kl Fast-Flux Beit, B 46 el 4 DNS Ji s il b IE 5 (44 (TTL EHLECR, T
IP M AEHCE A/, TP 73 A rh) v b, F00 1 R340 T2 O SR S AT B A%, BN RRAE 0 — ST BERY Flux M %5,
hy G SCIBR A4 R AT TR AT 1) TP M hEFRI SR &, REANAR P UH ST R HURFAE: 1) AT IANTR] TP 1% 2) R rh AN 344
(K 3) % P44 1K) TTL Y08 4) i i I 18] B b g b 21 H i ige b 1) 1P AOAS [Rl kA2 (R Bt 5) TP ik ) 2 5 fE
6) 4 HIT IR 5] B P % p s> DNS i SRS 44 P A8 A BILIK) TP 5 A0 7) =24 IR 1) BB BE b I ) B b 4
> DNS £ RIS A4 P8 A BLI 1P B84 e, 1 DT A Skl oA R A2 Flux B2,

(6) ExecScent™

ExecScent st — Ml 73T C&C 55 3 28 LA R ST HTTP 345 IS DU IS S C&C 1A, &4t
BT OIS B C&C 1A HTTP 35K AL, S5 55 T H A 1P bk IX e kI 1%, 0 TR
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P C&C 12K, FH 2 YRR AR S AT AR B (URL, HI P ARER 45 HTTP Sk BORME 1 £ k25 0%
A, REAFPIMFE P UR S A 2D DX CRI C&C A AT R, WA A2 i D SURERR, 0T IX 28 AR A Y IE
M R4 SR R R U OB, SRR 1) BENLEAT DI 203 S8, B, B IR HTTP 3 SR VI 2 ) 7 88 ik
AT AL

(7) multi-dimensional aggregation monitoring (MAM)"

MAM 3 o 0 e 3 44 A1 TP B I ] (10 B A i S, MR T 5 AR A4 AN TR I T A A (1 TP A SR AL, T e
A PR AL AT TP FR6S AR, 1 S AN EL AR PO ASUE T, "EKE DNS IR I — M BPIR G5, 47 AR
R TIRAE] TP AT, AR UF ST R ARE S PR ACT I 5, 38 3o )BT 24 i a0 AN I i) B P LA 3 e A 8
PEVESRC A A1 RCRORRUE T, WU R PN A 1 TP R TS I HIE A Bt R A A
T R ALRY. T IR R P AR A R DRI S m ) 52 R AT .

85.86]

$3,84]

(8) Segugio!

Segugio I A fle— AN FHLENI A (0 o3 4% (FRFFT 3804 B DA I A 1M 06 R) SRELIE =k 4, 2K
P RT3 AMB BRI S 1) dn SR — A EHUBGE, B 5 B R 44 5 2) A R R R A R R M E N
Ty A5 VA TR R A SR I 03445 3) 1E Y EHUAS K AT R 25 A blosdl 44 . BRI = 22K AR 3 AMRFAE: 1) EHUT
o, WA d A LSS R AR R TSGR, d SR TR OK 2) A4 B, 3
% d AEZ5 2 I BB SRR R 3) TP W, 384 d AR AT I TP Rkl m o i TD B TV R 8 00 0 44 1) SR I .
Segugio B FG 0 B, F T I KA b SRy OB R4, IEH A, R, R IR B 4R o AN R
(79 55, B0, FH DA R AE I 2515 3 (1) 43 S 28 X6l TS e o S (1) 358 42 300 AT 1F 6 T 2 10 42 1 ) 4

(9) DNS %I | 7

DNS W& 37 MR DNS Wi 3838 A 5 “NOERROR [543 2 &, 3 i I /0 il 5T % DNS 2R 4%
9 3 25: 1) Host-star, 2> (1 EHLFEAT 0K DNS 25 i#); 2) DNS-star, K (1 EHLE /D 11844, 3) Bi-mesh, —
o> EHUR— IR A AAAE BRI WO R. B A4 B4 s, AT B Host-star =2 2 FH 4 A 0 S 3 1
Vi 3844 512, DNS-star 3= 22 37 A5 12, Bi-mesh 3 22218 S 45 1975 3).

(10) DNSMap™!

