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TERE

@ ig(Internet) 89 RSB RO EFT RIS M SBAFTRTHSR
#] o B4t 0% #9385 ( Virtual Private Network » #§4# VPN ) =T 4 #] B Internet %
SHENBES  ReEAAELAREAGTE 4 2HA LN DTS
Ao TURIEMBERNFAE  RECENGAEES - KM > BLA Internet
RBH > T3 RS H A~ FAK > 40 Ik ik A4 (Intrusion) ~ #3554
#(Attack) ~ & B % #(Computer virus) » £ 2 E F IR SEBE SRS A1
FE o BRMEZER S EIABRINEZ  BAARGEZIEE €A%
BRRZEE -

4 RFC1636 X4+ EX B KA SN T MR 28] 0 At ERAEZHAR
SR B Kl ) B S5 AT o AR AT R LT T 2R 3R 0 HE BB AE % B MRS K 9
NEHEABEETEN ARRMIEEEBRRE A AREBAGTHTFRA L
B R EEAAABREINREARA KM LEFYEFRANE -

% A o498 7 % % Denial of Service (DoS) © #.%& #] F & % % TCP/IP #4358
o RERERTHBRHE 0 MERA K REE EEE TR o 4 "Ping of
Death" #v "Teardrop" i # > "SYN Flood" #v "LAND" s # » %% 5T A& i% st o
BAGKEH - Lo smurfl 8 FIR R EreyHkd BHE ICMP 2R+ 6
T REAR 484 7% ICMP % K 10 JE 43 & /0 3k 49 0% X 38 ¥ T -

HBEONZEEBFTAARARNRARLEIIRAR A% - B PTETREA K
485 N3 A B B CINE 8945 %4%(Trojan) % 42 R, M R 8 40 © 45 %% (Trojan)
BEEX - RIBEIIRER

A EMAEHBLT 1 HREAANE AT E A RSB 5
Sod 2~ BIEEEMBRME 3 BMARHIT 4 NBA AL S
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LERSARATEIHARTEHABMT F 4

B #1990 = WWW 1 37,14 4815 49 3% (Internet) 9 % 355 B 9"/‘“—% AT SH
B BBARRTHSEA ALERCERABFEBTRTRAGN—HEALL -
8¢ &5 R % H AR - $ % 0 403k ik A2 (Intrusion) ~ 4835 5 #(Attack) ~ &
B % #(Computer virus) * £ R EFHFEX@ARBLERFAETE -

Hit > BRT RFOKME2 s BEF ZEB RN AR AL HE
DEAR RIS A o et RN EBERRE A R REBOITAFRALE > £
EEEANALBBREMNREARAB—LEFTHFHAINE -

% R, 049 48 % = Denial of Service (DoS) ° 3F % s # 3 48 % 24 DoS .4
T XA R AR B AL G 2 ER] 0 4 TCP A3t % (Sequence Number

Attack)

1.1 % B8 DoS s #
B AT ¥ o9 A =484 A8 v DoS % b4 % & A B TCP/IP #4387 &% 495%
BAWYBRE BAATHIABEARERTRRHEE > MEREREE -

L1.1 #1 A X # % %) TCPAC 3K F

F— R A A XM A 469 TCP/IC )RR » f4e"Ping of Death" Fv "Teardrop"
e

"Ping of Death"#| fi "ping"i& % T B42 X R & £ A28 IP ) T AT HE 29 AL ol &
AHE - FRMHOEBAARENEN RG> MTREGERAKEH -

Teardrop X # R ZF B P HOTHMER - £ THEHEBERE P Ha
BEGHNERF L IR BB BERRH CHEEREEARE > BT
— R R E M o M Teardrop R AjEH — & IP R & B R EOLLS EHRY

A - FREREBZEMNEMAA TR TRRTER—LAKRTHK -



1.1.2 #] A TCP/IP 4 K % t R A

% =4 XA TCP/IP K46 AR & 69 R7F > )4 "SYN Flood" #= "LAND" s
Bo—fmRR o FamAio L EAARREE FmeiEd SYN HaLT
oo LW 24 eEE—18 SYN-ACK Ha4 9% > RATHeEEH —
18 ACK #8645 3% /FsE30 > i3 4% & three way handshake - £ % R iZ sbf2 K 2
% 0 F kA LA T AR B R -

"SYN Flood"st # & #t # sk A B 2 % & — 2 584 SYN & - HEHE
TR A S%EE—1 SYN-ACK H& > REAKGEHAHTERE ACK HE - %
%87 )42 0 SYN-ACK #f 62,64 78 5 3| 30 2] O 649 ACK 3 &, 3 R A2 18 3y 5 85
2T EBE c REAKITIIG R BN T SYN-ACK 3 &L 36 s & 7% AR 32
Rt HEo &R -

"LAND":X #H B354 — X LANDCWHEXMmEL  sadd—d s
SYN 4} 61,4 4935 1 84 4 4 > 3t B #] B "IP Spoofing" 89 34738 & %A & i b3 ¢,
A B TS E - (Bh A i — 18 src.addr/dst.addr £ & 4% % &4y TP sre.port
@ dstport 34 xxx 493t é, A SYNflagon > dosb i BB RAE B E a9 Lst
BREEBNEASAREZEEH O AN THCEREDRLET > MERA
BEMH

113 BHREHE

BEY "smurf' S B o U HEB ARES > B REBRP LNRIRHE
iy P B o "smurf" & R BT 69 #88 & B4 8 ICMP £ K4 &.(Fp ping) M L83 &
B UhE 2 A R4 Al R BHER EHE - SR BH L ICMP 2k #6
% R 4938 7% ICMP £ K Ao & JE 4t &, o do R "smurf" & ICMP % K 33 &, 69 R4
WA A EEB o S RBEERA S LN ICMP & & MR E% R iE
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1.2 4 # X DoS # %

F it — 4 483 DoS S A 43K PRET AR 5 % Distributed Denial of Service
(DDoS) > ¥ Z el e izey Internet X FRELERRX  FEEH
—RX R SRR ERAREZBRHEBRAEE T B 1A
% Ry X A Trinoo (& & Trin00) > % —F£4% & Tribe Flood Network ( #

