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L, AFETIE, ERD spam KD & D ITZEL TURY 45D Tld#e <, spam 1FZEL
ROHETCHREITo Tnvd. 2, spammer D v ¥ g v OFRMICE STy Y a %
IS 2 FELFAVTEY, tempfailing X throttling £ HEh 2 FELMAEDE T 5. BE,
HEL RO A =D 100% < 2HRTT 5 Z 2ITRIIL T 5D,

Reports on an experimental anti-spamming MTA with SMTP session control

TSUNEHIKO SUZUKI, KUNIO GOTO,™ KISAKU YAMAGUCHI!?
and MASAHIKO [SHIKAWAT+

This paper reports the implementation and evaluation of an anti-spamming MTA for Tokai
Internetwork Council, which has been operational for about 6 months. The MTA refuses re-
ception of a spam before receiving a message while most of the widely used anti-spam MTA’s
filter messages after having received a message. The proposed method is a kind of SMTP
session control with so-called tempfailing and throttling based on the characteristics of SMTP
sessions originated by spammers. Almost 100% of unwanted messages are successfully filtered

out so far with this method?).

1. IC®HIIC

RIABMHEAL TS A, A4V 7Y RZb, web-
master, € OO EHREZATDI=DITAFEL T
LEFAANT R VAT EEL 100 B OHER A
v (LIF, spam) MWEEIH, ry bU—JEHE
O—HE spam IO NEER X v -V 2 RIET
5B UES.

1990 FRE T, 1FL AL D spam IFFE=F NS0
WEFFT MTA, T@bbA -T2 UV—HDIVIER
IEHRMEZFFT MTA 2RHEL TRESN T L
Mo T, FIAIFRZIE MTA T DNS =Gt hb
A =7 L—aY AL (ORBL:Open Relay Black
List) #BAL, A= U V—50TEFAA VA Y
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b —UZERHET LI L RIS REFH SN
Ay —VREHT LI LN TEx,

L»L, 2000 DR, =¥ Ra—VFofrF—%y
NEREE A E L, PC 26 BIEERETEHO
spam ZRIZT 5 Z L EZFITRY, BETIE, KAE
iklc K B BEEHREIE DI EE S ThB 2 Ebh
b, T, UANVRITELGEL 72 PC 25 D spam*™*id,
spammer [}, EFRETANART—-LIIEEND
SMTP 7 A 7> E6REENE, Zh5D SMTP
2547 ME, HEICMX HHWEAVI—R%E
BINEDbETE RAL VICER SMTP CTRET 58
REZFF-> T 5,

BEL KL T 5 spam if3RICiE, AvE—YONR
RICKDTANEV U TDHE, EBFAANVICEEN
L5UANVRAE, PCTERLTHBLEERD ANV ADIN
% — v (signature) DIRE &[G CILIEE MTA B0
THILT, HMTEs. EMREOURBRAA VIO
WY, Subject: R A v 2—IVERTEEND BEE
BRI OWEE X A Vb2 s O BN S HH L 72

T BEIARLT, RAL VA ORBL ICBHRShTLEY &, &
ERBELTHLTCICUAMEFRENT, LIESLZORRAA
UNEDRAALNEZFINRNE NI FRAY v bR, ORBL ®
B — B2 BRI MRS TR WF OB N EEYS
5.

T ARETCIE, TANARIESHL DD XA VY spam 2 LTk
5
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R & R L THIET % Bayesian 7 1 V¥ 3 &L
T 5%, Bayesian 7 4 V% b MUA I AAT H,
POP ® IMAP 2R L7z X v ¥ — VY ARITT 4
JVE D& proxy T2 2 & T, —BAIHBE?
BELHAZTAL R TELDD, EBERERLTHEICON
TIFHIRT 20T 20D, MTA C—HRX w2 —Y
ERAELRITNERS R0, £, X—-VEHETH
9513 L spam DT — & X—RIEKRLT 2720,
TANFIBIETF— I R—ZADEMONEL 225,
L7225 T, spam DR, X v -V REMWERITKE
{725 & MTA ® MUA O&HEOFRENIEICR 5.
FIRRB 2 /T D 20121F, Xy —Y 2D
FIICZERETTHZ EMEE LV, 2 0ER 2
FTHARN 251K, REFHOHTCIAH L A A JVELER
ZANDORETHS. RiEIE, SMTP IZa2—VRIMN
RORERD 20T, B RAL VANEET S MTA I
B CHAERILcE S AT BEERICE T 515
WEENT L Z L TEHTE, WL ODDHEMER
RT3~ Z ofRClE, SMTP @ “MAIL
FROM:” $721%, (R 2 —VZEBRTH>TYH) AL
VN BD “From:” BIELWPHETE 5. B£HIT,
“MAIL FROM:” @ return path GRIE#) ICHAD?
FHT MNP R AL U RIEETERY (Thb
BIEEZIEETERY) KHIKTHZLTHL*, Zh
IZ2WTIE, DNSIZ RMX (Reverse Mail eXchanger)
BREZEMT 2 FEMEREN TS, Zh b oxt
IS BT NUTKRE R SHAFFTCE B0, W3R
FEND LEER—SNE K B KT 5 E IR
B2,
Z ZCAHIZE T, IRARINNTRM T ELnBikics
J % best current practice £ L C, spammer 2*5FE
6N 5 SMTP ¥y ¥ g v ORFEREZFHLZX Y
- IUZTIY O—FHET (tempfail), KAET O
BEZIBMIL 72 MTA % qmail® Z2FJHL CHEKRL, &
FREAZEL C, ZOFHEORYM & HEEL T 5.
spammer DHRANE SMTP 2y ¥ gy (AANVEE
BRETDHEVIERT MTA EIFATH L) OF
A, EERIEIC
(1) ZEETEIhDLEHEELRNDD
(2) DNS oWFEBEHRBEFRSHTHARN
(3) WRIEHED RAL A SENNEIY 4T 1P
7 Rvah, EARRE

