2015

Internet and Operation Technology Symposium 2015

1.

TOSHIKI TANAKAL:®)

BEY T AORE LR

F L) f@il HEEDD Lk RO )1 ER2Y

BIE : AHHEC SRS 225 > TA -V EREL, FABRPEEBROBEMEMS LD TELA—
WZ X BMEIIB RS, ERRALMEE RS> TWS, BE, 0T EULA—LADONEE LT, SPF
% DKIM % D3%E F A1 VEAFIHINTWS, LAL, 220 TELA—ILDELI1E DKIM BAH A v
—=VIZEENTEST, /KDY AT LTIE DKIM BELBLWA—VIZH UREEITS e TER
W, KT, DKIM BB 7WA —)LiZH L, DMARC 2FIL TR TEULA—LDHEEZITS T
HERRET S, £-I0FEEEEL, DMARC IZ X 2 HEHEE2ZEENBRT R VAT LIZOWVWTH
5.

F—O—R:BTA—), EEFNAAS VG, DMARC, DKIM, SPF

Design and Implementation of Spoofed E-mail Alert System

Using DM ARC for Users’ Terminals
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Abstract: Damages caused by e-mails spoofed from a bank, a public organization and so on become serious
social problems. In such e-mails attackers forge the sender address to steal the receivers’ personal informa-
tion and/or secret information. As a countermeasure against spoofed e-mails, sender domain authentication
methods such as SPF and DKIM are frequently utilized. However, since most forged e-mails do not include
DKIM-signature in their e-mail header, those e-mails cannot be authenticated by the conventional system. In
this paper, we propose a method to distinguish spoofed e-mails without DKIM-Signature by using DMARC
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and implement a system that sends DMARC verification results to receivers.
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BT EUA—NMADNETTEE UTEE R A1 ViG
Finidp 5. RFEWEGE N A4 VRHERATE LTIP 7
FLU 22 HWTREEA VY = NOIEYHEOREZ1T S
SPF(Sender Policy Framework)[2] &, BEF&H#/IZL > TIE
LWIREFEP S DRI AINTVWAEVWETA—ILTH S0
£S5 AT %5 DKIM(DomainKeys Identified Mail)[3]
PRHEHINTWS. LAL, #ENAS VRO R%

A= VEREHEIEMT Y AT LR+ ERL 0z
W, £7, DKIM BGETIE, BTBEELDA =y X723
WIEAMEEE1T D 2 LT ER.

KX T, BFEHDPLVA =KL, REEFEA —
WVOMIERY %2 REE R AL VERZENES T 1A
T& % DMARC(Domain-based Message Authentication,
Reporting, and Conformance)[4] Z27GHT5Z & T, 22D
TEULA-NDHEZTS FEeRET S, ZOFiEEHE
BT 5728, DMARC & HWTEE KA 1 VEREEZITW,
Z DfEH %2 DMARC R Y Y ONEIZIE U TEMT 52 2
T LDBGEHE EEIZIOWTHBRR D,

2. BEERE

2.1 ZEfERXAVERE

BUE, K<HWSNTWEIELE N A1 VERERA & LT,
SPF & DKIM 2% 5.

SPF &, 3%{ A — )P — %% SMTP(Simple Mail Trans-
fer Protocol) #fE 2T BIZHVWS IP 7 RL A& TR
O—7From 7 RLVADNAL VEFALTEFRNRAA >
BALETOHMTH S, ZORIAEFHAT 5121%, %E
fllizd oL, BS5D KAA 2D DNS(Domain Name
System) M@V —/ D TXT L 32— RIZ SPF L a— R %Ed
MUTABTA. SPF L a—RiZld, YFERA AL VDA—
VT RUVAZfoTRET LHREMOH Y — N2 EHEF

. ZEMNESPF La— RZHEEL, Bt ThHD A —
JW#ﬁwnP7bvx# ENTWIUTREEEI £ 9 5.
UL, —#&iZik SPF (35 X —)I/@E}S\EE%EL/ <475
ZENTERD., THEEGEA -V T, SMTP @5 0H
WD IP 7 KU AD, ik —NDIP 7 KL Ak 457
b, TRO—TFrom 7 RVAD R AL VTREI N
SPF La—RFZ2HWARIEZKRT 57-HTH 5.

