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A1
A2

1969 'd 239 ©FA Sputnik & A AFL u)=Zo] glo] AR dojdth
23

ML olo] A4FL wo} H} S|e okl 4B

1A 7] 13 ek g 2
Ao 5 thEoE w¥g Stk 1 F9 st 2AIE Robs 2A

A717] 95 ghE AA) QEyle] 939 ARPANET o]t} (A9 7], [2007).

o] FAol L 1] Fde] BF AT AY ABelN 9AHoz e Dol

A 9t fEThe, det vhelete] A Edel e, 2addelsg A EY
s ]

oF e, ~HEE tfsto] Folstgith. AuTe] FAsEe Aol Wit
QR FHlo] FAHHE T 22 ARt TPAA A8, 4F AT
U A7 AEY AW AHE U £ AES Stk £ ARPANET & iT‘FU

A
HARE o]Fol $HLE AFHEY A &Y F2E wEo AT
2 Aol thulste] AR 3ol B o HAFEHLY @E%
5til A B A s E F 43 etaAt sheiTh

19723 MAre] Z270E ARPANET 2 24} 7|& Z2AEE £33t
o AFAaEY FAR AR ZRH AFLL, 71EY UESI Ao oEzel
A7 A= 1981 IETF %% RFCE £3)] 9% TCP/IP, UDPE ]9t
oz Fo Yl ZT2E AFPsP T 198349 1Y€ 190 ARPANET ¢ NCP
protocol & TCP/IP 2 YA A33FH Tt (Leiner et al.l 2011)).

1986 ol = n] 231 (NSF) o] ARPANET & &536to] n)=2o AA 5
A diEste 71He g AeFA =3tk o] %, NSF & AHilso] 7R Q)
= 78 AFEHE g AF 71He] o] & 4 Y=F NSFNET S 7551,
A we F4 £55 Aot A= ARPANET 9|9 $4 WEYA7L
Z] NSFNET o] Zojstn] W EQFS &&=7t AR oA A Aot

SIEYL I Ao g wmEolHA Y 1991d World Wide Web & 7
15U J3] dge= 74 7H°1°l H A U204 QJIFUE ©]&
o] 7FsstA H Atk oAl FAIN AR, WEIHA S8t A

2
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A, ABU WA, AXAR So27x] &8E HER Al vt o
ToAA FEEF Avso] w2 4] 25 AT 247 Hdn (MA S
2009).

23 2000d S0l SABFL] 54T W3t 9 ohE AREAF 87 AR
SUE d&f @A AN Ao @ EAREC] A7 AEH (Fisher, 2007
Gavras et all [2007), olol thsire RJgolM 743 47i=lo] ok ]ai
AU FAE 6H§ohx} AF7HA & %LH?JE % '81 =47 AP

QA 97 Mww we o) 2450 9, [ E EARES
TAAE ofd Aol A AU, mﬂA & 0% #AEE 9o o
g AE o] Hojglon oSS A5y Ash v AHUL BE Ak

ol tis) oS &b, @mw A28 Wir}



A 2 %

SR REFBER EPS)

A7 QENS AT 2A HEA BA AHUelA ol A B
SEse] Eelun gtk @A AEYelA FEF HREL iV D
ar gt

A1d A
A (2009) ol whEH 19693 vlS¢AYe] FE Soll o] FojXl tiitE Ald
U EY 3 ARPANET S ©x] 4749 AFEE AZ3 ZAo|gort A= AA
180 37 =l Al 2

-1 il
2 B gt Ao 248 JEE FEER o3 Jrka Bk, o2 o
BeEY, 269 AAUY S0 B9y HelR ar7t AstEsHos
Z7bek Qlok, (97 @007) & ozw eyl =L 50w A 1009
Vg FA%L AAG 2 fulAHAY BEE 59 oz WENT AA
o Bwst AQ Ao diHE Qe g FEL AA Agel 21
e 7 2 BAdoR dEH L gk



L MAAE B Qe FlE XS WA 497 N BASA Hg
o @A Fa AAGNAL ol9h 2ol wae] BAFe] Ae AR o5
g 79, AHUL Te] o5 AN & gy W] © o4 Bl 7}
ol ATh ols} Zo] W] o5om s WASE WA ADe] BA%A
2 : Aol e A7 AHH ALk o9k e AHY

AL At +Ad FA%S 7IRke R o] HiolHE Be4or AT
T AEF AEE o g EAA7A9] HHe) F2E e P, AF4 9
€ FAe AT AL MAYSE, 93 A8 284S AT dYE 5o BE
Al 7esol e 54 Algez AA S d= o AHEE L
a8 H2E] g FA 771E % FAY VIese dEUeR F3A
7l =0l IAPHAHA 719 dEul Vsl Wi uZeo] dasA =
o AU 45t BEEo] PC, AW 9 2hpE SelA wiE e 9 A
sgol Alge] e FE 772 FFHL, L1LH0% HoHE AET +
Jom AL F doly &do] &2 FAGA dHHor A&Ho R HolHE
AEstal ASA dlolg £4&0] som AFA 7 AR o8 FAGS
Z2 FZHEA, o 5 ot
S
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o5 o] &3 YT F8& Anl2e] Ede ZHAL $rh olH 3 HEHNI A
9e adror #Aeste 2ol dositt. A AU HEI BeE
Aol FA g AAE Aoz YEHI Gl EAT Yo 2F S0l &
<3 BUHY Ha e Folth. FEA] AHAY A4S S EAT £
2], g9 A4, HSAEA, BGPAA A7 59 #el7t olFoA L Ut v
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A 3%

