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Abstract: Due to insufficient security considerations in its initial design, the domain name system (DNS) now faces
increasingly complex and challenging security threats. Blockchain technology, with its unique characteristics of decentral-
ization, tamper-resistance, traceability and transparency, provides a novel approach to addressing these security threats.
Based on the systematic analysis of DNS vulnerabilities and security threats, this paper summarizes existing DNS security
enhancement technologies, and emphasizes the unique functional and technical advantages of blockchain in improving

DNS security and reconstructing its security framework. Firstly, this paper provides an overview of the working mecha-
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nism of DNS, analyzes the specific manifestations and root causes of DNS vulnerability, and summarizes typical DNS

attack methods and detection techniques. Secondly, the research results of traditional DNS security enhancement technolo-

gies are systematically summarized from three aspects: architecture, protocol and implementation process. Thirdly, the

application of blockchain in DNS security protection is divided into two types: DNS security enhancement technologies inte-

grated with blockchain and blockchain based DNS security solutions, and their implementation methods and technical

paths are detailed with representative examples. Finally, this paper points out the unresolved issues of blockchain DNS,

such as the trade-off between decentralization and efficiency, the conflict between immutability and compliance, and the

balance between security and user experience, and prospects for the possible future research hotspots and directions of

DNS security enhancement.
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PR AR 347 43 e 248 DNS B g A
2.1 HERSHRmEA

1R R BE K 2 A 1 A, — EUR 22 e LA ZE IR
Bk Ar , — i HAE A B & A BRI #E . DNS &
FA 235 F6) 1 P 553 T T O R 2B A T 1 B S K ()
i 22 DoS/DDoS Xty ) , LA K PR A4 5% 3 G2 S 5 TR L
BRI AT KR . 2T A X BRBER AR Z AT, A58
TR 2R 454 Y 2 ik tRe DN'S 22 4 1) S8 114 7 =X J2 41 FH 0 A
KRG LRSI AA ZR 254 - 3455 DNS &
Gin) e ek,
2.1.1 DNSHUIk 5525 e

R X SC A5 302 i DNS AR 55 fa e A Fa e 1 6
L, MIRST A& DNS f# BT AL , DNS AR Il 55 # i 22
P 7 PR AR RE o BRI, Bt L EBC P k2ll 45 O R
WWr 38 i1, DN'S MR Al 55 it A6 AS W a0 v 48 67 25 5 22 11
Uife. ML, DNSHR AR 55 #% 75 ZL7E 0 2 2 Fe s O i

HH e

#62 MUY DNS Bk Jy 8 LA Jy i531 2
Table 2 Summary of typical DNS attack modes and detection methods

B FEL AR R OB ok EERWE
N RN e I L DA R AL BEECE O DNS TR Tk I 78 o 2
TR R RE P A
- —  AJHPYDNS A A R S M DNS W B e
DN'S B PrSUE s I S MITM) DNS 7 BHE Tl AR
S L DNS s IR H S0 SR S0 e B A BB EIR: Web 31 % 35 K6
NS, W B EOHTMLSCR JKORBEECE MO B A 5 A 10 DR 25 B0 0 0 22 2 L B
& AP IR 5528 I AP
e R T EITIETIER 1 Web SRR EIAR A I T TG I 0 RS R B A A
DNS #5 B B Gt APP AT S e P24 £ 5 fiF
— ) IR P AL e DNS AP L SO B S S IR X
% 7 ; 5 = -
RAEKCTRT LA e #of M A T L
‘ A AU DNS R SO TR IR R Bk Tl e P
. 6 =yt . s !
RABOCRLS RIS B e FERLIGE S HLAVEI, FURES LG DNS 25T
Pt #3254 il (command and XA 30 (8 W 2% iR AT b 3 55 B4 TP
R (Bone)™ (RRESHIIGHHE b contol CRC) A FINDNS IS 52 WAF (i B (TR GHE, oo f
vt DDoS % (it e
) 38 44 A2 1537 (domain generation . N .
o ; ; TR b £ R, 4% A P
41 Sk g A . 2 R
DGA WRGIIIGHIE 5 algoriom, DGA) & ok ot ERE SR A
S
R Bk 7 A e A R O 4R
Wl doRatet g e T S R ONS s i L2 G B, AU
AR G cpbi )RR
- .  JTADNS R A AR S 1 DNS R G T G DR A e 2 75 L
fe SR SR S un 2
FERR FRBMRE W L e AR s
o o RISV (zone) SCIE DNS IR A SLRRBTE B ki DNS o T
PR FIARIEHIE B oot i URAEAE A 55 SRR
https://www. cnki1. net



H ] R A

REF] % : DNS ZAME R KHBER AR BN R B 5 # f

2593

PN T Y

T A Re 2 M E UE DNS IR 55 g8 i8R TR,
ICANN FIAH RSN T A N GO 1R TARZH
(root scaling steering group, RSSG) 2 #ffj 52 il & ELAK T
VEJT RIS, OF T 2009 4F K A T 2 R B STl 51
SR, H TR DO 15 B ke K, 7E
25 TR 2 1 X, AR DX S 0 5 T e S ORI 55
BIAFRE . HHET, H VeriSign 2 w) HAK 7 TEAR X SC/-HY
TR TAE, R RBEMLEE B 2 Uk, BARERAE R an i 2 r
ZREY YR B TAR DSOS I, H 4 e — R Ry
[ AR 4 49 2 35 R 4% #§ (distribution masters, DM) [i1] H:
L T A AR IR 55 4% (root server, RS) & 3% — > DNS i 2
(notify) ¥ 2. , #:05 DNS i 5 7 8 19 A1~ RS AR 75 22
% —~ DNS i 458 7A (acknowledgement ) 714 &, ; 1 A
DM 7E 15 85 5[] PN A SR A~ RS A 45 5 oA 0 EL
H PR A% 5T 2, DS 5 JsiAR DX SO %) B 5
MRS Kk T E NG R Ak Rk — R IR AL
& ! (start of administration, SOA)JH &, 5 Jf DM H O
YHTAR X SCHERRRAS S5 24 DM &3 F O AR X SO
A BT RS b, W51 RS i i 841 X A% i (zone trans-
fer, XFR) , RS FFUR IX SCIFR BT RH#EAE . 30 % AR MR
%5 1 5B R R 55 % 2 18] i XS BT 38 R F AT 3%
(anycast) FARHIT .

2 DNSHXSCPF i it f
Fig.2 Update process of DNS root zone file

5 45 IR O A Y D 22 56, DNS R0
FERARR 55 A5 B9 98 n] LUREA 2% o0 A AR i A 7
Fo Horb, B AR SRR T B A BRECE LA A R
FRIELFR RS AR A 55 5 (0 4 OC AR A A BR ST ph & b i
BILHERAR s A i AL B0 28 248 7 H R 13 SRR 55 s 1
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filt e Aok 3 AR IR 55 s A RS e FE AR AR TR R, AN
2 H AR AR 55 7 4 A AR A5 IR 55 25 A AE 1
BRI

HEIHO T, DNS 2K H UDP P& i , 1 .5k R 3R
5i b UDP ¢ SCK B9 BRI 7E 512 Byte Z N, iX L2 Y
A B AR IR 55 #5113 B B Bl
IPv6 7 AR I B, AR IR 554 AH I A 5 ZEFE4S TPv6 , iX
W FEDNS HOCK EE# it 512 Byte, fERLIHAL T, F77E
PR R DA - —J& DNS HSCK JE %81 512 Byte
R i *1; — J&{fi F§ TCP (transmission control protocol) /p
BORAE 4 DNS i 3™, HHT, BLIE H #%  #5% 0 e K A%
k9 PAAT (maximum transmission unit, MTU ) 3% i 57 357 #8
i 512 Byte i UDP 4 3¢, i HFH 7+ 538 9 Al 55 5 2 [1]
A VP IR T 512 Byte (1) DNS 4 SCHEAT 304 g At
DNS f SCK FE 581 512 Byte PRl H i & 28R 2 0] 3L,
[, o —> TCP 4 SC Y 5 KB 65 535 Byte, ¥4 DNS
K F TCP A ify i, AR R 55 4 0 FC B A AN T 25 TR sk
FEfRZI . HETT 128 ) DNS 33 5 iR 55 #5444k BIND
M V9 JiAS IF G 5 2 £F EDNSO (extension mechanisms
for DNS version 0) ™ Bpily" FetL il . AL AR HIE
A DNS iz 3k A AE YA i a5 | A—Fog A
B RAE N REB I & HOASBEDE A4 TE zone S B U
g 5% (resource record, RR) 3 7 45 1] J5 3¢ 75 1 (back-
ward compatibility ) , 3 i SR I BT IR 55 2% 54X
JB44 7 MRk 55 2 Z 18] AT S 47 UDP i SCR/INE P s AR
(M , 3 4F DNSSEC P i 1Y) DNS fiit 55 i ] i s 372 ¢
EDNSO,
2.1.2 RN P2P ML 10 53 i SR

JXT I (peer-to-peer, P2P) [ 26 5 2 4] 8 7 B HK ]
Z L FAR ) i s 2%, B R Y v
H A UL, & AR 550 T i #4 22 DNS R & |, 52
PRIk A4 BRI SR A RN AR A AT 3T B . A P2P [
2 TRE ) DNS 240 £ 2455 DL LA :

(1)DDNS™

4y A5 e 7 7% (distributed hash table, DHT) B2 #4)
gtk P2P IS Y —Fh L B AT A Y
RGN RIS M RRAE SR ok A DNS 248, LUy
A3 AL firp ok M AR IR 95 A7 AE 1Y 4 4 [l fE . DDNS fiff
FH T AT S BT e A5 R A T A At NP A 1) Y DHash
(difference hash) It H ", 52 B XF DNS ic 5% A9 176 | IRk
% EHIMZEAT. DHash R HIZELL Chord ™ HIFRMIE A5,
Foor KA T Chord HAT Y HET DHT YR R AL
e, ml A IR B AR AT SOME— 4 HES B B 3 AR iR
(identification , ID) A S BUPRH BT I 7, I A R R GE R
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Al R AR M . DDNS 7E4% 48 DNS IR 55 #% L AT
e 26 7 5k 4 9T 5 2 B A 9 U 12 S’ 2E (resource record
sets, RRSet) oA $ X 5, H T 5% 10 A7 fiff ARG 220 it
DHT k58, DDNS5%€ | DHash (Y45 , i i i —
S A B AP Bl R B B g
I 2 H A R AN S AE Chord PR R T BT IR IC SR A A
T, A S5 R AT A, T N m A 19 S LY
Chord PR rp R B LA R 10 SR, BT S S5 45 2 10
SERYRECH 1g mo [A]EF, DDNS i F T2 2 L, 2458
ok BT 5 1Y RRSet 55 A DHash 75 22 045 5 (1
RV T2, % P ke 3¢ RRSet B 23 FH X7 (14 23
FHRUE 225 2 A st . 351, DNS 45 H LAAHREHLAY
TG I E AR SRR i H R T A
DDNS IR 55 #5 #05 J61 38 J22 YR 45 ¥ AR 1Y) %% 5 (24481 T DNS
Hh T A 55 i 0 T AR R 55 4% 1 TP Hhk ) B OR T RS
& ity 3 2R AR AT A4S 21 DDNS AR 55 %5 14 3500 7
4Kk DDNS 7E4% 7K T Chord A9 25485 1 £ 28 35 47 1) e 1k
LRl E, e R T Y HT DNS AEE T 2 i, (0 516 45
1) DNS AH Lt , DDNS 7 SiE I Fl 0] 47 JE A 55 5 TS 2R AN
BA PR

(2)P-DONAS®!

