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Abstract; In view of the threat of low-rate denial of service attacks on inter-domain routing system, the
existing failure recovery methods fail to solve problems including high time complexity and node aggrega-
tion control. A failure-recovery algorithm based on degree-constrained minimum spanning tree named de-
gree-constrained minimum spanning tree based failure recovery ( DR) is proposed. By designing the Fun-
damental Transfer sub-algorithm and the complex transfer sub-algorithm,a new recovery topology can be
constructed according to the survival topology of the attacked routing system under the condition of given
degree constraint. For the above two types of transfer sub-algorithms,two selection sub-algorithms are re-
spectively advanced for the determination and calculation of key nodes. Theoretical analysis and simula-
tion experiments verify that the recovery topology generated by DR has better performance while effectively
controlling the node degree.
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UTAFR B R] 3 Hy 2R 48 I B9 22 42 B 4 s 18
AR B O B MG 4 4 IR 55 ( BGP-
LDoS, border gateway protocol-low-rate denial of serv-
ice) Wi B WU 5 2 J B EE R THY . Schu-
char FI Kan A9 52 56 25 S 3 0F B, BGP-LDoS X i fig
i S BOR A th R Rl )y BEAR L. PR BEYK
W %) A Ji | DA R R ASEARS 1 0 24 Sy 6 dilh 0 i 2% 1 1Y
BGP-LDoS R 47 5[] % /1 28 48 417 ok 3 O 3 2t 1Y
.

sl ] % R GUR AR, B 1A 22 b i e
SEBOROR B 28 R A A 1 s TR TR IR AL
IR SN R 6 ) B, AR AT R R AR R
SR 5y R e B/ LR ALY B eh WK S R T
ZE/ 2R R IR . B DR RS R
TRAHUT Ik R ARF, #E LLR X BGP-LDoS i
driE M 2 SIJC IR X R A 5. R A TR o Rk
KRBIZA AR T T[R4 52 3 15
BT N A A IR SO & B A 4 Bl
AU, DL TP s R R 2 R A A AL
( CETML, credible transmission with multiple lev-
els) MR Fe. B LAE WO & O 7 181 2E Wy
T A7 I 1] 2 2% B2 %5 v i )2, B BGP-LDoS Hi iy
DA R A 80 o Bl Hbs, E4A CETML
SRR TS TN A B P TR R RE A A D A
1% BGP-LDoS J it i H AR G 4 7 7 B KR LA
i D BT R, S EO IR R

S R AT S U i U) e BE i P
S BGP-LDoS Z& i 3 ] % i 28 48 i A= A7 i oy 59 WL
J), B 1 — T e T 24 TR A/ N A AR A B 2 K
2 % 15 (DR, degree-constrained minimum spanning
tree based failure recovery). 24 AU £ E 5wk K. O
BET DR 7 52 I A S IA) (i oh 2R ROVK 52 0 % A
A fi /AR SRR BRIV ol R GRS PR ) I R P RE RS
AT AT R A i G A AT 2o BT A
QX T A 28k 22 WU A2 S A 4 1 AR U7
T A5 IR H] 6 9% 20 w55 A 1) AT, DR B30k RE 68 A7 20 1
RS2 5 v ) 2B U
1 EHEEHREEBHENRE

X5 B iR 3 ( AS, autonomous system ) Fl135 [E] 1%
R GEAR FMIT RET ST, I EL 35 0 K 4 23 A v

( CAIDA , center for applied internet data analysis) "’

Xk B 2B R Y AS PR R gt R

B P2 B AT R LAY T [4,6 ], Bl b 19
KEEMEIEE M2 607,4386]. M CAIDA #:F ARK
( Archipelago) Fl13& F traceroute 1115817 & B (H 1
Gt 0, BEAERT 10 5979 siMER 0 0. 09 7247,
KT 1000 B9 S HEARZ R 0. 005, KB R ZHCT A
IR {E/NT 10.