F9 FANA B B3

19743 22 A o+H AL TCP/IP 9 22 EFS 474 2 &
od WA 22w VEZE ABE] Foh AHAS I5G 748 5
Aol Wael e 8ol L7 ARl Vs W3E] Zelgle] M
Ag—a—}z STt AA AEYe Bed A4 ARUAIA ALES dol A}
3% dzmeted 2249 4844 su Aok (BT p09). oA
Lawoﬂxu =42 Fusa 437 A hELow ¥ FIND, EU
FP73t9] FIRE, 4& AKARI Z=2AEJA = & QAEUY S FA43t1
BAAL sot @ sjdstua A7 AW 9ok (Chen ot all 2010).
o] AKARIOA = A3}LE o] &3 Tt VE IV AFEHE A4
A% M=A22 Walshl) AER2) B A8 9 3 o4l ols 2
I AAARez 447 @ AS #AAS T3 9t} (AKARI Architecture
Design Project, 2010) ‘}}EEE QI7FALS o] E-xFAl} thokAd o] AA =714
S Ag AR Aols] 4Taze
HER e v o] 2 % A=
ast. Aoz 20471 Fol A
A0l AN AEE 5ol
o old@ 4EAY AEU A
349 e ol 27 8 A4
H FIREIA = @A AUl
G A Azl 224

sion} 2010). Qe UL o4 d A

§59

AfFUA ] Alxdlolgtr] B
Atk AT (European Commis-
kst AF2 AHUoRE AZH

f

A e a4 AAE AT+ e Al A avka dgdd e 27
ol NH T AFL AT 5 Gt o FelA ol AT Aul2Fo] BEoiA T
Qom $43 £3e] AT ol A AHUL Fdgle] AHFHIL Ar}
olejt B4 MBS} I FolB BE 2T 4 glo} 4K 23 2R
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oFellAE 71E AdFEolA FAAHLE AdHUANA o ZAE0] Atk B

A1d 2" Heols 27] F¢

1990 3 o PAjn]29] Z2-A 9l <17]2} 2000 ol H
ternet Service Provider ; ISP) 2} &3t £40] & HE|TH, EF =
Y SOz 9PN TEHNA $ FaTo] AN AN 27 A2

Fio tigoez {45k

2 18P 7 A2 e BEEI) ANAE LT ABIAL, o ShpEiEol
$4517) ANAE k2T Holo] AAS otz Hujo} =9l AH 9
of 3t} Sxuk 12 ] -oﬂzﬁc golst 4= gl5o], 1998 dojl A 2002 A}
olo 28 Hlol& Atolzx 2uiE F7FelRlal, o2 sl sfzle] HFH 7

2

At Ba7F solva 9u o 2§39 gH WEE7F 2FH I k. o]
et FAE AEUS TEAHQ el ol H gtk 7AE & AU
A F 7P ol AFEHE Bed HolEY T/EA g3 Al tis
AR R A} gt

11 2k Holge] Z7b 34
A DA dFeA5 4710 AFHE AZsEA A" HEYIE 1980
dd] Eo] TCP/IPE 7|Rte 2 dAje] AHYl +27F A HA HEHIY
3717} A= A} (Massey et al), 2007). 1990 dth<} 2000 At 2 o] 2
<8 "HolE 71 dUdS AHEEE JH7th

11



R0

300000 -

250000 -

200000

150600 |-

Active BGP entries (FIB)

100600 |

0000 -

I L I I I I I I I I I I I I I i i i i i i
g9 @p 91 92 83 94 895 95 97 83 S99 00 4l 02 03 4 05 05 OF 08 09 10 11
Date

7 4.1: Growth of the BGP Forwarding Table (BGP Reports, 2011]).

1.2 1990 dtje] 2}$-¢ Hlo|E =7}

ke AFAE AAHRA A5 MENIE 18099 Fol A =S
2o 4B Lol 47 FANA, BAEES oFEE B

4 = DNS 3} link state ®419] 29" 22 EFo| /e gL, o]} E/‘]"ﬂ
T Qo] &S 53t inter-domain Z2EFQ EGP 7} 7l¥E ¢lt}. 53] DNS
9] AR T2EQ o]lE8 FYSHIP addressZ WA Al7|= A|l2aHloZ oy

oE 71dEe] =59 olgH 1P ?ié WA 7L T AEE EAAL

AR A= AEYAA BT FAES 544 HAA AA B Ag

=

1990 dtholl = ]Eﬁ: World Wide Web 7} 7]uts]o] 2 A3t olejule] 34
o] ool Fic. ol AElve F Eo] A TAEY & AA

7VsHA E9a, 712 IP address@] A, B, C E#d22 UHd F4 £ BE

of 74 BEEC] FA3) Bashl Btk AEYe B o] $ED B
SHls Al ASE CEella FAE0] dE o] TAE b YESA 22y
27h ol ARS WolA Hrh. ojele Aeule] B4 BAle AU
nlgfo] tfdk nZE oo L [Clark et al (1991) S E3] Qe ule] ulefol of
3t =91 & 34 H Ut £3] o] EA+= routing 7} addressing B ol A] A5
A 4R Aeve] A%e neste] ARE A% EE oA BaAe
g3t o] & A2 IP addressing scheme o] 7)do] AJZ H 1, =r]of
19953 A 22 IP FaA A Q IPv6 7} A= A th (Deering and Hinden), [1995]
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1998).
(Clark et al.| (1991) |A AFH routing ¥} addressing EFA A= class
B YlEf 39 11723} routing table o] Ha F7F gl IP F4 o] a17o]

Aot

1.3 2000dthe] 2199 H

AE 29 d A2’ 2

o AdasE AdHY 2hedE AL
t}. Meyer et al. (2007b) 2 7 ¥1S

o
e
o]\
A

Bl ZEA eaolnt AEYY FE7F FH
2 thorst B BAlO] AWE kel gl

iﬂg, E7 g dxeld, IP F49

al.

d

ou] S5 SozHE 2 QIth (Wang e \Guo et al |2009; Massey|
let al, [2007; Menth et all, [2009; [} an <, 2007; [l et all [2010%
Bu et all [2004; Wang et al.l 2010b). T} Qi‘}*é TAY ddoz A

A olfrEelt,

=
S
_éi’.—

e Provider Independent T=A2| &

QY TP Fad e ISP M FEF7re] FYso] 9u, 1 Fiv}
o} EAL 27 9} o]2A] ol Ho]E 7} IPFE49} ?Ml %AWE o]
S, IPF4a2 EAWE 1835l9] routing aggregation F 22 £ T
ARE BEY 4 Yo 3, 29W HojBe) Aol FaF £ vk
Y ISP 4 FXko] WA= 25 2 bl sigd AsFE et 717
So 24% BE Q2 ISP E3E Aoz A4AD}

o] AL G A7k v ES B2 2 FY] uEol AHEAES AlTA
o SHAY FAE AT AHEAFEC] FHA] 45 2 HH,
HESZ oA o SAL 2 ol 94 g 27 9d
HlolBo] SdAor WAl & v . 2= 29 HolEe S71E
Z @3t} (Guo et all [2009; [Menth et al.l [2009; [-FrEl €+ and ©]<5-&| [2007;

(S et all [2010; Bu et all 2004).

o HE|SU (multihoming)

NEAES ARA T AN A7 UEAD 4B FFL BA BT
AR AR QAT E AT AL AZS A el @
9718 % 7] ol4re] ISP ok QARSI St ol Ak A WelE ol
O % 298 Blolie] TEHO Yt PRl B e HoEw W
S01A17] W2l A= HolEe 275 F7HAIN (IWang et all, [2010a}
Massey et all [2007; Menth et al., [2009; |7 E] ¢ and °]5&) 2007; |7-E
|2k et al., |2010; Bu et al., 2004).