# TFN) #= TFN2K -

* B HS R AR R e

= R L= il e ey

* ER L A~ER— R
BEHERE > TIRERHB AR
ARFITREEL °

WHETHEE
1. SR
1.2.1  Trin00
— 48 Trinoo ¥4 #% &, 4 #0428 £ #£3% (masters » R &2 4 servers) fo K B89 %
Erf2 X (daemons » HAEZ B clients) » AMBE S F X EMHER 0 &
RTFELRIA > SIRCAENLE AR IPALREAR - E IR & IRATH 0 F B
BB b F R

1. ANfZHF=D>EiEx 0 Baysii g 27665/ TCP



2. EiEwm> A EAX C Be)EER 27444/UDP
3. FEAKXDHHAE ARG IPnt > REMEREE - ik KEH UDP
Ho ST NIRAKANBE M REREELORSY -

1.2.2  TFN(Tribe Flood Network)$1 TFN2K

TFN #o Trinoo & 48 & S e L B 75> A AR@EHR T UDP flood &) #4h
¥ 3% 7] LA i# 47 TCP Syn flood ' ICMP echo request flood > Fu ICMP directed broadcast

(4540 Smurf) &4 E7 2% - TEN 43 64 22 45 Fo Trinoo — 4% » 1% TFN & X %

3% 7% % 1% ICMP echo reply #5938, (794 16-bit &) — & Mr #F KA ID 694 AL
& 0 7 B RHR AT A G RTS8 ) R TEN ¥ a2 X EE - MO HT
REFRE G IEHIIES > LHEHFNFECRRET -

B E) TEN 33567 - B RZAARERAEPTHE T FI A 69 TFN # 542 X697
F oo Fubdpd A5 R R A4 TEN X435 7T sE 45 A blowfish #9402 7 ik R 35
3%k o m B TFN 7] f£ 4 @348 £ 4 R a4 /1 (remote file copy > 44w rcp ) » 3%

BT S B B a3 # 00 TEN BB A > RAF M RBIR AT 8§ T H -

1.3 B B ¥

%A — e 8 5 X L 44 Router R #4T#3E > M — B Router 8% 2% >
Fi 2% AR 6 4% S %48 Subnet 7k EH TAF BATAH LB F R o ANEHE
W & ¥ 4% A 49 OSPF protocol B AT #7348 & A r B4 R, o

1.3.1 Max Seq. Attack :
& % > #& Link State Advertisement(LSA) ¥ » F —B#AL & B R & 3% — 18
LSA B & ¥4y > M A —18 2 &4 Router i BB R AR AME (R&RHH)

3 £ 2 LSA 69 Ek > R 423518 Subnet H 4t a4 Router & R4F 18 LSA R F 37



Moty Link-state 89 F2 > AR F Heg LSAWER - EERREHZLSAH
L4

Router % 3,3% LSA B 348354 » B E — B E #7109 LSA B3> M b4 2

@P

4 Router 4% 28 4 4545 A st ik R o 383G > R BEEBRETRABE > B

& > 4944 Link-state & — B % » Mk REB%Ig -

1.3.2 Max Age. Attack :

4 Link State Advertisement(LSA) ¥ » & — A4 & A R & LSA &5 Age -
¥ MR A REE 0 R BE R iEME LSA Bk #F — 182 & 49 Router —
B4 LSA e i3 A4 3% A & R & &F % ) Al 4 3518 Subnet H 4649 Router 3£
@B R B P WM 48 LSA 69 3R 0 m R RS 1 3% LSA 4 Router 28 31.3% LSA

$3%1% > BB — B8 LSA > 3% H 4 Router £ fju N 3% LSA 69 B30 o M 25 tLBF
3% % & o) Router 1 AR 4 4R 4% 1A b7 ik R 3 > AU B MR RAB L & IR R

2% 0 A% > H4& Router — H MR LSA i R 4oid LSA AIEG)E 3 -



2 HBERBERE

Y5 s B AR SR R A T TAE L fs > BT AE ) 55
o Rb EAALPILETHE THHAKLETELBFTAKT>MME N &
HHBEAORETHIRAREELEN AL - RARS —BAERA BA

b 53 25 B R R SA N B 6 O KBS AR A b B sb B B E & A A B
EMRAFRLEEIHA ROLELABAARAFHAENE - FAH-ERE
EEANE > RAEFFEHZZEEEBLEATHP[BEN  BEENUAB A4E
BEAETHEH B NHEBRERT -

BHOEMBERRET A FEAABBENE BB EH[EEEHE
BHEEH A EA R -

21 X AG%HE

KR A RIHHE

Fﬁﬂ %%ﬁ& 2001/12/22 4&?%%%‘;&%% '

RAHAE 5% — Rk

SR AL A

MohEEE2TRE

EFE—HoREFCAZAE > &LRA Tik%*l%‘i%%r%‘ii&/%éélgi il

TR AR - AREREZHNRERE L ER > EERSREAE
AR RMRS  BABYHBTHETAL  FELZAEAHLES - A K



HETRATHHHFRGEE RS KEBEZELHBEHE -

2.1.1 Windows 2000
2.1.1.1 2 : Window 2000 JgiH

A28 Window 2000 Server FRFE M B A @i E oy % > £T XA -
1T b R B oy B 4 743 Window 2000 Server fefR 4 a985 I M4 % CPU £ H
EANZE  c AMEARERE WHEREZRROBRA -

5 % s %4 Port o !

» TCPport7~9~21~23~7778¢

» UDP port 53 ~ 67 ~ 68 ~ 135 ~ 137 ~ 500 ~ 1812 ~ 1813 ~ 2535 ~ 3456 -

B A RR A SLA RS 0 e RBEA A CPUREIR -

Kk AFA Linux 89 netcat 3541 B /dev/zero & input »

f5l4w . nc target.host 7 </dev/zero (¥ % TCP port 7) s#

nc -u target.host 53 </dev/zero (s # UDP port 53) °
W R SR TP BE, ETATRBERGEOBBAE -
2k

© http:/fwww.microsoft. com/technet/security/bulletin/MS00-049.asp

2.1.1.2 4258 © 4t ¥ 84 #k Exchange server A& [L & 4 %
o 8 3T L4 A Exchange & RPC (Remote Procedure call ) AR%5 & $ 245 AR
BB AYE - mikd — ¥ AKX (2% ke Outlook & Windows95)