P-DONAS (a peer-to-peer (P2P)-based DNS) J5 & /&
Xf 5t DNS B#h 7888, oA O AR K by EL 1 Y
$& it DNS 3544 il 55 19 3t 55 A U5 1) 19 45 (access node,
AN), F5E T Kademlia 53 11 UG Ay R HR 1 AN 441
WALl  HHAZUR P2P %, A4S AN T 1%
4t DNS I 55 09 £ €8, , 50 52 A7t 8 23 B I sk il [e)
it B 4% DNS % P i B L B il 55 . P-DONAS AE
— R A BE S8 DNS REE% 7 v 5 Ik 55 i i 2
[ e a2, 24 AN $E00C% P i Y DNS A if i K, 2
Pz RS NERFBAII LA A T, Bl FE A L e A7
HEA T AR, AR AR B ) R B P A RS,
WIHE P2P M2 rh e AT A ) . 7E P2P W 2% it R 3 1Y
5L R, P-DONAS [1] £ 45 DNS JIg 45 % & 2 A5 135K
IR A 25 RAEIR IR P R B PG T A .
BT A 75 P-DONAS J5 28, 25 % 7 g ] AN 2 Y
DNS £ #3E5K I, 26 AU 1) i Fead i P2P 2% AT, Tl
HAE AN S R BRI T SRR AR SE ) {448 DNS
55 gt AT A0 o IZHLEIORER T 5145 DNS REL (]
(058 A9 Sl A o I 07 HAI S, P-DONAS
M PERE 544 DNS ALY, B Bm T ek

(3)CoDoNS""

VS —FioB B 44 ik 55 77 2, CoDoNS (cooperative
domain name system ) 4& — 1~ i 43 1ii 7£ 2 BR ) CoDoNS
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1 55 % 41 G P2P P 4% . 451> CoDoNS filk 55 a0 7
544t DNS (legacy DNS) I 55 ##HH R A9 T e , >R FH 514
4t DNS A 7] (14 PR SCRI SO 1% 4 7 =X, AT FEAS T 2 %)
DNS % Fif A e it A TS E oL T, SE3 5448 DNS
2 B B AR B 4 A 55 DNS 734 3 % 31 CoDoNSS.,
WP 3 7R, 4% 7 55 2 F DNS 2, 1556 H CoDoNS
IR 55 2R IEA TRRMT N2, 24 CoDoNS Al 45 i o ik 21 A
THIE S B (88 3 2215 45 (home node) [7] 14 4t DNS &t
EIECK , A Rl i 50 SR 1% P I AR IR 4
W55 2% EHEATAFE . BT 405 SUNAFEAE , CoDoNS H Ty
0SRAF B RENS 5 1% 48 DNS {37 — 2, Il i 2 A2 HL
TE A AT E . CoDoNS ¥f DNS ff AT #1144 Fik 23 ]
(%) 8 B ) g A% 8 DNS H gl 1 ok s e K
T 2 D\ 44 R A ()45 3 R4S TR R B4 e
IEH H AL 22 45 CoDoNS, i 1] LA 58 B 3 44 7F CoDoNS
H I, [R5 48 DNS 24 R 25 0] 1 2 R 4548 DL A8
P WE X CoDoNS WA AEATTBR ] . CoDoNS 3 ixf #4)
TESE AL P2P 78 75 W 45 2 T ) 5L T Beehive™ (1) 31 5%
FERL I K B A 25 ¥ 1k DHT F4 - 25 4 ) %E 22 i) JA] 52
B, It A B 1 84 ok 42 T 4T DDoS Wit fig )
DL K R S WAL R S . i 4 7F PlanetLab JT il °F-
& LAY E 51T, , CoDoNS HAT IR ZER | hj X+ Bk 1] 4]
£ (flash-crowds ) LA R B35 B8 (1) PG AL 46 S IR

13  CoDoNS iy
Fig.3 Architecture of CoDoNS

(4)HP2PDNS™

HP2PDNS (hybrid peer-to-peer DNS) J& fiff Fi % T
P2P [# 44 i) DHT A4 i) — N JF I DNS . AT 2
T AR Hh R A A 2 4 A 3K XS (distributed
zone files, DZF) , 3t H A C A FAHSEA T2 24 , i mT LASE
I SR Z MR B 98 , Ik % 224~ F P [m] i
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KM SN K . HP2PDNS AYBE T H AR it
—ANEa A HIREHAAZ A DNS IR R 50, W
¥l 4 i 7~ , HP2PDNS = % 4§ 5% 46 4% (translator) ft
P (proxy ) & 2L 4 i A 44 FR R 55 % (local nameserver )
FP2P 45 i (P2P node) ZH il , 73 A id 4045 25 4145 7 (key
manager ) B HLFI P 4 H (blacklist) 4 BEAR B, Hor &
J2 3 AT AR B SRy A 44 R R 55 I e A A 4
DHT #4738k 4 g A, tho AT LA 1+ AR EH 1% 58 DNS I
55 o TR, B8 SR A 44 Rl 55 45 (14 %5 i dde T LA SE
DNS il 55 # i) FB 24 50 P4 BRA b5 5 . P2P 19 s B
55 P2P WERHATIEAR , T A = HT TR A4 BE
ML N AMS A I DZF . 54~ HP2PDNS % F ity s
DHT H Y — W45 55 550, PRAF I B 190 45 v 8 oA 7y
S R 78 & P i Fl R 55 25 D fe , 1) At X 45
AR IR AT A S D RE . Fedidn T TR A A
FRU 55 2 A P2P (2%, ol T2 b 44 BRI 55 AN R 4
I EEH DZF , 3 £2 T A/EHR fh e 4 i 7 02 52 1, 17 HL % 46
R P C AR T AN DZE AR RS H &
72 55 25 91 19 DZF #1045 900 A JGRE 5 24 FH P 75 22
%:%5: DNS il 55 i, Wi i AC#SC 8, DZF J& HP2PDNS
HIAZ O FE A DAL 20 P AR il e &
BB TER A BB IS 521 DZF , 3 1M BRI 255
I EH

4 HP2PDNS 5H)
Fig.4 Architecture of HP2PDNS

22 HRESEEBAR

DNS P2 45 DNS % 7 3 15 346 9 i Br iz 55 4 LA
B4 N 55w 22 1) 52 BT 1 55 1 28 3t A v B a2 T AT
FIREN N2 o i T PR SCRA BRI AR AE RN 2 % &
P, DNS PIRisCHG 5 2 A 1) 5280 5 &2 2 H B A R 1Y
£/ 8 R

(1)DNSSEC**!

BT DNS % 49" )i (domain name system security
extensions, DNSSEC) H 4] 2 /& I X} [A DNS ZE#4 7E BipiY
JZ B W) IF R SR A 22 At T i B S A7 IX P EE \DNS
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IR IGEAT R, 2R 7F DNS Ll FE B3 T4
G LN TR S TR s % N L BUBOF I PN OR 8 S Tab S
HEATECF 2 44, T R 38044 18 5K 4 S A B S RN 52 2 1
N7 B o DNSSECfEfE 444 R G5 AT DNS 22
] (DNS signature, DNSKEY) . %% il it 51 25 44 (resource
record signature, RRSIG) % #2544 (delegation signer,
DS) Fil NSEC3 (next secure) 4 Fj#r () 58 i % . Hir
DNSKEY F AR X IR 424 A TR TR A B, 25y
AT A R B8R e 44 1Y X 38 2% 44 % 4 (zone signing
key, ZSK) Fil FH T %5 44 B0 1IF ZSK 1Y %% 4 %5 44 % 8 (key
signing key, KSK) ; RRSIG H] TR 1724 24 J5 W % i
% 3 DS AFRCBT IR s B A (B, 11 T %2 UE DNSKEY HY
FCAE AR [] X s 2 [B) EE 57 5 4% s NSEC3 I F
B R SRR DX R AR S 2R, AR ANAELE 1 5%
THic %

DNSSEC (57 TAEJFEERUNE S Frm™, LA www.
test.net (3844 Vi ] A 9], LT ARG R R 404G . 1 0k,
VAT IR 55 2 TR BB 44 7R 55 4 test.net & T TR www.
test.net AT I K ; test.net [a] 338 VS i BT IR 55 74 [0l — >
o RS AR SR AL & — PR HE Y www.test.net X 1
(4 TP Mtk i A TC SR AN BB — M EROZIR A B 264
(1) RRSIG L 5% ; 3% I AT ik 55 2 R 1 58 O 25 44 1) B
UE , 75 22 A test.net Zb AR A28 44 FAEH X 7 A 22 5 test.
net 5 77 i 23 5 1) DNSKEY W% I ic 5% & 1% 45 3 U5 f Alr
Ik 55 5 , SR J5 3B VA it B i 55 #5550 T L) 35 4iE www.test.net
RS RN | et S Oy B 0 R L G < Vo B/
(DNSKEY it 3% ) M2 ] #9 %0746 44 (RRSIG i 5% )
DNSSEC & T {5 {F4# (trust anchors ) HLi , B {5 {44
o AL AT S AR A I TR L U

15 DNSSEC EA L {5
Fig.5 Basic working principle of DNSSEC
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IR BN S . FEAE T, s VAT IR 55 2 7T
PL3d 33 ] net 5 1) test.net (1) DS i g K B iE FLABH 1) L
Sk