1.1 EFAREINERR

JE R B /N R ( DCMST , degree-constrained
minimum spanning tree ) , B[ U0 5 T X6} e /N A R
2 IO BERSOI b — 2 B8 H BRI DUt 2 25 1
Sre/INVAE AR C kg BB 24 R e /N A AR, Ok T 3 i [
G=(V,E), HWSER V= SOy, e, , A
BOMIVIGARIER E = le ey, e, ) AN ECH
ks B AR R AUE A w3 BOE T RoR G A il
JEFE R A A
1.2 A4S

Xk ] % b 28 S8 D Y BGP-LDoS M iy,
P —Fh Y S R IREE (NR, node representation ) , {8
TR gt X TR E G = (V,E),
FE— M ERBNF = (V,E,) & 6 KT, F
HH)—PR T = (V,, E,) 2 F PR — A8 w6y,
AV, CV. X F—AE ¢ RHP—BW T, 6" =
(Ve Eg) Rl s e VAW — 7K B E; £
TN (x,y) eE,BHRE x eV, MlyeV,.

X F— R T 88 Root, 7€ L5 15, n BUFER Ky
M n E] Root FUFEAEKE ,iE W p(n). Ny(n)Fm G
HHEAR Y A BT REES. G A U EEROR
Hdg(x) ,TH—DTEERRN d(x). GH—
B T IEEIE R d (T) 2380 6 BIL4E E BT A
J&T VST AR R SRR T i
AR d (T) =1V, - 1.

— A T B NR — A 8105, b 41> NR
W 4 DICEK (n,1,p,d) PR RLRT] TR
PEGA S, X T — D n, I(n) RARHR
FUE ,p(n) F dg (n) 5350 R H e R FI A, X T
T, 75 FE B R DL S 20 T35 s WU ek, 6 T
TREEAL GRSt NR 2 A i, 48 -3 — A K 7 [R]
b AT A, DU ATRE 32 i DL RO g AR R BEAE A
NR it ¥ 51).

—HMRE R F R NR 4B, 12k AR bR R R
(FoR, forest representation) , /& F PR T ) NR
G BT AL 2R, AT — A X
(hy,dy) FRRm—BRE HTE RRTG IR T HYFRE, J5
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BRI Y .
1.3 DR EZE

1) X FARRZA B IR S Sy 8] %t R e
OO B ISR 18] G, A5 % 1R 2R 280000 AR Ji DCMST
I, P TS g ph T AR A W R AR AL PRt
BT A0 58 5 i B 1) 7 e SRz 2

FHEE1 AT TransferNodesEncode
@)

BN B GORERZA AR B A 3] #%
R, Wl W AT ASAERE M,

@ XF G o —EB F AR 8, G
NIHECA = [i,H. ,I(n),],i FRIZ SRR
JP5  H, AR IR FoOXTI NR S fish (948 51, e )5 19
I(n) ANR H n X RGIME ;@ BX F ek A 6
DN RS ¢ N ¢ OB T S O < el A g <2
BUAIERS , AW AE R BRARFS0IC N L= [ F,, F,,
o F 5@ A n FITER) — MR SubTe, WA F,
TR F, T 50 B FOH A, T R T
WAL M, = [A], - A] AL

2) DR A5 33 % X Fundamental Transfer ( FT)
F1 ComplexTransfer( CT) A=A 87 1) A= i AR, B A
A A AR F X R RS FoR, 7™ B AE ik
AR F'HY FoR. FT A CT #24F 89 H AR M ARAR Y
T, (—HUR) B TR RS 35— R 7,

FE%2 HAlTEF FundamentalTransfer( ) ,FT

FT £ X} BGP-LDoS Xt J& , B3k 6] % th & 4t
HARE— SR R SR B 37 5 B R IR) R
BARAR, I RO 2B 2 TR

BN AR F I FoR SRS T, F1 T, R
Sl BT T T, PR r I FR 22 A 5 55
ST T R A e, R AR G 5 r ARAR
ZYRAE c. B BASARAR F'RY FoR.