FAERE G MR RSB A X

%% hitp://www.securitean. com/windowsnt focus/

Denial_of_Service_attack_against_MS_Exchange_servers_ DCOM_ ncacn http_.html
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2.1.2 Windows 9x
21.2.1 B4 BELBT L2 DOSKELAH

A2 4 8k Windows95 BA K 98 T » {5 AR AT HE B BEAS 4 AR 0T T AR AL £ 44 3R - HN
DOS &% > EELBENREF PIUREARSHFHERERBELSE - R
Yotg A RBA A FEEE DOS K B LA e04 £ RFEAE L R A B A
HBE GHRAAFEEGITA > AT EERRE - Af > BoBELELS

b

2B DOSEE LM RMAKRTHREGEE -

5}—% S http://icat.nist.gov/icat.cfm?cvename=CVE-2000-0168

2.1.2.2 278 : £ ¥ Windows98/2000 Folder.htt 35 2k
# ¥ Windows & 47T A% i@ web-based % £ k#8094 71 B 18 3 414 55 25,

oA id B Folder. htt & % (A ActiveX 4 #]38 Shel IDefView &4 ok B 8 F 7%
InvokeVerb )T AE AN AFARAERRA

%4# - http://www.securityfocus.com/bid/1571

hitp://icat.nist.gov/icat.cfm?cvename=CAN-2000-0790

2.1.3 Windows NT
2.1.3.1 422 : WinNT spooler A& i 7

F& Windows NT # & spooler AR #3& Abip 69 A Z s fad3g B 8y dll 4%
% » 3t B3k spooler BA 7% S M IRIPATIELE dlI4E - AP REZMAER LA

AddPrintProvider()iZ 18 & B > & 7T fe1EFFH FRIE A2 E R H a9 B R o

%71%" http://icat.nist.gov/icat.cfm?evename=CVE-1999-0899
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2.1.4 Red Hat Linux
2.1.4.1 £ : Linux UMB scheme % /& iF

#.3F Linux Advisory , UMB scheme 4% — 4% £ 424% world-writable ## &
EE %A A 23] root ey MR

%%”‘ - http://www.securityfocus.com/bid/1551

2.1.5 Sun Solaris
2.1.5.1 4258 3 # Solaris #5 OS type
{& F sing # E% Address Mask Request # SUN Solaris 2.7 # % , & £ 4o
T o
# /sing -mask IP_Address
SINGing to IP_Address (IP_Address): 12 data bytes
12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=0 ttl=236 mask=255.255.255.0
12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=1 ttI=236 mask=255.255.255.0
12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=2 ttI=236 mask=255.255.255.0

12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=3 ttI=236 mask=255.255.255.0

12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=4 tt1=236 mask=255.255.255.0

--- IP_Address sing statistics ---

5 packets transmitted, 5 packets received, 0% packet loss

Fi A % %€ B ICMP Address Mask Reply i#% Address Mask &4 & 3R,

RAEHA A sing % fragmented ICMP Address Mask Request # SUN Solaris 2.7

WE, BRAERKER

12



# /sing -mask -c 2 -F 8 IP_Address
SINGing to IP_Address (IP_Address): 12 data bytes
12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=0 ttl=241 mask=0.0.0.0

12 bytes from IP_Address: icmp_seq=1 ttI=241 mask=0.0.0.0

--- IP_Address sing statistics ---

2 packets transmitted, 2 packets received, 0% packet loss

4 & SUN Solaris # 35, #.30€ reply —4# 0.0.0.0 &5 Mask Address
2000-06-15 08:08

% ' http://sourceforge. net/projects/sing

2.1.5.2 3% # ' lIpset -r Buffer Overflow 33 2k

f/S%" * http://sunsolve.sun.com/securitypatch

2.1.6 SuSE Linux
¥ wuftpd 2.6.0-121 2 37 IR A 89 2 2K A
42 47 SITE EXEC 454 8% » wu-fipd #2 & & 8 4F iE 5% &9 bounds checking o

EBRANBEHTTHE T LA root # RIE A 4 L HATEER KB -

Z# 1 hitp://www.suse.de/de/support/security/suse_security_announce_53. txt

2.1.7 Slackware Linux

#2744 : Fdmount 4 87 & 5 3

Slackware Linux BgA& 4.0 Fuv 7.0 ¥ 84 Fdmount 2 X, 4K — B & 5 & 540 69 B

7 o Fdmount #2 R 4 3% % # 4 suid-root > 3 H iz fB42 X 38 F 2 fe 4 floopy” #f

13



4 w4 FA %4k A o Floppy B 48 8448 F & =T SAH| A 4248 B A 0 7 45 B A 4
BHEAMMER

2«? P http://csrc.nist.gov/icat/vulnerabilities/CVE-2000-0438 . html

2.1.8 Linux Mandrake

3= 28 : Xlockmore 4.16 #9418 & B AR

4t Xlockmore g AR 4.16 F ¢ xlock 2 X A —BEEH B A& FHFE  ERRK
B AT A s 0048 A & A — 18 R 5 K & 4Y-mode £-B03E IR AT IR AL B Ok

% http://csre.nist.gov/icat/vulnerabilities/CVE-2000-0455.html

2.2 @AM 5

2.2.1 telnet
22.1.1 558 — T EHFER

BRE RS TTAMRERHE  ERE—EIPAE > #EHE telnet a4}
Q.3 B2 Bp T BATAR A 3% 6 E AR I A A HAR A telnet : 4R B4 E 4k

LeytE A ID A 0 B MM E R R AM A H AL hack R 093U

2.2.1.2 §3 8 — &4 & Zafu(buffer overflow)

AR ENTFE L @ABHRBEMOMAE G telnet LR IFETER
1B 45 A H 4 AR(ID) ~ 43R He A AR (4o VT 100) ~ 4 £ 545 BEFIRE N &
A buffer B FREZLERANF L ERAFLEAKNIT L BEEHE

Wy RN B R 0 d AR A RIS R 3T AT AR MBI 0 T AERT A
WAKEWEL  BEHE A A B (overflow)ik B crack BAZ A 4 0 A EBA
LGB EHR > EH ST 6 LA A LEA > Blhe red hat 6.0 -

