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Evaluation of the Effects of LDoS Attacks Using Optimistic ACKing
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1 FL®IC

MRZA=Z T Z 74y 7 %2FALTHEED QoS (Quality of
Service) ZIX R &2 LDoS W% (Low-rate Denial of Service) #31 >
X—2v b EOBRE LTHERINTWS., ZOBREE, PRVWREREE
BTHREPERTE22200, ATAANDNE S RAOEREBZ N [1).

LDoS WEIE—fRICHEE N7 7 4 v 712 UDP ZHWV3 [1]. LHLR
A5, TCPIZ& % LDoS W3 H £ h#Em S LTz, AfETlE, TCP
Z W7z LDoS BB E R L, BEEINT 2 MROBEEERT.

2 [EER

LDoS W%i%, TCP 263 % HikflfHl % 4 = RTO (Retransmission
timeout) ORFRICEDETAN—ZA M T T4 v 72| ERITET, B
EDRA IV FIEBE e RE S TREEHETS. Khlrvw ) vy
RO 10 20% R E O FHREETHERHERT L2 b AT VA
HEW [1].

LDoS W3, RTO M&EZICHERIAIRE R 2 FH LBE T 5. RTO
DOYAME minRTO 13 1 HEHIE L LTH D, HfE L THEHEIHEE X
NRWEBED RTO 1, RTO = RTO x 2 THFEXNS. Thbb
minRTO JAMITEENZ 7 4 v 7235 4ET 579, LDoS WEIZZ DH
EIZEHETIRE L 2 EEET 3.

LDoS B#13% { o¥E UDP TR XT3 28, TCP @ Optimistic
ACKing ZHIH 3 2 W EDOEHATRENE S fEFR ST 2 [2]. Optimistic
ACKing 1, ZIEHEDPRBEDEL I XY MR LT ACK 2EELTETZ
T, BEEEIEE N4 XL, SRR T A EMTH B [2].

L2 L, kL — FOMIEREZEETICHHT 2 2 L THEBEZH X,
EEREL I cE Ry, ChZ2EMAT522T, ACK XA MY —Lo%#
fET2ZLTAR=—RA M MTI T4 v 7 RBHTEZ ZEDHLLICKSTW
505, BN 74 v 71T 2WELNT 7 4 v 7 OFEITOVWTIEER
KHTH 5.

% 2T, Optimistic ACKing ® LDoS WEMSEH r 57 4 v 71252
LEBOTMEEITo7z. FER, WENS 74 v 712Xk T, BN I 74 v
22 RTO BFEXYE, ERIETE2 22 2B L. LaL, Hi
IBEMZTHEL S 7 4 v 7R E CICRBZE T3 Z e AL R D
BENROETBHL D 2o 72,

TCP R4 IGEEREEHEME ¥ 20 -2 X — F2FRHALTWE =9,
Optimistic ACKing T® LDoS BH#FRICHBWTH, HiEiRZE i 5 5%
NS4 v 7 BT 5 TS 22 D RESESMER L2 EZS
N5, LHL, ACK OREHEZRET L2 T, WENF 74 v 7D
BEEHELTE B AREED D 2.

X512, TCP 2Rk L THEEGEKEE 2 7REICS 2 MPTCP (Multi-
path TCP) 7’1 b 2L TlE, HERE DoS WREH—/ — Ko Y ~
ISR TRBTES ZeBPHL,AITL TS [3]. LaL, TCP
IZBWTHERY > 2120 S 87 LDoS B o REAFEMIc oW TIZH S
ITTR o TV,

ARGTIX, Optimistic ACKing ® LDoS WD ACK EHE D
BB Y RAWEREBICER U, WEMREN EXE 2 FEOE
Rz, Z0BHRERT.