DNSSEC i#% L& 7E AL 48 DNS Hhid i #0724 0k
PRAUEN AR DA B S A SE B, 5 R I 5 A T 5T
X g A % A 43 L RS B R SEiME 4T DDoS M i 4 4
DRSS, i L&A A I B = BRI 28 5 B3 n 1T R 4058
PR 4Pk, Rt DNSSEC 78 H 5 o (1 32 R 28 (O
HAE Z QIR W55 2 LR W38 ) T AEEA, (Hi T
DNSSEC £ AR AE S84 % 4 rp 19 5 22, Internet TR 4T
% 21 (Internet engineering task force, IETF) /& i A7 i K
Hefith BT T — R AR, IF L) RFC (request for
comments ) SCRYTE A A A , i RFC8080 H 2k JH] 1 51
T R R4 4 1 Edwards #4507 25 44 53 7% (Edwards-
curve digital signature algorithm, EdDSA ), 7£ RFC8198'
Hffi H] T NSEC/NSEC3 % Jilic ¢ LAY i 2 i M BE Al
FAME , 7ERFCO157* AL T DNSSEC i FI e i %
Hy A =

(2)DNSCurve™™

- DNSSEC Jf- A MU i 4 22 4 Bl 4P e R ot
NG T 55— J1RIH BR 2 %1 DNS 2 4wl H 518
$& 15 DNS £ 16 10 L BL 25 1 5 58 B v i S8 R 4
DNSCurve, H{&E, DNSCurve il i 7 i 5 2 fin % B A
1Y) DN'S £ 1) 1 227 4l SO 52 AL M, I RE A 2Bl
O 1 DNS 2284 SCI Bk DL R gL X DNS iz 55 2 1
DDoS i,

N T 15 He 281545 DNS, DNSCurve 78154t DNS f
SCHEA BT B B PR SCRLYE , 38 5 7E NS BRI SR
(name service resource record) itk A JIR 55 #% 123 1 5k
SCPL5 DNS MRl 9 AR B} ] (round trip time, RTT) . H:
1, DNSCurve fifi il T Curve25519 i[5 i 2 Jin % 51 58
o Tm B ARG I TR A7 GR IR I 55 4% ) 54+
MR 55 %% 2 [ B4R B 03 B U Ao % . WniEl 6 fr s, 24 H
DNSCurve f# fr www.test.net B, H TA/E Ny . D% AT
i 3 1] net il 55 2 25 1) www.test.net X L7 (1) NS B i 5
P H T s A5 i L% 9 ;@4 DNSCurve Il 55
R BZ A W K | 8 ] Base32 4 il )7 20K A 2
P AR ABINS BRI SR T, IR IR G A7 ; O AF
S ONS B0 5% 13K 15 DNSCurve I 55 2% F A 81, 48
J5 #I ] DNSCurve I 55 #5 19 228 . A © B9 FAEH AT— 4
— XA nonce (1T Bi7 5 8 ik e i ) B el — A~ L2 25 4
DAL EEY] A AR — K PE nonce i3
Jin%% 4 (cryptographic box) , 2R J5 25 Base32 4 il Ji5 LA £5
TR SCIATE K34 4 test.net RS54 (%% T DNSCurve);
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P16 DNSCurve JEAS LA J5A
Fig.6 Basic working principle of DNSCurve

(5DNSCurve il 55 i WA )4 SC A5 BN 2548 , SR J5 il
HH C R (G247 19 B Al — 1 nonce A= il DNS-
Curve IR 55 #2954, B0 E TR J , H M 10 12 5C
DU FIIE G NN % G Lk 4 G F , e e e 2 A5 31 1E
B 31

4% DNSCurve il i Cryptographic Box . 1 5 fif] £&
% (Curve25519) 55 e 5H R Sy DNS 16 R 1 4 4k
TR R AR S TEHLE] , HAEMS A R DNS
A7 Y B RAPE AN SE BN, I B VS B X DNS il 55 1) 1o 45
Yoy, {H R 28 B A R S P RS R, IRl B 2 AL 452
DNS HI DNSSEC [z 55 1 (1) 32 38+ , = 8O Kk e 2%
1%, 535, DNSCurve F= % F Tl 55 2% 2 [0 A8 15 &
T DNSCrypt™ 5 {i§i [r] T DNS % J 3 55 126 VS i M7 R 55 7
ZA) R IE A N , WO E ST RE L AT AAH B AR .
2.3 BLE R A

ARG A BRI AR SRR AR AT L
HA 5 DNS R GEM Lk AT 585 0 T8 T 15X
DNS M S sk 72 v R BE AL A6 A sk

(1)CoDNS™

CoDNS (collaborative DNS ) J& — F % F /3 i X 4%
ARSZILA DNS f#HT RS0, B 7R 1 IR 55 4% 15 20 Z [ Y
FHE PME R 55 DNS AT AR Fmy it . BLR
TE DNS % J iz 174 CoDNS S HERE , & 51 5 1) DNS
AT R {5 1% 45 CoDNS ~F % , CoDNS B Se 241 fiff
FHA 044 TR 55 a8 A TAATT , — B AT R I A i)
TR A A 45 P2P N 2 v i o 44 5 i 55 2 , -4 A s 1
AR s 2 7 ) (o) (AR 41 A b 44 =7 Al 55 e P i I IR 2 3 285
PR IR o 25 24 I A I, CoDNS #4575
— X AR S5 A T S AT A1) . CoDNS H & it
PAGIERT ARG | 45 7055 d b 45 Ra 0] 2575 v, 9
BT AS S8 5T 28 A7 . CoDNS HA A 44 il
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B B e B I I B i Ve T T B N
T, ZE TEH R LR 98%~99% Ft A5 1) #1275 7 b 5 )7,
(K1 CoDNS X R G2 1 % o FHAR /N

Fi R CoDNS 7 1] SE M LA f 7 g 5 1 L A48 DNS
BT RO AR AL AT SR ARME 55 , A o] 6 i3 1) fi
Bl RS 2 ok G AEHLRIALRE 2 AL . S TARL
fiff- DR L (7] 8T, ConfiDNS R WH Bk it T —E L 2K
WS, FH A0 0 -0 DBy TP M ik 155 358 44 WS 22 T A e 1
P S AN ] DNS fif b 2 v ) — 324 A i 25 SR 1) — 2k

(2)T-DNS"™

T-DNS (taobao DNS ) J& fif B [ (5 4 ] HF & 1) % H
A3 A B AR A —Fh i PEBE DNS R 48, B FE L FHL 58
DNS 142 4t ] SEPE RS T IERE , 352200 A
) & DNS £rifjigiok . EA&YF, T-DNS i i 5] A DoH
(DNS over HTTPS )" . DoT (DNS over TLS ) "4 Jjji % 57
A5 1E B A A% i ok o oy B B, DA T A 2441
A ) B0ty \DNS 90 45 22 42 B 5 3 ik S 4 DNS-
SEC A Aiff - A 1) 25 HL 10 FC SR RN 8 3 i 4o P 4 fh A
TTESRATBR 1 H 2510 5% 07 2R 98 FH P B AL 2 Y it
2, DT 2R AP 500 ol 7 P %) JRUIS: 5 3 2ot >R FH 43 A 0284
FVR REZEAAHILI , AL AT B4R , DB/ SE I, 45t v 1l 44 fie
BT A8 5 38 4 it 0 R RO A SRR T B A
DDoS X i g 77 5 i i S e T b3 B L8R
FH PSR 1R RE % H D RE , Do A X DNS il 55 #i i 1B 4
FEARTFIRIR . RA4S T-DNS 16264 G T HERE R
ANORAP 57 T A W 5k s, (H T-DN'S 9 S B 0 2 ok
TR Zth A ARG TTEY R I R T
IR SO WA A5 T AT R T B Ak St A T AL et
PISCBLE Tz

(3)DR-DNS"

WS, LIRS b — sl . B A
386 BT IR 552 530 Ry %5 P i B (4 DNS ff b iR 55, 45
Sy 1852 Wi R A DDoS W ih 5 22 i . A
3 #14: DNS (distributed and resilient DNS, DR-DNS)
5% T L5 DNS A h Xy 2454, R 275 s or i =X
WK BET AR THE S8 DNS bt e ds B S fnm] SEdk . 7
DR-DNS H', DNS 4 #LUF2 7 7] s 75 45 2L 5 21~ DNS ik
A RIAS 2% P i & EE DNS A ifilif K i, DNS 48
FRAR PR H 0 S 45 R TR 9 DNS Bl 55 2 kRl AS . A
DNS Jlig 55 i SR A @l AS i 37 56 BUAR 9, I8 235 0k Il 25
DNS & BEFLF , SR 5 i DNS 45 H AR 5% FH P ZZ AL
IR 145 F i SRR 22— R [ 45 7 i, [ s XoF
LR HATEAE . 1T DR-DNS B8 ZE ML e 4 LA
TR Z DY 855 HEIB AT 20+ 1A AN[A] Y DNS AR S5
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AR RIAET , RRAE ORI & P i 32 ¢ DR IR RIS 1 I
7. AKX DR-DNS [ 5 374 48 DNS I T R G
B BB EEHL S A — o R 5 M A 1) g e 0, T
TIINRGEE AR, A 2 A S - B TR
TR

(4)OnionDNS™

B4 1) DNS Z 40 AT S AT SO R By Y A 1k 3k
%45 5 (domain seizures) LAY & A4, AT X DNS £
VR 1A R B A2 4 0 4 R RS RA DR 3P 4 e, DNS A
T2 A5 By 18 32 Uk T R B S R e A P T i 45 3]
B gt ]8T, OnionDNS 38 i $2 {3t 1Y) — 4 44
T2 38 45 (TLD ) FlECI A AT IR 55, SR FH s il 2247 Bt
i % 55 . DNSSEC % 44 F1 Tor W 4% 55 55 AR Sk A5 544
TLD %4V, I S BB a4 A e 55

7 FR 8 G AR NRSS #R Ao X AR
OnionDNS (1) TR 3R 4 , R4S L 5 DNS R iy
TLD, .o X 3 #5232 AR Ml 55 % 1) 487 T [m) 0 45l | 1% Ik
-5 .o X3l 22 18] 38 3 Tor W 4538 15 , MM B4 Onion-
DNS MR 55 #5 B0 PR B o S5 P s 3o ke ) B IR
I 5, Tor X 45 [m] G2 15 ik 55 A e A 1R SR B, B A5 IR 55
i E e AR HZE A7 v TR AN 1T 5% , AN ARAF
TE DU B 4230 1] 344 5 107 (1) TP bl , 75 U) 3 [ 48 44 A A7
FE B R % SC . R R, OnionDNS A4 Ik 5545 7F
A G A7 A R B R 90 SR A R UL 5
DNS R 4t ik A A 1 i B2, 1 2 AR 4 A Hh 2% A7 B 2R
[m] 5 5 RIS A5 IR 55 7 1k DNSSEC WS 4 1 M
P& 44 TLD 13545 .0 DX BT IC 5%, DT DR e 1055 Y L
SCME FEXTAR AR 5w AT HE A4 PR o EAh P i R
AN SAF GG S5 [ AR R 55 2 & e i A R A M), 10K
AR 1E T R A Tor I 4% FF 4 R 45 2k L s
Ak T OnionDNS #B25 F 5% BUL A2 1 52 2k, FEE
RSz 3 TR,

#l7 OnionDNS %44y
Fig.7 Architecture of OnionDNS
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(5)EncDNS™"!