14



2.2.1.3 3525 = : telnet Daemon 3% 35 35 %

— b % 3£ 42 28 2 "Telnet Environment option"#) RFC 1408 & RFC 1572 #L.# )
telnet daemon #2 &, * B R A — P THEA » XFLBHEW A6 7 4R
BT M TUBR ARG REEBBER S —BAKLE - BloBmKE
¥ 4% % 3% RFC 1408 2 RFC 1572 96 B o Z R Bk E - &
T OLT 7 telnet daemon =k ) BB A E B EWBIEE > A TREE
B AR & AEAEE LT — 8% 38 user 7T A E — R R BA
MR — SRS R A SN root( A AT IEH M) BT 2 IEMER
AR LA RIRAE A & T D8 5 o) RIS B > M fE 3% A 4008 IR IR AY
R H T UAF BRI AR — B BB 5 T &R E
BAEASKLERT - b BmibA L AL B R ASKLERTH local 89I&3% > H AR T
UAH) gk 83 BE AT AR -

2.2.1.4 585w : telnet ju % 53 %k
B3 7 telnet 3¢ K $F 3% H 69 3 & /o LA 425 mask > AT LAEAFAE A & 55 45 5T SALE 4%
132 5 e A AR (55 85 —) » B bt A i iE 49 encrypted telnet H 3R, > i3 & A — ik
BTk 0 H telnet F K 693 AR E 0 H P — B3R AT 49 Kerberos
V4> ig I8 4575 75 445 F 7> Berkely telnetclient & > #47 A &0 P A % 3% Kerberos V4
&) BSD telnet #f & % 2| B & > B15 4550 F 693 Rk
PRI E T RN TR R o BEFEMRERTERER E M
EEENHONBERAETRE ZORE  FREPHER-

2.2.1.5 558k % : telnet 8% %
H ¥ % o UNIX E RS B 41 B iR Ao telnet R B 7% 69 ¥ 38 7 /8 A oY telnet
FRA  EEEF R EE AL AR log (R F A RmERLSOERE

15



LAEBRFE) BB R L BEFACETUNALFHE > RAFFZ LT
AN BMER LG EH > LBTERMBIBNTA -

2.2.2 IGMP

A4 B2 42 AR 55 A7 3] %8 denial of service » ] B4 %5 % A& 4144 performance 3,
# & crash & % ° 4& Microsoft Windows ## » TCP/IP Stack 3t /4 # 4e fragmented
IGMP packets & 32 4+ - IGMP £ TCP/IP 3 & ;& — 18 #7 49 Protocol > & 7T LLE M 5
#u %] multicast 44 network 32 o — fE#E4F "fawx" &4 exploit script 7T 2L 3% — b3 &

packet #] windows #9# % PR ALK E R -

2.2.3 HTTP
2.2.3.1 DoS/DDos attack

AFE BB A B Ry R AL AR BRE—BAHEENBE -

2.2.3.2 CGI attack
CGlL &’- AL

HAVT L4t # Web (85 2 CGL 0 MAs 24 > 4o RV B £ 4 3% CGLAZR, »
8 & BN TH > W FEAT

16
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{2443

JH9

Ak
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CGI £ R © 12453720 8
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2.2.3.3 ASP attack
ASPRAAE
J57% # #7 Services Pack6 4% T 4 NT server £ > £V & 6 5 /%7 LA

% 3] ASP #2 5 6 R AR A5, € AP A

1. http://www.someserver.com/msadc/Samples/SELECTOR/showcode.asp?source=

/msadc/Samples/SELECTOR/showcode.asp

2. http://somewhere/something.asp: $DATA

3. http://somewhere/something.asp%?2e

4. http://somewhere/something.asp. (-1 Eh)

5. http://somewhere/something%2¢%4 1sp

6. http://somewhere/something.asp%81

2.2.4 SMTP
2.2.4.1 55 % — : pipe

{£3% e-mail @4 > EX A server Lsn— 2R 0 CHTHEL
J£ server 3% AT —1B script 4% > ¥ —uk code > Bz 4h o

pipe symbol ] SAft Aufe MAIL TO: command EFEH &, o

2 1 hup://www.gsn-cert.nat. gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default 1. htm

2.2.4.2 5% = - DEBUG

BBk FARNE S mailserver 0 B AE £ 4ps o 13
B4 A AL FF— Rk 2 B R access serve °

S | httpy//www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default2 . htm

18



2.2.4.3 552 = : HELO very long
— 18 buffer-overflow &7 » 18 E %4 A& 7 user name 2 passwd
A& LLEIA server L&) buffer overflow o

S 1 http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default4. htm

2.2.4.4 55%:v3 : EXPN
AN £ EXPN 2845 444 mail server 3£ &R HE A H
PRIE o

£ 1 http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default6. htm

2.2.4.5 3325 % © too many recipients
spammer & ] {744 e-mail server R E1E o

2 #  http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/ SMTP/Attack/default8 htm

2.2.4.6 358k75 © corrupted MAIL command
MNBH A% — 35 R E#E ¢ fomatted command R E BRI & 4

S 1 http://www.gsn-cert.nat. gov. tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/ Attack/default9. htm

2.2.4.7 532kt : email name very long
N ERA buffer-overflow & s # -

%% . http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default 10 htm

2.2.4.8 525\ : corrupted RCPT command
NE# H#d RCPT #1845 4 A7 & 4 & 49 buffer-overflow RAAZAR
% # . http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/ Attack/default11. htm

19



2.2.4.9 53 %/ : command very long
AZEF B buffer-overflow F it BARH) % IR R ©

S # . http://www.gsn-cert nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default20. htm

2.2.4.10 332 : mail to decode alias
i h 2 49 email alias fL R4y server L3 ATH 2 code ©

2 | hitp://www.gsn-cert.nat. gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/ SMTP/Attack/default12.htm

2.2.4.11 35325+ — : mail to undecode alias
3 th % 4 email alias fE15 89 server L #Hh4T E ¥ code °

S # . http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default]13.htm

2.2.4.12 35 %+ — : MIME file name very long

N2 # & server Ly buffer-overflow & crash 2% break-in
R RS ERE LM B RIS KEA TR A £ buffer-over
flow °

% . http://www.gsn-cert.nat.gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default14. htm

2.2.4.13 3525+ = : uucp-style recipient

% ¢4 uucp-style address 18 %#% % a7 0k mail 49 address > A
¥ anti-spam system #& k% check address #9788 » BABUAAAZ
FANGELRO BB RO BRBSEERESE -

