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Design of Low Delivery Delay for Antispam System
Using Milter Manager and Its Operational Results

HAJIME KANETAKAT  KAZUNO MATSUI'!
MINORU IKEBE'" KAZUYUKI YOSHIDA'

There are many anti-spam techniques. However, there is not the perfect technique. For example, the greylisting is high
detection rate. But, it is time consuming for mail retransmission. Therefore, we use some anti-spam techniques with using its
advantages and covering its weaknesses. We design an anti-spam system using the milter manager. We are aim to reduce mail
delivery delays. Our system applies to the greylisting spam mails that are determined only by S25R and SPF. In our system’s
operational results, we confirmed the reduction in rate of applicable of the greylisting from 54.0% to 39.7%. Moreover,previous

our system has been reduced from the system to the mail delivery delays.

1. [FL®HIZ

AU H =y FORBMARFERE L E RN, BT A
—NEWHRDETDHERY NI =T & Licala=Fr—
VaYEMBERARERSTND., B A—VITEYE
DOEELHERD L, EHEAURESICKED A vtE—
UHEFETE, BHEFMOAHEMNEEMNITHRFREINIC
B BN D T/REW. ZHUSHEWY spam 23K &
TRt R E 72> T D, spam L IEZEHOEK &
L TEERNNOKEICHE L TEEFEINDIETA—
V%45 L, UCE(Unsolicited Commercial E-mail), UBE
(Unsolicited Bulk E-mail) & & FEIZN D .

VAT NEHENKED spam D EEL S FIE
L LT, O spam (PR FEEZFRBICHAT L2 &
N TH 5.
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DA =N ONWTEEXEA spam xR E24TV, HEHA
LTE A6 A—AF—hv =t Tk, ZEE
FFA4 5 MTA(Mail Transfer Agent)® IP 7 K L X %70
ik L 7= whitelist 22/ L, whitelist (25082035 5 MTA
MH D A=V IE DD spam xF R DO B E 4T,
whitelist IZFEIR 23RV MTAD S D A — L THILL E
@ spam ¥R EIT - CTE 2. ZHUT LY, whitelist (272
BRH D MTA 22 H D A —/LE, spam HRFIEIC L D
BB 22 T TICZETH I LN TE LN, @A
—/LCTH 50 whitelist IZFRR 720y MTA 225 D A —
VL, TRTO spam xR FIEDBEH SN D720, &
spam xR FIEIC X AEIEBEIC LY, A— NV D%Z(FE
TIZEE D DD RIER H o 1=, & 2 TARIFE T,
milter manager[4]% A\ CTH LD spam 3K T35 % il A
BOETIVAT LEHRTD. HxDU AT LTI
B RSB AE 23D 70 WS RER A3 2 W3R T T spam &
HIE L2 HE D FH, BLitBIER R E WML, il
WD 720y spam R FIEEITH T & TA—MITH
T OREELEA KR L, 2RI spam DOHEbRA B
7.

AFSLOWBITILL TO®EY ThsH. £9, 2 ETH
TED spam XK FIEIC OV TR, 3 TR KFE TE
ALTEREERO VAT AOMBESRERRD. 4 BT
1% milter manager % F W\ CIREC 2B IE % H $5 L 7= spam
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TRA =N =R AT LOFFHI DWW TS, 5
HETRVAT AOEABREOBEL RN, FEIZ 6
ETELOLEAHKOMELIRRD.

2. BFED spam ®EFE

K& 72 spam ®IRFIEN N E TRES N CE .
spam xR FIEIZIXENENERF - A d 5. £D7z
O, spam ¥R FIEEFHALEDOED T LI L DA o
O spam ZHHTE 5. 2.1~2.8 HiTIE KD K TH
LT 25 spam xR FiE 2 F0s, 2.9 #Hi Tl ot
@ spam Xf 3R Fi%, 2.10 & TlE spam ® R I F 1T D B
WFZRIZ DWW TR 5.

21 AVTFIYITLNEYDYT
SpamAssassin[SJ[icfREZ SN2 ar Ty 7 4 &Y
YIRIELSFIRAENTWAB[B]. arT Y T 4 F Y
VITIEA—IVONENS spam HETDH. DD,
spam ([ZHF I A = VONBNE I D EaF = v 79
B, A—H—NIZHZDEAMII%RET SO
spam %R ik L TR E W, Z LT, spam N Lk
fbLTnizonT, 744U 7 n—nEkRi
THEMICHD. £z, REELEZ LT 57-0I1EKE
D spam IZ LA FHEPRMETH S.