—7 DKIM 3B FE#HZHWTEE F A1 VEGEZ AT
SEMTHS. ZOFIMENHT 556, FEMITH S0
CoMERe AREEARETS. 205 b RMRBIEFESD
KA1 2D DNS WY —NNTRT 5. A —IVEERIZ,
MEREHNTA VDAY XERKIhSBTEHAHENE
% L, DKIM-Signature ~v X& UTHINT 5. ZEHMIX

A —)VZ(EH3Z, DKIM-Signature ~v X5 5 EUE U 725%
Gl K A A > D DNS ¥EEY — NIC 2z v abhE T
INERRT S, IZZORHEEZHVTET-EAD O
DHIL7zny v al, Ny ZERIDOMER LNy T a
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K1 pXIOMEERY VRO EE
Table 1 Values of p-tag and corresponding action policy

p X7 D AV RO BE

none A R A A VERGEIZRBL THME LR,
quarantine AR A A VERREICR U 72 XA — V&2 [@ifEd 5.
reject EME R AL VEBEEIZ R U 72 A — V2 Z{F L.

PHE U THNILRRGEKIh b, 2D, DKIM 2k 3
DIbHiET ¥ SPF tg&ab iEL _)l/o)u/unﬂE%IEb<’T?5
ZEWTES.

2.2 POP 7O7 > %AWz DKIM #&EE
BHESDWEIN—TTIEPOP 7027 v 2HWT, 2.1
Hi TR 7z DKIM (2 & 2385 N A 1 VEBEE 24T 5 Tk %
RELTVS [5. TOFHEIF, BEIFA LT -
HHEDOZEY — N2 TH b NS DKIM MEELEEZ, X —
VY=V ADFHEDNZRE L POP 7027 2 HWTIKR
AEL, ZOMREZMAZFIBEHTLI2E0THS. Zhik
D, FRRPEEDOEHT 5%(F A — )Y —3) DKIM 124
IBELUTWRWESTE, MEETEATSLI LT, MAK
DKIM HEEZ1F5 2 eNTEBLLSI1ThD. 51, 7u
TVERBRETDHI LT, FRPOMED IT EHE MR
U7 A= VOERIGER 2RI EE LD, HEH
WIZ K> THHBEADEREEEL 21772055 Z & HAlhE
LA, ZOFETIE, TRV IIAT U IRSA—
WZEEREZIT DL, A=Y —N"hr5A—LEREL,
DKIM #GE% 173 5. MEHSEREZIMET 5L, Ny XIZ
MREARERZ R T 5. TOMESERICEDE, Trovd
U < I& MUA (Mail User Agent) Tl % (T 5.

HU, ZOFETIEBEDRVA—)VIZHT 58 %2 1T
ST EMNTERN

2.3 DMARC

RREIZ R 72 A — )V DML 5§t & $55E 2 Hifff & L
f,mLDMmmbﬁﬁooﬁé Z ® DMARC % HWw
L, BENAT URAEZETL, ZTOREEERFH N A
A4 VOEHEIENTAZEEAEETHS. ZHIZED R
AL VEBEIIZOBBAIZL>THOMWEMU RN Y
DREFELLEATETWS 2250, FAoKE2mE
SEBIENTES. ZOMMAEFIHT Z10%, EEM
MHE KA1 % SPF & DKIM Oifi 5, L <, Wi
—HIZHIEETEEBELH L. X512, EEMIZ DMARC
La—FRZ2HRAA1 2D DNS HEEY —NNTAMTZHE
MH5. DMARC L a— RT3, ZEA—IINEER A1
VERFEIZRER U2 BRIZ, T DA —)UICKT BB E fE L,
RIS ROMELEIBE TS, ZEMNTIE, A—ILZER
V23S R A A VEREE (SPF & DKIM) 247\, i 5 Di%s
IZREIL7- & & DMARC R VU 25#EHT 5.
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RIEFER A VREEICRAVSERE RS

DNsH—/X SPF, DKIM?

<

(3RIER A 3REE
EET
(7)&%@%—»&1@&
(4)SPFEDKIMD el

BRI R .