DNSMap S 32EL DNS it &, JEA-4l 4% 70 1P I BUR O R IEAT S 80 7 fifh, el W P WL 5¢ R AR A A 0, 14T
P o At A B P43 BT AR ERR a0 B (R D ol P sk 42 K02 B 9 R BAT $0 4, A 1) — 43 B AR AR AL U
(18 224 7 B 1) 38 R AR AR AN T 4 (R B S DG 2R, AN A2 A (VTR DG 3R, BID 24 iy s 1) S A L i T e i) B
JAORUIE A (WL 6 R RAE T AR Ak, A R EEAH I R4 s R, S A IR AR A, SRR 1) — 2y B AR 2 AN TRl IR e
TG, FEARLE LU —A FQDN A IP [F1 50 Jedu, S, 57 o BURRRAAIE 1) 22, R0 AR 7] P81 B 7 (R R AIE 1) J 4R, 7]

(11) BotGAD™*"!

BotGAD ¥4 DNS i 5 H 34 B 11 42 PRt AT i g, AR BN Sl 22 RN 3Kk e I I AT TP b b (1 S, i e a o e
SRRV BSR4 (R AL, FEEAT AT AR 24T, R R T — L% DNS FRIESEATIRAR: 1) WAV, 2) 1
DRI KR 3) T SRIEA 1B 4) T SRIBA AN TP Hihb % 5) S04 AT AN IR TP k(¥ 40w o A
L 88 R A ] (kA A 00 Ay 7 1) 86 R A4

(12) BotbADP"

BotDAD ¥4 i host profile #LE AL DNS i f, A W45 BT EALEEZEA 1 profle, 2R )5 HHHR LR it
BLUE A5 LU RS AIE 1] e R 1 SR AE SR (R HA I3 SR BB R R 5, B LA A 0T bot 1) FE 22
MR, JEE SR 2 e 53 (Ul 31 R 285 11 8 A 6) Y. (935 SR 3%, AT AR A 4 B0 TR ML 0 EE AR ), SRR R S A
(NXDOMAIN itl3%, EDNS 3%, DNSKEY tl3%, ANY itl3%, DSEC, TXT i3%). #R#E 4 host [1 profile 15 &4
host BHRFAE ] SE(E, 7 RTINS BRAR 5 S 90A% 5L T SCREAE 1i) 25 19 8 (i SRAS W 454 host (1 profile 15 15, 48
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JE K 45 A D N R0 I B A AR AR U S5 AR5 R ATy A A 280 S AS ) e 5 175 0.

(13) PsyBoG"?

PsyBoG AN [d] FHAbAS I 52, 24 T &K 8 H DNS Jite, ‘& S 40T DNS 3 SR Kt e, MG SRt i e i e
BLIP, 18R K344, B TRIER 3 AMRRAEAE AR RS AL IS TR SURRAE, S8 5 R TR 2 B (power spectral density,
PSD) B¢ I 545 5 46 SURAR 5, 1 S 23 1845 5 K0l 4 Botnet Ji .

(14) GMADM!

GMAD H—/MRIIHA A1) /7 51 13804 i Ui €] (domain name travel graph, DNTF) A 35 45k 44 FH 52 1K 4 1)
FHL, &b HUOF A DNS ZHifji i, 1 532 DNS B 1 4 MR (E R84 1 A1 a5, 4 I I3 26 &
PR3, 15 AR AT 3 SR A (IR TP 4 A0 A ) 1) 51 250 #2572 DNTF, 4R J5 ARk dul 42 4 AH 7] ) e e e 45 25 i)
(1 BT TR A, fcfa T3 44 PR 44 BRI 3T 1) SR 4

(15) 2 N Thri: P9

AT 1 BB DNSMap ™ U 55 4% [ 358 4 1 TP 1) e O 22 1 B e Mg 4t HE R 5 2 i Bl R e 45 /b
40 MR T A2 /D 20 A4S TP (XL TP B/0FEIK 2 A AS) B oaid sk ok, VB NBY B M AT BE 5 e 26 3 BBt
(13 1 23 BT B B AR H ] SR TC K SeREAEREAT 20T, AH R BRI 20 A A7 BUREAE 20 BT« AR AE 2 BT o TP AREAE 34T
B4 1A P T B4 AL BT L TP SR T 5 4 B BUH K-means 4K 35 3 S84 AE 0 &1 PR T HEAT S8 15, TR
PR, o — AN R H HIRE, — AR IR AL, )5 — DI B R N TR UERY B, i N A G 73 B A%
o B BT A AR, JE— 2Dk D T A BT B, 19 8 B A ORI 45 R