2.2 greylisting

greylisting[7]1% I'spam (8 MTA IZF %% L7gvy) &
DRI IS &, —FFICZE A ES L, %570 MTA
NOFEINTZHE, A—1VEZETD spam XK F
BEThd. B LICRORFIZEIT S spam xR O
H#oa =77, greylisting |2 £ 2 83 2K D 70%LL
L2 EDTEY, mWREZ T TV 5 (i 4 2011
#£7H31H~8H 20 H). 7272 L, greylisting & 2%
ENKE L, WHEA—/VOEEITT MTAIC S 5L
Wb, I bz, greylisting 12 X 2% TIE, BESh
TeA—NTHDEI LEMRT DO, HEEFIT MTA
DIP T RLR, BZEA—NLT RLRA, RHYIOA—
WA B RS D MEND 5.
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2.3 throttling

throttling[8]i% [spam ={E MTA IX timeout 238V ],

l'spam 1215 MTA 1% SMTP DO HEZRIGA FIE % R L T
A= NEED | EORBICESE, axs v a UL
BOIGEEREESTHZ LT, spamiBfE MTARZH 5
DIEZTH L TA— IV ERET DD, A —ILO%E
EHELDTHERLZUINT L2 & 2T 25 spam Xt
WTFETH D, throttling TIXLBER/RT A — F [TEBAE
R OARTHY, RPITHETED. £, HENE
I MOHEENAE 72 DT greylisting 2 1 1 A 5 5H 23 A
<, BREBIED greylisting & B &38R & FEFIC
JNEV. LAL, throttling 13 TCP =2k 7 & 3 o & H%
LR, a2, TCP vy 3%
B ZRLTOWRIER D 5.

2.4 S25R

Ay MR LIz Fa—Farba—Fhbik
&5 spam NHEAMEIC & 5 [10]. B A —/IT,
ISP(Internet Service Provider)<°#H#k O ik MTA % & H
LTCERFEENDIOIIRL, Ry M HEE XD spam
i, Ay Mg Loy Fa—Farva—~¥aY
DIHHE MTA & 72 0 B HE%15 7 % . S25R(Selective SMTP
Rejection)[11]/% IP 7 L 20 #igl & TH 6N 5
FQDN(Fully Qualified Domain Name) D £ #27: H L,
SMTP[12]7 7 B A LC& 7227 74 7 > F i Hfk MTA
MRy MUER Loy Ra—HFar o —20%Ei#
BT 5. TOME, Ay M@ L= Fa—F =
VB a—Z0nEDA—/LThIE, spam &I L2AF
EHEHET 5.

25 SPF

SPF(Sender Policy Framework)[13]/%, SMTP (2 X % A
—NVDEZBEIZBWTEEED FAL LV OBHESE,
IESPEZRRET 2 6(E R A A VEBRESFCTH D, SPF
XA =NV EZERIC, BEETHDLA LT RLA(
v Ra—TEEE) ORALUDLEREEINTZLOMN
EIYMEHERT H I LT spam HET .
EEMIHENTHE KA A > OHERE DNS $—
FIZ, BRAAL UV TA—AEEEZHTT S MTA 24
ET B SPF La— Ra&igd 5.

21ZR L7 SPF L a— R filiE, examplejp K 2
A NTBITD MTA @ IP 7 R L A7 192.168.100.0/24
WHEET DI EE2EKRLTWVWDS. -l 1T,
192.168.100.0/24 LIS D IP 7 K L A & FfD MTA 7 b 2%
FBENEHAICRBONTY, A—NVEHELRTETlEA
W2 & BB B (softfail). £z, -all LR ST
784, 192.168.100.0/24 LI ® IP 7 KL A% Ffo
MTA 7 58 S 7= examplejp KA A D A —Lid,
RAAL VEFEMRL TEBEIN TS AR E W20,
A—NVERHKETRETHD 2 L2 EWT 5 (fail).
ZEBIIA —IVZERE, REH L L THRESN A
— T RLVAD RAAL VIR END RAAL D
SPF L 22— RZEEFEHD KA A O DNS H—3
~MWE DR T, SMTP #fie D IP 7 R L ABESSE L
JoSPFLa— RE—HTH0ERTHZ LT, #EFR
AA v ORFEE FEHET 5 (K 3).
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example.jp. IN TXT " v=spf1 +ip4:192.168.100.0/24 ~all"