@© FH T, TIETTA R )& R, X R
HIWEREELI(r) , I(m) ], IZIEHREE T35 r X
FURAET mom 55 2 p(r) (/N TR A %
JEF 1(r) (EEJN, 38 5 W 18 28 AT K B 4655 Y
I(m) ;@ WG — AR R T, AT
SRR 1 TR )0 T, R 1)
I(m) ] WHY NR Zi B A G I T, #% Bp(n) -
p(r) +p(t) +1HH T, B4 n B 1(n) ;@ A
G T A Ty AT AT A a2 i —
PRB L r R FRER 2 T, 050 2
d(t) <c+ 18 ¥ T ABA T B[ 1(e) +1]K514L,

ZIFBIE p(1) =p (1) + 15 #5 A 2 00 Bk 5125 ¢
@, %F ¢ ZJF T — 5 AT R ER T,
HRR T A, R ¢ /I, FT 4550, B) Bl 51

T s L HERR T, BT 15 S LASE T, PR B S
RGZIRBIET, 1 d(r) =d(r) -1;©@ & F X

R NR, A2 B — N300 F7. K48 1 Fef g IH 9 A
WS £ AN h_ T B AT @ HHE
de(Th) Md o (Th) JHAERET F' ;@ XA M, h
T B T BT R 0 B IE.

FE%3 KT # ComplexTransfer() ,CT

X a1 % B R S FE 8 52 BGP-LDoS Wi )5,
S AT Z A AR SR R, &I CT F
SR A R 24 o e INAE IR, T A S it B PR PR A

BN ARMR F 1 FoR JFHIT R T, 1 T, R
SRR T, TR r B9 5 £ 8 T,
AT 8 ¢, W RAEE G 5 r MR EA R ¢
B A ARAR F' Y FoR.

@© F4 T, TR BTE T, xR %5
JEE[1(r) , 1(m) ], %0 B a6 1 8 r RO gk
Som 8 HIWER p () (E/NT R 4671 505 @ I ] 2
2 ARG T M T, T AERGE R SRR Ay
HLT @ B T, PRGBEE1(r) ,I(m) TN
NR gt FANGES T, 358 p(x) —p(r) +p(1) +
VR T BN n B 1(n) ;@ T, F A r 2 f
A AR S bR R [y g, ey, 1L XN T r =1,
PR f=r, ;& FHMr 8 fROEEAE. WIHRIE T, N
25 NROSFEA (1 <isn) UKL d(i) <c+1
S LA r AR TR (EAN AR L, AR A T
B BN T, B A g, R %28 p(n) —p(r) +i +
p(1) +1 FRBIEGADINA T, I8 0 B HEER
(B 20, 03T p(r) =p(r) +1 Fp(f) =p(f) -1 LA
BIET S r M AR d(i) <c+ 1, EBFEEL
BE T =8, W 2R 82 T, PR
S5 MR ¢ /N, CT 453, © 49 3 57 4
T, A E B T B T, Ton M T
AT o T VPN BT T B9 (0 + 1) 4b, 04T
d(t) =d(t) + 1V EIE ¢ WEEE; @ R T, T,
T o V2N RN T2 R T, 1 f R
T 1@ EH F X RIE NR Al — A8 Y
FRAR F' OB A5 1 F Ao IH R (38 A1 43 5038 R
h—T;riginﬂ] h—T(,m 5 ﬁ»%‘ d(;( T;rigin) ﬂl dc( T:m ) #ﬁ%‘:
F' OB TERRE M T2 F T PR 5 n

FHEiE4 PR HRMEIER 1 UpdateForSingle-
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Tree( )

LARBEIRAEN A CT 5 FT B, ¥R —1FRAR
T/ DAAAEPAR Y. S T RS 1k I, AT
A — BRI 0 ZRAR T LUE IE 4R B K 7 2K 52 it
A

BN AR F RYME—RE T B R AR
A F'I) FoR.

@ ST —BRBE T, BEATRTY, BRSO B
— R, E T S e G, Hon 5 T, PR
TR ;@ 4 T N T, , 0T FT, H 7]
W T T —BRF WA T o0 (548 R FT
5 CT #24E B LA n AR 106228 Sy s b, DA T A o
— AT B RRAR F.

FEES FT T S % # KeyNodeSelection-
ForFT()

BIN: MK F 19 FoR T4, St . FT B
Ty PR BT T T P RIAR .

@ BEPLTHE F rh—BRB T, 5505 2 d, (T) KT
dp(T) , % Ty N T ATIERE] WBE ¢ AL
RIS AR, 5 1R 2 AR @ A T, TR BRI E —
AR r,d (1) KT d(r) ;@ N, (r) BEPLE
F— 0 n, BN (0, ) NET E, At o, &
DBk A A0 BR s 22 I 3 3k 48 30 1 DABA 2 0 o ¢ 7
AMRF PRGN T(1) ;@ & BT T, W1 AE
G, MBRAT BN ZRARERAE ; 5 W4T FT.