(6)DMARCEREEZ AT

SPFLa—F, ARROIG
DMARC?
(5)DMARCLA—F D ER{§

(1)DKIMEZFEIZ AL B A FASR,
SPFLO—F DB

@Aacb:—ﬁom’;ﬁ
AR

1 DMARC #iEDjh
Fig. 1 Flow of DMARC authentication

DMARC Tl&, A—IVEEFMIEHSNUHERNAA VD
DNS HEE Y — /3D DMARC L a— KD “p X7 T, %3
R A A VBRI OBERY) Y 23k T 5. p X7 DA
&, FORY VHEARICETT 28EEZR 1 ITRT

#ile LT, A—ikfEM (example.com) % DMARC %
MALTWEEAEEZERD. Z0OLE, A—ILEEMZ
DMARC L 2 — R % [_dmarc.example.com] ® TXT L
I—R&LT, ROLSIZAFALTWZET 5.

v=DMARCI;p=none;rua=mailto:reports@Qexample.com

ZOEIDBE, p 27 DEIE “none” TH Y, example.com
MHDA—=)LIZDWT, DMARC #AEIC KB L 256 T
H A —IVZAF R A — )V O FE X Z S5 OB/ % 17
DREWEIIZHRLTWVWS., 72, rua THEINTWVS
reports@example.com &5 A —)L7 KU ZRFEIZEH L 72

VR—FDZFEEZEITD L 5IZEHABL TS,

DMARC IZ & 5#GEIZ, B 1 ITRTFIHTITHONS.
(1) A—VE(EHIE, B R AL > % SPF & DKIM O,

HE L RVWThPIIEEE 5.

(2) A= ViEfEMIEX, B K AA 2D DNS KT — D
TXT La—RIZDMARC L a— R 2B 5.

(3) {5 K A A VMEESR I, %1570 DNS MERY — N2/
W&bHHE SPF L a— N XU DKIM A% &S L,
SPF & DKIM DOFRit %47 5.

(4) M5 R A 1 VMEEEIE, SPF & DKIM O #RaEs %
DMARC MREEAR IS .

(5) DMARC MGE#RIE A =V D~ X From KA 2D
DNS #i ¥ — /3~ DMARC L 2 — FO&EE %17 5.

(6) DMARC KV Y ZHEfST& 725, DMARC MREESR IE
SPF & DKIM OFGEAERIZEDE, DMARC K'Y &
ZEAT 5.

(7) DMARC MREEZHIFEE B A 1 VEEEDFER P FRY v D
BRI 2 R U 728GV R — N2 /ER L, rua TS
EINFZA—IVT NLVANKEIET 5.
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3. DMARC ICLBREEZFIALEZS AT A
DE'S

3.1 KVRATFLDHE
22DV AT LTI, BFEELIRVA—=IVIZH L
DKIM #iE21T5 2 2 N TERW., TI TRV ATF LT
X, ARBSBTFBLVRDHDIITORETNSDA—ILT
BHEIZEPPOSTETELPRVA—IIZHL, 20T
FUA—VDHEZITV, TOHERKEZZEHITENT
5ZeEHMNETS. ZOXIBA—NERDTELA—
LVTH B EHET S D DMARC #FH$%. DMARC
TIXSPF OAZHEHLTCWA KA TELI—-RER
FITE 22, HIFSNTIEDKIM 2FHLTWS KA1
MENWELEZTWS, £/, SPFZI72BHALTWA KA
AV TH->TH, FIZIZEEDIP 7 RV RIZH LU TG
WWHBRINT A EDIZHRELTWS RAL ViIDRWEEZT
W3, ZDHDMARCLI—FZAMLTWS KA
VIZK LT DMARC BAEZ2TD LR DT E LA - ZE
WEETHETE 2 Ebhd. 4P, #E DO DMARC
W& BHEE TN S, 23 HiTHRRZ VK- bDEKS
FUREBIRIAY AT LT IThW.
ZAEUTZA—IVDIEE N A A VEREES & O DMARC 12
K BMGE & KR OBEINE T R TR HERRIZ T TbN S,
MABEHARIZBWTHREES L @A 2175 2 2T, Wk
GEPHHLU TV ZEY —\DPKEEZT>TWRTH
KHITEE R A A VRIS L O DMARC 12 & % Wil 2 &
ATBZEMNTES. SPFICHERFERIZ, A=~y X
D “Received” 7 4 —)V K5 HGFT 5. B & AMEBHEL
MOBERZ RO, FDHEFIZE - & B WIAERMMD 1P 7
KL RA&, “Return-Path” ® X —)L7 N L A %&EEGEHR
& LT SPF EECFIMAT 5. SPF & DKIM #GEIEE 2 12
RTEERAA VA EY 22—V T175. DMARC MiEFE
Va2 —)UITIEE R A A VEREEDOFER%E ZITELD DMARC R
VY EEAT 205 0TS, DMARC BGEEEY 2 —
IISHGEEAE SR & UT “pass”, & UL L “fail” 23RT. Zf3
%’i B, REBUCBED & TRRGERE R A @RI L, MR
IEAIN/R) U EEAT 5.