OnionDNS 2y T0 4 3 44 il 55 7% 1) 22 A B 4k 1 A5 &%
PRAPHLEL Bk = X5 % P s Y B AL PR D) HE . EncDNS
(encapsulated DNS) [ 5 # & #% 5 OnionDNS £ 462
oL, S — DR Ty ORI AE IR I TR 2
Ui B RA Y DNS AT IR 55 ik i BAUETEAL S i
#r#8 (conventional resolver, CR) iz f7— MU BHAL 7,
425 7 g 1Y A 1) 4 45 0 % I % 2 45 EncDNS Il 55 i o
EncDNS iz 55 i % H2 W 21 1 A ih) 4 45 i 2% ) L 1045 40
DNS iz 55 it A B 1R AR AR 1), R J5 45 A 160 405 SR o 285 2
JE R 0145 CR A A AREEAR 7 | e Je AR 7 s i 25 s 1
AT S - b

E EncDNS 1, Hi EncDNS fiR 55 #2514 45 DNS
H CRAUITHIAESS , B EncDNS i 55 % P04 T S5 B 1 35k 44
FEATT , 7E AT P2 P EncDNS fil 55 #% AR B8 2% 2] 21| 4 i)
HYIRAZ , ZNTCTE A > 3% 7 v 1) FL S TP Mkl (1A A £ i)
K H T CRAGACER) , TTSEER 1 PR3 7 i P B RA
9 H 4. EncDNS 51 ASCHUFUIN AR 2 HA B A5 1 5
Bk if) Jy s sk oy =X (B —Bkh CR 5403, 255 —
B4 1CHE 5 EncDNS IR 55 4% ) , B IF A UL 5%
F i I AR, H 5 58 2 5 0 DNS PSCHE 28 i 4%
P4 T B 58 2 FE B M 119 DN'S 2 98 A 2254 S (CRACEE
F£/¥ 5 EncDNS I 55 # Z [8] % ] DNSCurve F30) , #1
T RGN ZNE  AF T GG RS
2.4 NE;

ST 1258 DNS fE R TH Z 1A 7850 % SR
Ak, Ik = AR e A PR AP AL W] Rt 5 15 ) R
BY R , FLAR AR 2 A R R B T s B o . R
(1) R Z AL, B 7 1 i ik 72 v bl 27 W sl B

#*#3

U AL B A D A TR AT by ; (2)
fdi FHH UDP PR, ik = J5E T UL S0 UE LR , A7 7E DNS
A A A AT SEME , 5 852 DNS M ey 5 (3) k= 2
U 22 A B AP L, B X DNS R 55 2% (o HURAR IR 55 2%
FTR G 44 AR 55 7% ) i DDoS B0t 4445 % 5 (4) Rk 4%
HEM R GAFAE I AR, B0 nT DLl i At 2 TR
= SR BRI R 4 7 U BONS 10 5%, FETES A
MM BB A KUK ;5 (5) F DNS 25 FIZZ A7 X i 5%
HE R B SO 3, AR B G 9 =07 W AR TR R L
R AU o BT DA b SR n) g, iF 58 A B T DNS-
SEC %542 3850 )5 %8 . 8 3 70 AT v T s )y K R
AR DA TS SRR E A 1Y DNS A8 X % i [] Je
A P DDoS Bl MG AE X i | FR AL e R S
FHSEAAE T D6 T BT T VA9 45

3 XYBEAE DNS ‘& 2B b b it v

DX He LA A (925 oAl R AT B S TF 5
FITAT 36 B A g A A0 X558 DNS Hi TG R
e BE S B AR SR T R PRI TR 5L
PERSLRE AR . ELARHE, A1 X S H R AT L peAL 52
DNS [ ik BE AR A5Z U AR 118 IR 55 i 38 28 R 1) P i i e
Al AR 5 7T L St A A4 97 75 DN'S b B 50 ke
5 SR IX. HRatE R I 99 480 PR ) A o T S k4
FR ol L a5 RE S A A UK #M%G 48 DNS
AFAE ) B Ay A UE SR 10 77 9 35k 44 Bh 5 A0 Phy i 38 4% 1
R SRR & A [ AT DL R R RE B I i e A
DNS 5 li H7 e 1) 22 A o AR SCRR B 737 5 28 vh
ST UR BB BB 1Y DNS, H4 X Hebi 75 DNS 27 421
H RS P43 A IX e F) DNIS 22 A 308 7 R AL T

1% ¢ DNS 2 A3 J5 Z8 507 5 He g

Table 3 Analysis and comparison of traditional DNS security enhancement schemes

ai mmmirt wotk AP e 0 PRI gy s
EDNS0 it S LT Y EOS P vV Vv x x x WK JZERE
DDNS R HR Chord vV x vV v x K FEBMRL
P-DONAS A% i Kademlia vV vV Y v x BUN JRMARSE
CoDoNS R Beehive vV VvV Vv Vv vV /N PlanetLab R4HHE
HP2PDNS R &g DHT+DZF vV vV x x vV BN FRIRG
DNSSEC  pilIss BT x Vv x Vv x BR KEREE
DNSCurve B35 R g x Vv VvV x vV B INERRE
CoDNS SR AR vV Vv VvV Vv x /I JRyE
T-DNS  SiBiu ST E x x x Vv vV N R
DR-DNS  SZH#E A vV v x x x BRK JRMARS
OnionDNS SB35 Tor+DNSSEC vV v x vV x R R
EncDNS  SZHji#in fEH+DNSCurve x \ x Vv BN R
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X ek i) DNS 2 4 T B WS o i & S — Fhir ok 1 4
Jiti, R X B BE H AR R AR A% 58 DNS (19 Dy fig DL F+ 3L
Ltk R MR EROR A X PRk
HEIEA R G, et — =57 T4 58 DNS 1Y 487 19 1k
44 M55 BE A 15 o

UTAER , i DX HUEE R A AN T G A R i FH 45
AN J , K DX R 107 FH T DNSS 22 42 4 i 1l J 4y 22
41 DNS £ Gt A 5 1Y R, AR 5038 52 ) AH 5 STk
P48 S HRER, ST AN W] B D ReRe SR 3 5%, 431
TR — 2L R 2 T
3.1 WNDXYUEER DNS & Ao £ AR

FR A X BB 7 AR AE DNS 22 435 v & 45 BFE H
W Rl A DX HBE 1Y) DNS 22 2 iR H R 73 oy 32 BB X AR IR
55 75 1 28 A YE SRR AR S T R VA ) 7y 22 A d R 4
A2 TP,
3.1 RN 5545 10 42 A B B R

&4t DNS R 53 2 S50 R G2 AL 7 i e
AR, 5 T BRSO ) ATt | BaoRAE R 25 XL
Br , DX B AR AT AN (] )2 T i 2 5% 22 fif% >4 i DNS
FETERY L AR, H TR IR 55 #4575 DNS R 48 H 1 i
B DS B T S IR R 55 2 28 i i A
EH BN E

(1)RootChain™

DNS (143 )22 S5 ¥t 7 5 MR IR 55 2 A7 1 DR S Il e
R 2 A AU T ELAR DX SR A A BN 45 2 R A e =
B IPER AT WA PE . EF X DNS AR IR S5 #8328 17 FnAs B ER
R, Zhang N T — B 5L T X B 19 7347 X DNS
HR X 4% P KA RootChain, RootChain fEi% it FAAIL T 4
M Ifedr S O BE L5 DNS [ B — iR 254, el 514
4t DNS Z [A] (A FEZS s @R X AR b AR 454 N 51 5

AP ST B PR SR ; S B XT RS TLD
(1R 4 A i ] AT B, DT AR DX A e R )3 WP
AWM XTI T AT 2 B R UZ S T
DNS/DNSSEC fY3E%s

RootChain J&—~ 1217 X Bk 7 1 A AR R 55 i 41
BAVF AT 4 3 5D FF TLD A #2405 TLD Y $5ds & A )
B FEAR BE B — AR PR A ] st S B DNS AR X A9 43 A
HERE . AR XHERAERF 55 i A XA S LA A TLD 45788
HLFG 2 22 45 RootChain, H-ic 5 7 X B i 43 A 20 Ik A
H1, RootChain 42 1L T 4 28 F 1 £ (4 . DA FZHL
(root authority) . 7F RootChain H A5 —AMREZAL, [F] A}
318 25 24 A7 DNS H7 A ICANN #2451 MR X 447 51 AR
AR MM, BREARX RN ARBAU R RE
TLD ZHE4548 %2 (1) TLD $2BLAL , AR JEAR B AAILAY
55 TLD AL 22 [0 25 55 1) £ [R) 240 2 R 2 L RRIU RS B
A1 TLD $24 . @TLD #Z4L (TLD authority) . TLD #7
AL 8 45 TLD LA ) (0, AR A LR 2 )
RootChain 43¢ TLD Ze4655 5% , ¥4 TLD Z54£45 TLD 434X
MR B, MR AR 55 #5454 51 (root server operator) o
HR IR 55 #45 VR B £ D45 BRAR IR 45 %% . RootChain H1 AR
IR 55 25 BRAE R B2 A 4 IR 55 45 (A 3 44 A IR 5541
AR X B =5 45 7 ST AR XS A # . @ (user) .
RootChain H1 1% JH F1 %5 10 1% G2 DNS H i 326 U5 fige Br 245 F1
FERRFRATR | AT AR AR 55 45 S 26 b (1) DNS 25 if, 3k
HUTLD B NS Fl A/AAAAIC %,