FEE6 CT Rf 1 5% H KeyNodeSelection-
ForCT( )

HIN: FRAK F ) FoR ¥ 7. 8. g BB m
T i TR AEBTY 5fB00 T, TP A 5 0

@ BEPLTHE F rh—BRB T, 550 2 d (T) KT
dp(T) , % Ty N T. ATIERE] WK G AL
RIS AR 1R AR @ W T, P BRI & —
AR, do (DR T dp(r) ;@ FHr 2T, AR
g, % i A1 Hor 2 e AR I N T,
I(r) FRURE Dy, A0 1, [R)B 0 50 3k g 2 2 v i) g
A, p(n)/NFp(r) WA, n Hi>
2, WAE[2, i - 1 VU N BEPLIERE j, 2 f ) rs 4
A PEARAE S AR, WA ;@ O
Ne(r) MEEHLIESE— D555 n, 30 (n, ) ANET
E A ¢ o, SWEE AR, 25, # i S5
R ARG E T ¢ TERRAR F PRSI 1(1) ;B &t I8
T T U RS T PHAT BB R AR A 5 75 DU Bk
47 FT.

1.4 ET DR EEMRERBERRE

T, BT SRR IR NR X 24 AS 4k
AIER I R G, R G RN & A Z PR I 2R
BRLACH FoR; U, W 2R H AT FoR AU AL HLm 1Y
AR, TR SR SERT RS FT MR 4208 CT ik
PIMRBERRAR rh 2D AR R PIRRARY , DRIk Sy 4 R 4301 1Y
i Y, AL H BB PR TE 55 UpdateForSingleTree
OXZBRMBIE. ez, W HFEAT R AL AS 19 5
IEREHRATE s HRUK, B Hh R G 2R i T 23 3 LR 2R
RCE A SEL S AR 2R AL B IR T A AR A 2
FRANTR] A% B0, 4300 5% BT SC B Y A 3 38 38 1 A
CT JRHETY i ERERE et 2 FhiE 00 T A9k
B 2R AR FT BB CT 45, Seia 2k
R H R R BRATE , S8 IR] B RGER A

2 MEERESHT

O3 EE AR B/ N O B TR B 24 . X T2
Sl A 42 Y R 1R G, F A B A H R n.

X s=IT,, | + 1T 1T, IFIT, |
Gr RS 5 A e 1 PR A 25 KN, s B
R SCHARANE AT A1 52 Z4 3, P 2(E N .

EX2 t=|TIER G AR
AL

EX3 s, =spp+s, 28 FT AL CT #2AE I
)52 e s P IMEN s,

EX 4 s NP TFRIEE b BRAR -,
BV ST INES R IR O E R 5,0

JE R/ A U BB I AR B C =5, + 5,

1) A s, WREER G i n AT 555
AT e BB (BE ¢ =T /n ), 2 K AT RAE
REXTZ L IEE G ] s (34K R

_ [T+ 1T,
T H,/Z‘EKW
Horpr 2R i AN X FIT 0+ 1T 08 ¢ -1 4,
WEEF LT, + I T 1 Z
(t-D)IT 1+ X 1T = IT,

ZIGXIEER T, I B R A s
7.1 + 17,1 _zn_O (l) —0(Jn)
{i,jl eK t

5= Kl 1
2) {5, AE FT AT CT #2058, %0
Sup =0( [T g | + 1Ty +2) =0(s +1)
B3R 1) 458, WE



5 4 9

T OB ST RELAUR N R A T e SR 117

5oy =0(s +1) =0(/n)
3) I s, ARYERIIR A AR T A

ginil :O(t) +0(3|Tinit|) +0 (§+%)

I T LB BRI T 1+ 1Ty 1 1) .2)

CIE:!
O3IT,. 1) =0(s+1)
s, =0 (s +1 +%) =0(/n)

4) B 2o Re/ N A I ] S 2 B C

C=s, +5,=0(/n)

S ATRT R, BE 24 T B/ N A B 1 - 28 s i) &2
BN O0(Jn) , lB¥E CNM ( Clauset Newman Moore ) .
T AS Gk A 1 R G o, 29 T0% WAt AS
H/NF 100, PR SEF B 29 5 e /N A OB B 9k 52
VLR (B FE 2% 7 1R 58 2 RR e 2 A T IR
% R Y PR A

3 ISIEFNELE:

IR bR PE L PRt A0 SRR RO £ 2,
SrAIXTIE FT 4R A CT #f. 25 TR SR R 5w,
A X W SR Y ) W R AN i R A DR T S
TR R — A .