(16) Pleiades™

Pleiades - 25 T AR /& DGA HEA R 44 KR 73 25 5 3 NXDOMAIN (1M 84 3, [a]—18 7 2% 1)
Bot HIAH[H] ) DGA 83245 L AHZE LK) NXDOMAIN #&3C. 75 DGA KILF B, Jr IfiR [ Hi % NXDOMAIN 1)
ARGV (KB A% 55 MR AT 3R AR, 2200 T R ILIBEEAH [l DGA Hik/: 44, 75 DGA
SR ZRFURIBY BE, 2220 228 FH T heide 45 7 b A EL 2L 0 10 1 AR ) DGA JAZEA, o F AT LA REST W 31 2. 41 DGA
AR, H I3 —AN B B R BER BRI T & — AN H71) DGA FIEEIA DGA FKIRIN A,

(17) DBod®

DBod FZIEF AR DGA B2 A FIE G 18 7 N UK 2 A [ 4R & 13k 44 HLGHS 407 sk 25 2RI, DBod 4347
RIGCH) DNS ik, 2 T38RI )L 38 SR B0 A SRR 9 26 P B G ) LR IE 3 B 2 LR A%, T SR 424 sapL
i, FH—ANPE2 B AN RHT 43, SR DI 06 3 11008 A2 T TR AR

(18) LSTMP”

SCHR [97] $2 H — K HICIZ 4% (long short-term memory, LSTM) &5 & = LI 77256 DGA F=4: 11
WRIA AT 4328, BI04 IR IR SEL7e R IA] ) 2 (R G 4, B pi— > 54> 128 [WARRE, S5 FH LSTM Flid &
JIWUHIAE 45 G IR S8 2% S R EAT 4328,

(19) BDSP™

BDS #2H{ DNS it &# [ AESE &, % T DNS ik, 2Bk 4% . ¥ 1P, H I IP. ISR, XJ T DNS Wi sy, $2H
fERTI TP, S A4, ENEE, X RPN A, W TR — DA — B B Whios X ifIf5 B
(DNS it 4ERE . DNS WBFEICR . BUBRS %), X MX R4 2 {5 8, Web R4 RN R, 84 M4
BB, A5 3 T A X SRR JE, TS AR SR o ) I R I AR (9 B VAR A B e I