:;a% . http://www.gsn-cert.nat. gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default16.htm
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2.2.4.14 332+ va : login-failed
# g login #RFAR try HEH o

% # 1 http://www.gsn-cert.nat. gov.tw/doc/doc/protocol/SMTP/Attack/default17. htm

2.2.5 PPTP

1% ¥ty Windows NT 24 B A8 & 5 A 53 > i RMAA H A& Windows NT
P 42 4 04 B 35 £ 48 ¥ (Virtual Private Network ##% VPN) » VPN & —#& 4] A 4
BRUEER AR E N 5] A YR B 0 UAER| ZARB A EAT 0 kodb— RS AL A B
A EE > FASLEHEBEEIRERGRAMATHS  EXEMNAY
Wb IR TR % o $dkey Windows NT 414 VPN ¢4 % K > 424 7 PPTP
(Point-to-Point Tunnelling Protocol) &4 k% » EIEMRF & R F X B R R 26 M
B PrUAfLiE ek PPTP 693 sg ¥ » BLIER A B8 > TR R L — R 2
Schneier 35 » BB nF R E W EA K E B MARER > 35 H MK PPTP +
B IBEIEE > TRMBELRE  WAZRBEMFENHRIET  FLEALER
AARRA T CLELNEHER > AL A R2FZARAMBKAT R
% Schneier £ H e I E F FH OB ARB LHHE > BALLTEME R

BAFH—HBEEARFHTULMBKE ) BRK S ERELHAE -
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3. R MWMBAERER

3.1 Sniffer

TR L TR BE T AT N EERATRERE R L
AT 00 F 30 o IR F (R 60 B MM A sniffing (BE) - £E
B e B — & ERATE L o) frame 8¢ A AR (header) » ARIAAE & &

Aﬁﬁeﬂ? ¢4 B g9 fuhk (address) e —RBEHBT > B—EETHATHK
W #& frame :

1. By frntfo R grpgeirak (MAC address) 48 ] &9 frame -

2. B ag¥sfrnk & & ¥ hk (broadcast address) &4 frame o
e B B3 R AE frame B} > 988K & 1538 CPU & & — AL + B R i@ 4o
¥ ARG 5 RGHE frame Z TR MiE—F o9 RIE -

{2 48 85— 4 7T LA 3R 3 i 48 ALAE X (promiscuous mode ) o £ $bAK B8 TF &)
Wk kA4 TR 0 B BRI EEF 89 7 £ 6 o Sniffer Bp
RS ERAER TR EEABABE AR R F AW RIERE
CEMBAA  EAER EEENEN DAEEHENRBRE > Ry
MIBLEERGNE > REBIFHEANEN -

% sniffer 77 S E 0 F T AL R T 7] 458 ¢

1. MRIR L5

2. @R

3. fER 2R RN K

4. B Z BT
B AE XAARBE TN ERFRAREROETH > AERERE
G AE S AT AR B 0 B AR A A E A -

& http://www.china-pub.com/computers/emook/0364/info. htm
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3.2 Ping of Death

S BB (DoS) e —# 0 X BRAA "ping"E X T A K
RAEARBIPHEAENATHRAE O (BB SIS aae ki) -

FREHOBRINAEREDRMAAT  TRETERAKLEHR

"ping" B A% ity 55 1% ICMP Echo request #f 6, > RIRAI B a9 AL
EF2A o PRUA ping SR H R 69 Bk A B H B & 65535-20-8=65507 {4 (H
20 frnia s IP R88 > 84w usa sy ICMP k38 ) - B yb% &4 A ping R
KB R BAMEEL A & e Data R E ARG 65507 AL AT LA B B

&5 o 2k M A& Ethernet F #9 MTU ( Maximum Transmission Unit ) F8 3% & % 1500

fr7tn o A28 MTU 894 @48 € 4% 7% (fragmentation) BFE L4 8
Gy 3% > | 3E B 699% 14 A & 48 (reassemble )ik & R AR 8944 & A7 24 Ping of Death
A BFTAREEALAREGICMP # & > H &k —EE R &

offset+size>65507 » ¥ M A EF I L& E MEP| L8R E -

% #  hitp://www.insecure.org/sploits/ping-o-death. html
3.3 Teardrop

A B XL BB —E 0 T B ERERMERE N
iR B A A ER A G IP # O EaMRE  REBERIRER RELY
A HEAE A H BRAREBER

Teardrop @ &g i — 4 1P R B v B4 R B 4483 69 A 48 (offset) o
FBE R RPE B MR AR EMRIBE R NS E EAR  BRAH
ek M REFERDEFEERAER R EN A -

5}%’ - http://cvber.cs.ntou.edu.tw/~station/heb/attack form.htm
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3.4 Smurf

Smurf 4, % FR@ S ¥ 8y — 48 o &7 AR Smurf AT RA BB E R EH
P —~ 048 B433% ICMP echo request 3 &, % =~ &4 ICMP echo request
6,13 E#nk (broadcast address) e

£ Smurf By BBEF > TUSREZAAE

> %z (attacker)

> B EAF (intermediary © F R s ¥E R ME 49 4R )

> ZEH (victim)

Smurf & 5 88 77 R A& > o4 sk a AR ICMP echo request 3 L% 4 IP &
a0 36 BB ICMP 33 @ 69 RORAL AL LAk SCR 3 R oo TP ik o 4
0L ) 3548 B #5449 ICMP echo request 3t 6L85 » (R £ 4 F @R % E %
ICMP #t &, » R 463k & % 32 15 18] ICMP echo request > 3t 8 = & ICMP echo reply
B E X o wEEM R E SR 0 #84R ® R 58 ICMP echo request
B g AR EIRMREYEBRBENML - BRUNEEA —E S EH > A
B#E2AZHEE—MHE > HTEL—GHEEE  HBAXEHEm—GE  HAi B
HRA > RARETRA MG BRAE -

AEXEETUECHEAGAE LR R A FHoyifE i ICMP
echo request 3 3% 4 % BN » B R BLEFNEB DT EH AL LELE - &
FRER GO RZEH L@ (LA LRGN G &5 ¢ @K broadcast
) RATRABTHGHLEHNE -

Zo# . hitp//www.cert.org/advisories/CA-1998-01. html

24



3.5 IP Spoofing

IP Spoofing # 7% 42 & & TCP/IP 4 L85 > {8 Al 4b A8 IP frhk & 1F 4t &,

89 &% o #F IP Spoofing L ¥ 89 F A KR LT U4 A —H -

1.