3.1 ETHNENGE

MU D7 Az g, 2 T 7 LR 5 (GLP,
generalized linear preference ) £ Y4z B BEL & , £ 3%
PR R GE AS ZanHh. BB REALIE AT A B0
10,50, 100,200,400, 600,800, 1 000. # 4l BGP-
LDoS Xt I3 BEAL I 527 2 ol , &1 X 47 3 35 0 S ik
%, 2350 FI ] DR B3 W] 30 4 378 (ESR, edge set
representation ) """ Jk T MCHE ) B 24 A R ( AB-
DCST , ant-based algorithm for degree constrained span-
ning trees ) """ FE & B A8 75 38 4 55015 (HSSGA, hy-
brid approach combining a steady-state genetic algo-
rithm) '3 FERI% A B DCMST. % A= Y19 5 BE
TWHIBRETE]3,6 ] ; GLP A Wi BEDL - 1745 550
F4.1.

1) DR 5 ESR B Xt

ESR | 45 2 5S4 FIAL 57, i AR 484 7= A
B, D7 EILEGRIAER FH SCHER[ 10 ] XS ESR AYICE,
ACHRME A AN A AR 0 0. 8.

P 1 AP 2 3ol 4 T AR BRI BE (R 23550 3 0
6 HITHIL T , 5 AR R BEALIE, A ESR

BEEA DR B4 5 A B DCMST I 48 2% i) 18] 44 %5
L. BT, 2 AR B A B 29 B TR,
RV7E 24 SR 2 B A% B T, BE AL ] A Bl st i) A 6 sk
. AR R NI B () DCMST Az A s [
LRGN,

35

30F
251
@ 20r

WK
£ 15}

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1 000
L

Bl 1 FREREAHE N 3 A F BT DCMST A i [E]

——ESR

= 1 L L L 1 L L 1
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1 000
AL

K2 FREREAH 6 KR E ML DCMST A At a]

DR ByEAH X T ESR 5k HA B 8 19 RE AL
P PRREE MBS K PERR IR HR R 2 . AT
) 42 2= # S 43H A L, DR B 7 Bl AL 145 L 4%
PF R PERER LTS A0 TF- 24 i ] 52 A% 2

2) DR 5 AB-DCST ¥ %) It

AB-DCST FyA SR AE B % 3l U i
AR IITTEEST BE A AR/ MV R, 2R 1 v«
B R I I S L s Sy s, R R 2 i
ZPERZ A K, DR 5 AB-DCST Bk A4 il 24
SRR/ N R R I ] Y e /D, R B4 R R B 2y 3
HATE ST X TR Y S B n BEHLIET, DR 35k
() A= G B 2T AB-DCST 9.

HAF T RS2, B A B A 80y 3 m, DR
BT AB-DCST B M PE BRI AR FEY K
HoAth B A HAEIE LT, o HAT AR RURFAE , %] DR 5
TAE T BB AL I B, HA B 4 () A B3R
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%1 DR 5 AB-DCST Z X1 gELb %

Af/s(c=3) MfK/s(c=4) itK/s(c=5)
1V AB- AB- AB-

DR DR
DCST DCST DCST

100 1. 69 3.62 1.75 3.92 1.53 3.21

200 2.34 5.17 2.27 4.95 2.34 4.08
600 6.15 12.98 5.19  10.81 5.37  10.32
1000 9.06 20.44 8.73 19.35 8.16 17.50

3) DR 5 HSSGA ¥4}

HSSCGA MR G E. %2 Ui DR
5 HSSCGA TEEEZI W 3 4 .5 15T IS AR ]

12 2 AT, FERERE 20 R SRS 2 FhEE T A=
A DCMST BB AR FE S A0 8 . % T AR [A] 35 5 A4
BORAH R LR, Huis — B I AERT K, &3 DR Bk
PEF HSSCA B3k, eah, T5 BLyE B S, 76 4H R
LYRCT A 1 SIS K, DR B AR LT HSSGA
Bk VERE L AT B AP R K.

