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A study on risk for using e-mail system
bothered by spam messages and silent mails
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Abstract Spam is an unwanted electronic mail often advertisements and commercial messages. The continuing
increase in spam has resulted in rapid growth in the use of e-mail client software with spam filtering function. This
type e-mail client software usually separates spam from genuine email messages and keeps spam mails out of inbox
folder. However, the software often missed genuine messages to spam folder and made silent mails. In this paper,
the author shows a model of e-mail arriving process and evaluates risk of using of e-mail system.
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1 LI A—LEIML, ZOHFLBIL THBEE02, XEk(3] ©

BABCEBIFEA & —2y PRIFALCR, T 16 FER

GE1) ¢ "SPAMYJ KT (R84 @XKIH Hormel Foods $OQMHIETH

DFEHZ L B LR 7948 HA, ADEREIE 62.3% Lixh, A
UER=y MIEEICRMERWEEL > TS, B T8E
FA=NE, BERAAREAI a=yr—arY—ibe LTH
AEhTW3[1).

—7, A—NREBAZEB/TICKRIGEEE NS spam

BT LB, ANFRTEIER[2] KL= Tspam A—)b) & &H0T 3.
@E2) {spam A= LiEHH TTv > S A= (junk mail)] , 77807 A—
W (bulk mail)) &&HENS. KM TIE, UCE (Unsolicited Commercial
Email. BTFIZED D TL 3E{EWF A—/)  UBE (Unsolicited Bulk
Email. BRCED DI TLBAEETA—L) ERIELHS. spam A—
i, BT EREEENTWEND, BIHOHMTINTS L, HRWRY
A FIRHTIEA= N, BEVCRI A=V, RERRWIKA—N, Tawi vy
B A -V ElciiEhn s,
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&, A2 —3v b ETERBENZEFA—NC 5D S spam
A—=OHER, 2005 EROBRFET, 80~90% IKEL TS
EHELTNAS.

spam lc & BB, (A a— 2 Y VARG S, [T
YTV TEHROBECH S ), [T 09> > TEERY A M
WExhB| BEHSS 4,5

THODOFHICHX T, spam A—ILOMKIC K DBFA—
WY AT KB ZZEHEN, EROBT ANV AT LOHH
BB 5H A x>T W3 [5). spam A—ILHHEA
DR MIREEEET R & € VR RGN Er 5
ABEWVS 2R EEEROMETH S [4),[5). IR MmN,
spam SHRA AT LOBA HAIX FOMMICNAT, A
VE—=2%Y P EDA—VD a% N spam ETBE, Fy FT—
ZYY—2Z, =YY=k EDHRAED o% % EEKICTH
BTBLWHIXFERET S [6).

EEHETOR L LT, SBR[5] Dl ki, =7 ka—
P—DEHHEBHIC spam A—ILORIFTTHELLT,

o HABHOA—NHBRELICL LS (36.7%).

o XM ABERTVREESNCES (31.7%).

o EBHHETTHRAIPEEREMET TS (30.6%).

o HHOA—LEZHERLTUES (23.2%).

o TANVARANAL Y 2 TMBAT B (17.3%).

o TayIUIICLBTFREHICHS (5.8%).

o LISV (31.7%).

MH3. TOWEI LNE, T Fa—P—IZB o spam A—
VORI —B YD 4.4 FEERT T LD, HEAE
B 220 QLT3 L, £l 14.6 K, 2 MEARHAKLT
WaZ Eicixs.

WMEOMBRKRELNWSILEHY, TV FI-Y—TH3
W|EICR, BBOBFA-NY—N—V AT LEZHL2
A—=HELEY, 2070, HLORBFWMRBYICBNTHE
AEREN DB, spam A—NICELT, T Fa—¥L
U CiREmAR & = L 7 [7)~{10].