L& 8 ir 7~ , RootChain H' TLD [/ R X #:/E 4 3 F
AN S i 3 PR RE A 0k S B . DZATERAE (dele-
gation operations) . R FZAGHE 116 TLD 5 TLD £ AU#L
A E K TLD 48 B K A B E AR 1
TLD #2FUHLH . ELAA i ICANN [i] TLD 2 AU B % 3%

18 RootChain 444
Fig.8 Architecture of RootChain
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TAEFAUT K, NI filh & B 29T, IR 45 4 T itk
X5 L #E R AF . Q%dE & A 4 (data publication
operations) , TLD #ZAUHLF43E 15 [7] RootChain A 1% #{ 25
4 00 BCHE S A BRAE  H R % AT B Z2 46 TLD 19 NS/A/
AAAA FEIRIC SR . BE U4 (validation operations) .
MR 55 #8538 2 AT e & 20 oR Sk Z T4 (an kA
RRAE W BT B A ) R R A A R R A R
fie & Ay AR B BT AT TLD BALAS 2 FR B
RMEIEAT. Ry TSI 1 32584  RootChain 43l #4E
T3P R RE S LY A PR ESE R R AE XU |

RootChain X i I % 7 4% | 77 # fi# #7 4% F1 DNS/
DNSSEC i % HiB W , Jf-78 Hyperledger Fabric 1% T
JRR RS, Hilad SC b AT 7oA . Ak, o THERUE
4541 A 20 £ 79 & (distribution master, DM) & 584 4R [X.
EHE N ICANN A2 5 21 KR e 55 2% B e 1) 22 42 [ i, SC
BR[831 8L T —Fh AL VF 1Y R Bl I ACHIR H A9 5T X
Pk i 430 =X DM 4544 , (2 i AR pok e M &
ey At R R 02 2 LR = RS T RE
SCHR [84]42 i 1 —Ff T AR 1 5E T 177 WT ik 1) 0 A =X
DNS A HI4EH TD-Root, TD-Root H1 AR MR R 55 7%
3 R R AR — TR BT A T R AR [E] AR XS
P B T E ETAE A AR rh e A T T R AR
Ko 7EICIERE I, TD-Root A i T —Fh LT [X Bt
BAR A AL A HL ] DARRE IR 2 0 52 4% B R v
B[R B AE Go i 5 HSE B T TD-Root.,  Ff-il 1T Google
BT T EEIE

(2)Handshake™'

Handshake J& — 1 3 TR /6 2% 1) 58 ) Hii ) (unspent
transaction output, UTXO ) 58 Zy Y (1) X Bk P, 1T
DNS R 4t TLD WM S 1T FUEHE 1 & A5 5 . 1%
1 Handshake /1) H (A2 BUUE S DNS R EE, Tfiie 4
AL S DNS 2 48 AR X SRR R 552 , fol FH DX 3R
B B TLD 0 T WA A, DA T 08 20 Xof e AR ALY
ICANN (AR . 38 o) X B S sl 44 A A 43 A =X
BHE R DX HBE 0 n] kPR By 1 DNS #4384 1
B et , i85 2 rh U AR 43 A AR I G %o $8 2 1 3t
BRI

FLA&E, 7F Handshake o X e U T 1448 DNS 1
HRIXSCLE, TLD(4.com ,.org 55 )\ MHE EAEAETE X sk
A A FH P AT DL A X HLEE B0 TLD 1
Joi i# i ICANN Ryt Sy 1 52 B0 5 4 58 DNS 3
2, A WA TLD (U.com ., .org.,.net 55 ) (4 5 J& ALATY
SRIFEGAS BRHLAL (U1 VeriSign) o 7EHEFTI4% B,
% P /6 fE Handshake X HeEE ARHUTLD AR B, 285
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i 3 1% 5t DNS K ff #7344 . Handshake 7] 5 1% 4¢
DNS 47, R AE X P 1M TLD 38 K 23 9l & 3]
4:4: DNS AR IR 45 #% . Handshake {4 i1 42747 i 4% 1
G P I, A ARV P A TN R AR AN
WA ST, P A AT DU 45 s R4 DX B S A, 1
BRI P R ARV T

Handshake > FH 20 14 T AF & UEBH (proof of work,
PoW ) HEiHBL G5 A4 LR T A UTXO 38 S 581, LA
PE RGN 4, 7F Handshake P, F P i o 4%
TRV AR A L 2 1 BT A A, AN 224 T WP LA = iE
Fom & HLKE (certificate authority, CA) )55 , 142 K4
G AR TE X HLEE b, DLB IR BN BR el Bk, TRl
Handshake FE25 214 1) DNS WM, F P RT3 1222 2 )
A 4 B 1 42 {8 FH Handshake A A7 % (411 NextDNS)
1Jj117) Handshake 1 4% .

H il , Handshake 5 76 3 25 FIRE K2 P 1 1 il — 5
AR IR, (G A B 4 R S ISR B G

(3)D’NS#

A A 44 2 45 (distributed decentralized
domain name service, D’NS) & —~ HI F B 24 {if TLD
JIR 55 FAAEAS 0 A HURS 1) R 46, S A0 e (g fk e e 4
PERITTY . £F XL S DNS F DDNS FRAF7E 28
5]/, D'NS 1 D) BEIL A = ZARINAE A7 1] s — R AE X
Best B A 3 (side channel) J7 #: 8844 T
B, TS Bl DNSSEC % 4 Tl ; R4 T —
22 3 oAk i B A fe i fe /N IE I %) DHT 2544,
DHT ##i# DNS it 5%

T B B R AR DNS 4 T — R g
Xof 0 465 it i R AT 52 4R 9 UrDHT™, UrDHT 4 T
P2P P £ Ai a5 mi A 2 SEUR A 5 B el kb
TLD (i Hric S A74% T UrDHT ] LS8 13 ICANN B9 %
. D'NSH UrDHT 2 {1t i B 7 28 4o X B Ak J
P32 A 2546 5 19 DNS IRk 55 a8 50% 7 o, SE L 5 A
DNS PRI S m 32 . A, A2 T D'NS R 48 H1 Y DNS
T H2xid i UrDHT 3288 |, 1S 23 IO DNS filk
55 a5 i K EE , 6 % DNS 2 {5 B AT {51 . UrDHT
(A B B3 A 2 DX B A DO 2 1) 1 s, AL O BT AT DR A HE
UrDHT HY 10 3¢ 7R 2 32 25 1T P Z R0 T AR 2 4 ik
I NTB L5 N 0 R WAL & i £ e =

D’NS F HIZE A e T 52 5 07 Aokl sk 3l 4 i A
B, S T AR 55 v i 1 5 IF I IRAH T 22 il
MR 2] T g — D4 BECR] . Tk X e g —
MGy FR AT THAE T — A8 32 50l 4 T A B
HLINFFAERERER T HO A T o AT X3 Ery a4
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WA L SR #H A T8 E |, th RV S eI 44
PR H A DE . HF MR E O DNS WS 5L
CZITFEHLAE UrDHT FHZ 0T 9 45 (14 58 5 ) A 2 1) 1
SR, A Z AL SRR AFAE UrDHT H , 3 HAE X Hegi rp
CLZ T T3 WA 3, W6 1Y DNS 18 i1 7
N2, 75 WP 915 DNS TR 2R

DNS SARFEPUH A BRI B 0 I8 3 A4 H
S P A IR (O KRR BT A 1 T i 7 B AR
PERE At P RIS A TR, DASE IR 1Y
R H

(4)IDV

Bt X DNSSEC FEBUIR (40 A S5 7 TH A7 78 1 FR
1, Hu 25 A\SHA 1558 DNS 2 558 1Y e K R BRPE 4
SEA RN B R il AR, 52 09 28 0 & I 4%
(content delivery network , CDN )™ s R BEAYJ5 & , $2
T—FI3ET CDN (34 BESLPERTIE Jr ik—E T X Bk
A4 51X 9 38 4% 56 9F (Internet domain name verification
based on blockchain, IDV ) , 1% 5 & FH X B 4% 4 C R A 4l
2 MR 55 AR IE I A4 1 LS SRR T B R T BT
il RS o

IDV [ 58 & — B RE RSG5, 1 #B%E 7£ CDN & A7
R 55 g L P 5030 IR 45 RIS B P P i L 4 344 B0 UE
&P . FHi, 7E DNS % P i b 38— AN 4 0
TESFIERE , /5 4 DNS % i E AL G & s 1T, 7
TR DNS 247, HUniiE~r 7 E A% & 904 Hi DNS
A7 BB A3 F AT 4 SR 7 R T B0 UE R 55 7 &
PEZI A B UETE R o S50 UE AR 55 AU R 3 44 50 UE I
SRS KA 58 R A% ) FL SR RAIE , A B0 R4
RIANAE P, HTEOLT 4% i —A 4
i, 75 2L 10 4 5 DNS RGEIATIA b . — H &
Vi 52 ISR A ST, ST 45 K 25 9 2 A7 81 CDN 247
MRG5# i, I AE 5 S 44 AT ot R v 3 A B S M B0 UE Al
% . FEIDV i, X Hedie R B £ 2R R 24
CDN A7 R 55 #n Al 8L — B 5% , AN [W] CDN 2247 iR
55 Z [A)3E 33 P2P [ 28 S B[] ()38 75 , CDN AR 55 4%
IR R A 258 A B , B 1E % B CDN iRk 55
TR AR B A IR UESE R

£ DNSSEC #H tt , IDV X 35k 44 36 ik i B 247 1 fif
6, ¥ DNS Bdl 7 1 1 D REE AL 31 1 X e, $ ey 1 3k
AT R UE AR T ELAS A7 A B I 2 3
RS o [RIBS TDV AT D3 i 8, E I 0o e 55 B A3 i vl LA
FI A T 126 1212 1) CDN IR 55 2% K R % P s (4t 3s 44
GAEMS 5 e B R 8 e A M G U
Y. 4k, BT CDN 45 B 2 AE BRI R N3] 1
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2 HBE 1M H CDN 45 AT LK DNS fif M i 2 50 ) 2]
SEIE AT IR S5 A%, I8/ I 28 7 ) A B, S I
IDV BB AT 177 B [ DNSSEC i, {H IDV Hiff g [X B
517 S CDN 2247 Ik 55 2% 1 58 X% & 7 iy & 1) DNS
FEMTIR SR IEA TSR Wids , — ELR B8 (4 3844 A b 4 A
AT ARMGEAT . fE ML R, CDN 2847 iR 55 i anfny xif
— AT T SR A R ELSE MR TR, I T B B
DX HUEE 22 A1 18 95 UEBL TR A 78 B, AN T i [0 4 s
MBI T2 )5,
3.2 B BERRTIE VAT e 55 @ 01 & A i E AR

