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Loose inter-ISP collaboration framework for DDoS attack defense
automation close to attackers
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Abstract: The automatic defense at ISPs that are close to attackers is important to suppress DDoS attacks
effectively. Although the collaboration among ISPs is required in order to do that, the difference in traffic
control policies makes the collaboration harder. In this paper, we propose a new framework that enables
to suppress DDoS attacks at ISPs close to attackers automatically avoiding the influence of the difference
in traffic control policies. The proposed framework presupposes some servers and they communicate each
other via DOTS. DOTS is a signaling protocol aiming to protect a victim from DDoS attacks. The data
model exchanged via DOTS is designed as a minimum data set considering the difference in policies. We
also experimented with the framework in the virtual environment. From the results, we certificated the
functionality that suppresses DDoS attacks at ISPs close to attackers automatically.
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Fig. 1 Conventional DDoS attack Protection.

g

by
2
dl

;

FREEBINZ Y OEEIIGT 2w, 07k, WETIZIEW
ISP IZB MM BETH L. £z, BRI S KB
JEWEN ISP 2B 2Bl £ co HEIMbIZ & % EE ks Of
FTRDOEND. R [2] TH, ATRERMR D BETITE W
LA CRIRIZ BRI S 2 BRE D M BT E S T W 5.
UL, DDoS B % BB SLIZ3E\ ISP T HBIRYIZBA
WeadZe (BUF, BEKERMHE) 2B WL U7z 70T
7% [3], [4] &, ISP M##EZII TR ISPAD T 7 1 v
ZHIHARY D EBHEIZERLTWD., TDd, ISP
FITHT 74y ZHIBIAR) V2K —LURITHIERS 0.
UL, ISP Z&iZ b T 714 v ZHlHIRY) VikenEn i
70, ISP McH#E U C BRI Z 35 Z iz i
ISP BV, KUY ICHAEL TU S 2O % FE i
U \WIER IR 7 ISP, BB X v b DSER R LT E 2R
WAMHRHIR THIUIIG L 5 ISP 2 &, BAFET 5%
ZAohd., THEE, B TH B ISP FLAFEMKIZ
BHT2LEEEZIZW. £oT, RV UH—IIBATIX
%<, TS OBEFEWIZE [3], [4] X FEH A REME A IER IT(K <
moTWb, £, MEOHELDODI T IV VTS
O 30V T&H % DDoS Open Threat Signaling (DOTS) [5]
1% ISP MhEEE DM A 12— A — A& R L TOVRW,
Z ZTARMXTIE, DDoS WED A B/KERN#H % H ik &
U728z ISP Rd#E#E 7 L — 47— 2 (BAF, FW) Zfg%d
5. Zhi, FWERBMRICRESI W70 — s r—
Uy (IR, GM) &, HISPIZHRESI N0 —H)IL < X —
Yy (BAF, LM) THEIHh5. FW I, ISP Z X8
IZfTHNT WS DDoS WENFK 2 AIRe 2R O AL, ISP
DT T 4w JHIERY v & UE UG EER DA KL
BEEED ISP OHWriZpZ kb, 72, GM & LM fioi#
{212 DOTS 2% ISP &4 DRV ZH D W T HEET &
B EDIZBHHBEFE N T A =X 2 WA L7~ ISP [# DOTS %
HHT 5. ®BIZ, 1 X—3v b EBLU S 072348
FY NT—=O%BEEL, TIIZFWOTA b XA SR

U7-881E T, DDoS B A2FAEXFTa b &A1 TEEHL
B 2 4 DDEREITS. TUT, EBHEE?LS FWIZ
& o T DDoS W % HEI/KEEBAHEETH S Z & 2R T.
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2.1 Antidose

Antidose [3] 1%, ./ — RDBFET 52y b7 —21C
BEINX =Ty b =YV M, IEHZ 4TV b
DAETA M) AMIHEDWZT7 4 VREEHL, ThEH
9 % Autonomous System (AS) IZ{EHT 2 Z & TKE
iz EBILTWb., 71 &IE, WEE2ZIF WL
WHHRIER T 7147 MBERN ) — NIicEfiTtcE s &
S EIE o T WS, L L, RENEHTHLEZ L L
Antidose DWEIZ L DA — N~y RPHFEL > TN 5.