°

o EfE AMX|LNE (traffic engineering)
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1@ AgA 2
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22 %
_:‘: -I
b

N,
i
2
o,
rlo
4z
o
Mo
>,
ol
1o
B[
~
|o

2]
< =~ T P} d4sitt A= HEE
A7) AeiAE 2 Fart 2T B2 2eH HolES HE

el Al S, HEE W Zo] Helgo] TRAoR FxH #HeHE H
9] Alo]z7} AR= Zo|t} (Wang et all 2010a; [Menth et al., |2009}
eI and o]5&| 2007; [FrEfS et all 2010} [Bu et all 2004).

P

Ao A ARRSh= TP T4 7i7R0] SAldl AHgsh= 7171 &
of A= 1 thFE AAE BEF xFstt} Rekhter and Li| (1995)
st = 28 AlaEe] dA 7122 AS “Addressing can follow
topology or topology can follow addressing. Choose one.” ©]2} &3l v}
Atk 2 FAER AAE AU olFH A= TP 49 Yn] FE
olgh= S 21 Q7] Wil o] 2 WESHE ofHA F2 <
HuloA 275 = HETH, o]54 55 ZRALE Ads]odx o7
Zo|t} (FEfSF et all 20105 [Bu et all [2004).

S

2000 dth FuF ARG A 334 BAS 52 5aLx} Meyer o al] (2007a)
ol A= identifier &} locator 7} E2]E] = o}7|HAE s AdA oz A A AT

A2d oA A28 A EA

A Qe TCP/IP 7)ulol A E2at. @) IPFEas e9 Aol A

732 &) fA &2l 3 olFAl T4 A5 B oA 2
7N 2 AP s AR AB A olsAde Adstr] A 7<
L

&
o)

A YsIA WEA IPFAE WAH o oF Bk AR ALY Sl A P34
B =
o =
¥ o et al| (2006) o W &-& AT T A4 71&Se) AAY 5L uB

2k s Al ©hEo] ojn] A2 A=
o] F% FAolrnr MA A AR AL WAAES FHAE S F jlo] ¥
212 A At} Mobile IPE o9} Zo] BE A& HAS thaflA] o]BAL



Aot AW E Fol o] AFA o)Fs X0 &2 AT+ S A5
A% Z2EFo|th

Mobile TP 9] 7] 2A Q1 F2H-& o5 2t @do] A2E AR o]
=314 =9, foreign agent & Z3)A] & 9 x| A9 care-of address 2 E&]=
MNES 242 sgput=t) gdto] 24 S care-of address = H 7 A
Aol Y home agent o] THEAIZIA HW, 7]E F4E o83 FTRE FI}
© 3 Zl o] home agent ]| ‘:XLQ 5 care-of auddresaE & Tde] o]=H 91X
2 Agd & A Aok o]Z@A =23 sjFlo] thde] =&sHA FHH At
2 71& RS BYsA FHa o] FaA M-S =R g B4l A%
AL B AsA Hth Mobile IP &= IPv4 oA 52 3dl= MIPv4 (Perkins, [2002)
2} IPv6 ol A 52 3sk= MIPv6 (Johnson et al., [2004) 7} =3}= o IP o
A A9 olFAE AAst7] 1% 7P tx A Zle=E A ik

I3} Mobile [P = t}g3} 22 AES 7M. AA], 7 E<°] home
agent & # A A] foreign agent 2 AGEH WA 3|79 o]FAZ7 AoAAA =
o} 2 g A GA] Bk Ao BA|E foreign agent ol 4] home agent S 7 X A]
olFsHA H&dl, o]et 2ol o]lFAEIF AojA WA WA= AY AAY F
7= MEY I E84 S9HoA EAES BAAATE (Yap et all 2000). S,
M2 UEYHIZ o]53HA foreign agent ZFE] care-of addressE& it
3 °]& home agent ol 7HA] 538l= Wl AEle At ® (s Au]xe] A5
A Ao A7} 9t (Hsieh et all 2003). S3] tharo] o]%3 W= a7}
home agent 7} A5t FUEAIZTE A7t 2 ¢, 55 223 A
e B% sojuA "ot AR, Mobile IP o A= agent & <&o] Hr)jHojr},
T @EE0] agent & =R Wol o]FAE AUWA Ak o] 2 Wy
& agent o| A A oh= o] #7F Wobd A9, agentol] Al ZEAA 2
W= B I P49 congestion 5 22 A FAE A2 5 A
t} (Chiussi et al., 2002).

&
=
S
°f

r\l

o td

—

2.2 Session Initiation Protocol

o] AMEFA o5 AN dBUde F FAe 7] HAsiME T A

AN AHg7HsE MEL F4E gutool 3t o]FA 2L FAHE T

O L EE RS

£ W45t A9 AAz AEFA Ak o9k 22 FAE §

olF SR tolHE AFsrA olF

Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) 7} ©]
SIP= HE|uHo] Aladd T2 & S

H1 = 7]5 o]t} (Johnston, [2009). O]%E‘r%

SUEZ Sl SIP Ao @A §1 2]l A

il
ok
N

(0]
)
S

rlr

ME
1o
o
)
do
I
4
+
30
2
Iy
o
rir
=

] rﬂi
I
&
o r
fru
ot
ofo
T
-
30
v
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gttt webA] olFdEolAl HolEE AEetr] doll dds2 SIPAWE S5
olFddo] AA AANM AHgEtAL e IPFAE F58ta I F4E 7L
TS ARt B4l F olsdEol EYIE HAT Ffolv olsdEol
A3 A dEoA AFE IPF4E gl YHeR deeas AUt

SIP = 7 #4A| 7} o] 54 Ad= FHoz 7dd Zeo] oh7] wfzof o]
5 Aol 2 :

290 AgsA] 9t} (Banerjee et all [2003).

I'
23 W] EexE FAT AP SIPeIA o4 AL Helsts] AT
AZE AQe] 43 AX PAe AHAE AT o154 AW Yooz A
344 skck

GA AFE HLg 2ol IPFA AAE 44 o] FTAX ek ope} 1
54 o] oftle] YEAE ol Ve 97 W], AR A Alx
A Sel s £4 Bae] AT WANA HH MAY ANE Folg 4 9
£ oapgel itk =8 WAE AN WAL ADNA7) AN Az IPFA
2 A5 FH Aldol AR AT BT ol 2L o4 AAS
—L

ZEA o R fAetaA} IPFaoA ol AEARe} 91X AR} QTS FE A
71122} F= ofo]t]o]&E Location Independent Network Architecture for IPv6
(LIN6) 7} Al ¢t=] At} (Teraoka et all [2003)).