EONL I
Bl R FERE LA EHGREIRT RANER ERET IR S
AR - f£—18 spoofing LB ¥ > AEHHE—EMELBEHK - L
FBRANTREEAOEIMR AT ZREELBRY  ARELALEE
AR A IP fak 0 RGBS a6 IP RERI OFARRAMKT
BAREHEZEE R - B ORGSR ER  REREIRAALEL A
PR TR AR MR SR A BB BT AR o R AT R 24K
ey MR > Z AR AR A LM IREEAZ P AR -
RERATHI LB
»  Man-in-the-middle : L85 A4 2 1 P 3% $145) BRoo 2 Pl (3 34y 6 38 2
FoRBER P mARABRKERBOERAAEBRE - HAPmMT
KB H B R MEMEARE T 0 BB E R P
> Routing re-direct  zr# 4 69 dME - R R R Y RB L
BHuEM -
> Sourcerouting : EHME G L HARLE T RAENHE -
> Blinding spoofing * % A4 E M) BRI E » AFGFLEGE > 2
BIEPPIFR EE -
FER s X
BRI KB NTRR B — 0 P AR R AR ARER
EABREARR  RERPARBESG Pk REZERENNE £
FREFEEIHRIENE R EMEREREE  EF R EMEE e T RAR
1 0 AR f 0k R AR o
SR L BT XA
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» SYN flooding : 45 Fi KE#% RORALhE e R R B R RE BT F I MM
receive queue * R E M B IRA LM BE AT EREFIE

>  Ping flooding * {& FA & 4% & R4 ik 25 3% Pingrequest # &, > X E X
He b7 5] JE ICMP echo reply 3 @455 36 & 1P firuk X #% -

» UDP flooding : #] i — %k & & & UDP 4 &.44 well-known port > 4 &
BERRBETRE R XML B EE T

>  Smurf: &% iR E X4k ey 1P 4wkt o 3 55 3% ICMP echo request 3 &,
BRI AE 0 4T FH B K E 4 ICMP echo reply 34 &

» Fraggle : %05 Smurf > 12204 F§ UDP 4 &,

o

.
25 .

http://www.networkice.com/Advice/Underground/Hacking/Methods/Technical/Spoofing/de

fault. htm

3.6 Port Scan

Port scan A& X% &3 B AR 4 4y TCP #2 UDP port » SABR A% 5 /7 52 £ 49 IR 7%

3L (listen) B9k & o 5 /5 0¥ F PrEb 3564 port » 7T 24

BRI ARGIT R EFZ AR PITH A EZA > o RE TR EH

Bt R EABATH R A RE L RF > AR R SIRAE G Z T 2

B EBIE port EHERELAL ¢

B AT A A i 47 port scan A3k 4T LA T £ 48 ¢

> Vanilla TCP connect() scanning : #|F connect() % 4.7+ > 4+ B4 £
H 44 service port 4T &% o 4o R B A% E % 09 X 18 service port B £ B4 TE
R G MY > RZKA -

» TCP SYN scanning : i% 1B 3 47 X 4% "half-open"{F 8% - B A& & % & TCP
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http://www networkice convadvice/Undereround/Hacking/Methods/Technical/Port_Scan/default htm

3.7

BiF -

#4 three-way handshake & 42 89 4F  sbH Ao A # B AR B H SYN H

& 0 4ot ®] SYN/ACK #9 =) fE 3t & > R R 3848 port A B AL - 24

ho Wi 3] RST/ACK #4 & J& &1 €, > B & o1 ok port 2 A B AL °

TCP FIN scanning * #& 35 RFC 793 &5 #L45 > & B Bl 44 port i %] FIN 4 &

B 0 LA JE S K 69 RST & & o M BBy port L | FIN & @85 > AT

ARG At 8 o 3RS A TCP 94 0 12 2 ke Windows 15 ¥

i A A BB > A port X E AL 0 F W E FIN H &85 —

E# g E B RST & 6, 0 A L @ A 44407 38 R 38 A £ Windows £ - 2%

B3 AT B0 =T LA A % B Bk X409 4F ¥ & 42 B 7 Windows 3 %

Unix like % #, ©

Fragmentation scanning : st 7 5 R A 235 o9 & (FIN & SYN) 4

B kdb— R B Ay TCP RBEMAM A — MM P HaF ik

IP & e 40 iR By Kol ot 3 L BE B I BB MR R

UDP ICMP port unreachable scanning : b7 7% 7% Al R 37 8% B B &9 UDP

port > F )% UDP # & & JEi# 4249 (connectionless ) » B £z &9 UDP port
ool K H B R e 2 & @ JE > B B 49 UDP port &8 % 2= & RST 4t

2R KB 6 E A L H B B4 UDP port i3] 4 &0 & ® & ICMP
port unreachable 4} €, » A LA 84 5T A F E B4 RABE — @

UDP port & B B3 & B P ey ik AE o

#

SYN Flooding
% — {8 TCP if 4 £3% 3 0% » o448 £ 7% % three-way handshaking & 1 3
FAZHBHGESLE > EEFNELT 0 A g — B4 4 port 55
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4 SYN #6104 B EABIEMAEE port LoF Bis|iE@ SYN ek
%4 B A SYN RECV kA& ¥ > 33X &t —18 SYN/ACK H# &4 A -
o AJEFLE BArE B H & € 5B B8 ACKH & » Rk EER
4 6 4K A&t i A\ ESTABLISHED - & s K89 FIRAEW » — 8 A& 46 55
—REWER REIZEBEANHER  ERFFEERKOGFIHFRE
AR 7R, o B AR — 18 £ 438 F T A L4 35 1832 43 B 053 3 3] B — 48 port
BR{FAREGEE— - —HERGEZ R BSRh el AR T RELL
EudgeERE - EE A SYNflooding A RIBZ A 4ty £ B4k H -