2 SPF L z— KFoOf

BEMTA MAIL FROM:<userl@example.jp> EIEMTA

RCPT TO:<user2@example.com>

~
@3EBEEOK

example.com

=

userl@example.jp

J/’J DNSH—/\

(SPFLa—FR2AR)

example.jp
3 SPF %Fﬁb‘f:%{% KA /f /ub thE@(}lhh

2.6 whitelist

MTA O FIZTE, ZivE Tl ~7z spam xFR 28 H L
7234, spam g MTA & LCRERHEN D MTA §
fFET 5. BRiHEh 2 MTA L EESND A —L
EZI59 57291 whitelist 2FH4 2. FHEHTZ5
MTA @ IP 7 K L A % whitelist IZF2id 4252 &£ T, &
DEFATE D MTAD B I D A —/LZ 1L spam %}
FEREWL, BEA—LDIFE AL ZHEBICZETE
5.

TN 2T, #EE MTA 2% greylisting <° throttling
o, EEAEICEEE 0D spam xR FEIC &
- T spam £ MTA LT Siic & &, IREIREERFC
BOZN6O spam MRFEREHA SN D Z L &<
7= 12 whitelist ZFH 3 5.

ZHVETITIE, greylisting (2 X o TEIRIZIER S h
% auto-whitelist[14] 2> & 5L D % WV RAE ot & B EE 2
B, MTAD RAAL VA EEFEILA—NALT RLAD R
AA B —BT D L AR L%, whitelist IZ
HETBINEET O AT LA L, Ky KFED A
—/L VAT AT LT & 72[15].

2.7 blacklist

blacklist & %, spam |[ZB3# 325 MTA D IP 7 KL A
VA MELTEBDTHDY, SMTP 77 B XIZEBIT S
TCP 2 x 7 v a VHBKICHHT IR THD.
blacklist (IZBEFINTWVDIPT RLADLDT 7 & A
EHEETH LT, spam OZEXELT L. BIE, A
<FIH & T % blacklist & L C Spamhaus @ DNSBL
N5,

2.8 header check, account check

spam I A — A~y ERRFERTHDL I ENEL,
header check TiX, T O~y ¥ EREFARD Z LT
spam HET H. KR KRFTIiE Message-1D :, From :
B~y XOBANR<a =B LE@ N A A H>0BK
W7o TWRWA— LEERT 5.

account check Tli, KORZFIZELNTELA—L
D= NVEIZOWT, LDAP IZT7h vy NOFEL
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BV 5[2][3]. LDAP IZB&EE SN TW RV E DX
HEAPR T T —L LTREHESGTS. Zhicky, =
Z — A —/V(Bounce Mail) D54 & i T & 5. [568ER
NI —) BEATZT —THoH®d, TDA—/LITE
576 MTA CTHREIES N D .

2.9 FOD spam MEFE

oML FHENAREKRFIEE LT, T2 TR
DKIM(DomainKeys Identified Mail)[16] &
OP25B(Outbound Port 25 Blocking)[17JiZ DWW TR 5 .

DMMiﬁ%%z%%wf%h%f4/M£&mf

%. ®LT, 25HiTHBZ SPFIXIPT RL A% M
b‘f:%{% KX A /nL uE?ﬁﬁTT&)é

DKIM TiE, #EMEH LN TDAE RAL 258
95 DNS H—REHH LT, BLICHAT 2 A
AT B, ARSI, X 41RT X 912 FQDN (Zx
5TXT La— & LTRET D, X 41%, example.jp
DEGELTZARETHL I EEERL TS, KRICE
fFe i A= )LD~y X ORT & FIZH 51TR
T LB LEL EIER L, £ % DKIM-Signature -~
D L/T B A— AT 5.