LING =4 A Astol| A ©hh- ohare] A2 $]3F LING ID 2 912] Ads
#1% LIN6 49 74 EYZ T4 7Hth 412 AlAsHEA LING =
7] IP =4 tjAle]l LING ID & AHg-35to] A& A2ttt LING ID = ©heo]
FREAATES GeE L 7] w2l ©Ee] §xdsle] wet AFA vk 2

|
87F gl Faolth wEtA g olFFidE A4E AMS IHE §AT
T JEF St

YAAE g7 93 LING 4= network prefixol] LING IDE A3
A E A3} o 7] A network prefix = 7|2 IPF20A YJAE e = R
Fo2 ZBeHEC o] FRE B3 HAY AL FA2E AASA doh £4
o] Y5 AR 2 A$ LIN6 = v 2o 523 sAuEe
HAE YR A A2 network prefix2 7FA 1 M2 LING 425 AT &
£ oJuj= LING ID gt WskA] etk 4 e & 443 LING 4
Z A dZoA FH dejFo] HAH LING 42 AL AL = At
EohE Wyes HAY LING 45 mapping agent o] 55, $4& Adh=
o] mapping agent o] A LING 45 Lopdl 4= JEE 3= WHOoR £
Ao FAE LA & 4 ot o9 -2 mapping agent & ©]-&3H= W o
Aol SRl Sl TS ©] mapping agent & A& & 5 lojoF I
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<dl, o] DNSE °]&3t=5 3t}

LING 7]%-2 2.1]22] Mobile IP oA 7}Al& 233 1»} Hdg 71¥e] 2
2844 7] ﬂt"ﬂ agent & = JSHHEA F7= F8t 3 2w A= Ao
A-A A7 Ad 52 A8 + e olFe 7Ktk

2.4 Dynamic Updates in the Domain Name System

A = 1 ol F2 WHo [P T4 wet FAo g dE oty wepA] o
dlo] o]Z8to 2 M [P Z47) vl A4S A9 DNS= Atz 28 2 Q)
oleh &= %741 oA QeI 0] 54 A st} DDNS 7} Al ohs AT} (Vixie
et all, [1997). o] WTL YELIAZF o]F 0] & wjnir}, DNS A¥ 2] name-
to-address FEHS AMFA BAT = UEE st XA E FPsich
DDNS 7]&-2 712 DNSAIA'S AR oz Hxo AWE & 287t
R Al

_l

ko

[e)
Qe Mﬂ 1A% DNS 32 24 xddo] ZolA A7 2 4 i, ®ut
ohUet MEQ LA ALH Al Qe AR Ao BASST (Te et all
2006).

2.5 Host Identity Protocol

Host Identity Protocol (HIP)-& 2.3 2] LING 2} -f-AFSHAl ko] F=Q1A &
Gephe An gel ool A Uehhe A PRA% AAE T
7HA dEgE FEIAZIEE oleltolE 7IRke g2 A9 it} (Nikander et al.,
2003). HIP ol X% TP 342 thAl3to] host identifier 2= 22 A8z &
°H Al A7dstet. LING o] 9] LING ID 2} -AFSHA host identifier &= 9] 4]

Aol WskA] b= Faolth webA T 91X WA= AG" Aldol
7/Hﬂt de WAL = Sk #uk ofy 2} host identifier = H4749] TP F4
sje] wgo] o] %01d 4 OBZ, multihoming & A A= HE Gl

HIP ol Xi= RVS A ¥ F3ll §1x]& 2|7} o] Folx=t] RVS AW °]F
-4 host identifier &} IP F£471e] w3 AW E FX st} AL £A5E=

£ DNSE E3A] 3l host identifier §EE 7}X 2 9= RVSAIH F4
oyl iz, RVS A ele] FA1-8 53 host identifier o 3] F3l= IPFAE
e BAS A Dok BA Fo] 24 o] 98 WA 1P
25 MEA &F 2A =HH, S48 Dol A 23 vk IPE g FA H
3, FAGELE vl IPFAR FAIS ASE ¢ JESF S o [PFAE
WAE A 2 IPF4 t)Al W34 ¢b host identifier & AFE3He] NS YA
SH7] wj 2ol A d58s FEE & ATk

5 e 2

-IN SO A = L= A
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2.6 Multiple Address Service for Transport

QIEJ Yo A ©]5A B multihoming 2 A|A3}7] 5] <A Multiple Address
Service for Transport (MAST) &= Ex9] ID 52 T+ Al 71&9 IP 9 A}
|3to] F&3t} (Crocker, 2003). 22 HMAS BT w]o] P47 ghEto
ARz A 9] ATS s, B o]Fog 9x|7} ulF o o] IPF
a5 AAFE A g Alde FASkE AR ETTE TEe] AR XA TP
o] 9% AR qES eaASHA Aok S MAST spol| A &

IS

2

e AN F
b
rlr

Ae) IPF4E 382 4 Ytk

FAFLA S GRS ofF wide] AAA IPF4 W DNSE FaHA o
sohde] A4 979 IPFaE @7 Br) wde] 91X WA WE Az
IPF4% 97 2 Wvith DNSo| 55510 542 A5k duSe] A4 @
A AAE B4 QS Br) o] AAL Wi £50] 4R o Foix]
W AR RRRE PRAE FASE wolA A7 LeiFo] Aulad o
542 AT ol B ot WA AN AR TIRE PF2
£ DNSol 5534 FAolA 2 ARA o] AT 5 917 wEol o= AT
Az A% Swe] 247 s A B faiAolc
A3A oS FEAE e v ¢
e S4L 4 A BUE 2 745 dHYer B weol
AR WA B BN 72 AEY AEEe] AL BARe HE 5
37 ATk B Aol E o9 ol @A AU FolA EAFE o
FHo A3 op/lEt BAEE, 53 A4 A6 A4 /£ TCP/IP