4 47 SYN flooding & > A # A4 A X E — 8 SYNH @3] A4
B {2 % A B gde ROR TP Arak B K R — B AR 409 IP frak o @ Bl iE
18 SYN 3t &.4% » & § X & SYN/ACK 3 @ 2| 28R & 49 IP fr ik - o RAR
Bey Pk & —EHEEG A% MELALREDE—ERSTHE - Bk
72 # 47 SYN flooding 585 » 4% 4 44 2 % 1P 4 bk o4 48 2 — B K 3R &7k 8] s 0943
BE o {E4F B £ 469 SYN/ACK 3t 6045 » KB F AR5 ACK 3 & & & RST 4

AL ABE G AK AR & — A PRI 4£ SYN_RECV » 3 B A% 32 4747 7

(connection queue) ¥ & 1% » — H & % 3| timeout YAE 4 & #F 5 B3R 48 17
I F Mg o —BEHRE SYNHOBE— % > RBERFIBERHEHA
Ko R EFARBEESERERER -

. http://www.cert.org/advisories/CA-1996-21 html

4

3.8 Land Attack

S B ATRR ARG~ B h R AR TCPRRIH - EFH 8
My oy 4 BE AR A 4K M TR ARRL B o

Land attack 4% TCP SYN i 4% 34 &2, 49 source address #1 source port 44 # 7%,
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B 4932 & # 64 address $2 port & AR E A A B @B 4R R EER XK
K& A 324 TCP AR# (4o @ telnet ~ FTP ~ Hitp) » AR % & L3832 85 > (B
BEEBR ERBTUALACEACEILES - > FILEROEE

A Bk RITIEEES 0 QTR EELTH -

57?’ ! http://www.insecure.org/sploits/land.ip. DOS html

3.9 DDoS

LA E E R RIEMAKPIREXE > MBI RSSE  EHT
e B AR AR B BhAR AT ) BB IE SO 24 0 P ASCRR T B e R
FITREL R ERUAH ARG L AHLEIMBTREILE -

BAT > ABERTEAGT M AR R s

»  Trinoo

» TFN

» TFN2K

»  Stacheldraht

AR A AR 60 R I 0 3 AT 2R S 4 B — S A O
GNP RS S S

% # | http://magazine. nsfocus.com/detail as

Stacheldraht: http://magazine.nsfocus.com/detail.asp?id=53

Trinoo : htip://magazine.nsfocus.com/detail.asp?id=54

TFN2K : http:/magazine.nsfocus.com/detail asp?id=57

3.10 UDP Bomb
—#& R 0 B# UDP bomb A T 7| = f3.7%
1. UDP bomb s& UDP flood : st ###|H X EHE KRR UDP HEEAR
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% 2 ¢y random port ° & % E X 44 | UDP 3 &% » @ 54T B &) port 4
EH o RRRTHBEARKXELNE port £ Fhsiol@ AR RAL
XA % 48% 5 4 © E—18 ICMP destination unreachable #-4% i% &9 R IR
W RERANHOARLELA L ARATRBLESHK -
2. FA &A% =&Y UDP service E4F M & THEANBEGRE * Boh
18 UDP service > i iZ F{8 service & & & 4 7 4 &9 service » #FiE W
18 service E ARG MG A A RFTOHE > HBRABAE -
3. # UDP % 58 ¥ & length AL AR Ak 0914 * UDP %88 ¥ # length 4
o RBRZHEANUDP HaKRE - AEXNREA -
length = total length — IP header length
4u % length < total length — IP header length > B| & =T #£4£ 4% SunOS version
411~413 BERERMHE  BASAERENUY - SEEBAR

HAF R R B RIRPTE ARG B

§‘w4§‘ . http:/iwww.cert.org/advisories/CA-1996-01 himl

3.11 Fraggle
s A B X B TRR A B — 48 0 RAMEM ST Smurf 4838 > FIAR

RAREH QP FE I a H4a £ 2% 'Smurf %1% 49 & ICMP 3 &> @ Fraggle
R ey 7% UDP 3 &

PR B Z AT 0 B AN — ST AR R e Rt
FE B TREHMMa g B EENH DB EEE N
BRRIPBERTEEYIP MmE QB8 portx A 7 (echo port > W F| 3
B ERETIRLRIR) & 19 (chargenport > ME|HELHERETELTF S
B EARIR)  EHAE R BEREH L o BN E A FAL echo
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nh*}

& —BHEANE
BERARAGE > R AR EEHNEBREE B BIEREARF -

service 2 # 5% chargen service > AR ¢ B B+ 4%

HEE R ET UL R AR R port 3 A T & 19 0 AR B3 4k
GHEAEZTEX e portT &K 19 Baw % FH e port7 & 19 F A Bl
&

BN ® > REARDEHOHCERET ERENGERE -

2‘%" . http://www-arc.comy/sara/cve/Possible_DoS_problem. html

3.12 ICMP Unreachable

% ICMP unreachable #f &, 694 X8 5§ 8 > H AT 8 Bytes A ICMP %
A B P Type e 3 FonBa THERKRE ) MR NE S @
Code ##4r i R4 BB se A2 L L Rbm p L& R FE] o Mgk 4h - ICMP
unreachable 3} €L A7 &84 F Rt AR D 7 LA B 2 A S8 25 S 48 44 ICMP
unreachable 31 €2, > R T XM > R IR A AT L RERE -

R R LR R BRI 7 5kt 3 & 4% 1% ICMP unreachable -
REABEHXBRBREFENRELBAH BN IR BER - £— 53]
HERBER MERBRERKTAABAOERBIEDZE - BHRTRNER

EARBATH G ERETR > SOERIRFIIR S AR PR A RS K
i o MAEFFAT R B A SRR -

%4 © http://www.securiteam.com/unixfocus/5SP062K40G . html
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4. NRAATH % AT

PR B BANREFSHT 0 R R AR e SYN Flooding &
B Rb kRt B R4 H A BRI R AR S — F NIRRT & bk
Al o £ SYN Flooding #9388 st 8 > i rde K E 69 SYN 3 1% 3% 2 sk S 864 4]
ARSS > EH gk SYN & P oy R hk B HE AR [P ik o Bk #hai
AR B RGP T % T SINVACK #6> RREA&ZLDBEEL ACK &
6o LB ARNAMRBRFELERERY  BACHRRFI S MELR
AedE bk SINEHE K -

AN ERRTRAAEN— L E Iy EE B b HE 42 o K47 815 20 SIN
Cache #9#%%] 2% SYN Cookie &9 7 ik - BL A fh oo s A8 42 — B #r e iR 5 %
it & FreeBSD -+ & EEF—EMHA A4 0 RAEBTRAAMLERR - THOEER