3 FHEEREE

2y b —=2¥ 32l —&ns-3 TAVWARERE LT, K10 MR
O TEBE T/, 77472 MilTh 2K8EHE (Host) 25, BEOR
WY — N (Worker) 2O 77 4 v 725 EHL, BN 74 v 7
WS B R E L Tz

Router IO AR Mty 7V ¥ Zi34780E 10Mbps, EIE 10ms, %/ —
F ¥ Router DV ¥ 7 13 HHIE 100Mbps, I 10ms ICFZE L. &
Tal—YavikEoTHohrT—&RZ, RFry bEZRY VIV —IL
Wireshark % F\W T8 « 34 L 7=.
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4 Optimistic ACKing ® ACK ZXHEDHREL

Optimistic ACKing T® LDoS W%, HEZ /- TREN T T 4 v
IR 2 E S 3 Z e 2R L. 2, TCP DRo—Z&X— b
WER L TREHRERMER L2 e BBz 60 5.

BERD ACK XHETI, A= N 57 4 v Z7HEED ACK %
HEZ A0 —X X — MIEDSWTHEIN TV, HEHIEOKE X o8
7y A RZHEDWT, HEiEE D 2720108 i ACK $HEE2E
WU, #IAN—=X b7 74 v ZREEFHCEN T 2 2 & THIER 2 38
Wi FERERRT 5. JHUSKD, HIRIEE -3 £ CORMZENL,
BENREMTTE e, WEPEHTEZRENIZEZ SN
Bl

KEEREZR 2 1R, ERDBHERD ACK EHEOFEERE o
TBY, WHEEZWH-THEN S 74 v 72T 2 TIMZEL T
Wiz, FTRIOIBEFETIE, Au—2RX—FOFELZITT, Il —
AT 74 v 7R OWIBIEEH- TR TER. Thbb, 1EkD
ACK EHE LB L T, IR EITZ 2 Z e R Ehiz
5 Ry T—U108T7 11— 2% MW LDoS K

R > 7 2 FWTIRER1TS 2 v T, FHRIRER ARSI, &K
Bl — bom LRI NS. R, RV VI o0BEE, BB —
ootz enEZONTWS. 22T, H—/ — Fh oy
FIV—2 4R T 2—2AHAWVS LDoS WEZPIRRT 3. ZOIREFIET
X, B—/ —F»olBOry NI —2 40X 72— A BHH LT, #IK
D TCP ax27yare2Z a9 — IR L TERaxr7> a2k
% Z ¥ T LDoS WEBEITS. A VR Tz —A 5, FHlaD TCP ax’
TavEMLL, ZNFThDOV Y75 LDoS KE N F 7 4 v 7 EHEET
3. Zhickb, BRZIP 7 RLADLRE NI 7 4 v I BEHINS
70, EE — R8BI LTWE 2D X5 R EED s, By
PP AR T =RV THBIMHEHAT 2 ¥ 7 X 8RB r
fIozricky, FHTEZWRELZEMXE, XhEVKEL - FTK
BoREEHIET.

STEE R

FEREREX 3 IR T. HBOOBEN NI 74 v 7B HNZ R Lty
IV, B—) —Fhs, ZhZhTF—RL— DR RZ %, 7”, 18E
BD2ODKEN T 7 4 v IBPMALBD LS F VA TITo/. 5005
HHICRA LIRS, WB NI 74 v 2712k ->T, SHRET, o
74w 7 ERFERIIEINE. /o T, BH—/ — KoY > 72 Hn
TAN=X LI 74 v 72X L TIEN 7 14 v 7 2Rkt
32 e DRI NIz,

6 HhHOIZ

AFETIE, TCP 12X % LDoS WEOME LR L, ZoshREm EX
% LDoS WEFEORR L iHii 1T 72. ZhoDfEHRIZ, TCP TD
LDoS REDBH = HRR T2 DTH D, B BHEIZHENT 72058
REORESERT DD TH 72, 5%, FRETOFHiiZED, TCP T
@ LDoS BEIIH T 2 Bm % & DBHEIC L TWnw L.
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