AN opZIA- £ e BAHE HelA F H AAS] Ao EH A

3.1 o349 £5
=

)

3}

1o

ol olF4 77 SYW B /|5 2Ho] met b 2o 2o
Aol molt) JEYez Bgels] faAE ol9h Be %

st VEY A 7|8k 7)) AAE ook & Zolt} (Barakat et al., [1999; Lak-
shman and Madhow], [1997; [Balakrishnan et al., [1997b; [Allman et al.l 2000;

Balakrishnan et al.l [1997a; |Gurtov and Ludwig, [2003; Huang and Cai, [2005)).

od, dlo
Ao my

A

o =
o== E,—‘T‘

Q

e Bit error rate
e Bandwidth, delay
e End-to-end connectivity

e Transmission power (coverage)

18



e Addressing and naming
whie] o34 tlufelae] FRol wlebd, 53 F4 tlule] 2 49 ofels}
e EAO oA thgst xpolE B 4 9t} (Akkaya and Younis, 2005).
e Battery power

e Mobility (pattern, speed, location)

3.2 o]&Ao| Transport Layer o] u]x]= <J 3k

224 9l transport layer ZZEZ 2 TCP = AFAJE FAET opye} 4
EfYae EFA 2 ARE Ao Zlee Algeta ok 2y HskE A
Ul @7olA= TCP & d5o] A A2 5 5ol Barakat et al| (1999) &
Sl A AIATE ATt

3.2.1 Long round trip time

T
=
rlo

> M

AAA o7 AEEE A ACKE sAIsHA At A
%= ACKult} congestion window & S#7lHA] A4ES
HEY TS 2829 AFES 93814 congestion window 7} o]- &=
| A7 = 71k Ae® S7H 7tk weF sigls AEeta ACK
St71 742 o] FEA o] ZoJXITHA congestion window & 574
e AREI, o2 st YEYPIE HEEHOE AMESHA
| A% 53 ¥ Edgdy 22 72 379 E2E9 450
2950] FEAT]
of HjsiA AR AEES =ol& ol L:MATe] A HER
| goll ¢lar, ol TCPolXe thxF
A= o4l v} (Lakshman and Madhow) [1997).

.

=

o flr rlo ofy

—

N
=

>
<> [ru
N
LU

F[O ELJ
o M 1N
off M hu o {y &

o

o

ol 44 o X ¥ > flo & N pd

ox M M o oY
i)
4
X0,
X
(i
i)
[
ACk
K
ole
¥
>
e
o
)
it

3.2.2 TCP congestion control mechanism

4 HESHZANAY izl &AL tif-E WEe & 25 FollAY siA
2 ANA B TE o] &} Z2 AMA S o]&Ste] TCP = #jZlo] &4E ujnirt
congestion window & Zo]&= Wy oz Ex AojE F3Pdict. T} gl
oAl FAFZo] S E HA AHEAE Y o3, = A 5=

[e3

9 7h4 7o
3 ol9le) olfER AR <ol RS HAL, AR £4L BE AR
A 71E9) TCP &3 Aol tladZe] G Ak glojA EAE o7
N7 & WEo] ohdolE ALSEES oA HEZ AL b5E gAse

1
F83) AHgekA E3HE Yol Wy molck
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H7zoz BeAA Lx

| o5 =9 agent 7} S-AF7HG F

| AZALS B A7]+= WY (Balakrishnan et all

1997b)) o] A<t o} o]= QE{Hle] end-to-end semantic& $¥HsH= A
[e]

A& 7FA 3 9t} Balakrishnan et al| (1997b) oA=& Hx o] AZ AA glo
o

EabAlolshE WA w& sk ek FA T2e) BolM €3] TCP 2
KX =

A7Fsta okrE 2d AFefol] wE 33l &4 o] WAgste] o] gl ACK
1 7 =

S, FATZ A AAFo] o RN ES B %

N

3.2.3 Bandwidth asymmetry

frad MEQIodA = iR ok A5 2 1 9 33 ddo] 22 FEE
wet o] Fojxu®, AL W W guigko] 2 H3 9FS 7RIt weEtA
TCP3jZlol] st ACKS] A9+ HE9 Af &Agle]l AEHL, ol ve
o7 &g A 7hsetAl "ok 2y B dde g QIEUle]
=HEA Y AE AR} I U AE ARV e 5 lew, o= 2
= 3 i ol et 78S FRSHA Al StlTh whek oubakoAl o 2
tgZoz Qs ACK7 &4d8 A%, €0 togdFo] FEF=E EF5t
AEES FFvdo] BAsH HaL ol 2 F39 HBEH AHS 2UE
T YA At

olo] th3t S AMeE ACK S header & ¢=E3te] ACK AEEEE 2714

|
B (Allman et al.| 2000) 2 cumulative ACK 2] A4&-& Al&-3le] ACK

& Zo]x= WY (Balakrishnan et all, [1997a) So] A|<k= Ao}

3.2.4 Sudden bandwidth change during vertical handoff

A2 BE g92L 71 olF T Alleld wwe] ATemrt BT B3¢

Ao TCPaol A Thest 22 Aol MAZ 4 Atk 34, wae] 4%

Aol 7 Gog $ATM A%, AL Fold FHAZGOR Adte] TCP
=)

timeout ©] WASHA E 4 At} (Gurtov and Ludwigl [2003). ©] ZH-$ s A o]
YA AEEIL YFolE E73L TCP timeout &2 1dte] Tz o
s AAEsH Haa, = BE AojS FqsHA At A, ddo] =
of 22 Wow FA= AF MER B Z2 thdFo] A congestion

window o] HF3He B2 AL GFT 5 ol BWHA HALAT WA
O
k<)

N
-
2,

34 ©t} (Huang and Cail 2005). ©] F71#] @4
FA A TCPE A+ e A2 NPT 5 flo=s HAFE

5l oo},
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3.3 o|Z&A]o] Network Layer o] n]x]= &3}

A7 AU TP 7|9He] 2p98 S Foto] FAlo] o]Foj Xt 2#} thekst
tupolAEo] FHORE Q% tha} 2 SAEL vHAH YA 7]& IP 7]
Hre] 2" 7)o A8S oY A drh (Akkaya and Younis, [2005)).