2.2 Cochain-SC

Cochain-SC [4] 1%, R A >N DDoS BEXfHF L N A A
V[t DDoS WEE X5k % Ml & ot 72 DDoS WEE TR A F —
LTHD. WEEREE— ) — ROPEREHET 5D TIER
7By I Fz—VREALUTOMERTAI L TAF—
L HARD DDoS BB § B gtz EEE L TWa. L
U, Cochain-SC IZ&19 % R A A > i& Software Defined
Networking (SDN) iZ & % DDoS BUEXI KA RE TR T
W7 57200,

3. DOTS

DOTS i, DOTS #—/3& DOTS 7 51 7 > b LN
%2003V KR—%> MNEOBEEZTHELTWVWS. DOTS
PHEL TV D — ke 21— A7 — A%, Ry b7 —
JIZHREINTWVWS DOTS 7747 hD3, ISP R ED
EfAxy b7 =2 IZREI N TS DOTS #— 88 L
THifl 22359 %27 —ATH 5. DOTS IZBWT DOTS
7347 v e DOTS =N, ¥ 7 FIF v (6]
ET—RF X2 (1] LD 2FEDF ¥ 2V EHENLT
5. VIFIVF v AL, BillEEETS720DF v 4
WV T&H 3. Constrained Application Protocol (CoAP) [§]
over Datagram Transport Layer Security (DTLS) [9] £ 7=
I& CoAP over Transport Layer Security (TLS) [10] A3
WHNTWAS., T—&X 74— biE, JavaScript Object
Notation (JSON) [11] % Concise Binary Object Repre-
sentation (CBOR) [12] TV U T IA4 A L7ZHDTH 5.
DOTS OFHEFEDOHI B 2 12,9, 7z, PiHZEEE S
TA—=RELUTIZRT.
cdid 7747 MRALVENMTFZEEELTS. DOTS

=l Xy b7 =22 DOTS 7 — bV = L IE
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NH5AVR=—2 2V bRHBYF ) AIZEWT DOTS
P—NOADEBRTES. DOTS 7' — MY =1 DT
TEVAT LR OGEIIBEHEHETH 5.

cuid DOTS 754 7 ¥ bl 7+ 25k 3 5. HAHHEHE
Th5.

mid BHEZEEERA T2 EE T 5. KHHATH S.

target-prefix Classless Inter-Domain Routing (CIDR)
FKALTHENIP 7 PV AZFBRT 2. HEGERTE 5.
target-fqdn & target-uri & alias-name 2372 W5 & 1%
WHEEETH 5.

target-port-range 1EHFR— MBS OHIPFHZ LT B,
lower-port (Z FEEA— &5 %, upper-port iZ_EfEAR—
FNEBZERAET S, B—FK— FDBHEIE lower-port D
Atk d 5. HEGRTE S, HBEHETH 5.

target-protocol 1R 7m b INVEEEELRT S, BT
LBWHERETE2ERT 5. HEERTE 5. #HRE
HEHTH 5.

target-fqdn N A V& %259 5. EFGlbhTE
5. target-prefix & target-uri & alias-name 2372\ 5
BIEIBHHETH 5.

target-uri % Uniform Resource Identifier (URI) % &t
kT 5., BEELRTE 5. target-prefix & target-fqdn

BREMBHAHETH 5.

alias-name IS /N T A — X DA G IZHHTZ 4]
72t 02T E. HoPUDT—XF ¥ 2 I)VTE
L THL. HEBERTEZ 5. target-prefix & target-
fqdn & target-uri 2372 W& X HHEEEH TH 5.

lifetime BAH OMERER %2 F0b 9 5. HELLAEIX 3600 F5
T-1 3 EHR 2Bk 5. HHHETH 2.

trigger-mitigation BIEEIZFG{H % BHIE S 2 O H %
true B U < 1 false TRtk §° 5. 7 7 4V M true T,
false DIFE I N— ¥ — b LI EN 5 E A Z8(E %
DOTS 7747V b oZFLRL R0z I VT
THMERKT 5. ZhEaTy Py bV AEwS.
HRHHTH 5.