FORER, BT spam A—LOIMcL L dic, BT
A—=EFRTBC IR, RABYRIPLERSIEVSC
LEBRBILE. AWATCRBEFA—LVEAATEYRAZICD
WTERTZTLEZANEL, BRIICHE 2. T, LUROWR
DfHICLY Fa—Y—iKEL A—NVOERAK LY, A-NL#
SETB. K, B3 WTIHR[7)~(10] TRENARICD
WTBETS. $4.H0TE, VAZTEAAYVF 0T
AWShZERIRO Y S 7 09 ZEFVFEN] ZFIB L
SRRERET S, Bikic, Hs5 MTELHS.

2. spam *—IILOABEORN

Bt Gz spam A—)UICH LT, HEURE-SEA - Hili
HEE, SRANEENTV S, HEMRE»ORHLE LT
BOR - TR A FIZ K BBBOBHEIED SN TS [12],13].

(ik:3) : FEDFF A~V AT LTI spam LHFEND AU, (FAOK
Wiz [spam] EHIR, TV FA—V—ICHBRERELTV 3.

2002 £ 7 Alcld MEERTF AV OREOHEILEZICET S
®i (ER) | BETEN, 2005 11 Blclk, FRESY
EEh, PRINXDb#LVEDEESE, LL, FEEIGE
%%, spam ZESIAFEAOY—IRFRALTERTSC
LNTE BT, —RANC spam PIRD T BTN ODHEIR
THb.

—7%, A - BEfNHE TO spam A=A L LT, spam
A= RHFRLEDE A—WRERITI DD, AN T4
WEVIH VTR 2T (—RT4VE) B, EEDA—N
Y—NR—IFIAETN TN BT BB [14]~[16] (1) B2,

IV F2—H—fITR, LEO—RTs VXV TREREE
BOA—S—DT 4 &) THEE (8B LIEEETPA—
WEXRDF—T— RicE I T2 02U ) ZFAL,
A—=NDH Y a— FBHT, spam A—JVEIEH#H A—JV (spam
A=)V LICEHBIIC S  BREL T WS, LAL, TER
A—N% spam A— )L L HH (Bl#k, BREBINRL) ) LD,
[spam A—/VEIEH A—/L ¥l (L%, RBA—-W] Uk
3T LEHB20. bbb, AI—-VP-DORRTHIETS
EAYE—TTANHAAD Ay -V, R1IKRT L3I,
E# A —JL (normal) & spam A —LFETTHL,

(a) BEA—) (spam, but normal) | EE A LEHTE
N7z spam A—Jb,

(b) #|BR/%L (normal, but spam) ! spam X—/b & fi;
ThIEEHA—N. A—F—BARLTFNIRADA—I
Z—HETHRRT BRUCREERETS.

MEETI Licks. BAETE, IP 7 FLAERFALER
RLTAVE) VFBHNRR L 5> T, BEENBEA—LD
0.71~1.02% %N, HFEDA—NY—CEZB/HEROT,
% B A —JL (Silent email loss) Lo TLES WS
FIELFRIEIL L TE TV 3 [27). TOlK - kBA—Vichz
T, AVFIVEEB T4V ERY VTOBRNBIC K DiHET B
A=W OHE 1.79~3.36%(6.5~13.1 HITHY) Lix3.

3. BEA-ILOEBRTF—4

3.1 spam A —ADOEBEHEORERR

TTTid, REOWFEITN—THRELZ 2006428 108
55 H31 8 (EELE, YT, E#HLd3) 8,09 5T
20064981 AM5 12 H20 8 BAL T 3) BB spam
A= OBHFHEIC DV TERET S [10). &, FHICE 2,6M
B, Fci 6,262 D spam A—IVASEIEEL TV 3.