%2 DR 5 HSSGA EiklERELLER

/s (e =4)
HSSGA DR

/s (e =3)
DR HSSGA DR

i /s(c=5)
HSSGA

Vi

100 1.69 3.12 1.75 3.40 1.52 2.98
200 2.35 4. 60 2.28 4.34 2.34 3.97
600 6.14  10.55 5.19 9.02 5.37 8.12

1000 9.06 14.78 8.73 13.51 8.16 11.86

3.2 ET CAIDA HIfFE

FIFE A CAIDA 1% 552 B R 4 F % DR 5%
BT E, 70 5 N 44 i BGP_tables 11 WHOIS
BIGEDAFREAI N, DA 2 A S5 A K 4 rb il B
T3 HT 3000 1~ AS Y7 s RN HEATOTE. L H BGP
_tables AR HFME S A B_tpl, X BE(E R 2. 51;
FHCE WHOLS 1y Jm4hFhan 24 4 W_tpl, “F- ¥ BE{H
4 6.53.

Fi3L BGP-LDoS XF B_tpl F1 W_tpl $f+M 52 ji i
i, B R A T A A BE B, 43 0 AL DR OB ()
ESR ,AB-DCST Fll HSSGA 5.3k 4: i DCMST, 1 4 35,
[i) 6 R e 28 5 WK S FF I X 2B B a5 A
TR E A [3,6].

B3 451 T Botpl HEAT R FIFE[ 3,6
P DR B3k ALHA 3 Fh 385k A4 B DCMST A9
[EDXF L. AT0, 4 R Bl A B A 20 SR RS,
DCMST {14 A5 g s [B) 28 AR 1 357328 25 4 0 5 B8R DR 7

FELR 5 AW 4 158 T B R FEFEAFRF 2
BAKFAAT 4608, A8 LT ESR AB-DCST F1 HSS-
GA B, DR Bk oA M — & i 8, A 5K
T DCMST Az il it [a].

< ODR mAB-DCST
1601 BHSSCAy HESR
140 -
120
52100_
= 80f
60 [
?
40+ ?
%
20F | Y
? H H H
0 c=3 c=4 c=5 c=6 -
LR

B3 B_tpl HEARFELAREZEMT DCMST A s A% He

4 BiRh W_tpl FEART | BEZY S FIFE[ 3,6 ]
P 4 FPAE A i DCMST AR E) Fe4E. [A] B_tpl
FEAA ELA5 AU, —J7 T, B BEAE 20 A SR Ak
Fix , DCMST (1) Az Bl o 1] 76 38 25 45 ik ; o5 — 7 T
DR &%t ESR Fil AB-DCST B vE# & B i
AITEREDE S IbAh , DR AN T HSSGA Bk £ 2
WAEA[3,5 ] KM EA KRR, FEELAH A 6
I, —HEREUN.

ODR EAB-DCST
1608 §  BHSSGA  BESR
1401 N N
120F N
c=3 =4 =5 =6
EAHR

El4  W_tpl BEARFE AR T DCMST A A Al He

4 HRIB
FF DCMST FRy3sk v %t 7k &2 8.1k DR, 7ER#AIK
A R S P NS ] 2 2 ) [ Bt A8 As5ds ol 1 o 3R

AR, Aid sk AE B B AT R AR B Bt
T F53: TransferNodesEncode () ; i M E A 4= AL A%
BRF= H B B9 AR AR AR, 10T T F 7% Fundamental-
Transfer( ) /ComplexTransfer ( ) ; & T H & Fl T8 iF
oL R R SR Y A, 43l 4t KeyNodeSelectionF-
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orFT( ) /KeyNodeSelectionForCT (). PRt 43 #7145 3%
FH, DR {154 DCMST 1 F 4 1} [a] &2 2% o~ 0
(Vn) AT ESIIAE TR IETEN R 5N YR %
PER TRl i B PERE Ptk

SE .
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