3.2 YRATFLDENERE
ARYATFLIZBETEPOP 7usvs8ikfo 1470

DEMEEK 2 IZRT.

(1) 7u 22 TlE, MUADPS Ay —VEfEa<y K%
ZiF52, POPY—N~Aavx Y REfikd 5,

(2) 7T, BHfFULIZA =D~y Zh5FRFECHW
LIEHMAERNY B, EERAAL VIEFEY 2 —VIZA
h$5.

(3) EERAA VTV 2=, Ay Xh 51537 EH)

2388 B A1 VEREE (SPF & DKIM) %#%E179 5.
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RSB A >, p
s s / 54Tk \
@ zEriomEsR POPY— fyigavs kit poP7OYY P
MaiX DVARCERERSR - \M!A/
AyE—UmGaTURE i
/8 > (2) MBLI=A—ILDAYE IS (1),:‘yt~_? =
*—infk SE{EE KA B B A BT FERA
( V;‘—)l«iiﬁﬁllr ) SPF?DKIM? TS W . : s (3) 2 {E R A4 FBEE(SPFEDKIM)E EAT /
el YL LA L b (7) RAERERELIC
DNSHEREH—/% LS BRLEERT
Jan=®" " BISPRLO—FELY ~
DKIMZA BB E BR1F
‘.II.I.D.'\/LAIRE?II...IIIII....II..

(4) DMARCLO—R#ERE >
‘\ ) g /‘ H

P%EEI DMARC (6) HREEfERZ (AL,

A—)LERE

/

B2 AYZR7T LD DMARC #AEFIE
Fig. 2 DMARC authentication flow of proposed system

(4) DMARC #EE ¥ 2 — L1, DNS HE@Y — N 12
DMARC L a— RFz[\w&ht, BET 5.

(5) DMARC MGEE ¥ 2 —VIFE(E K A 1 VEBaEOfE R %
#1Z, DMARC RV Y %2 EHT 5.

(6) a7 id, REEKERE A =L~y ZIAIIL, MUA
ANA—VERET 5.

(7) MUA & DMARC MiEAE & £ IBAILEE 247 5

DMARC HRGEIZER, A — VEEMATEM U 7232 T

HLNTWBENEI 2D, FRAEOEELZM LXE5720

CHWSNE., KVAFLATIE, (6), (7) TRLELSE,

ZEMICE O R A BT S, ZO@EMEITS>Z LT, Y4

FOEERAAVETIv IV ANMIANZD, A—LZHE

HEL 720§ 2EDNREZEHITMRT I LN TES.

4. DMARC #=HW/-RIIERBRMY AT A
D253

4.1 YRTLEREE
32 Hi Tl N7z EH 2 BT, Perl SFEIZE BV AT LD
EhkiTorz. R AT L%, DMARC MGtE% 175 728,
CPAN EIZ# % Perl €Y 2 — )V Mail::DMARC, £
Mail::DMARC::PurePerl[6] Z{HH L 7z. X —)Lb~w Zip
O FEEIZ BB & HUG9 5 72, MIME:Parser|[7]
B & F, Net::Server::POP3proxy % 32 U CTERK L 72
Net"Server"POP3proxySSL AL, £72, SPF
BT S 726> Mail:SPF[8] %, DKIM 2 & 2 il %
179 72&® Mail::DKIM:: Verifier[6] ZFIH L7z, 7z, Zh
X RT Cygwin ETEETHI LIZLD, MHED
3EJ:’C§M’FT5 FIITUT.
A=~y X ﬁ‘bum IZ BB R E S S B8 D
WCHIIHS 5. FRRECBERTIEA =~y LRI
RIHDTHB.
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Return-Path:
i
DKIM-Signature:v=1; a=rsa-sha256;