T3 U AT IR 55 S A2 DN'S R 45 rh BT A AR 5k o
B RLEA DR E M, U 5 2SN et i 2 H R
T a2 4 1) JBUAR A ) S o7 -, IR A7 IX P 3 . DDoS i
KICH: B RAMER RSB T 2 o R DX s 4 A
AL B A 25 P P 2 I U SRR AT
DAAT Bt kst U IR 55 2 A7 AE 1) 22 Al R

(1)B-DNSSEC™

LT X Hedk ) DNSSEC (blockchain based DNSSEC,
B-DNSSEC) j& — i R H X Bt 8 R i) B 7R 2 fit 5
DNSSEC A% e MERe Mk 4 5248, T DNSSEC
B Z R IR S5 28 B AR AT4E R B 2, DTS
LT AN &N IS EACEADNIE v ik A E N
AT ARG Hh e S R AR , IXRBEHR IE A4 it
TiX—Uife. BARATTE LA (public key infra-
structure , PKI)""J& H /i G B AN ARG B4 4 3L Al
et (R 50 o & 5545 B AR v AR AR SR AN 42 )
B — W VE R . X509Cloud™ 2R 44 2 14 PKI Ay
X.509 GE A5 % 2 2 He DX HegE 2% GE ST DR
PKIUISHE B % ik 45 I # , AT LA7E X509Cloud M 4%
I Hs . RGP REA CAHAT LSS UEUE A Rk, —
HARFBRIRIC SR A 38 ) B AIE , K Bl Tk X Bt i
TRAE BRI HE I TR IR 55

T3 44 25 ) B BN B BE, X509CToud [X B % 45 45
I8 YA LA R ARG A 60 A KSKOR AR A
R4 IS AT T 24 F M55 4 104 AL 5%, BT IR B
TG, E 9 R 195225 1) www.test.net X7 v [1) IPv4 i dl
(i, Horpr

D5 1455 DNS 2 if]—Ff , & i i sl 5T www.test.
net [ 1E 5 201, IZ A HIE SR i e 203 T b 2

Q~@38 VA fFEAT 5 7] 55 44 7 R 55 4 1% AR A 10 15 5]
www.test.net [— 4~ AL f M4 .

G I fi# BT 5 7E X509Cloud [X He 4% ) 2% v 48 %
www.test.net JiE 15 BB 45 B KAl 5 1A 350k, 1%
R MATIIE
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O©Z TR A FERIC SIS B R AR i

3 3 il A DX B A, B-DNSSEC I A7 7E [X
BE L AUEASEE XTI B O HEA T2 24 B, PRS2 1T 5
BL T % DNSSEC 4 DI REIL AL F1Z2 42458 . B-DNSSEC
Xt DNSSEC 7€ 4= 4 7, il /F y DNSSEC [ — 2§
JRAEVEATHE . BT B-DNSSEC H & 4 5k P
B, BT DA FH H R DX B o 28 v e 4 s i Ao R 5 il 2k
BUF-2%5 44 % (elliptic curve digital signature algorithm,
ECDSA) KA RSA 5.3 (H anfu] P Al 3 542
BREAR A HE ST )T 0]

(2)TI-DNS™

TI-DNS (trusted and incentive DNS) J& —~3&F [X
s i) AT {5 06h DNS fif BT 2244, 3= 22 T B 18 DNS
GeAFIX R . BARTE, TI-DNS 4 32 B4 s A B Ry
On]fi (trusted) . 4> TI-DNS PIZE LS —A4~ 42 JmfE—1Y
IXHEE 73 A WA VR AT 25 10 95 1E G2 £F (verification
cache) . K 1 S AT {E ¥, TI-DNS ¥ 3t 7 —AHi % e

B 2L B 2 A A de A BRI, DLk A 10 5k
() B Bl B B A, LSBT 4R 1 33 B R0 AT 3 )
. @il (incentive) o &It T —FHR Mk R LS (voter
selection) FETREEL X I AT WIS 58 45 T
TS IFEH S 500k . Rl (efficient) . @i
TA) DX A T A 1 S R B AR AL N, AN S i 2 it
e, @H L (practical) . HFFEE M BLA DNS R4 H
fite b o , AN LR A8 HL PR BT | AB B L 5x
A, Al %X DNSSEC,

TI-DNS 3= % ph 386 U5 fif b7 e R X HLBEF- 5 2 A, H
HE A DNS AT A 10 366 U5 e A 2 ) B iR 49 3 96 i
GEAF RN X R A R A 0 T DX 15 v 9 23 A =
AN IS UEGEAE R EHT 25 FEHEISUEAR 55 . TI-DNS ¢
R ASEXT AT A A5 21 ) DNS M b 547 50IE , FHkE 280
B3 1E Y DNS 0 SR PR AR B e S A7 b, T 9 ik 22 A7 42—
ANEET IXHEE R A KA, BT 2 538 (b as ) 2
ALY, WA 10 fi7Rs . TI-DNS (9 =2 TAELTRN

P19 B-DNSSEC Hpill it
Fig.9 Implementation process of B-DNSSEC protocol

K10 TI-DNS ZAZ4H
Fig.10 System architecture of TI-DNS

https://www. cnki1. net



H ] R A

REF] % : DNS ZAME R KHBER AR BN R B 5 # f

2603

% F ity ]38 I ff BT 7 /&2 3% DNS 2K

@ik VA f BT 25 AR 43 7 R 55 2 422 A 380 At v i )3
J& TS T XU & A R A A TR IE

I IEZAT 8 L IERRAE , I GRS R % 458
AT , 3 AT 2 PR [T 25 2 it . Horpr, il
R AT (unverified ) B, 6 BT 0IE B 10 SRk ] B A %
S8BT AT RN ity

(@356 VA fff B 45 368 5 80 TR e 2 ) 0 A sl o S 45
VERAR S Hic ¢, I8 i 5 305 28 19 A i 45 5% (query
vote ) i FE A BIF H B S

TI-DNS =252 A X B AR SR A I AN 24 1E 5 22
FEX PR M 5] & A 1E DNS IR IS, F 244
LR A TR SR VR AR 35 A0 S B S LR, IR X
HUsE A 35U IC S AT 5 . TI-DNS D g sc s 2
T BB WY T DNS AT 45 v, X RS IF 3N,
A, SCHR[94] 4 H 1) 3L F B¢ B3 4% 1) DNS A7 95 IR vl {5
= 45 AU (DNS cache resources trusted sharing model,
DNSTSM) , i ik 8 37— 4% AT {5 6 1) X B R A7 4k 44
IC SR XM I REDEATIGTE , AR TE T 38R 44 i b 5 SRy vl
51 DNSTSM Y SEBLE 5 TI-DNS 2401, (H P 5 4
DX RS [ B 141 B L B % ) 30 T A ey >R 1) e 1
FE R BRI T RIS AE ) 1

(3)DNS-BC™

DNS R 40 5 H 8 I3 i a8 AR A PRS- 4% \ TLD
H PRI 55 FIAUEL 24 MR 55 5 4 JE R 55 an AL . JL
o, J5 3 IR 55 B AFAE SE PR TE SR T 3 U1 i T 245 3 4
Pr—AGAF R G0k 1 DT A A Al 3 A 2R A AR 55 2 T
Wi 1O 2% P i (R oK o 7E 4 Fp 2SR AR 55 v, 3 U1 A AT
JIit 55 J2: DNS R G044 (/) S5, i T3 I i a4 1) T4
i BRI TR AFALE] , M DNS 2817 2 G A7 AR S AR AN
YR P 22 S5 B [F] I A7 AE — S B0 1Y 22 2 MR FAR)
B, R T 4= DNS B 47 2 50 10 M RE I i e 2 4 Rl
PEIF L, Gao 558 NPIHE T — P Ik T K B 4 0 2 47 R
4, Bl DNS-BC,,

DNS-BC I BRI R AN & 11 7 , 38 A BT 2 e 42
W BN % P s 1 DNS A if)is R e, | ek s A7,
R TR ICSE, SBIDEHT 8 HE & w1
MR, A5 00 K TR AR T A . AR A S, A
BTt 153 2] 56 54 1Y) DNS I 55, 7EKG R [ 45 % 7 i Y
[, ARl o B ST AS b2 A7 o, O TSR 1%
it e 4 & 1131 T DoK (DNS over KCPP) #pi3L,
[ I A7 10 SR AP AR B B BE o BB AE Ry A
A e ik B 0y B UE 1 44 - A 55 45 R sk U A b il 55 25 4
1o I0C BB v I R D BT A R T SR B
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Fl11 DNS-BC Y&
Fig.11 Architecture of DNS-BC

43 % P i 2 L S O] A5 BEVE 438 1Y r Sk 27
M55 o RGEME , BB A T M55 a5 AT E BEPE 43 1,
T35 U AT IR 55 2 B0 AT AR BEPES3 35/ 1, 5341, DNS-
BC RGuHEHE T 3 RALHOk ST LA A DI g, I B
Attt (data storage module) F T 77 DNS ic 3¢ . 4%
10 A 2 BT A R BEDE A A 19 a5 A B Bl b 2
#iHe (data handling module) 1 B¢ {0 S 28 1) L e A7 5B Al
GEAF I IERA VRS SR 5 IR 55 B R (service module) 1t
YRR A B AT AR BE T B A UE R A E T

1EDNS-BC RGeH, 1 % 7 i L K 4 sk A itk 1)
T8 A S AT IR 55 2 5 AR A% IR 55 2 2 ) 3 £ R 3 T
DoK BMY#EAT , k4 T DNS 72 3t . DNS ik . DNS ££ 77
X 8 \DNS Fh48 Teli i & 2R 3 8 1 i 2 liE (5
A2, (0 DoK BMIAE TAE = #8 rhde 241 A e iy
ISR BT 1 B, T X5 A7 n 4 b 22, 38 n
TS S A SRR AE R, I AR,
JF P B3l A A X B fin 4% 53532 1o FH 31 DoK ML, 7]
I 0 e 7 i 0 | KT A ol ST S S 6 S R C TIPS
= R E A