(4) SMTP JEEZEL TS5 HE 595 (throt-
tling)

(5) FAEFZTTSMTP ek i) 2w

(6) Zofl, LoZ<HETIRE

Lib, Zh b oEROMEE T SMTP TCP #ino

TOGIRE, MREEHML, EREE TS5~ PC O
postfix T MAIL FROM: <goto@nanzan-u.ac.jp> TH
Fydemo &L HEShS.

K2 4 N AGER, spam SRV 7 MU= 7 EUX ZAOBEN S, T
RS S W I 3L H 5.

T, SMTP ®v¥ayfT2EE RES, %
XYl ZHET 5. 2004 F£2 A 7 H O A5 2004
FTHOH24WKETo, 154 HRI*3IZZT 72 SMTP
Yy al®, SMTP Deny, KAHER, —FHETHD
HEHd, ZnZh 79476, 23997(30%), 684(0.86%),
50280(63%) TH5B. ZNF TIH AR S1d spam
13, 1T 100% HIATE, L TOEMMREEX 5.

2. Y RF LDOER

FATTIET AT L O L spam HEV— IV % FiH
T2, YATLOMREZR 1ITRT. AY 27 LD
FHIE qmail OO MTA V7 b7 =7 b EHJFET
H DM, tepserver, rblsmtpd S EINL I R
FIBCCIRA R & FIF R BB MTA W 3BUE qmail 724
Th b4,

TCP conn. request ~ TCP conn. w/ evaluation accept for delivery

ITIC MTA(gmail-smtpd)

| |
|sendev's MTA I I tcpserver I I rblsmtpd I

(SMTP client) H

refuse conn. E 553 refuse E

rbldns(dumm
451 abort  } { )
oty - [t st |

X1 spam {1 MTA DOFEER

2.1 WEoFh

W OFNIILUT O LB TH 5.
(1) SMTP(25/tcp) ~N® TCP #¥#t% tcpserver
TR 5. SMIP 7747 bD P 7RV R
NT ) A4 FRESLE PIR VI — K60 —)b
(tep.smtp.cdb) I L 722%5C, spam »HET 5.
spam FHEMBA N &HE L GRS (TCP #
xt]s).
(2) tcpserver [ AR LR WG E, rblsmtpd %
HCEIL, spam HEME L DT SMTP iz Ed.
(3) rblsmtpd (SMTP ¥— vy k2 R) i
spam HERRIKAET (553), —FHEE (SMTP
JEET— R 451) ThhIZThZTholtEa— REiR
9. HEIZETEETHNIE, qmail-smtpd (SMTP
P—N) HEEL T, SMTIP Hhee 7.
(4) rblsmtpd DFCER%E swatch A2 U 7~ TEH
L, BEBELCZS6 )V —)V (tep.smtp.cdb) ZEITIC
FEEMZD.

rblsmtpd 13 spam HERREZMHATE 2 L H1d
LEZ/MA Tz, rbldns I& rblsmtpd DAKDOKEEET
% % Relay Blackhole List(RBL) S5t DNS o %
L LTZEDERERIT 55 I - DNS -1 ThH 5.

3 YESEENT, 2003 4F 11 HICBIthL 708 fipkon r ikl
TLESTNS,

wrd tepserver I inetd Z[AREDA 27 —%y b ZA—=H =TT
T AR & RIS REEEZ fi L 72 b . tcpserver, rblsmtpd
72 &% (http://cr.yp.to/ucspi-tcp.html) @ ucspi-tcp i<
EEND.