AR, vlefJAE U A NA = Foi-§ tiute]la B AAFI 2ol wiE g A
Lol glolA]l Aeke] A= 717150l A WEHIE F45A Ak ek u)
Elglof] Alcko] Qe AA E FE ddsol & IP 7Rk global addressmg
scheme & IHi2 A& 7

TA7E BAgsHA 2 Ao

ERH, u e A A TheFet
UJ ;qZL—T'—ﬂ—oﬂ = ;(]—O]% X 1}

IP 7|zl A9} Zo] & dEEs TYsA =3t
A2 se T Hd, vEeAd dEor <
S oF7IAlZ & St

AR, mlE A oA E SEe olF 5

7V A7 HojZth wetba] o] olFdidE 1A gl ESIE 3
A e Aol met f44Ad Fx27F A v Al =, o9k &
ﬁ%’g T2 EMPAEL U EYT #40 g2 #k& 01:7]’\]7] T SAth

3 siEo] wat o8 & AE olFAF B Ve FASL QA

l"?—/\kr/}.

(]

oo rlo ox l-N
_;

e
i) _IN

A4 AU A9 o &

A1 71| (2007); |73 =] (2009) off WEE 27] JABUS AAT A= e

s AAAQ AEe g mEtA] gt BSo] AHU Z7|odl= @3] I
21L& HE ZFA7A] BUE A9 231 T AUt} (Caesar and Rexford,
hw OlE

Huel 277 47 o AT ISP AAA, AANAA ol f
= =e)9o] 382 Alolste] HuA T mrETol BastA Htk o
u}% Aol A QA Bel glo] FAIZL BT ol

4.1 SNMP 9] EAH
A Pedt B pel ZRE2 SNMPE B9 gus yEgas) of 5
2 e FEO QY el Ao AFHn ek (Wijnen

o UFR B Beld BeY Holw e

2 o]
et al), 2002). 2L} o] ZE2 &
BRI ddS 22 =, SNMP &= net-

&% HolHE 7HH 2+



work management station©] FA4lo] Fo] ztzte] AW EEE Qs AHE
7tA e}t Aelshe 45 VESZ o)) wEeltt (A% 7], 2007 Kim
et al.l [2010; [Baldi and Picco, [1998; |Carzaniga et al. [1997). Network manage-
ment station o] #E] 2ol FF3E Fubof gl A Rske) 34 WEYA
o] Egfjgo] F7FeHAl H+= Zelt} (Baldi and Piccol 1998)).

HEol vEYaY a7)7F $71E 5 EHIY EFE ddde o
= =59 £ Frleto], SNMP & A4 o]gsto] +3 + gle AHE A
Adar ok vEYa AEY FL2 mi¢ 23517 2ol A28 dFe
B2 RA=F AA dolEE WEYI] Huo] AT = ot 22 AA
HolHE UEY I BUd UEYIT Rl 2712 2y, EYa #e
T H% oJ85Y AT (Liu et all [2008; Ballani and Francis| [2006]).

4.2 BGP 9 EAA

BOP+ A= ThE ASelA] A5 3He et e/l 291 4HE ade + d=s
Axt 9% 9y ZrEZh 2/ WS HOE Ay zeEse
A= gt TEjLh AZk] A 25 ISP 7L B9 HE AT 5 Y= 5]

8l 715l F7HE A, ASEES B2 4EE0] A B
AXE A7 oy 22 EZY EXETF SR TE B RY S AR
2 ISP A 25 WY 5 B2 ZTAES oF/IA AT o|# 3 BGP
Aol BA AL [Clark et al. (2007) = A .
ISP Zhell P4 o %1“ ﬁxﬂﬁd lﬂloﬂ o] BGP &= AlshkE Furh
BGP ¢ #AIF

Aol opglm

EI

52
rlo
-1
Al
<
T\
o

Vo £l A DW HOL ?:5} FEI7E o 2Rl )1l A
o) 7] A 9ok e 7} A 319t} (Varadhan et all, [2000). BGP 9] £AIHE2
DA7HA F23] FRBHA FRA R, -] FE2IE 2 ABU Aol A 220
Stk BGPE tiAld & Sle & § U2 sHE4de EAsts Z2EFY
o] g siet

o
.
H

=

S

.
ﬁE ) ﬂll”

K

4.3 B Az A3 v EY T A2

Azl Ee FAH @00)ol hEd =T Feol, 2w 47, Hed
A, Egf Aoy, BGP A3 474, VPN&E 59 A&
A4 okn 2eA o ou, MEAD 446 o) DA Are B
YED Anz o)t

Kerravala (2004) &] 13 — AA VEYI AHY 62 HAEE A8 219
Azo] o8t Aoz T AuEe AHL oulet 2% 9dd do]9geS Ho
<t VESZ FAZ 2A4RE welx= 2 3 A g4A Fopd vy ol



Unresolved Errors
3%

Power Errors
9%

Human Error

Hardware Errors 62%

10%

Telco Errors
16%

9 4.2: Network downtime survey by the Yankee Group (Kerravala, 2004)

3 ARAQ W % HolHE wEer e S olzste 4
EASHE AAolth thee Bele Aol 93] VES s vhes 9
FuSelch B Aol BelAY] A5E WENT A% Azt Dol
m

o 201041 48 52U B, AR 2IPY M| HE

McMillan| (2010) ol £]3}d 2010d 49 8 Y %= IDC China Telecommu-
nication o 4] ZEH 2}-2¥ to]E] 7} A$5 o] Deutsche Telecom, Qwest
Communications &} 22 AU Au]|2 A|F LA o FFS njHTh EA)
7} 3122 w7}A] CNN, Starbucks, Apple oA AEE of oF & 32000 WA
370007} A=) 29" HEEC] S5 ISP oA ZXE AE= Aot

o 20084 28 24U O|= S OIENAIY, #REIL jo=2t St
(2008) ol o)t frFHo| oj&Ha oA AAA]

S mhEw =
& BT Uie) olUL RAAOL TAU HPTE Gl olu
of fEHAT FAAg BAGRE ATV ARE AT Aukegl
o ISPl £5.22 018 SE AN DA T4E Lok of
=R A& AP AFOR T Aoled] $AXNES Stk of B