5 DNS-BC AN[H], Chen %5 N2 H 1Y) DagGridLedger
ARG FLAEIBIAMIT IR drum 7| A T XPEERAR , IF
T RBAE LA BT T —FhHT 1 2 T0 4% DNS P s Al
FARHLE, SE B T 51550 DNS RGNS . BARVE,
DagGridLedger & — > %% T 43 | HIL il 19 A7 7] 7 34 &1
(directed acyclic graph, DAG)" X Bk , T X Bk 45
R AR5 DNS f#AT a5 i 1Y DAG £ ARAHSE 5, T S22
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DNS f bt FE & P FfR e PE . DagGridLedger Y
BT S IR HE S — DRSS R, TR AR e %, Y
MUZIR 2 B SRR o A il ST i K s
W T e Se A 22 A E 0 5%
3.2 JETIXYLBEM DNS %4 i K

Al DX R (1) DNS 22 4 3850 7 28 1) S 30U 2 )
X FEEHAMAT B D Be 2 & £ 55 DNS R4E .
SRIZITIEA AR TE T DNS RGN L 2 VEF BRI 6E
I3 ABATHIR AT 58 AR B AL 5 DNS R 58 420 AL 52
PR T R 1 2 A FIBRRA IR, AR 3R 25 44 14 11 1)
R g I R g AR S, B T X UBE Y DNS 22 4>
I e AT T 155 DNS 284 8 H I e i F i Xk
BE SRR IR ORI,

(1)Namecoin®”

Namecoin & —> 2T A M1 (Bitcoin ) 45 AR Y 38 12
HMH (key/value ) X 52 BI85 24 1 M PG R 09 3848 R 48,
WA — NIRRT X B R R M R 5
N IX Bt 55 R 1) 1 2 7, Namecoin A& — P i Fb 5
13 S22 v Al 44 23 TR N %5 52 M, & Le AR
e — A B ORI ZE M . BRI T 5 R
AR R ZRE , 3 1T —A> AT TR A7 45 Tl 2 B0 A
I 44 FR/ME (name/value ) % 4745 J7 2, B A Namecoin H?
1) 24 kB X A L R T 9 28 5 #iE - Namecoin
fifi 11 7 AH >4 T DNS 43 2 2544 v 1 — > 44 4 .bit 1) TLD
YAyt 4423 6], HARTE 2 FR 23 6] 1D WA - “d/”,
Bl “d/example” . X145 DNS ki, Namecoin ffi i T
HE UL A9 bit TLD , {H.bit Jf- R FIE 8 ICANN U} £l DNS
R,

5 Fo 4% AN R 19 2 , Namecion J&— /AT A K 7
W FRAEXT 4425 0], e FE SRR A Namecoin
FLAER) 34N A NAME NEW \NAME_FIRSTUPDATE
FINAME_UPDATE 5% . , iX 6 44 FRAELO FEAf 7E X
B Je Al AR NZH #1728 &) o JH 7 i i Namecoin
%P g R AE Gy #3844 (U0 d/example ) 5 A X B4 I
B TN — 2 128 5 B (Namecoin fX 1) . F P iz
7 Namecoin % 7 Ui #2 )7 , FLHEE A 1) X HLBE b i 38044 10
SR TN AR DXCHRE B R PR AL R SO T 0
AL, 1T L3822 BHs AN mT e, B Al R 4 ik iR ik
P E B E R . YT A IR T R, R
PRAE I8 1 S R 0 58 B 58 . Wbt I X HBE HR B
PR 5 v (8 B — A % 7 s BRI A AR [R] 09 44 FR 15
T ELATAn] AR JC 7 3E 1 5 A8 oA Aol 45 L, [A] B bit
KA 5 9% 8 #F . Namecoin 5 1% 48 DNS 58 4 A 3
%%, {5 DNS % 7 3 ] DAfd F NCDNS!"™ 45 A7 45 45 e fif
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i Namecoin.

Namecoin 5 FAF A VF 2 A2 AL, G246 40 R 19
PoW UL AR & AT LBR X B g B] LA K 58 5
PEAE S . Namecoin 4% 5 [LHE T & IF 428 (merge
mining) , iX & Namecoin [y 51% 35 il $2 it 7 £ s .
Namecoin i 5= A7 W [ W R ML AP SRR 2 5
o, P TR HE A B R T TS — e R s
Vit

16 H A% 458 DNS 2242 [R]85 | RS 3k AN 1 1 17
#L T, Namecoin 33X — 05 58 31 A 7 A= U Y iz T4
S HH A S VAR ) rh S B TR At T A E
()22, i H AT DAAE — 8 F2 B L B 1k 0 0 i A
H1.bit 24 Tor 5% Bz & ™ 11 X1 (invisible Internet project,
12P) VOV 44 2 v gt BRI 55 . W Namecoin Ji H]
rhE B (R BUR 3044 3 — O, ZE A T ) 12
A ENHE A, BAT 28T 4", 7idh, %2 —TJ7
Pl b 4 v B AR 25 5 % S i Y Namecoin JE
S 1%t B e EE BT 2 , Namecoin i SCHFHA
KRB A, U2 bit B H AT S 1 BN o

(2)Blockstack"”’

% Namecoin [ )5 % , Al 2 NS RIS T —4
BT LU RE T 1 i 24 FIAE % R 48 Blockstack , 5 7R
A% 58 DNS BYAR X3, I FH P 44 T M B4
AR A B AR T 2 48 44 (alternative top-level domains,
alt-TLD)AYRE /1. Blockstack fLiFH i H B E 4
W TLD, A& TLD & A 94384 . 55 Namecoin A~
[F] %) 42 , Blockstack 55 B 1 44 il °F- 1f0 5 £ 40 ~F- 1t 119 43
B Hop e T AT M AR B AR
WA (I 22 (B PR 2 L B Al 55 6 B T () IR, i
V- T AR B A T S BE i T P B AR IR 55
B DX B b RO A AR B A A [ PR S e 48 1)
TUELE | TSR AR RO LARE TR 7 A

P 12 JIT 7R ) )2 Blockstack [ R 2544 , B X HLEE |
JEALEE % R ANAEA 4 24k, Horp, KB 2 it T
VFERAEITUT A T4 DX HR i R B | (] IR e G
&5 MEAUBE 20 AN T 20T RO 2 DR A Ll -
ST B R E LA S A2 32 AR 48 DX HU A R A , 3k
PRAEAR RSN TR RS FE S Sy T 332 B4 R
PIHEALHE , LIRS — AT T A0 2 RS F B DA S ATAn]
25 IXHUIRZS AL B e . R , B )25 A T —
IREYRF R4 RGN 2 RARAS ok AR ZE X Sk
(12 5 Ak BRAE SR AR AS ML A, A7 258 i A ik A RS T
25 % PR 2 5 4% 58 DNS A1 [R] 14 IX 35k SR 77 i
% A5 HEADLEE K 24 PR 2145 11 I A (B (XS



H ] R A

REF] % : DNS ZAME R KHBER AR BN R B 5 # f

2605

#112 Blockstack 14 )85
Fig.12  4-layer architecture of Blockstack

18 ) JE A A AR -1 T DA A B AT B R
JZ 5 B i AEAE 2 LA BB ) 0 XA S B B
JIT A A At PRSI (S b Xof 7 4 R i A 8 B RMEH 2R AT T
&% BT BIRE LIRS Iy AN TR Y J i L X
B ) K NRLEARA A (7 B AN SZ BRG] 1 HH P R
T LA 100 40 R A () e e, AN T AR AT A
fiftJz

Blockstack BB AMURIG N T &R Ge B ds A7t
o, M H e VE B — 200 T A 2 R R R
Blockstack 7 % I ) & ME—$1 A7 52 5 9% DNS 326 5 ff A
AR 44 DXHLE , FH P AT DL s A R 2R i A B
i IR B R A (ELX R S AT 2 R R K
PSR T F 5 0 A7 AR PR, Bt T RAA) ] Block-
stack AR SA SUFEA A3 [RAAAR BGE AU .

(3)ENS!"™

VLK Y5 44 #% I %5 (Ethereum name service, ENS) J&
BT LLRYT Y —A o3 A 20 TPl i e 1) i 44 R 48
SR Bt T M AATH] B A9 44 % (U0 Alice \Bob 55) R BL &S Al
FLAEPUN BOFRRAT (A LUK Hdik 9 280 A (i85 6%
T HhE JTEE S5 ) Z R 4 . [RIINE, ENS 38 3245 S 1]
fitt BT (reverse resolution) I i€ , 32 ¥ & 44 % (primary
name) 4% H A S5 U RS 5 LKD) ik 22 6] ) Sk
ENS A LASZEE 5304 DNS 2 A Jeae X% , IR ENS 32
438 5F DNSSEC 5t A DNS 4% , 72 1/76f.com .. xyz B5.art
A B AENS ARG, T ENS R Z45H,
A AT — PN B4 1 P 8T AR 75 AE T Bl
FI, a0 Alice 78 HAHA 1938047 alice.eth T B35 sub.

alice.eth,
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ENS %) 52 81Kt F 19 M 3 (registry) | i BT 25 (re-
solver) FIE W25 (registrar) 3 B R &2y, Horh i3 R DA
SR B 7 20 S BT A 48 B HOGHRAR B A BT 4538
IEARHEALE 13 SR WL B SEBRARIRAT , T R
it SEF B PR A I 4 AR IR SR, TRIZK
B4 (U.eth test %) MR RE S 4904 . 1 ENS
()35 4% 7T LA —A~E [R5 A6 AR 1 (non-fungible token,
NFT) ", 5§44 Fir g AAT DL 3 6 B NFT S 5280, 4
13 7, ENS 25 81T 4 i1 (1) DNS, %& /' i A alice.eth
WA RN A R TR 2 s ENS FERRARIBOT )
& R 13k 42 A AT ik 5 7 S ) T iR H
FRic s (ALK S ik ) , b el [F1 45 01

#1113 ENS [ % b b i

Fig.13 ENS domain name resolution process

ENS 3844 50 A0t 76 LUK I, Tk g o, W]
VS S AT I, P AT D o A 38 ik PR 4 B
A, T L ENS 38 i 22 5% i A e S5 AN [R] X B il
{HZ  ENS & Fr o dJh S8 5 EFA T3 44 AT, B i AN 4
1) UDP PS5 AT #8601, 358 B [A) A7 78 Hh ) A\ e 1)
LA R, ENS 7RS4 fif b B vh /s SE FH 2
BHeA 20, A AT T RS B0 A E M, BF,
EN'S (1) 25 28 i AT it B0 B A AR 19 i 5561 05 38
7RSS A R TR B A, W2 5 B A T Y
EE T AT I

ENSv2"& ENS (TR IRA | & TEil i HORZER O
FEAY e DIRE , BT84 MR 55 MR A PP RS . 3222
FIA : ENSv2 5045 {3 W5 48 BRAF Dy g M LA 5 3 )
(Layer1)iE#£ 3] T Layer2 , i i 37 F5 B4 A (T bl 44 i
B 5 AT g DX B To st 2 , SR A o 52 37% 1) -3k
AT HE ik 75 24k B (decentralized 1D,
DID) ") G, 145 1) I [ il B D) 8 SRR T 2 28 A1
B R CAONFT 5877 458555 I8, ST 1 3k
45

(4)EmerDNS"”!