<sender@example.com>

c=relaxed/relaxed;

d=example.com;

5=20120113;

h=mime-version:date:message-id:subject:from:to:
content-type;

bh=Yz0DIQzFL5CIwg3H61YD6ZafgsQR/7THxA6gRkSc7Vvg=;

b=Jd6cf0f JGsMyekr7dpUL6 jxVywqRXhkKeBcdFYdSk/KzuHK
Zsyg/3iJMN1Qq7wtDT6wU90ujAoENPQirUwCHLFCIJHqWk1ii
DBva56Ec5nuGXAxs jLCU3XwwMQ1AcBcGSepS+e5kozZFBGT7I
t00Z5eXBXEyAAvChoLguj jnUHJtS6uYOuSC6pEV1Hpyguzm+
bVk97/w0dxc6W4Z8xaWMneN6KBLod28r 7KORNgUBK6WGKkw j
f£cY11km1KBuW3X9YkR8nVmhX jsRIyEhz256a3WLYqKbC7 cPH
aBK8xFVHzE1AoZwhsgMRCsewRCR90260kWSvpuVvk+gN5Csa
rxWxmA==

s

From: <sender@example.com>

To: receiver@example.com

N J

3 A=~y XDH
Fig. 3 A sample of e-mail header

3 FOFEWDY, ~v XD DMARC (Z & % #GEZ
AT 5E#HRTHS. Return-Path, DKIM-Signature, v
X From, ~v X To %#FHT 5.

417, Ny ZPOEMENGET 23— FEmRy. A—
sy X6 TR ERZ A NIRRT FIHCTHRGET 5.

2-3 TE MIME::Parser # i\ T~ v XEHRZ NS 5.
T, 77 ANVO—RREEEEET 5.

5-6 TH A — I~y XEREDET S, AT0T 54T
i, 4TI POP3proxySSL ¥ 2 — )Lz & - T$[0]
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4 N

#~ v K EHRES
my $parse = new MIME::Parser;
$parse->output_to_core(l);

# v RfRHT & BB

my $buf = ($_[01);

my $entity = $parse->parse_data($buf);

my $h_from org = $entity->head->get(’from’);
my $e_to_org =
$_[0] ="/Return-Path:

$entity->head->get(’to’);
<(.+)>/;

© 00 N O b W N

[N
o

my $e_fromorg = $1;
$e_from_org =~/0(.+)/;

=
N =

my $e_from = $1;
$e_toorg ="/0(.+)/;
my $e_to = $1;

$e_to ="s/>//g;
$h_from org ="/@(.+)/;
my $head _from = $1;
$head from ="s/>//g;

T e T
0 N o O W

e
©

my $s_ip = inetntoa(inet_aton($head_from));

B4 V—Aa3—FK:~vXEE

Fig. 4 Source code: acquisition of e-mail header

IZA =)y ZFRPEM T T WS 720, $.[0] ZF]
AT 5.

TR A=Ay XIZEFEEINTVWBE~Y X From % HL
59 5.

81TH A=~y XDFEENS~NY X To ZHIFT 5.

91T A—N~AY XD “Return-Path” THREI N/ N
AA vEIT RO —7 From & LAGT 5.

10-12 7B HUEL 7T >0 — 7 From 2 DMARC #%
FEEY 2 —IVIZ AT BIRIZEZ S

13-18 TH T ¥ X1 — 7 From Mkk, DMARC il €
Va— I RBRBELEREEET 5.

19178 ~Yy X From D IP 7 RLAZHET 5.

T SPF IZHW 2 [H#RZ I D 13 ‘received” 7 1 —

VRO 2 ETS 53— N%2E 51083, 7, BLFD

FIETIHITT 5.

2178 “Received” 71—V RO ZFHE T3

3-8 178 FMATHLEHEWMT 5.

91TH “Received” 7 4 —J)L RO IFIROEEE KD
B
10 TBH “Received” 7 4+ —I)V R Z2HEE T 5.

11178 77 7%48kL s,

12-14 7B  HUF U 2RI BB RLHNIE T T 2
#ANTH.