(1) B spam A —IL% K 2 IZFHED spam A —I)VEDZE

{LRRETRY. Th&D spam A—VEHHEIMERTH S

TLHHERTES.
(EQ) 1 KT+ WEDEM AR, TRATT 74 V5 Tea—YRT 4y
BTAWRY TRE=U9FT2NE TIBHYNT + VR G55, K0
AMTIE, RIGUHA—IViE SpamAssassin (17] % bsfilter (18] %X ED T 11
ZN TV TPz TERBEGDET, spam X—VEHERL TS [19].
GES) @ 0.71~1.02% LW IEFE, 1 H 30 FOA—L% 1 EMEETIEL
T, 2.6~3.7 HIDA— kT DT LIt 5.
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Fig.1 Typical example of mail fillering and classification
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BRI B DV TIRAFAT 9~10 BHCEIHT %
spam X—)LBREE < 174 8 (6.5%), F1& 5~6 RHPR
847954 6118 (2.3%) THolz. BHDRE SZ— T,
spam X—)UiE, —BMEEREOMMERMHF RS > Tk
BEh, REFHFHOEELEVOTEEW ) LHEHT
BT EMNTER. FKBICOWVTIE, FIAICELEE URREHRI
DT spam A—IVEDEEHA SN Eo Tz,

B2 B B BIE SR EEE D 5 AR B A T
L, XBEHMSKEHICMITRPLTWS. spam A—
Wi, AT, BARERS > TEETNATVBEVS
TEAHERITE S, —7, B A 978 38 (15.9%)
LRET, LA 708 (12.9%) LRV EEoT. Bl
AR E— 2 & UTHRIEODT TR B T 3.

BB SO F— 2 TRBIZ S 1 BN
DEDH 5,705 L 91.1% Z EDHT3S. 98.6% M 2 K
HMMAICEI L TWB T bbb oz, &k, BT 2
HEILAIAS 86.6%, 3 IRRIEILAPIT 94.0% ThHoJ=. Thh
5, BIRMPAICERELTVWAC L bh 5. 1 BRI
PUCRIE UJe spam A —)L% 5 53 HBEORFME TLEES
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3, 03500 ~ 03959

3 - BIAIC 1) B EAEMRE] spam A —/LBIRHEERR
Fig.3 Number of tolal spam messages [or inter arrival time for
the fall

5L, FHAIX 5 LI 26.0%, 10 FLIAN 42.5% &7
b, EHRENTN151%, 214% LS5 F—2HB6H
fe (K388 .

(5) BBEHIMRRIGG-E : R [0,¢) (0 £t < 24) IKEIR
95 spam A—/VRICHET B L, EHICOWTIREETY
TR TGEEIR A = 1.004 ORT YV 457 [21), (22] T
TR EHNTER. TTTHEPD spam A—IDFFG%,
RABIHE Anae = L567[H /) DRT Y 5L LT
BTESLTBE, 12.6 HljIEIC spam A—)VHIRNE
EFRIE, 90% OBPTLBRERE 25 LTicdsc L
WNCEDB. &k, 95% LT 3cid, 11.6 BB ZICHIRYT
BRENHD. TTT, 25 DERA—T—OEET—K
TEBZA—NOHEEKL, TOBDHEHEEZLE
BANRLBEENTLUES.

(6) RENIBRARE-E  ChE TOFHERICE DERT—
2DESCRTV UKL LTGEMTERM o, 220,
PR TR T 3 spam A—ILA 182 L BESH -
11 A28 HOF—2 RT3 L, FIXIE, oFhsE 11
REETOMD 12 B0, HIBRNER Ui &3 hud 78 i3,
12 RS 24 B E TIZL 54 B0 spam A—AWREEH
AT liCixB. 3RMBET 2 UT, 2BFMBET18
BUTICT B3N TES. —H, BT 12.6 Bk
&I spam A—/VHIBRLER 21T AIE, 90% DRERT LRR
8RB LUTICT 3T LN TER.

3.2 HOIHLADBFA—LBERSF

spam A —UDIKHS, LEMET, spam A—I3fEAD I
A MhnA &Y R AEMNFAN B EEEX TS [4), (23]
EnST ek, RENLHGITANTS. i, MRLdsi
Mli% 2006 £11 H20H~12 A 20 H& L, FOMMICREL
Fe A=) 3,709 BB L URFB UK 206 MOF— 2 £FIHT 3.
B, REA—NVORRIZ spam A—iV 2,503 3F (67.5%), IF
HA—)V 1,143 1 (30.9%), BREBA—I 63 i (1.6%) TH3B.
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6pan message

!
normal message !

220000 ~ 22:59.59

230000 ~ 235959

210000 ~ 71:59:59.