*5 PTR L ai— RZIER|& LFEROMIC, T TP 7 RLANE
EFNTHLEPHERT S L
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2.2 spam HE/N—IV
PITo 126 6 DIV—vT 7 A IVEFKEEL, tcprules

T tep.smtpd.cdb ZAEKRT 5.

(1) denysmtp : F& spammer RmA ~D Y Z b
(tcpserver © TCP $#&HtxHE)

(2) black.smtp : < & <HIKEY S spammer FA b
GKAFET 553)

(3) dark.smtp : spammer OEJREMER (—IRHET
451)

(4) moderate.smtp : FHRENHNIIZITINS KA b
DYAL (—FYAR)

(5) whitesmtp : ATA MUZXLN Gra]U R b,
ML A /N2 &)

(6) greysmtp : LEERNICH <y FLARVDER B
(451 T—HETE) N5 A4 FREICEKL 2
SREHREE RTINS, NERBITRE.

whitelist.smtp [ EFEECTEHHT 5 0E2H 5 725,
deny.smtp, black.smtp, dark.smtp (&7 7 & R0

MO HBERT S Z A TCE L. grey.smtp & —FFY722

BEEZITENY U 2 M moderate.smtp 1 HEIERKT 5.

5B, —FHEGLZRIMY 2 RE Ly > avid,

EHEEL 2O A -V CHEMELZIT) 2 &2

TE5, —DIF—FHEEMH 5 L (BUEIE 10,50,100

[],..) %5 ERESINLEHA—IVT, Subject: %

(150) :Paranoid_Check=Spammers_ISP(suspend) ;:

212.123.84.93 mail-relay-3.tiscali.it & 7o

T5, (150) 1HEEEETH S, b 5—2ld, crontab

gg3@%§n:;@ﬁ3héﬂ?mi5&x~w%

Jul 10 00:28:42 217.6.22.65 helo:
mple.de;

Jul 10 00:28:52 217.6.22.65 mail FROM:<postmaste
r@mail.stadt.example.de>;

Jul 10 00:29:03 217.6.22.65 rcpt T0:<info@ tokai-
ic.or.jp>;

mail.stadt.exa

Jul 10 01:45:19 67.15.70.72 helo: dml.example.com;
Jul 10 01:45:29 67.15.70.72 mail FROM:<admin@dml.
example.com>;

Jul 10 01:45:40 67.15.70.72 rcpt TO:<webmaster@t

okai-ic.or.jp>;

Zhid, rblsmtpd BWHEE Lty arvoask
“grep -1 mail | tail -100" L7zbDTH 5. &
HEZINSGEZRT, LERLDITHRTA MY AR
WhaZ2icib,
2.3 BEOXGERY
JEZ& = — R 451 T—RETR L 2B A M2 5 FEM
HoFE, 1BEOFEETTNTZIIKSTY 80%
DI oD spam 13HERTE S 2 Bbhdh, SMTP 7
A7 (BBE MTA) BT 5 4Mmil 2 E# % H
Wl BT 5 RER 21T > T 5, (AT 2R
BT oMYy ths.
(1) DNSHF[EHEE: PTR 2L, FFE4MPLLEE
SOHENEY YT R L, JP KAA
Vb,

(2) SMTP 2—)L\y Z: SMTP ¥—ERDHE,
HLBEDNF—IT JP BEETND M,

(3) IP 7 RLA® WHOIS HE#: ISP offEH, =
e DGR

W, CZTIP»SD7 7 AIHIRNEH T

L RELRD, ZOEMNEL {2z LAMHL,

2004 4 6 H 23 B 6 JP KA A v oFBIEE 2Kk

L7.

3. RERAER

2004 2 7THORM®S 20047 H 9 H 24 FfE
To 154 HE DT — 2 24 L ik %, R1»6FK
6 1R

3.1 96% DEKXIT%E spam & LTHEST

FLUTRLEEDIE, Zolosty s a 879476
D> H, SMTP % tcpserver CIEMIET L 20 D
(deny) 2% 30%, rblsmtpd THEFL 72 H D (blocked)
MN64% THDH., ThbrkGbEsd e, 94% © SMTP
Yy vagURETLEI LIRS, ZORMTIE 2 [
HUCRy Y a 220 2bDb&EN5. blocked
W5 received ZHIWzbDELY Yy Y g VETHIS
&, spam & LTHEL =Y ¥ 3 v DE|&IF86% &
25, EBICK2ITRT LI, EFHEEVEZIP T
RUVADBTHDL L, 96% DIEHILE spam & LTI
Tlizz&ickd, 2BHETONRER 3I1TRT.