F=RF ¥ FVIL, YT FNF v 3V %& RN THGE % B
THUN, HETHHREHRREZRKMT 572DDF v 1)L
Td 5. REpresentational State Transfer CONFiguration
protocol (RESTCONF) [13], [14] AAHW SN TWD. T—
27 F—<v &, JSONTH5.

& alias-name M7\

4. FW

FW B E L TWA B, £ISP 2y N7 —2 DT
WEEOI—-Y 2y T =D FHEL, ISP B 1 v & —
2y hENLTHEEZITORETHSD. £72, FW EHM
WAy b7 —2% ISP ARIZT Y X —3y MIEERINT
W5, FW QA A —V%F 3I1ZmR7.

FW 24253 KR—F >V ME, £a2—-P Ry b7 —

Header: PUT (Code=0.03)

Uri-Path: ".well-known"
Uri-Path: "dots"
Uri-Path: "mitigate"
Uri-Path: "cdid=7eeaf349529eb55ed50113"
Uri-Path: "cuid=dz6pHjaADkaFTbjr0JGBpw"
Uri-Path: "mid=123"
Content -Format: "application/dots+cbor"
{
"ietf-dots-signal-channel:mitigation-scope": {
"scope": [
{
"target-prefix": [

"2001:db8:6401::1/128",
"2001:db8:6401::2/128"
1,
"target -port-range": [
{
"lower -port": 80

3,
{
"lower -port": 443
1,
{
"lower -port": 8080
}
1,
"tgrget—protocol": [

]
"lifetime": 3600
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Fig. 2 Examples of DOTS Mitigation Request.
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Fig. 3 Example of FW Application.
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Fig. 4 Operation Flow of DDoS attack Defense Function.
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WELGHEEREDBIE 7 0 — 2 B 4 125RT. WEMHE
HElZ, DDoS WZ % Ml L 72 4L o — Y 3B ZE D @AE 5 =\
HELLKIEDOTS 2547 Y DY T FIVF v 2V T LT
ISP © LM (Zfifiz EiEdT 5 Z e ClE§ 5. Bz =
I N LM X EFE IS U 7B % B s 2R L, Y

B % ISP [ DOTS ¥ 7' F IV F v 2V OBt cE
Sz, ISP M DOTS ¥ 7' F)VF ¥ 2T GM IZ3%ET
5. Btz S Nz GM 13l LM 12 Y% # % ISP
I DOTS & 7 F IV F v 2L CHEE L, EiEE N7z {th ISP
DOLMIZISP 22D T 7 1y ZHIHRY AZHEOBHHE
MCBHHZ TR 5. ISP NOBANE, 7z 72 Btk i%
EDOIANEHIKT 5720, BFOELOZ2HT 5. £z,
ETO LM Mz ERT 2 BEXR . ZhiE, ISP Z

NI T4 v ZHIBIRY VAR D35 2 AW
WO THDH., ZNZEDFWIK, T 74w ZHIEIKRY
SR LRI S R WEEEIZE [3), [4] L L, BE
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7 > k& ISP [l DOTS ¥ —/\ & BHfl ZEE RS 8 CHEK &
N5, BEEEERAGEIE ISP [ DOTS ¥ — D> 7'
F ¥ 206 ZITE - 72 JSON JER O EFEE, GM »°
BFRFLTWA LM D IP 7 R L A2 LT ISP [l DOTS 2
TATYNDYTFIVF ¥ XV TEET 5.

LM OWp %K 6 (2773, LM X ISP fi DOTS 27 7«
7 ¥ b, ISP [l DOTS ¥ —/N, BAfHIEEGEZHER, Bififem
W, EETTHEREI NS, BIEEERERILEETR 5%
FHL o 72 22— 5 OB EEE % ISP [H DOTS OB fHIZE
FHICEHT 5. MR Rk — Y LU <X GM 25 D
HIZIEEIC B D & ISP WORL ISR Bl 2 5" d 5. Mg
Wixa—Yro@EFE275. @E 70 baNid DOTS %2
HERL TV ADRBAETIERL.