15-19 178 HEUSHORBHE» SEELL Bbhd KA1V
%L IP 7 RV AZEET 5.

20-24 7B 7 5 W5 TWBEGE, RIEDEREZ HF
Lesl.
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é N

#received 7 1 — IV NFiHIAARNT

my $r_cnt = $entity->head->cnt(’received’);
my $cnt = 0;

my $spfip =

my $spfip0 =

my $spfflag = 0;

my $ipdecide = 0;

my $spfsenderid = 0;

while($cnt <$r_cnt){

© 00 N O b W N

[y
o

my $r_id=$entity->head->get(’received’, $cnt);
$spfflag = O;
if ($r_id ="/mta-eaxmple/){
$spfflag = 1;
}
my $r_ip = $r_id;
$r_id ="/((.H[/;
my $spfid = $1;
$r_ip ="/[(.9)]1/;
$spfip = $1;
if ($spfflag == 1){
$spfip0 = $1;
$spfsenderid =

T S T R S T ~ T = S S =
N B, O © 0 N OO O & W N =

$spfid;

N
w

$ipdecide = $cnt;
}
$ent ++;
}
$spfip = $spfip0;
28 if($spfip !” /~(\d+).(\d+). (\a+). \d+)$/){
29 $spfip ="/[(.+)/;
30 }
N J
5 YV—A3— N : “Received” 7 1 —JV N Dkt

Fig. 5 Source code: analysis of “Received” field

NN NN
N o O

25,26 TH XOEHREIET 572D L M2 ED 5.
2717E REELLBOLNLEREETY 2 —VITETEHK
IZHANT 5.
28-30 ITH HUF L 7-1BEWE2HET 5.
EAE R A1 VEREE (SPF & DKIM) #1795 3— K%
X 62xRd. £/, UFNOFIETEITT 3.
2178 DKIMKEEY 2 -V 2FEHFT 5.
317 A—NLAYRDONEEIET.
6,71TH SPF ZAEICAWERE LT 5.
817H IP 7 FLADHUGTE TWAGGAIEZ/T
9178 ﬁTwﬁ%yz—w%%ﬁTé
10-151TB €Y a2—J)LiZ witwE AT 5.
16-17 178 WJ#%%WHTé
19-21 178 IP 7 NV AR/ TETWAWEH, SPF
RALAE R %2 “temperror” £ 5.
i\ T DMARC #it2E7953—F%2B 7TIZTRT.
X 7 TRy I—RNIEUTONMEZEHT 5.
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4 1 #DKIM AT h
2 my $dkim = Mail::DKIM::Verifier->new();
3 $dkim->PRINT("$_[01");
4 $dkim->CLOSE;
5 #SPF iBRLHEAT
6 my $spf_result = 0O;
7 my $spf_code = 0;
8 if ($spfip ne ""){
9 my $spf_server = Mail::SPF::Server->new();
10 my $request = Mail::SPF::Request->new(
11 versioms => [1],
12 scope => ’mfrom’,
13  identity => $e_from org,
14  ip_address => $spfip
15 );
16 $spf_result = $spf_server->process($request);
17 $spf_code = $spf_result->code;
18 }
19 else{
20 $spf_code = ’temperror’;
21 }

-
N

6 V—AI—F:%FRNAAS VRILDFEST

Fig. 6 Source code: sender domain authentication

#DMARC AT
my $dmarc = Mail::DMARC::PurePerl->new;
$dmarc->source_ip($s_ip);
$dmarc->envelope_to($e_to);
$dmarc->envelope_from($e_from) ;
$dmarc->header_from($head_from) ;
$dmarc->($dkim) ;

$dmarc->spf ([

{

domain => $e_from,

© 00 N O b W N

=
= O

scope => ’mfrom’,

e
N

result => $spf_code,

}
D;

=
s W

7 Y —A3—F : DMARC RiFDEST
Fig. 7 Source code: DMARC authentication

2178 DKIMMIFEY 2 — IV &2FETT 5.

317 DKIMMIEY 2 —iz~y XE#HE AT 5.

61T8B DMARCIHMEYVa—NOHFEHEZEST 5.

7-10 7B DMARC #FEE Y 2 —)LiZ, DMARC #GEiC

BEHRE ANT 5.