BAVREANHT 19 POk s M 1P (AN 7%, B 18 % 6 $Hx L ik T B a5 Mo, Bk yl, X
RGO R 1) — SO AE, AR T o S VAP AR HEAT AT, D R 1 4 kA SR YL TP
ik, Forb FEMPPL, FluxBuster™ 1 3= 22 ] T4 0l s A5 3 TP (13844, ExecScent™ . Segugio™*1 3= 3 1] T I8 7
BAFANSE 11k 4, Pleiades”™. DBod™". LSTM"7 32 H]F KM 2E T DGA HII 4%, Jfth 5 imins b 4, #0
TR A% A TP (1) 5 5 G 0, A5 Botnet. DGA. Fast-Flux.
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F 6 TWRALA/IP A TR L —
RE H#x bE7 Jrik FEAE SCHR/ A ]
PEM HeilFastFluchl s BesfI A i sy PR AS EEEERL 265000
Notos il 4 PINISP X 2% FISTEP* 3 DT iTW AR AR AL S [76] 2010
Koni RIS A 4NISPRISIED R 2184 A A A RF WRFIPI A Ay WK F TP 7712011
PB4 BUBAN.ca TLDSRAE (5 d B (771
e ~/NSP$us1El”j:éﬁlo}ﬂﬂ'JDNs i I7] . DNS B F TP AR 44, [78] 2011,
Exposure  REMBEIE e jes o4 giio DT TTL, 5044 1 54 A [(79] 2014
FluxBuster FrllFast-Flux!s 4 STE" 42410 1 ({IDNS#Hi i CUR e L2
KR A AR — AN LA 3L 4 URLARUE JE 2 (PRl AE. IE
ExecScent KIIC&CH AR HIM L5 &, T 5K 241350007 SVM MBS KIK), 5 [82]2013
YL 3L HTTP& i ERveUllis
MAM KD R s s ANISPLY 14 IDNSEU, 3 il 42 FNTPs A P I & 1) J 1 (AN [N ) Bt [83] 2013,
Ey 34 AP T 244 (RFEF BT 384 BIPHLTBE BAR 5 5L [84] 2012
S SIE = 4 L/EJW%E/]U\%?, Ia 42 1 = R
Segugio b T AMISPALS KB HLR G RF O fREEN, s 55201
7 FHLIP [86]
. K R g itk KF M3 A, Ry s ik S 2R I P 3 4% R SR e
DNS KA AP 200 JiDNSi% 3k Pl o il Sk LIP3 2 [87]2010
Mg S H 1 — A KAISPRASANMDNSH R, . RAEARA I FH TP AN SR ) 4k
DNSMap 342 urp 96,7 AR S T e [58] 2016
, WA RRAE ECR, 23844 BR8N
eap | P ig?_@;mﬁgi?ﬁ;gﬁ WL PRSI K, TRBA 0, T (89] 2009,
o 4 RHDNSHA BIPESTRT KB R RITPHEE SR, 504 [90] 2012
FE AT AN [R] TPk () it
TER B Rtk T sk 2l
2 - N 3%, BN A (NXDOMAIN
BotDAD gﬁgg?ﬁ’* HH Eﬁz,}i}gﬁ“_m RREALIOR RF 2%, EDNSIZi%, DNSKEYI2 [91]2019
- 3%, ANYid 3%, DSEC, TXTid3%)
SEA RS FHURFAE
s ey P B — K IDNS I
PoyBoG o I g don ] fDNSYL B, P4 SYEEIEPSD EHUP, WERIGIRAE, IR (9212016
” N[ kr TLD{DNSTi &
Ko 2 S S [E P NMSPAI2010426 H % A P4, WA M P C R,
GMAD tjaé%ufpﬁ NI, B AN ISPII2010 M K SRR A SRR A (K UHIP AU R A i) [93] 2014
FE1LABPA/ DI E Eapsea
s ey 02 ATARISPHI20134E9 1 AT BIREAIE L 4 AL IPchm‘
AT hRE f;é%lliP# —JH[fIDNSH R FI20144E6 )7  K-means. 4 14 0. B4 400 IP [94] 2015
H 45 FIDNS it & N Lo AL
Pleiad Eﬂ;ﬂfﬁi@m b —NISPHI15/ HFIDNSK-means. DT. NXDOMAIN. n-grami$fiE. 5 [95] 2012
e ikt ot ARIR B 5E . B4 SIS ]
FEERMDGA-  —ADHEEMM2013ES ARI2015 0 o - g RICIIDNSTER, T35 R I 7] |
DBod o oA SRLReA i ke WML ekt (9612017
SIWDGASA I Alexafs Lili11 )i M4 HIDGA LSTM. & .,
LSTM Ejfjh\%*é Rt ﬁz‘ﬁoﬁ‘ BT ER Mﬁ:ﬂ B g, [97] 2019
KM BIR TR, KA45)T4 .. ‘ DNSifk (iﬁz\mlp\ H 1P
52 4 N FHEBCE RIS I 8%), DNSHIR: (4T TP,
I NG b
BDS A I Ak 44 ANE IR 4%, DNSTFRA480% P 2 B4, SREEE B (Whios. [98]2011

T, WNAE396% JT

MX., Web, )
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T IR A W 7 VE LS PR, TR VA I . S IRBEERAN IR, T DA, Teik X e R G AT 4 X}
Ik fE LA, BATTH BB NI S8 Z 45 1 SCHR o KRB 2 A TR AR 2 4. 2 7 WUINZRmi R i i) (FH T2 2R
I EAT UIZR), TR . A (7F S HREAE A LI 2R 44 s Rl He ke ) RS H I e i L TR 2R
HRE (FELRAT I IRE J)) RIS JLAN J7 1 ] BT LIk S8 R A Al 6 g, e NA ARER TG STk A3 %0