ISP I DOTS ¥ 7 F L F ¥ 2 Vi, DOTS ¥ F IV F v
FIVDBHEGEN T A — X & & ISP A&~ DAY T H

DVWTHBETELLIICHAELALT B aLTHS. T
A — X DFERFAEL, DDoS WE % Bt s 5 72 D IZ AR
BIRNTA—RTHBI L THD. TOMEHE, BEIh
FMiHEEE CTRWI L 2T 57200 —BR#N+TH 5
cuid, mid, fEHIP 7 F L AWR I N TV 5 target-prefix,
B fH DB AR T T W B lifetime DYERAKIR BT TdH
5 &YWy U7z, target-port-range & target-protocol &, 7t
BEINTWARLTEH, DDoS BB AIRETH 5 720,
HRIHH 2> TWa. BT 5L, EHAT Y BB
UTU &5 aREMEAMEL 22 5. ISP I DOTS ¥ 7 L F ¥
IV DFRIEEE ST A — 2% LLFITRT.
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Fig. 7 Experimental Environment.

cuid LM il rz5dd 5. BHAHETH 5.

mid BHEZEEERA T2 d T 5. KHEHETHS.

target-prefix CIDR KFLTHEMIP 7 KLV A 25k 3
5. BHGEHRTES. RHEHEHTHS.

target-port-range =R — NEBOHIFHZ LT 5.
lower-port (Z FRRA— b &5 %, upper-port (2 EfRAR—
FNEBZERET S, B—FK— FDBFEIE lower-port D
AL 5. HEGERTE S, HBIHETH 5.

target-protocol )70 b INVFEEFTRT S, fBE
LBWGERETE2ERT 5. HHERTE 5. H#E
HEHTH 5.

lifetime BAH OMERER %2 Fb 9 5. HELTAEIX 3600 75
T-1 3 EHR 2Bk 5. HHHETH 5.

5. &M

ARETHE, 1V X =2y M EBELUZBSWNREAER Y b
T— 0 %MHEL, TIIZFWOTH bR T2EEL B
BT, DDoS WB AL 71 b x4 TaMHUBLET
54 DODFEBEEITo7=. FUT, EEREENS FWITX-
T DDoS W % HE/KEMHMRETH S5 Z & &2mRd. KA
v b= RV 7 2T DRy b7 — I HRE
LT A N Operating System (OS) EIHERE % W THE
WU, 22T, kY 7 by =27 & LT Oracle VM
VirtualBox [15] Z AT W5, FEEREREEZK 7 IZmR7.

FEERERBEIE, FW By b7 —2 & 2DD ISP
2V RNT—=IWA VR =3y bENLUTERIN, K ISP
PENEN 1 D02 —F 3y b7 =2 2 FICR OB %
FEL .

EER1TIE, /ERTFIETH S Lt ISP 2B 50 %
HUT 5728, isp-router-02 DA TRENT v MEEIZ &
LA T 7. FEBR2 T, TR MRS TERMEMALT
isp-router-02 & user-router-01 THEE/ T v MFEFIZ LD

{
"ietf-dots-signal-channel:mitigation-scope": {
"scope": [
{
"target -prefix": [
"10.3.1.2/24"
1,

"target -port-range": [

"lower-port": 53
}
1,
"target -protocol": [
17

1,
"lifetime": 3600

8 MifiIEFED JSON 7 7 A )L
Fig. 8 JSON File of Mitigation Request.

Bt 247 o 7=, SEBR 3 Tlx, WEBEANT v b DL EE X
TERVWOFEHIRTHNIERL 5 ISP 2 HET 570,
7a b XA T EMFEHL T isp-router-02 THWEN T v b BE
#, user-router-01 THENRT v vz -V 7L 584
MEGFo72. WERTYy Nz -V EEV—-% 1
Mbit/s, FEREL — k% 1 kbit/s IZ#E L7z, FEr4 TIX

W72 ISP 2T 5728, 7 b XA TEMHALT
isp-router-02 TWEE /X v s FE# L 72 A% user-router-01 T
3 Ligd o7z,

Iz, ERIF VA ZHHTS. H52 LU0, global-
manager C GM, local-manager-01 & local-manager-02 T
LM %5173 %. £UL T, attacker-01 %* hping3 %\ T
UDP 77 v R ZBET 5. WAy MINTY MY
A AH31500byte D37 v b %D 53 F A — 1T 100,000
NIy FNEETHEHREL LT WS, WEEHE,S 207
PBITHEI B WAL 72 2AE L, target HY B3t ISP 12
BifHl & HiEd 5. TD%, ®TORENRT Y MPEEFIN
DL EMREKT T 5.