ZREMITA —VEER, EEED AL D DNS
P RIZAREEBIWE DY, S LEARENSE
FELEZRET ODHIETERED RAAL L 2FRFET 5.
AvE—T DNy FRRLETTICE T B EIEKRT D
7=, Hifk MTA 2 8 CEFELELITEFEL DI

W27~ 72 %x—w@f ANERINRITE, A
‘_‘/]/7) $B%éﬂ7:_ kl/\f %)ﬁrjié%fwu uEb‘ﬂ‘
1272 % (X 6).

sls.dkim._domainkey.example.jp. IN TXT "v=DKIM1; k=rsa;
t=y; p=MIGIMAOGCSqGSIb3... <& #&>"

4 NFEO L a— RO

DKIM-Signature: a=rsa-shal; c=nowsp/nowsp; d=sm-test.com; s=tls.dkim;
t=1138613234; h=X-DomainKeys:DomainKey-Signature:Mime-Version:
Content-Type:Message-Id:Content-Transfer-Encoding:Cc:From:Subject:
Date:To:X-Mailer:X-ok-sendmail.com;
b=B+TTx8CgkswOZf6vVbkxPuY034xRqYPXLihCIUhwX (WL T & #&) =

X5 DKIM-Signature ~ > % o {3

EFRAMEA—N TEEMA N\
MAIL FROM:<userl@example.jp>

RCPT TO:<user2 le.com> =

L @ EA—LI
> U EFEREHMM
v

©BEFELE ] |’
&L TR —
example.com P

userl@example.jp

y

. g DNSH—/X

(DE4 r:ﬁ—‘msﬁﬁimj
example.jp

6 DKIM % W2k 5 B A A RRRED L
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INEFTBRRTCEAEFEEIZEMNTONRTHD.
ZZx L C OP25B 1E, 15D spam xR TH 5.
B, =R A— L E2EETDHEEITE, ISP O
SMTP ¥-— "ZFIH 3 228, spam Bl 7' v 7 A3l
HOSMTP H—"ZHE L THEEA—ILERETLE
B, UANVARWER Loy Fa—Yarta—%
T spam Z4{E9 25 2 &£ A3% V. OP25B 1, ISP
DIy hU—27 %A LT ISP A~k 25 SMTP
Ba4+_XCr7uvyr4+5. 22X ISP 4D SMTP
P — NI L CERE SMTP TA— L& X ETHZ LN
T2, spam DOE[E & RARIZEG . OP25B ™D
WL T 5 DIE, ISP D SMTP H— 3 & 872 5 SMTP
#gﬂf%#w%%ﬁbfwé%é@ﬁf%U,ﬁﬁ
BIAL T3 ISP DEIfE & SMTP Y— & i L T
WD — 21X OP25B D8 T2\,

210 BREWR

Al 58, MiklcB VT — R A — L ZFH
L 22 W IRFEI A5 12 0 A greylisting & 3 [ L, 7 1 throttling
WAL, 200 spam ¥R AP AT 2 FIEEREL T
W5, TR X, greylisting 230 x5 A —/LDOELE
FEAE D R RE A AR L Tz

B 5 [19]11%, SMTP v v a v 7 4 V¥ KO
greylisting AT D Z & Toreylistingic L > TEL S

A—VEZEDOBLELZHET HFELREELTND. B
wizix, £—7>7% v 27 J X ~(OBL:Open Black
Lis)lZ Bk SN TV D EEHN S OFRE 2R L, 4]
B TEF L TL 2EEH 1T greylisting Z# A L TH
EEMRTENIFNTHS.

(L H[20] 5 1%, greylisting (2 X - TA U 2B RIESR
EHROMERZRRT 572012, SMTP &> v a Vil
HIEIRIC X B FEERE L. ZOFEEIT T4~
A=)V — k7 = A (PMG:Primary Mail Gateway), &%
V&Y A —=NF— k7 x4 (SMG:Secondary Mail
Gateway)D 2 DA —LF—hy =A% HEL, PMG

~OREERELRTDHZ L2128, SMG ~DELIEZET.