£ T R MP K TR
=4 HERG E;%Jﬁ}ll %%ﬂ RrH i’f&
IO G K R
FFM NA ) x x NA K 2 e (st S 56 B
Notos 15 x v x N TLPHZR96.8%, A4 S LA s A
CL I T2 A DAl 42 8 D 298 %%, A A F A A 10 44 Rl 2R 7 4%, i ARG
WO A o 3 PR T TR A A DR ek 44

Exposure ; NE A J N AT AR I 4% 25 Botnet % 247 4 (Flux. DGA. Malware), 8l % 298%, i%
AT

FluxBuster =~ NA x N X N AR R, (R 32 hA AR SE A I, BN LA R R Rk

KRR

Kopis 30 x N v \

ExecScent 14 R x x N AR, AR AR, AR DU B LE VI R BT (R I (G R A SR
MAM NA NA NA x NA  73% FLIH Z6FN10.3% R B 2, 3 LIAS I 2 480 /NS i 52/ () e
Segugio 1 x N v N 4% LA ZERI0. 1% I 2R, st LUAS I % B 43 (0 1 3 44
DNS %0 1 e J y ﬁ@;ttﬁ&%} HT LRI 2 P2 S AR /DN, B2 PR T DNSHi R 20K
DNSMap >2 >2 N v N UNZRIN )R, AR iRy, A BH A, JCVFAS I WS B N ) S
BotGAD y y J J J R, JLAM BT UM — AN 224 (R, R I 95% LA _E, BB %
° I0.4% LU, F VLR, JoVLAS A FHDNSHEAT C&CIHf {55 [Fi1e )~ I 4%
BotDAD 10 10 J J N WU 2R 25 15 99% LA -, YN R FAS I I ') 348 L e, 90 i vk 6 EAG I 1A
© VINIR PR AL R A5, RSO R 1 1 ) B B A % 3 T bo t YR A DU 1 5k
PSvBoG y 5 J J J 95% AN FN0. 1% I FH =R, 3 EVELF, S R F 21 KT M 4%, (AR 2R
Y o U 8 AR £ 5 3

Rl 24 3 90%, “T-35999%, 1B FH KK F0.5%, THH 2= EKO(n), n ) DNS
GMAD x x N v N SR, SR, SR 22 A 10 S R BN, ARG BN A 1) S RS SRS
fe a2 fhl
K2R AR 27T 3599% A b, 7] I FH 26 4RA0.002 LL R, {H B T B — 34y
N AW, 3 Rt 22
SEYIR I A 5199.7%, PR FHE 4 0.1%, (HASGE S H A RIDGAS.

FNTHRE >2 >2 N v x

Pleiades 1 BER N N e s, B4 RSN DOMAIN R
DBod  NA  NA v N N Rl N G R R bR, IR 1 S0 i R
LSTM 1 B8R < x xR R R AssYe i, A LBl i, A B LR AT
BDS 3 NA N v x K EIk B 68% 1 [l B BH 2R 7E3.8%

TE: NARR SR b e 43 21

BIFFEN B3 AT LLAIZ BE 753 ARG H B AN §E 7 o 22 H T CAT I 75 35T RERIEFE, AR mT LA 1 3 24777 ik
IRIF 5T T BOMUIE %, 25 St B (0 755 TR O S, T — 98 23 R e Al e e X — 280 1 5 A2 1 B Ak
(K] DNS it AR, S AL 27 21 (A BEAT RN, 55 Ah— 853 T3 ik Il el g sl A A LK s 50 R 3 ST 1, T
IIHT SR N B R AR A DLEAT R, I — 8T VE SR T VR IE AR AT 3 A, A TR VR A ST T

VEBAT P IRACRD, AR MR X L7V EAE— A G 8 T AT S50 LU A,
4.11 [RFbR%E

DN P & HAB UMLK P9 28 25275 DNS Phidt e, S5 DL DNS 17 sk A1 R4 SC58 A ol GaLes)
K. DNS B & — Rl B b, th - B KRR R 1 4% ¥E LIk S AT b Bl 25 1) DNS i i, Beaki & n] AR
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DNS S HUHIEZ 57 55 S5 L4 0 P 358 2 WL SRRl A5 {5 T, S B0 S FE s, SCP-AR s . SR [101] 324 7
Xt DN'S B B A8 AH of 4 i (¥ YRS, BT Tk FEL ARG 5 T2 23 A Ay vk,