BHIEEGE D JSON 7 7 1 V%[ 8 12733 . BHMIEEE I,
IP7 RLAH103.1.2D /7 — KD 53 FK— b~dD UDP
2Ny N 3600 REIBEIL TIELWZ &2 EBRL TV 5.

5.1 ERER

isp-router-01 & isp-router-02 & user-router-01 & user-
router-02 ZNZND target D1 > X7 = — A & target
DAVRTIz—=AZBVWTATY haxy TF v L.
% UC, isp-router-01 & isp-router-02 & user-router-01 &
user-router-02 (X#5i% U7 BNy DA, target 1332
BURKE Ty NOA%E, Mt Ey L — b T
DR 2 7 & L CHiE L 7=,

FhER 1, B2, L3, ER4oREzEznETNnE 9,
10, ® 11, B 12 (IR7.

FEBE 1 TIX, target BHifI 2 B L TH BB EIC,
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Fig. 9 Result of Experiment 1.

10 A
8 }

isp-router-01_forward
isp-router-02_forward
target
user-router-01_forward
user-router-02_forward

bitrate (Mbit/s)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
time (s)
10 FEBR2 OfER
Fig. 10 Result of Experiment 2.
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Fig. 11 Result of Experiment 3.

target & user-router-02 & isp-router-02 ¥ » b L — k¥
0% >TWwWa. LML, isp-router-01 & user-router-01
DLy hl— NI LTOWRW., KoT, /ERFILTIE,
EFISP & v b U =2 IZI3EEAT Y POTRAL TV
DY, JKERISP 3w N7 — 2By RO AL TO
5=, BEKEHEAERBENTVRNENWZS.

FEBk 2 TlE, target 23R % BEE L TH o AT,
target & user-router-02 & isp-router-02 D& h L— h M3
027> TWa. I LITHMEIZ, isprouter-01 & user-

07 P AR A A A Ar )
-
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Fig. 12 Result of Experiment 4.

router-01 DY L= MR 0IZHm>TW5. &oT, K
0 XA T aEH LT LR ISP & KB ISP 1238\ THREN
T NEEEUEZBEITERISP 2y U — 2 LK ISP
v N =27 OS5 HIZHENT Y RARAL TV W
728, HEUKEBHEPEmI N VWR 5.

FZB&k 3 TIX, target DI Z B L THh o BWEIC,
target & user-router-02 & isp-router-02 D v kL — h
MOIZR-oTWVWA., I 5IZHHMEIZ, isp-router-01 &
user-router-01 Dy L — hH3 1 Mbit/s 127> T\ 5.
£oT, A7 b &A TE[MHLUTERISP IZEWTHE
Ny NBEZ, KERISP IZBWTHEATY Yy by z—E Y
T% UT-35E601E EIR ISP 2 v b7 — Z XK T v (s
WAET, KEISP v b U — 212137y MDA
LTWa2 ERL— M2 1 Mbit/s iIZHIRTNTWB 720,
HEKEHEPER S Nz WA 5.

FEBR 4 T, target DPAMHZ ZEE L CTH o BREIZ, tar-
get & user-router-02 & isp-router-02 ¥ v b L — kA0
2> TW5A. LU, isp-router-01 & user-router-01 @
vy b= bMEIE{ELTOVRWY. XoT, K7Orx1 7
ZMHHLTER ISP IZBEWTHE T v MEEZE, KEX ISP
WZEWTHE Lo 725G EIE B ISP 2y b7 —27121%
W7y MHBRAL TWRWA, KEISP v 7 —2
IZIZEER Ty MDA L TWA 72, HEKEEFHEINE
ENTVWARNEWZS.

5.2 ERE

FHERAER D 5, FW IZ X o T DDoS B % H &) /KBE R
AEETH D Z MR TE . £/, PiAZEREI NI
L0 S TR 2\, FEH 2R ISP DA LM FEL
Bholz UThH, A &t Lt ISP TIRFi#ILBf7hi
570, ERFHELABREOMR A TE 2.