3.2 —FHETOMR

F41TRT LIS, rblsmtpd T—RHET2EL /2
DBLHEKEL T ROMFIL 86% ICDIEs. Zhid—
FETAS spam IS L CTed THRICH D 2 & 2R
LbDOTH5.

3.3 /NS4 FRE

RHIRT AT ) A FREICEKRLZVL D
MN16% 5. TS DOKFEE spam TH DA, )
XY 720 MF o —E8Ii DNS Z1IEL < FEL T
=20 10 A MEED -2, Zh ST TRY
A RNYANIEBREED 2272,

3.4 helo Off[a

£ 6IRT & IIT, SMIP v g T spam H°
PIET 5 helo & LT, ZEAOIP 7 RLVARMMEDH
BT —AMN 2% DI Lo - BTN
TH 5N, spam OHRNTHNTH 5 Z L¥bns.

£ 1 SMTP vy ¥aryuaZHuH (1)

result session rate
deny 23997 | 30%
ok 55479 | 70%
blocked 50964 | 64%
received 4515 6%
All 79476
4. E8bH Y I

ZHE TIBR MR S 13 RRE TR AEIC &
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£ 2 SMTP 2y ¥aryaZHH (2)

result IP rate
deny 2898
ok 15365
blocked 14865
received 500 4%
All 17707

% 3 rblsmtpd IZ kB IEE R

result session P
(553) 684 212
Black 684 212
(451) 50280 14653
Dark 8131 3351
Grey 36173 6997
Pass 5976 5055
All 50964 | 14865

Fa —FHETOHR

behaviour IP rate
repeating 2423 | 16%
only once! | 12942 | 87%
(553)* 212 1%
- 12730 | 86%
All 14865

x5 NT 74 FHERGHEE

result IP rate
paranoid OK | 2691 | 53%
paranoid NG | 2420 | 47%
All 5111

Y, spam [FFFE 100% HRTE L 0T, BIRTITH
BRSPREEXD. Ave—VHNEERET L AL
H#L T MTA OBEMEROZ 2232 D FFEoKRE %
FETH 5.

greylisting®) CIRESIN TS &) I SMTP T
Ka—70 “MAIL FROM:”, “RCPT TO:” OE#
LT A5 LVEHE LWy Y g VEIEIMOEEE 725
N, BRI T — & N— 2B BT 5 0ENEL BE
TEARIFCFRELITE X 0. NEAEERER,S
i, IP 7 RUVARG CHIERE 2 HEL TY 1+
7 spam HEMRENE SN D L ER 5.

L LEREZRTANCHBL S TOREEL S
5. MEDP SR L L, HICHE ST Ay 2= UMD
WEEIZ, KICEICARR RS CSERICE T2 A v
Y —UWHEREE AR INTIEL, Thbb Xy t—
VRFE NS AN 5 R 5.

I51L, REANEGBSLTANAEELHBRAA N
EXAELI MTA 6 HBONZREAD MX &7 5
MTAICKBRIINT VR Xy 2=V NREST DR,
b b RN spam 23 B, BUE, TIC DY —N
TIEHE S ORERETHELT, NIV ADRETLLH
BT LV FEREITS TS, LL,

(1) TIC RAA Y D2—HN TIC DH =305 X
ANERET D LIFR6 20

& 6 SMTP HELO ®M#H

domain num. rate
210.199.2.54 699 25%
other 2114 | 5%
All 2813

(2) MX DOBHMNSTOEH—=ARENT Y ANE S
TLBEEFRS N
WKLY, +AREEITITR > TR,

ARARM 2K E UL, spam 3T AL T
e JFRIZHUxL, ftio MTA TY spam i
KeFEwdysz e, £z, EEL, H50IE spam &
BN v ARMHIT 5 EF A 5 CICEHOL KRASE
FLV, ZhIZOWTE, AT URENATHL LT
% RFC2821 OBUEY bIEESh T35,

Z L TRADMEL, 12EA LD MTA T2 DFR
MK LT7=6, spammer PMERT 5FE MTA ICH
EFRSREANIBMI S, Z OXPRPEERIC RS Z 2 TH
5. L»L, B spammer ICEKZ2aA NEHEE
M EEDLZEMWFCES, £/, spammer OF
D&M L, FIC—HEARNREERT 5L L b,
FAKINTIIIRAR N 0K OB, L RPN ETH D,

LIiE6 < offid, sendmail, qmail, postfix, exim
72 OME MTA YV 7 b7 = PISHR BB HL A
DLHFEREKREE LD, spam FREH MTA V7
rr =7 EBREL, BED MTA ORIBICE W TTiE
WHHATEL L ICTHZ /R THA .

2 & X &
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