ST DNS BFIE 2L 3 ANER S 1) Vo #5818 44 5718044 ; 2) DNS BEiE T H; 3) th C&C & dsthAem)
DNS BUZRSS #. 4KH 5213 AU 31 DNS IR 5w (K85 5 30, 724237 DNS BEIE AT, 524 FHLRT C&C s 3%
HOT B3OS DNS B T, KT DNS g 28 8 Kt 4 i )5 X0 W, DNS g T L ¢/S )5 UIE AT,
&PV AT SR L, RS AT C&C R%-5%, DNS [%i T B 1] 4> 4 IP over DNS Hl TCP over DNS %3 T
B PiF U 1P over DNS #4 1P R 30334 3 DNS B%3 1, TCP over DNS ¥ TCP R 3¢/ 34 5 DNS pgi rh, AR %A
T RARE g sUOUFR, MG RFC1034 ') 34 55 Kol 253 B, — 48 T H R A DNS § g HL# EDNS(0) '™ 1247
DNS 3t 512 B. AR TR AR AR TR, 15 22% 4 8V Rk 1 SCRiR, 3 HUAS P ERR.

%8 DNS fgig T A

e TH Hfigh 75 1 e Y FFEDNS(0)
NSTX!*! Base64 TXT x
[P over DNS Dnscat2!"*! Hexadecimal A, AAAA, CNAME, MX, TXT x
Todine”” Base32, Base64, Base128 A, CNAME, NULL, MX, TXT, SRV V
TUNs!'® Base32, Base64 CNAME x
Dns2tcp!'™” Base64 TXT, KEY x
TCP over DNS OzymanDns'"'”! 5 1f1: Base32 Mij.: Base64 A, TXT x
Heyoka!''! Binary TXT v

FRATTLA B 8M O Ay g5t 3 I Bl 0 (1 7 T RN B AR A I R 1) 32 WK AR AL (K B A 35 B DNS 75 077
SRAGT 4, Wi updata.tunnel.com”, [i) A< 3 i VA AT 1R 25 4% KA IX AN 4 7 DNS 153K 2) 3 A i# BT IR 55 23 2 A7
HA7 AT . com (¥ TLD R45 28l <5 HHE M IR %5 28 & 1 B C&C M55 25 £4%211 tunnel.com AL IR 45 35 il ;
3) .com H %5 #% ] A< b3k VA B AT R 25 4% 3 [9] tunnel.com PIRUBR 45 #3 Hitik A.B.C.D; 4) A<Hbis H AT ik 55 4k 45
)3 N kAR 2 9A) updata.tunnel.com F3hE, IXAE HH C&C Ph%E) DNS IR 5548 mt 7T AN N EH P 3 e
B updata; 5) C&C HhZ%EM1) DNS RS- FRAE € 1) A< b s VA g AT IR 55 35 1 e AR SC b aT AR 3% — 2525481 downdata
R4 6) T, 18 VAR AT AR 55 S 4  BEAR SCAE (0] 52428 AL, 58 T 5245 BHLFT C&C HRSS A IRl RS

— DNS i3k

updata
1 (1) ’7 TLD HR45 %%
- —
e SIS 3 DT N )
N0 1.
do(wgldata e \mm funnel.com %k‘
PRI 4% Mk 55 2% Wi &
(HH C2 IR %t

B8 Bk s i 2
4.12 FRRbREERN
H AR 2 B4l 0 2% Sk 7 RURT b B (G T 52 I 8% 0k (000 XU, — PB0H A DG S L B M AN R vr S 4 e I T 45
AT DNS R 45482 18] (¥ it ik, JoORf s AR A bl o 7 B34 18 5 R 1) oy, (B0 F-HR 4 1) DNIS BEE, IRF 1) S
FHASBEBELLE, XoT- BB B (RN, 5 T8 10 7 V22 e AE AR ORI T3 U230 33 32 RO RG I s3 pef T-%
WAL B 50T ey, BAELLAE H A s kg 4 18 .
SCHR (101 U BERR P AR I 7 ¥ K11 23 Sy 56 0 PRy 0 7 ¥ 0 5~ A R PR G 0 7 Yk P RIS, 50 ) ey Al