11 TB DKIM MEEfEHE % DMARC #FEE Y 2 —IUIZ A
19 5.

12-16 1TH SPF MulAi R % DMARC #FEE Y 22—z
ANT 5.
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my $prefix = "X-Dmarc-Result: ";

# DMARC FRGEHGR DS

my $result = $dmarc->validate();

if ($result->result eq ’pass’) {
$result = $result->result;
$_[0] = "${prefix}${result}\r\n${_[01}";
return $_[0];

}

if ($result->result eq ’fail’ ) {

© 00 N O b W N

=
= O

my $reason = $result->disposition;

[ure
N

if ($reason eq "none") {

[ure
w

my $whyl = $result->reason->[0]{type};

-
'S

my $why2 = $result->reason->[0]{comment};

if ($whyl ne ’’ and $whyl eq ’other’) {
$_[0] = "${prefix}${whyl},${why2}\r\n${_[01}";
return $_[0];

}

}

$result = $result->result;
$_[0]="${prefix}${result}($reason)\r\n${_[0]}";
return $_[0];

}
NS J

8 V—A3—F:~yXZ~DDMARC #AEAERO AN
Fig. 8 Source code: addition of DMARC authentication result

NN BB R B e
W N, O © 00 N o o

into e-mail header

ft T, DMARC #RFEFER % A — b~y ZIZAHd %

I—F%2H 8I1Zmd. M8 TRTI—FIZLTOMHE %

EEd 5.

21TE A=~y XIEREMAMT 272007 7 14
I A% EKT 5.

41TH DMARC FiFE€EY 2 —)L D validate XV v K& H
WT, DMARC FFAERZ2 ST 5.

5-8 ITH DMARC FRAEAE R D “pass” D, T DFER%
A=)~y ZIZMAIL, A—NVEE%ETS.

10-11 1TE  #RIFFEED “fail” OB, WHINZRY v
NAZEET S, MAEAINAZRY VX, T A—=X
“disposition” IZFE#H XN 5.

12-14 78 #EH I N 7K ¥ D “none” Th 5,
DMARC IZ X 2 BIEBITONT VR WEERDH 5.
Z D4, validate XY w KDIXT A —& “reason” 2
ZOFERPEHEINT WS, FTOFEREIZ L > T
WAEEET 5.

15-17 T8 DMARC #&iEDrbn T Wi WgE, R8T
LN o Tz B A=A~y ZIZAIML, A —IVEE
X9 5.

20-22 1TB DMARC FRiEAMTh i, FRREIZ R L 725,
RV VEANEE KU SR E X =)Ly A
L, A—=LEE%TS.
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4.2 Y2RFLOEMERRAE

KU AT LDOEEE MR T 5728, DMARC IZX)& U
TWb KA 22 LT, DMARC.org iZ&IILTW5 7
) —A—)L®D Gmail, Yahoo! Mail[9], DMARC (Zxf)its L
TWZRWRAAL & LT, DMARC.org IZ&fL TWRW»
Yahoo!Japan Mail ZfHL7Z. ZNH6DA—)LT7 FL A
MORY AT LI U TA =V EEEFT S & TDMARC

RUVVOEHE, ZEHENDEEDBEMOMERLIT- 7.
g@%%éﬁﬁum\?%t—&b DMARC €Y 2 —JLIZ SPF &
DKIM DGR Z “fail” & UTHEL, KY VO@EMANX
0, FEEGEHIAINTVWSEPHERL 7=,

4.3 DMARC &R DBA

DMARC wu\uﬂso)%%éru"fn% IZ3@H19 5. DMARC #&
SEDRERIS, REEE NALUZBRD “pass” 12, & 1 TR LU
72320DR)VEMA ATEEHE L.

F7-, @AGEIE 2L Uz, 1 2 MUA D TSR
W] X [7100R] OREIZEZ0H, 5121, KRy
TT7v Tk 2EETHD.