Ao A TZ FALGAC PCCWol% Xy F471 AsiA Bl Fd =
7] ISP oA f+7H HZo] Ad=EE AaLrzh dojyitth

o 1997 4 252U Z=22|Ct 2006 19 222 Con Edison At
19979 49 259 SR rtol A dojd A (Barrett et al., [1997) 7+ 2006
d 19 224 Con Edison AF (Underwood, 2006) oAl doj it A7 ¢
AE BT BGPY ZAxH AAPo= 3t ehoE Y SFFAEAR 4o A
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Atk ol& s AUl Aol Z25E 2w BE7F $AF AL, HFE
o] Il EFE o] 2 ISPE HUA deule] Al 75& Z33ith

e 20094 28 16 A=
20099 29 16 ¢4 AFANAE BGP o #EH AAHo= ) the A=
o YEYIZ A5HA &= do] WA}t (Miller, 2009). A 72 ISP
7F ZEE WHS HR2TAAEEEA iWeb oL} Media Temple 52 9

T2" 3Akse] FE Ao

o o

Spoofing& WA O 2 Ho|HE At AT EZN ALGAE B AlX
= = 9ugitt. AA7FA S HA1E spoofing ¥
— A A 2"9] 7 layeroll ZAA thekst FEfE w1 9low 4zbst Bk
EAES oFIAA kTt 01714 = spoofing 5249 F{} ZH7ke] FA o thgt
%

1ol thaf A LdopH A} S

o,
o,

5.1 ARP spoofing

ARP &= AMSAIEE 3tolF HAlo A= ARE FASHA 3H7] A #4419
87l thdt ARP reply 7} ol B EtE A5 EE ARP reply & IO &
ARP H|o]E& ¢Ju|o|E =5 strh. w3t o] ZA ALE = ARP reply A
o thafA o st AFHAE A|F3HA] 4=t ARP spoofing 542 o|2} 2+
2 2 U EY TN AE3h= ARP O FH S 83te] A4l MAC F4
£ o2 AREARY MAC F49 ZIAH £ol= F4o|tt (Ramachandran and
Nandi, 2005). 2] Al AF&A= ARP 3|7 & Z&sto] 2pAlo] Alo]Eg o]l
A2E MAC 45 9352+ 22 VEHI Je ARSI A5

= AEsHA FHa, o] B3 FHA AEAES FALS dEAY WS =
2 = 9tk
5.2 1P spoofing

IP spoofing& 2}A19] IPF4E 3| =27l AF s 9 FAE Hlo

SRR Kot AFEO HEdh= 4 oltt (Harris and Huntl [1999). o]+

i



IP layer o4 W9} A5 Qo] Bd] AL 45 Fo FEUVE BT
A43 =2 oty gl s "ok e A9 AZ @ Tl
Ao A olg} o] HAe] A 4% F4 FEBOR LB QA4
s A7 Bed oz dalel $4% Fagw 248 HH, WA

Hze] dubeA AR5 A Bk

5.3 Web spoofing

Web spoofing-2 phishing ] ef o]F o]t} Web spoofing> A= & vk A
o|EQ} H|2dt Y 97 A|EE vEo] i AMEAIEE o] A AbolE
of F&3H o F AR ARE Wl FEj] Bk F Aot} (Felten et al.
1997). & Z A= DNS cacheol] FHE ZZ3lo] ALgALE o] YA olER H
2o S otH, § HelpAds @A WESL v A7 AlE F4TF of
A &Y AT AolE FAE HoFEE S URL spoofing
FTY7|= ek $7F Aol Eo HEH ARAES 2ade s AR
HAQEE JEsA Ha o] AHEL A3 FAALY AW 7|55 A
o2ZH A A thgt Bt 93-S 71ekA "

W % ope T

5.4 E-mail spoofing

E-mail spoofing2 e-mail®] RUl= A 4 9 7|e} ARE $A3Ho] u}

2 o Abe] Hule 2AAE ARZse dEHe 2 34

L} phishing e-mail 594 & AFR-H T} (Lawton) [2005). d¥lz oz wd A

H1Ql SMTP AujolA 583 AZF A5 AlFstr YA &

Abgo]l A RS #4 5 Atk 53] e-mail spoofing o] 7,
AE 7120 45 Qv oA A Al AR Fhz A

N WA Al AR FAE AhAAE 7

5.5 Caller ID spoofing

Caller ID spoofing-2 Voice over IP (VoIP) A r]27} A8 YS 53 Ala=d
ARE 2 A4S gatA 2 534 et (Butcher et all, 2007). VoIP 7]
ZoAE 71E Azl et nudte] ASES A A&zl AH 4Ao] Hr}
fol3tt) weElA wAAEC] AAE Uz ASE do] FAIS AeAZE B}
ofF AT AFor s wE & Jrk VoIP 7t JIFYlE E5) 7]
29 AFL7A] Aol Aulag = AL AR 1 AL 7} o)
4 I T shuelth
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A6 2 DDoS 34

Denial of service (DoS) &4-2
9] X]"{'_eg_ J_a7\17]°i’>’ﬂ AR ARla7E E7FSSES tEs FH Y
VeASe A A2 A2 40
z29] 7@%75.?_] ATe AIAN7IAY Al2"’ d5s ASHA
7= ExS AL} H= %0’1/\‘]—‘5— iAol el 5’—7301 distributed de-
nial of service (DDoS) 2 Z&slHA Aeule] H& 2 IsE oF7|A7]1L
. DDoS $AS cre] AFEF] BAG] 59 o] DeSTAS o
FEfol7] wizoll TA= ARl oAst 4‘/} & IAA FslE Eole Hl A
olA AR & ogzol Ut o7
W a8 AR RuE 3E 3 EH o I:H"ﬂ/ﬂ 7]g‘<ﬂ- Douhgerls and
Mitrokotsal (2004) o] W82 A ala| = yrt.