20 BRPR AR, wrnndE g K 0 x4

D7 VESR T BN B S SR AT (MR T EAT R, 2 TS 2 PR A I v A e — SO AR VI R BB 1 ) A s DU 1 A
DA, 25 R0 0 R I 5 3 A 5o R (0 RS T B (L PRGN 7 9, TR AR IR 7 9 T B S T R VLG
77 VL5 5 IR R AR, B6F B 00 77 ¥ 5 SIS T RN (R i 6 B (AT AL ST 1) 7 v 4 4
ST RGN 5 S TR PR ) 510 R BRA TS A ST, SE P, SR
2 YT PU AR g a7 T8 o] ok Bt A

() FEFAR& I 75

SCHR [114,115] A F Y5 Todine B0, 3T 7E snort % s 5 2 (AU U Todine B&i, SCHk [116] A
Dns2tcp 75 SSH 48 F I IJ4E 7 245, 76 Bro b5 2 AH R B Dns2tep BEIE. 1X 38 757 11 B 2 8 102 8 H
P2, HAERIER e I BEE, JF BTN TR0 B @ U 55 5, 28 5 HiA.

(2) T BME %

SCHR [117] $E2 DNS G AF H A [R] WL B e — € BIE AN DNS P i, SCik [118] #2 DNS Ji it 750k i AE
h AW ) R, SCHR [119] $E38044 75900 UCE R RAELE A 000 B B, SCiik [120] FE 454N P98 = AL I 445 DNS 7
I B s S B PR AR ARl I BT O B AR, ST [121] 2£T DNS S i — S8 Ge e, F 20 E T RE (5 Bl
S AR mi £E R B A LT3 AR 10 5k, JE T B I VR TN RIS, SERPETET, l LLRAI S s
AR DNS BEE 1L 1 Bits, (R I 12 000 5 7E AN [ 6 ) 6% R B8 B AR (0 K /NS ), R 2 N a0 AT R A

(3) FE T WA S 1 5

FEFPLE2E S 524G I DN'S 5 18 L SR (1 771k, 43 9 I B R0 B R ML 2% X0 O ik, Tl R 4R IR
TERHIE AR LA 2% 2 VR IEAT VN G5, AN TR TG MBI v 2 o0 TE R S AR E,, 7 MBI 27 50 1586 0 S 5 M
BRAE, P IX R R 2, B Le i s, Bl DRF Sk [122] A i i 28 7 2R g I, A SRk it 5 2848, R
FEAS[R] (0 0 S R P S [ RO 2% S B0k, BLAR LRtk VBT, AEAN N [ () 5 2P 4035 22 AR N (¥ SCIR,
X N FPEGN A . SR [122] D53 TAEGRE I &) 9" R,

29  DNS BRFBBEIE A% 22 SR 7 v b

SCHER RS AR T A PEfE i 5
. Todine, Dns2tcp, FrameworkPOS, 3 H 45 & R0 A I 2L 51100% oy e s
s , s 2 LY : pey
[122] Isolation foest Backdoor.Win32.Denis [ o CRATFACAR 1) 14 % mEFAOEE
D filtrati 1kit (DET § - L
[123] Isolation forest %T\;?;X iltration toolkit (DET)JF L #.95% LA L TR 2 15
[124] RF Dnscat2, DNSshell, cobaltstrike #4131 5£98.47% FHUP A 4
. LR: K5/%99.93%, fEfH#0.189%; . . . NS
. . 270, >R S [ P& b 3 5
[125] Logistic regression (LR), Dnscat, Bernhardpos K-means: K1E91.68%, [E 12 hi)bJ TXTc 35 I e Al 3l
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	DNS域名系统(domain name system)是一种互联网协议, 提供域名和IP转换机制, 它将易读的域名转换为IP地址, 将IP地址转换回域名, 从而保障网络应用的顺利执行. 随着互联网日新月起的快速发展, DNS 服务已经深入到互联网的各个角落, 成为互联网最为重要的基础服务和不可或缺的关键一环, 被称为互联网的“中枢神经系统”. 作为互联网的基础核心服务, DNS渗透到网络的各个角落. 一旦遭受攻击, 会给整个互联网带来无法估量的损失. DNS安全问题是保障目前网络安全亟待解决的首要问题.
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