FERFAA D 5 20 FHROERE T target A% ZEE L TH
5, L ISP ABf#Hl L target, user-router-02, isp-router-02
DYy b= R0 BETIC, EBRITTH, EBRK
2, EBR3, ERA4TIBOF ="~y RPFLELTW
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5. Zhik, target DA E EiET 5 £ TOMI, B
FE70Y target 2° 5 local-manager-02 12 < £ TOl{EELE,
local-manager-02 @ LM M3l 2 5" 5 5 £ TOMIIZ &
5H5DTH5E. ULizdoT, A=Ay Rlg7a hx417
DEIEFFER Y MU —IHEEICkEFET 5. 72, RIRISP
WL T A 5 KB ISP 23F67# 9 % £ TIZHEER2 Tk 1
B, EER3 TIX 11 BOA =N~y RRFELTWSE. 0
1%, EER 2128\ T, local-manager-02 @ LM A3B5fHI L
TH 5 local-manager-01 @ LM »3Bhfl 28R 9 5 £ TDH
J = FOMHEXEGEEBEIZLDBDTHS. DD, Z
NHEBRIZA =N~y NiZ 78 b XA TOFEEFHER v
N — ORI AE T B, ER3ITBWTIE, FER2 &
FROIIEXEERIEIZ L B EDIZIMAT, Y-V %
FITLUTHRSEBIZY -V TEINIEZNT T 1w I 9%
BEINBIETORBIEIZLZEDEEZONS. TD=D,
A=~y RiE7a & TOREH[ER Y T — Tk
BAZHI A, user-router-01 @ target fil4 > X 7 = — ADE(F
Vo "Xy 7 7 ¥ XX user-router-01 & isp-router-01
MoWHEICKfET s eEZ N 5.

EWISP 2y b =2 NI —F 32y P T — O
AR DS E 9 2 & 5 72 KEIE L DDoS W DL &1, [l
FREERIZ X 28y b ZRBINZ & D target 25 local-
manager-02 ~ DG HIEFEN E PR VITHEMED H 5. FW
X, LM & 2—HYMD@EEIZ DOTS 2H3E L TE Y, DOTS
WSRO 7212 ) v 7 RN VAR EHZET 52
CEBRFLTWSZD, FW S ZHUIHRES.

—#%# 72 UDP 7 5 v R, BEAT v b DREET
IP7 FLADRE, WbWdIP AT—7 1 v I7iRaInT
WAIEEBDE W, KX DOFEEBTIIBEE Ty D IP A
T—=T4 v 7% LTV, ZhiE, #ELIP TR
NR—ZDOBFEIEHENS Ty SO IP AT =7 1 V72 &5
TIRFMEETH Y, DOTS 35 IP 7 RLAR—ZD
iz ELTWB70THS, £oT, WEATY O
IP AT =7 1 VORI & > TEBRRICE X wE
EZohb.

GM HEVKHBOEN L R>TLEI Z W EI LN
N, KX Cldimd iRk 2 RE L TH Y, Cochain-
SC [4] D & 5 7 R E 70 & BUEM 72 F2 58 171 % SR MET
LTWLKRIMBHBEHZEZT WS,

6. BDHYIC

ARESCTIE, DDoS WED [ E/KERBL#EI% HiY & U 72 Bk
ISP REEE 7 L — LT =2 2 EL7-. FW IZ, DDoS
WD) & 72 o 7= 2 —HH B ISP @ LM Bl % 5
TS LEEIL, UHEBBO AT R T 5. £
72, K7V —=LT—=2070 R THEEL Ry
N7 — 27 THEBREIT, K7L —L7T—212% > T DDoS
B & HEKEEBETRETH B e BR LTz, SHOHHE

\&, WJIHI7R ISP X IR 175 ISP 3% BURAE 9 2 KA
IR ERERE CRMOERZ TV FW OF A2z R Z &,
GM DHIFEM ISR 2 MG 5 Z &, DDoS BEERE
Tz ISP [ THA S 2 BEAEDFEM 2 RGT LRIl TH 5.

SE X
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