6.1 DDoS ¥74& 7Fs3H sl= 8.9l

A AU AAHLe F84 ZWS 18389 end-to-end paradigm o 7] ¥kt
of AAF ] Atk HEY I = @A best-effort FEN 2 H 40| siZ 299 A
HAvhS sk, 71k QoS, AIF A, HeHd 59 WL $574 mEZo|

st-
3,
A FRASEE skaL dnk. ofet 22 AAlE siF dLolEte SHolA 2L

= % @%o] o)A k=Y A% 4
H =

e Internet security is highly interdependent
DDoS 34 IEYAe] Hete] 49K wEES o §317] mpo] 313}
Negle mek Aesles ARAow Aol Yot

e Limited Internet resource and many against a few

AHY golAe] mESS ABH A0S Atk DDoSFAL old
AU ATHE ABHA T AYA W3 LY 2 A4S ot

34 FA57) WBel PR 4T Sl ek

e Intelligence and resources are not allocated
ol A AF e wkel Zo] EAIE EHZI Aot HA3lE o] glo
718t Aujse] oo el e S5 2= HollA FHES st
o Ed oA Age) AAse 57 =920 tdZe) B4 27

o Yo



A= ol et webA t-§7e] mIAIA] flooding 0] 7hs8kH, o] & WES
3 oA Agd = ot

e Accountability is not enforced
F2@o14 4%H IP spoofing & 53] 78 $4AA4E QuheA 9142
S 7] WEe BARESL AL o8I B TAL 2T

e,

e Control is distributed
AU = FAHA R o] FojA |y, Z}7te] HEHIASS
AAZ vtgo g Aejdnt o)gf 2 FAHAR AHAAR A H R
o9 wekdd 7e 4850 94 o

DDoS 242 7% HFElE0] Fall Ala"ol AddH o] o]FojFnt o5 Z
FHES d7E A IS Ht Fu2 FAFH o] FAA] Aojstol wiAA =
o} o]# AFHEL AAFRE HoF BAZ A= AW o5 =7
A I3 Aladlel] DDoS F4-& 718t H+= AL® &= A Art. FAA7
ol TEL HAFHES st 98] A"} AZ4ste] DDoS ¥4-& st
A FHe Zdolth. aEE AFEES 27 Aty A FJa A2"2 s
H=stA BL8sHA Ha, o] wjiEe] F43% FAYE AEAA AY9ES &
T 4 glal A ARAERE I8 A2EE o]8E 5 =S St

6.3 DDos £%&H
6.3.1 Flood attack

Flood attack agent5°] 93] ==Fow we <9 sfzlg AEste] I3
woo BEg Ashe Fre Fheln. olul ATt WA Fol 3%
oA si7 A £E2E HAXA HE Ave AEE ORAZE 5 Q)
t} giEZF < o & UDP flood attack 7 ICMP flood attack ©] @1t} (Criscuolo,
2000). UDP flood attack< agent £°] 33 ==9] 9doJo] TE=Z Xi|5¥ 9]
] tiwke] UDP sizle AEstdA] o]FofXitt, oluf Ao AMEE &= A
of $AS F4E AT RN FHAE AAS 52 5 Stk ICMP flood at-
tack ol Al= DAol e =E7F Aot J=AE FAsH] A8 AHEE = ICMP
echo request 3| Zlo] ARGHTE o™ A= FASHA HW v mEE o]
st 3F HAS BASA =7 diEol Y] S HAER As I ==
=

o
o ESZ AZE A Z & Jrh
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6.3.2 Amplification attack

Amplification attack-2 broadcast IP F42] EAJE o] &3t+=
| Z1e] ~AIF 47} broadcast IP 44 3%
BE ==5ddA siFleo] AEHA Hojdrk oleh & 4 EAS o835
FAAE= agent EZ “6‘}0%% broadcast 42 I
o] e 58 Yg=ZS ARA WHE & Ak T3 FHXA7) broadceast
q AEst] v A RESE g 345 A% agent 52
AHESHE ol . o] ZA AFEE &= agent £ reflector 2F 0] &3} Smurf
9} fraggle attack ©] tH& A <l amplification attack ©]t}. Smurf 2 2-2 attacker
7} ICMP echo request 3] Z1-2 broadcast address @ A4S FHHAA o] Fo|x
t} (Huegenl 2000). olu] &7 tiA} =29 F4E $4= 42 MEsI4E 3
A& FAIS B2 reflector E2HE G FY FFo] I3 x=Fow HAF
HHA 33 ==& uu|A]7]A] "t} Fraggle attack 2 ICMP echo 3|7 ﬂ]/\l
of UDP echo SR & AME3t= #4202 1 FE+= smurf e} HIIA T o ¢
Fol traffice PHAZ 5 Q7] WEol smurfET o 2 IS °P7l*l%—l

KeX
|-
& 9w,

6.3.3 Protocol exploit attack

Protocol exploit attack-2& QAEYl T2 EF A9 EAo|Y AL HIE o]
{3l FA3HE= WHOoZ TCP SYN attacko] thEZ <l oojt}. TCP SYN
attack 2 TCP d24& #2 @& u] 4385 += three-way handshake o] &4t
o] BAIE o]&3 FAWHoITE TCPE AFA = dHolE AES SsiA
sequence number & A}g5t=t] TCP 9428 W2 uf sequence number 8] A
ZA7kS A2 FUA717] Y51A three-way handshaking H3-& 33t} WA
A42 =7} SYN request AS FAS =8 HL3d 0]% AT &
= SYN/ACK #HZE AFES 22 HYy nxgoezg ALE w7 ¢4
oA ACKI|ALS AL ozH AZ7F sequence numberE %
Z1A] @t} oluf SYN request & 4157 YA 41= === SYN request
23k listen queue S A3} 2 connection S ZFE jFl o] &7]|E 75
7 TR S FdE o ok FAAEL listen queued] 37)7F FoheE A
0]83}to] SYN requests & flooding Al 7]J_— Lol SYN&ACK 9 o8k

TGohA] ket old AR, EAAE| flooding 3 HF R FA & L=
listen queueE S 4 Q7] W2l 2 FAAS T2 HE AZQHS

A2 4= AT} (Schuba et al., [1997).

e o>

=

A

oo o I~N' m{m N J])l' i
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6.3.4 Malformed packet attacks

Malformed packet attack< AN Z2EF FZo X 4= IPHAESS Xj
o= A A2dL A Fehe] BRI EAY o2

address attack @} IP packet option attack ©] ¢ t}. IP address attack -2 .”JHZI./]
source address @ destination address field & 2% 3] A]|2He F4A2 AE
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7.1.2 ICMP attack

ICMP A =22 EF W A5 A-A ZA7F 917] w2l o] shzAE ARS8}
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