MUA OHEEIZ X B2 0TI, HSPUHIL—LPT 1)L
2% MUACEELTEE, V= IZ—BLZA—-%%
F35L, V=ILZIGUAEMTbONE LDIZLZ. K
AT LTIE, Microsoft Outlook 2013] (BAF Outlook)
@&ﬁ#»—w%mwf D EFEE L. D Out-
look DFEEEIZ & D, WITRT & D1z, FEERIIRRC iﬁl@
(B0 9), “none” & “quarantine” % &€ FRGEIINIRHIZ
fa (K 10), “reject” DHEHI NG EI, f@’i’émﬁbf'
(B 11). F7=, RV YHREOH» 5T, DMARC it % 5
TCERDP-GEIE, BEOTVEZRELE (K 12).

Ry T7w A& BELETIE, BHINZERY D “re-
ject” D& EDH, BEMNTONE LI IT LT
&, MUA OBREILSR (7 KA V) 2 WD THS. K
VAT LTER LT R VAT 2L, TusiizT
N L 72 DMARC #RFEAE D “reject” ZHHLZZ &%
Ry L E, 13 ITRT LD T « V RUDBEKRI N
5L 7.

THZXNKY) O “reject” DIGE, TDEFITLNRAA
UMHEEINBIEY R A —)LIZIET R T DKIM E4 5
NEEINZETTHBIZE2PDST, YA —IVIZILE
DR VDEREHIZ R U2 Z L 2 EIRT 5. TDD, 4
AT DT EULPRIADOTREELIEFIZE N F
ZAH6Nb., FIT, “reject” PHAI N A =L T
BRI L ZBINCMATRY 77y Sk 5EEE17S
£oIZU7.

5 &bHYIC

AN T, SPF & DKIM IZ K 2MGE s, £ DFEERE
ZFM U7 DMARC (2 & 5MGEEZ AT\, % DR % 255

D&

2015 Information Processing Society of Japan

10TS2015
2015/11/27

2015/08/27 (4) 16:43
HF#EE <tuatittanaka@gmail.com>
TAF

Fa5 S0012268037@st tuatac jp

9 T ~ULHI (pass)
Fig. 9 Addition of “pass” label

2015/08/27 () 16:30
HPEE <tuatlttanaka@gmail.com>
TA

FF M0M226803 7@t tuat ac jp

| DMARCIRUZ—(none) HiBAENELE

10 J LA (none)
Fig. 10 Addition of “none” label

2015/09/03 () 20:59
Taro Tanaka <tarotanaka958@vyahoo.com>
test

F%  DOM2268087@st tuatac jp

B 11 7L (reject)
Fig. 11 Addition of “reject” label

2015/08/23 (B) 0:34
vinandreal_0812@yahoo.co.jp
FAR

msx HP

| DMARCIREEATONERA TR,

12 J ~U{N (other)
Fig. 12 Addition of “no-DMARC-Check” label

DMARCHIL 2 —HERENE L.
BREARTERUTOA-ILAvE—3E BOTELRHESANTON
TWABAREESHE0ET.

ABOERL IECETFHCERELTIEE V.

EEE: BREER <tuatittanaka@gmail.com=

#g: FAN
FEEBE: 2015/08/31 16:51:50

13 Ky 77y FlAl
Fig. 13 Pop-up notification window

BT AV AT LI DWTHRAR ., ZEH L, DMARC
R VOBHAMEZBEDLZLITLD, BFEA—LDEENR
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ALY ET T I ) AMIERLLD, HFA - % b
F5E, FLORY VR UTRHLTSEZ e BafgEe b,
ZHIZED, BEEFER AL UDNEE L ZUEMUADR D T £
UA=HEEAEEEL 2D, DMARC O FARHEZ D721
5Z W IfFTE 5.

SHBOBEE UT, SPFIZHWDEE T HRORE ik
EEXONAMLTEZ B FoNnE. KVAT LT, H
KA D “Received” 7 4 =)V RDEHD > TWE 728
E AL & ST OB AR E ST 2 Z L W EETH 5.
UL, KERMBIZAR2 L FHAEPEMMD “Received”
7 4 =)V RO DS TGN ERET D Z 0L
{7>TULED. LD TEELERBFETDZDIZIL,
R AT L DEAFNILED A — )VIEHR % IUEE L B
“Received” 7 1 —)b N DR Z U2 S 2 LAV KETH
5. MAT, KYATLIETPOP 7u s 2RHLTED,
IMAP (ZIEH R LT Wiz, IMAP ANDORIGH 5 HD
EE B,

SE X
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