B4 spam A—) - ER AL REFMHRIEHE (Nov.11 - Dec.20)
Fig.4 Hourly total number of received messages (Nov.1l -
Dec.20)

B, BRANLIZ1ETH- . ThEDA—LDERER
FCR B LIRERUTOL Y TH 5.

(1) SEA-LOTIBMREGH : 1 BFELINICBITT 5 spam
A—)VhHt 2,361 38 (94.3%), IEHS A—IUAHY 934 i (81.7%)
tixolc. spam A—)L D 99%(2,494 i), EHA—NLD
93.2% (1,065 i) A% 2 BFRALAPICEIRS Uz,

SEA— L ORI | B 4 RLUZICRET S
spam A—B L CIER A—/IORHRHERIOZ#H 2R
T (@ LS A—)VEREE 100% £95) . spam X—
ik, BHOERLFER, —RAVEEROBERERER
5o TRETH, REREFICIGEELEVOTREZVS,
LHERTHTEMNTES, —H, EEA-VIEIRER
SUIC 19 B CREIDIRERE) Ciind 2 Basis 6
ha.

(2)

(3) A—AH—N—I2BLA—LOBROEA : HEDO A —L
Y—ri—igid, AL BERTS VX LBIETET A
%Y MCHUT spam A—UANESENTL 5. RICHRD
A=ATHIY M E N@E, FA-NTHTYMNIEDS
NTL 3 spam A—)LOEETHEE Aypam, IEHA—IVEE
BE Aoy £T3E, RV USHOERENS, A—IV
P NCERET B A —WODBIER Aorar 1E
Atotat = N(Aspam + Amait) + .M/\:'p.zm (1)
LixB. 72U, MAham (3 spam %EEAS, Botnet 28]
TEERBOTEYRT AU Y MEFICE>TL % spam D
BETHY, WALEERLEZCLHFEEINS. SE
OFEBRICBOT, EA—ICANRLIFTENTVE
WETBE, ALY —R—ic 52 3 AMIH 70% L
LB LicinB.

(4) BBANALICLDIEE | ¥R L TWREBANLIE,
TANRYIOREEEL LT 35D, HlPE 1

WG THole. L LADS, EEENBER L

LT, ACESIKRTANRY Y FENEBANRLL]RS
AHEMEDEDL, (G L= TwiRWEE S e
WKL BRSO THMEE LR ) 0S5 MR
B3, ¥, BEBA—/iE spam A=V THOENGEE
A=NDTFAFIEIO—FENB0OT, Wbk
BREEEET 3.

ARLTANE ) U THEDR L : spam EEZFRHVDIC
A—NERELSTZTHAS. LHL, spam A—NH
ERIETIETBEE, 2UTF—FMMAB T kicky,
TrANEY Y TORENRRLL, BIEA/LDE> T
LT kihksd. Ric, BEA-NVHIBRT B TR,
spam A—/L & LTORBEBRTZ LT, 74050
Y IRBER EORDOEYIREET -2 L LTRIFTZ 3.

4, VRIBREVARIRRDAL K

YR EBOBMAPERIUITFICLOREBTLEHY,
VAV DEBEDODZHFRELT—RLEBSEL. ZO
128, U RZCREENICV DL DEBMEIN TS [24]~
[26],[29]. RERDBEAVENTVLBRREFELLT,

(1) HFE L BWEROFEARNEL T ORE X OHE
(2) HEOEN,GLEE, ZORBROEHEDLE

(3) HHOREHRLPHOEHLEGDHE

(4) EFULRVIRICEBFE L RWEROMERMA

Risk = Magnitude of hazard x Probability  (2)

THHT 5.