B T AP AL 64 Rk AE S0 A b Py SYN Flooding s # -
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4.1 SYN Flooding ¥ R

E Ak ud

—F8 5% ) B 094775 F ik #h A& Random Drop» 33845 R 22 5% % 12 iRk 3 49 backlog
5] 2% 0 12 ] SYN & &85 > 4 Ik B &Mk E4E — 18 backlog $ 349
BEREE R AR o RS G Iy A P 3 — B RST LG -

Bhoik Fitp e B4 A h B R SYNHEmAE A4 RLRST Ha
EHRR g P E BB B 8 o

(BB 2 S WAL ) Bsr B A B ARG A PR A £ > AR iE18 RST 4

HEE R P ENEILRB{(E 4.1 ) ©

LT

Legitimate SYN

» fime

4.1. Random Drop $EHTHEE A EE

P %245 %) Internet & EMAE B B7 KAG Ry E R B - R RIBRBATA SRESR

K ERGH O ACBH KBBERAEAARERNHC  AMiEf

FREERM LGB MG R LRI REMERRE ERNT AR
B Firewall as a Relay

® FE o KR IEIIRBAER £ EREY SYN e ¥ o
& GhEh AR e e BE% -

B Firewall as a Semi-transparent Gateway
® B LFRKE-IFIB BARCHBIIHRIEERI LEER
& GRE AR AEE ARBMEFREAFELEL -

B SYN Cookie
HAERAGAEF N E LT L e SIN FR R [P b —Ehh

% Hfa kst — 18 hash % > A RAF BF7 69 SIN F IR ABEH &
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4.2 B AR 2 SV BRI

4.2 BT B A AR o 1BIE & (Filter) 3F ik & SRAV AU A5 & 4 £ 4
iBE S AAREXRTAMEYIPE > 3 HHEHFMRS S ARP Reply - i34k

— R A RARENREARBEUNBR S EE T SYN Ha sy ¥ -

Legitimate

Filter  Server

Attacker

4.2. System Architecture

%4 0 # A SYN-Cookie 84 X, R sk R B IR B9 F P 3R 3 « =
4% F SYN-cache #7% &, Z ## = SYN-Cookie Pri& g3 LR k9B - £ = > #
B KGO EBRGEARSFALERAR - RE  RABRSARAMEBRH £LH
1P 1 B R FEHRARE ©

#1452 FreeBSD B Qi R B RIZ B A SRR - ERZBUNH > AHE
BURFIRE R RIS o bt 7T LA S H BT 4 854 (35 3 S )

BYFE 3 X o (Go FHER)
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4.3 % S B R

AREBFCILBRHBALS  URKMAGKGMETL  HBEARA
FreeBSD kernel build-in firewall #2 ipfw (IP Firewall) 2 44 -

BEeE R — R A A4 6.3 apache benchmark & http performance
R Bl E A& 46 HTTP service 20 4E ©
BRIE

scenario 1: FreeBSD kernel build-in firewall, ipfw

scenario 2: FreeBSD kernel build-in firewall ,our prototype system

BT BR

R B #2333 & T (1000 ~ 10000 packets per second) » B &L 7R ] A/ 1 48
E (1 ~ 200 Kbyte) ©
BAERRXE R
A5

HARZBAES RPN AKETH 25%FA G4 - 2R £ %3 SYN
Flooding & 3 85 » $%1r % %64 throughput K 4 & L RE W KIE A ey 4B LA o
3 B 4 R F] SYN-Flooding 95X 818 2 F > #ifth A SLBF L BAE R
AT 6} )

2% 3] SYN-Flooding Zt #8% » M AKBEBRAH KB ARLERZT > €4
BAEAPATIRE] B ERE L BR FdofT > PATHR HIFEL

BRI FHRMER

HARARZTD LB RMPARAMRIERBFREHER D 2L E LB L
Heuk o LR B ik 3 B L A4 10000pps 49 A ik R T 0 PRAE R IE 693 K
BB A R X AT PR R IE W KRB E R R B RARA I KiE A %
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F » — 8% 3] SYN-Flooding 5 # >

B A S B

F& .11 %

BT BIRBEARET
RBER P AARIZENHE

355 A RMRAE Layer2

o AWK BT UARALEFIHI R E SYN

Flooding s # » i R4ZAE 7 SM 69 B FS > B b= LA R B3R a938dg ) -
$1HAL A 0 HE B
Our Approach | SYN Cookie | RESET Cookie | Random Drop
Guarantee YES YES YES NO
Service
Memory YES YES YES YES
Immunity
Computing NO NO NO YES
Immunity
Packet YES NO NO YES
Retransmission
Good YES YES NO YES
Performance
k& 4.1. SYN Flooding Defense Mechanism Comparison (1)
Our Approach Firewall Cisco TCP
Intercept

Connection YES YES

Establishment

Sequence NO YES YES

Number

Conversion

Fek& 4.2, SYN Flooding Defense Mechanism Comparison (2)
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5. &

B3ER: Tl > BREH - AT > @BLEREERAA 2 &RA

&

FA BB TR > RIAVEBABERNA GO EEFETUELTH OB
JB 475 oy FreeBSD % Linux 4 #tb B AEHE L A M 3 © FiB R 4oid 4825 LAY
THEE A S48 A 4, FTIASAE A S8R RAT T s A A RSB A B R wy e
ANFER ARG - BB MEAZLTHEETHE KAV HBERELHR
BRI - — R RBEABRYFER Nk F-HBAEBRERIE@EIA

EFTE RERMAEZITAHRRAARIL - B@EKITEARESITA ~ Ch

B

Z BT AR AR ERZATASRARIL & T U888 RS
o BGERBEFARARB LB & - F— I AR HERIELL Y HBiR
Ko FoRMHRBEHEBRELABENITh IR TEE R TRE, F
ERE UBREABTARANRMAGRERY K -

EAFEY BIARTRELAFAABBURABARH EERS > L E
LEBAGRE R TR FHRSAR= LT OF > i BALFHET B
HBARAH AR R ETERIML > FAKBATAET A X EHEk

SYN Flooding #9# # » KPR T » 7T AR I AR R B Ab 0 B AAZ YA ©
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