% < OIEF 7 MTA I3t L CRRERCOFEFEL,
greylisting TRIE & 722 > TV H A — /L DL R IE
Z RO (R L 7=

A B IX, greylisting & FIHFE O 72O RER D
T FREEZRELE. LL, RKOoREREDE
R, AT TRIMREVNBRKM DT A — L
ZRMT HATREM N H B 720, BHMEZRET 5 2
LIXTE RV, B D greylisting & OBL # 45 F
BTN T OBL FEHE D772 BT & » TREWN
KRR, BoTHREIND LEHA—NVEZFT
ERLRDED, BAREESLETHD. LHS
DIRBEFEERSKFITEAT H121F, BREFRL Y
AT LOFEIZREM BN DT, AR TIZTZNnE
TIZEMARER D & 5 greylisting % F V> 7z spam x5 Tk
AT 5.
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3. WHEDVRATLEBHEBER

31 KBKREDA—ILVATL

KO KREFEDPERD A =)L 2T L ORERL &K 7 1TR
7. spam XREETHA—NT— b U = A ORI
iptables Z % & L T\ 5. iptables I% Linux IZEE Xh
TeXlry N7 4 0B U 7 RO NAT, NAPT BE6E % 5
D[21]. A—NT— T = A1E, spam ZLET 5 MTA
TaE AL EEA—VELET S MTA 7ot 2 258
ML L CHEIEL CTU 5. iptables 13 whitelist Z & L,
whitelist 288 X372 MTA 225 D A — /L DA MTA
fntxzﬂﬁénfmthmﬁ%@x—wm%
& MTA 7k 2 1 ~EY 51T 5[22]. ZMTA 7
nE R 1,2 TENENERMT S spam xT%%:Tﬁ”. MTA
7'ma A 1T, throttling <> greylisting 72 &8k 4 72 %)
WEITS. —J7, MTA 71t 2 2 Tl whitelist 12 & -
THEESINTVD MTA L0 A — VO BRMNILS 5 72
», 220 spam %3, account check, header check ®

HaET 5.
SREE
whitelist|Z whitelist whitelist|Z
FELEVPTELADS | BETHPTRELAMS
EIEShTzA—IL BEESNT=A—)L

FlIspam EITEEA—IL

[ MTAZO£R1 ] [ MTAT O+ 22 ]

A==z —N

7 fERDA—IN AT LORER

MTAZ Ot X1 MTAZ Ot X2

throttling

2

blacklist

2

account check ‘ ‘

|
|
|
v
|
|

account check ‘

2

‘ header check ‘

header check

2

greylisting

| auto-whitelist

X8 £ MTA Yot XIZEIT 5 spam %}k

32 HEDOIDRTLDRER

WRDA =NV AT LTHE, BHEA—ILTHDHITH
B & 7 whitelist IZIEEIT IP 7 R L ADMFIE L7 W e
W spam LTSN MTA 72 X LIZk bz A —b
1%, greylisting % & ¢4 7C @ spam %tk 2 & THIZE 4L
LI, A—NEZETDHETICEL ORI ZHRLT
RABESEAE L=, 2 OREE MBI 5 72 ®I21%, spam
KR FIET whitelist (25D spam & HEF S e A —v
Wxt L TEMT 5D TiEed, & spam X RALER~
Fls SN2 Th, @ A —/L LA SRR TR
DD spam xR PIEEZEML, T SICREFETEDL L
MDEFE L.
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4. milter manager % FALVf= spam %f 3%

SRT L

4.1 spamtEFEDER - &R

spam Z i - PEBRI 2 7201, spam xR kLK
% ERINT WS, £7-, & spam K FiEiT 2=
TR LI ENENRF - EFnb 5. 20D
BEOFEEMNBEDETRIET ILERD D.

ROKFEDA =NV AT ATEELTHHALTNS
greylisting 1%, A —/VOBENREZ Y 5 5. S25R I,
A S AUBRERR & BV TR Y, SMTP ki 2 4R
BT 57D —LTHY, S25R T spam 2515 MTA

LR ST EE MTA 28059 5 FEe 72\, SPF
X RAL L OFRELE, BEEFEZRMET D ENT
2. 2012 FHAE I OMAEIC LD L, SPF O KR
1269.6%THY, ljp) FAAIZBR->TOD SPF#E AR
13 2012 4 5 J1 I 5T 43.9%[23] T 5 7=, SPF D&
IZ& % spam R TIIA+3THD. L->T, 4% spam
MRPEEMAEDYE, ThOOBAEE T 28 A
BEBETHHRO D Z LN TE D milter manager %38 A4
52 LT spam MW FIEOREFEM O AT LatE
KI5,