BH3. TOEBOMERIE, VR I2HAGRE (FEE) L

LTHEA S idic, BRWEIC—TehEEE 20t 5

—AT, BLOBKHLYRT LOBEERRT AT LICRS.
FEETE, YRVIZERIILUITO 3 DOEHE:

(1) BHRPVFHVIOMRE s = {a)
(2) BHSVF VA ORETIEE p;
(3) HHPUFVACHET HHEROKEE o

TEHT 5 [26],(30]. fds, WAL AT LICHBITBHFHY
FUAERKNCADIHTHEELT, BEFTST 1y
2 %€F VU > Jgk (Hierarchical holographic modeling method,
HHM ¥) MERENTED, IV AFLOEF2UF1 L
DYZTIRTRAY FLRALDELICEH L Eh T3 (11).
T, MMTHRMALEE SIS, spam A—/VOE—FAICH
574>, spam A—)LHE B HWERICE, spam A—IEE
189 2 AP8EE (LUF, spammer) 7, {H#%E—BICKRENE
TR LHPENY R CERTTERINLTHB([31). —AT,
spam A—/LHMIINT B Lick b, FAERICIE, TMEHOA—
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Lo <—No address mai

Organization’ s mail server system

T

Client’ s mail system

[ 5 Spam XA—/LMEOHFLITAMET IV
Fig.5 Queuing model for spam mail processing systemn

Personal Mziler

WHMELICK {453 ), TXHE » NBEEZRTWRERTICES),
(RSP TP REEEAMET 35, MEHO A LZ2HIER
LTLES ), YA NARANRA I = THMBAT S, [T 49
VAT BIFRMEENCE S | 205 HEHE L AFRASHINT
AT kicks.

Litfo T, 23 a=b—vavyOR@ticid, -9,
ZILT IV HICREE NI A v E—TH, spam XA—V#xD
DEBRNALEOPEHERE, spam A— N ZEIERT 5 LHEH
55%. LHLEMS, spam A—/ )VEIBRIMEEBERICITIC L
@, 1—¥—lck-oTRABRLES. HRQBMEIEETE
3k, BRANRLDANRLTZANVFICHENTLUE S MR
{123, bbb, XE[32 TEHRLK MBFA-NLAVvE—
VOERMR] METTHT Lichs.

Fie, EHA—ILE spam A—IL LYl L TETHHBAA
Lic—ETHEETS L, TV Fa—Y—Id spam A—/IVHIEH
A= ERERLEMNSERET 3 LS JEERRNRIERIMEZ,
SEMMETTHT LICDaN3. HRICEBANLIRET
BT ELEEMMMET AN, ENCUSBBRANRLASRE LK
VIBEY, Spam 73 NEDF 2y Y RESC LiCHikh, RE
RNRLIEFOMT N NS BENRET 3. 1 BXTA—
JVOry FREE LT LB A RRBITAIMETIV(33), (34 &
RsicrlT, BEARTST1v 72TV IERERTS
&, spam A—=NVDUVAITEAAVFEFNVEE 6 DL S
5%, BB, YAITEAAYFEFNVOBEFHRICE, X
#[35], [36] TIREE TV 5B Octave ( Operationally Critical
Threat, Asset, and Vulnerability Evaluation®™) ) approach
FiE, XK [39) TRBEIN TV 3 ACHRLT Yy TIcX b4
DY X7 ICHlY 3 iR FEHA LT3 FikhbH 5.

5, & & ¥

FMETIE, ThETHERELHIPWEL spam A—)IVOFFF
HiERZL LICLT, BELETFA-ANREECHENIC
BV EVSIUYRYT (ALY B A=) B3V
BEROTWRDTHAHBEILTE AL, @EA—-L) &

. 8= |, lﬁﬂu—n ETT. L)
2@ Feub /ISP 9—/(— e S HRE

span ﬁ
B

e i |

1]

A=l

| (oe

i Sper
6 A—NOBBCETIHERAT I T v VETN
Fig.6 Hierarchical holographic model for mail system
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VI YATIEDVTRF L. TOKR, 71 VHNEOMHE
ML L, REERBA—LVOBIHEIENTHSEID, RE
A—c LD EUZTHAIBRARRICE DL IRAF ¥ VA
DKLV YR IREDTBHEMTH- . L LENDS,
spam DI E B T Lhvinniesh, BEEA—IVIRBA—
W& LT spam 7 A VHICHAGAATHRVA VS .OEDS
ETREEHOETICOEN > TVAH I L LHBTEL.