4.2 milter

milter & (X mail filter D& T, Sendmail[24]D A —/v
TANETTTA DB THD. A—NT 4 NVHF
1%, A—IVEEEL, BEOREO A — /L& HEINIC
BRI L, Ei - HEErT SRR A . miIter FHWD
Z L2k, Sendmail REZEEETIZ, KA —/L
TUNERTIANATF =y I E 0)%% E% Sendmail
WL AGATe Z & A3 TE 5. milter 1% Sendmail & 135317
2 A CEIEL, milter & Sendmail &M E O 2
=)L Cd% %5 milter protocol Ti#{E 3 5. milter
protocol %, Postfix % Sendmail LA% D MTA Dk
RIERICHRH SN TV D

4.3 milter manager

milter manager[4]IZ#E %5 milter 2 4 L4~ 5 milter T
& 2. milter manager [ZIZEEL D milter 28§k TX,
milter manager (2% 4 % milter & v 3 a 38 L4
@ milter |IZHRE S5 . milter manager (258 L 7=
milter Z 7 milter] &PFES. ->F Y, milter manager
7 ed e LTEEL, MTAMIZ S, milter
manager 1 1 2@ milter Th 2. —J7, T milter 5
5%, milter manager 1Z MTA & 72 % (X1 9).

milter milter
ZJokraj ZakajL
—_— "
<«——| milter 1
"
miltersd iz | ——> milter —;-
— < milter 2
MTA manager
—_— B
«———| milter n ]

9 MTA & milter manager 2 T8, - milter ®E8£%

B, BEO milter ZFH T 556121, X 10127
TR IR L7242 T D milter 28 XA — /L%t L CoE A
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ENnA. L L, milter manager (%X 11 (279 & 912
% milter o> WLERAE 5 % fth > milter o3 I &4tk & L TH|
JARAIREAR T2, D milter B HE BN E L1254
ik - CTHEACTE 5.

MTA

@fn | A—LERIE )

X 10 @& o milter & 0 4

MTA

I—NEDE ]

11 milter manager & Af% @ milter 3 F o {5

l\ﬂ\

4.4 milter manager Z AWz A —ILO X T LDERK

AL CTIE, 4.1 fi Tk <724 spam % 3 FiEOEFT
EIEMNL, RO 20, 1R LULEEKD
¥ AT MIZ milter manager %8 A L, {KELEIRAE, spam

DERHERIE LA =AY — N AT LA EHET 5.

12 1T spam HE DL &R T .

iptables |2 & 5 A — /1435l
iptables i% whitelist &M L, whitelist (28 & S 70
MTA DD A=/ ThIUE, FITHEHF A —/L &0
T4 MTA 7 BtE R 2, BEINTHRW MTANRD
DA =L ThiE, EIZ spam ZALE T 5 MTA 7'
TRALIARY ST 5.

@OMTA 711 & R 2 TP spam H:
account check, header check TH# L, % A —/L T
HIEFENA~EE, spam THHITHEIET S.

®SPF I & % spam ¥ &
SPF |2 X 2 X EHFRBREA AT LTz bl A — /L &
Lfr LT S25R Z i ], RME& AN KL L 72 5 spam

AIREMED & B 72 greylisting % 3 3 5.

12
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@S25R {2 L D spam ¥ E
%157 MTA @ FQDN 7% S25R M JL— L [25]i2—# L
WS, B A — L I L TENE A — L —
ISR, S25R DL— I —E L= B4, spam D
AHEMER B D 72 greylisting AT 5.
®greylisting {2 X % spam ¥ &
A=V R S E, BE AL ST L T
WE A — LT — SR, A — D FEINRWEG
&, FIREREZ L7z MTA % spam 1512 MTA & HIkF
T5.

MTAZO+Z1 FIZspam

~

@ ( milter manager \
iptables >  SPF Spam
‘ whitelist o T
5
MIA 222 S25R  |[SPamg \. . |spam
ESEEA—L > greylisting
\ BEA—I BEA— )/
header check K /
¢ N
aAVTIYANE) Y

)

— VAT A

|
[ PREA—IY—NEE
12 milter manager % Fl|f L 7= #

45 YRATLOFR

ZDFETIX, S25R H2DHWME SPF TED LW &
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