FEEE, AV2—2y P TORBFA-NY—LRAIKREE
PO THHECHENT, PISKCHT 3o mEENEL
T, EHEY— YR UTHANAZ— L. Z207d), &
ROMMABMTI, A—ILOHELIZBLT, AABEEHES
Thot-tBbh3a. vhbb, SFAENEOYXIE%E
KRBT, URAIERIANTRALTE . L3, EROA)
MR TId, B2—F—HY A7 L TR SHDORERZBEER
KiF>TERD, YAIRHEEZRINTIEEALEET
HorEALNS. RAICEK->TE, BFA-NVYRATLO
ﬁ%ﬁ!ﬁb‘é’ N VT EHBE LTz 377,

, BEORT, fFA—NVORBICHNT, spam A=
h‘if&( &67%&‘1%#?@(&0‘. Tibbt, BFA—ED
Iar—vavOEEL LTREMTSH SN, spam DN
LB, HHIBEDV RV ERIFANTHAT S [26] R
EBESTVE. TN ZOEENEELTE, REBA-LPR
BASLD 2L BB R EN ), BATYI I
THENTWBT Licid. Y—URRHER spam A—L %
TANRVTTFBLIickD, FIABELPEY A—F5—7%F
RLT spam A—VET 4 VEUFTBT LICLD, FNE
NV RIETRTAY P LENS, BFA—IVEFHTZ0
TWHHB. FEIC, HFA-LOFFIKBVTE, HEPLEEA
RYOBRKENREL BB YR IRV AL MEERRRT
BBOESIC, BREFZOLDEVMCHSDOTREL, B

(£6) : BMDL RN AHTIORMBFEICMU T, Y A ITAHOIULE
SRR EPE TR Y0 Y R T ZRDT S, LIRL, VAIICE
HEND T LICRSED S RPIRAIR TERMIPILRETESIL, Tl
IRIERNE D OEWREY, BREY A2 ERLCMLDTNES] LT
% [24],[25], M#E (DY RIEBRT ZLRM L LTREENTVS.

(ET) © LB 28 FADREA—VH 450 FTRIO—-RA—1V (2006 i 12
F~2007 {2 FI5) % $—3DIc o THH> THRB AL LFE N, i
EENBEVSWEAECEICE b 6F, TOMUMNMSNNIL DR, 2007
E3H1HAS 45 OFETR, EREN 19 (FOWEDENS 121
BIEEWVS, BMHORTE, MuabebEnT Eahh, HRANLHMLE

otz
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REBZOLOEVHMICHSHTCIREL, BRRENLST
YRZZ2WINCERBT 20 EEX5HNEHTHS 29 B8R
KENBREZZ YA ZCHHLT S0, (1) BRAKHLS
HEA U T750REE, Bkt BaSAZBEEINT
3, (2) 421 V7 5OBEPRBESALOERME, R
¥, BAREICRIEFTREBCOVTREL, KiHEsHts
NRECHHLEINTNS.
EFERICBVTE T8RMEE TR’ WHESLVETO—
B UTEBA—IVCOVWTED EF5hTW3E. 2T T,
HREA—HHETH S LEIBOIIATEY, FAMETHhITH
EHRNIEVEETETHIIENTES. TOK, Mg
A—MC X BB L 8RS T Lic kD, EEOHRINESE
ST LAEHENTVS [38). 22T, 98, 1>»&%—2v |
REFA-NWEARTECEIRKIE—RNEV AT EGTERLZ
REFE U ZRIMMED LS T L&, FERBTITNCEEIL L [40),
BUAZFIRA L TRBA IV spam A—VADRHLBHT DN T
BRETIFHFCOVTELTW L FETHS.

EC 2

AR E D BICH 2D spam A—INC DWW TERIE L
TOEREOEENR IR FOERER, REE
B, H¥EMBICEBHT S, FHEO—IIITR 19 F
B (B MIOEEYERMEPIEBEL S TR 19 SEEER
R AZZEEIBEMRROFMEERII TiITbhiz. TCik
U THEERT.
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