EMC (EmerCoin )& — 2t 2 e b ik 55
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(hndsk 44 258 SSL/TLS IEA3 IR 55 A fift i e 5 2855 ) i
XHEEF-& |, P RS i o S gk 2 b AR R T
H. 1 (decentralized software development kit, dSDK) 7E
V& T H AR I % . EmerDNS & EmerCoin
XHEEF SRR — A b 240, 1T T2 e
4L DNS Z 45, H ', EmerDNS /)32 17 5¢ & K i T
EmerCoin X Y% , 3844 1T 5 48 B DA KA AT 10 s i B
B4 1R IE 2 EmerCoin 98 BEA 20 5530, B (R KLU 355
W] BRI 5080, EmerDNS (45K Q& 14 iR, E 2 H
% F' ¥ .EmerDNS JIz 55 %% Fll EmerCoin X He4i 3 #5321
B AL Z D B — A R R Y P3RS

{114 EmerDNS &5k &F
Fig.14 Architecture of EmerDNS

EmerDNS $& 4t T & Hruta b (B w2 i B4 g B ik
%5 BRICSEITA A1, 348 10 SRS RERL A ] ARk HlEY
s, HOA ORI 3 (B 2 RN A g g kel
W HILER 25 71— A # o XA 2 EmerCoin %
£, 7 ) 44 FRMEAT- Bt (name/value storage, NVS) 41T, 1
AT LA H] EmerCoin APIR 52 iA4%AE . DNS s nl LAl
i EmerCoin API 5§, EmerCoin £& {1 N # (14 b7 it DNS P
BORKZ . MEEAR EVE, EmerDNS 32 #5{T-1 DNS [X 35
8 TLD {H2 2 T 92805 B4 DNS Z R34, @il
TE X 4 1] 2 .emc . .coin . .lib , .bazar ZFic 5% . EmerDNS
WE T A AAAA NS %5548 DNS [19id 5, JfHix 2id
st 5 A E| EmerCoin X HUEE , 2 7 v AT L 2 ) B3 4 1)
BEP B (L 23 F) 5 f 1 OpenNIC!™ 45 T H K 5[]
EmerDNS (4% . 534h, 7T LUKt EmerDNS Ji 55 #5% £E i 3]
1% 5E DNS 43245k vh 3 RE  BE AT LA N7 {5 EmerDNS
FEALAYIR 55 , o AT U A% 58 DNS B2 AALHI , HE 3
A B9 DNS % P Jrig A 25 C A Y DNS AUBEAR 555 o

EmerDNS RT3 5 32 5047 < T LUK T
2448 ] Tor 5% /2 PR SC 1 2 48 (interplanetary file system,
IPFS) " B4 14 W i, 3 A5 58 DNS 1 35 855 Al Al
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EmerDNS 55 3 N B3k 44 ) 45 88, IF-45 & SSL sl S8
I EAR b7 1k G o {5 EmerDNS H HiF i 2119
P FH P 8 S A (W - BO I T ENS) A K
BE AR A E 22 (FF L4461 ) o R, EmerDNS Al
Namecoin # /& 55 T L7 A (945 44 22 48, EmerDNS
5§ Namecoin — ¥ 18 37 75 3 4 46 1 A9k 0 FH 9 )2
2021 4F, Casino 25 A" Wi £E T EmerDNS Hl Namecoin H?
ALK TEE L T T BUMMEIRBILAS 3B f5 e R 3k
50% ¥4 1P Huhik i 22 /b — DU R IC N B TP,

(5)B-DNS"*

L F X B 5% A9 DNS (blockchain- based DNS, B-
DNS ) 3 15 4 FHE AL 5 UEFH (proof of stake, PoS) H:H 7k
F3ek % 5| (index of domains ) 2 fiff 2 24 {ij Fl A o8 36 T [X.
HLHE () DNS AA7E R T 1 ORI 8RR my ), B-
DNS #§ DNS iC. 53 PASE 5y 7 A AR X Bt b, I F1 H]
RO EIC kA, [FEF, B-DNS 51448 DNS & 4t
AeFs , BI38 UA i@ Ar 2 F1 D P 7T L B2 55 B-DNS £ Fr i
G5t .o

15 T 7 )52 B-DNS 1 4 JZ2 48444, 5% JH 23 J2 454
AR E 52 Z e AR G R &R, B R AT
JEYE, Horb B )Z (data layer) 71 57 £ DNS ig 58 A%
Sy 77 AT X PTT FEAER , RIS 170X DNS i
SRUEME BT RS B 1Y 5 25, B-DNS #2241t T —Fh AR
AL 5% (operation records ) BT A% 2R A7 it 7 URIE

K115 B-DNS (42450
Fig.15 4-layer architecture of B-DNS
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5 (resource record,RR) . 2K 5|)Z (index layer) 41—
Kol U S AifE s . B-DNS i — AR5 1#H,
VIUEE/E (key/value ) X 77 2 5k 44 B 5 210 % 1z (1) 1P 3t
Bk, Horh SRS B ISR (2 XS LAY TP bk . R
JZ (consensus layer) & i T PoS F:8 1L, f#1F DNS it
SEI— B . 7ERES B (epoch) T — A 40
(leader ) a2 pRAL, EE AR X BRI 1 (1) o [R)A,
3 Ao 2 H 08— i 1] 9 T i (biased-coin flipping
protocol) F1— > 43 4 =X Bl HL £ 4= W (random- number
generation, DRG) MK A HAR ST 7 B 1 PoS HHiHE
o M4 )2 (network layer) $& ik P2P i 2 , AL AT LIS
X AT AR, 0 EL AT LA AT a4 A2 o FH P PR 4 44
&5 o

J34b , PeerName""™' g Jilr 4 JE T X B 1) 7 i 44 U
Mt 3L T — N SF 5, DNSonChain" 2 — Fli 3 75 14 45
DNS 3T X B 1) 24 BRI 55 R 5o

(6)FI-DNS™"”

B TAERAUIR 55 i B A Z [0 DL S A5 F kg5 a4 2
(i) Bl = ik ) 54 [ 25 AL, DNS RGEAFAEA TR 2
(] A AN — B AN RIS AR R R, B % I [R] A, Liu 55
N T P 4 35 T DX R 9 1l 44 i B A AR
P4 FI-DNS. FI-DNS 7E4& {1 1 344 fiff Hr L 7 i S 19
AT FHPEFR—ZPE R [R]  FFHA IEEBARUE T 5k
AR B ER SE R I SR R TR B A A
HRIX PR AL, S0 T 5 458 ICANN 73 2 45 F 1Y
A

S84 ff AT R AT A TR R 4 Bl 44 2 AU 55 75
T [0 488 AT IREK , T4 AT ) — b [ U2 45—
AN T8 44 14 %5 A 5% 4E (resource record set, RRSet) £F A~
[F] A A A A — B S84 A AT AN — B ) il 32 2k
A 3R - — A X A A9 7K 8 5% (glue records )
5 KPR 2, R FR A B AL (lame delega-
tion) B AU — 3 (delegation inconsistency ) ; . J&: [ —
RRSet 75 A [RIFAUIR 55 4 B A Z [ — 3, MR R Z
B AA—ZF (replica inconsistency ) ; — J& 15 I fif 1 75
H A7 1) RRSet 5 AUBUIR 55 2 A4 1) RRSet A —2,
WG Z AT A—F (cache inconsistency) , |4 3
A —BUR R A AR JRE DNS R G064 19 RRSet
FERETE A BIASBURR 55 S8 5B A MR 55 4 i, IRl B AR 40
DNS & Z 2548 v fife = — B INTEDL IR DR A [RI A6 AL
‘& I RRSet fit)—Z 4

K16 {78 T 1548 DNS 73 JZ 4544 15 FI-DNS 2244 2
[B] (%) B E 22 . HoP FI-DNS H W52 20 A 20 45 2 R,
B — )2 AT R A DX R X 2% T2 2 S TOA BRI 43
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K16 %%t DNS '3 FI-DNS #4544 L%
Fig.16  Structure comparison between traditional

DNS and FI-DNS

R RGE, SF—)2 I AR AR 5 2 R e B 4%
T 2545 5 190 6 14 55 DNS HPAR IR 55 #8114 £ (0, , 17 53¢
Xof HR DX S A R A T 7 o T A ARG ST 3 e
TR BB G L THE SRR , WXt TLD 24 | X 5k
BE KA . B R AT 2 LTAE 58 DNS H R
R LAS MY HAAS HAZAUNR S 7% , 670 5% T A6 g 3k
2 B AR ) B ) (AR R 3] D3 A6 R SR )2
FI-DNS i 33 & 5] 7 3 %% (index subdomain data) , £
FH DX I8 SCAF o A 7 (S PR T 3ok Bl i 0 R 5 |, X
PR A 30 DX S I 2R 5 1 B B 2 B 78 A X
WOCH . PRSP s ] DA i 22 Yk AR A i)
A BARIR A% BT

FI-DNS 5 &4k 7K T 548 ) DNS 44 F) 25 ], 36 T 1k
TABERIE BE A 2580 T 1248 DNS R GEAR X 45 FL i 7 v
TEAE R B B XURS: o {H, fR T FI-DNS S B R Y
2 7%, FI-DNS H (@A SE i B 8 2 1548 DNS R4t
IR B — I AR il — A TRl L
33 hE;

Ejf£4: DNS —#%, L) DNSSEC b1t 1914 45: DNS
AR LA IR JCTE L1 E DDoS Tl , e vk S %
BARRINE . A, S04 A AR AS L X B B,
N B MG IR 55 s A7 3044 A5 ) , PR H A% 45 DNS 44
588 HR AR B R )N o W AN 25 70 A B T X B 1Y
DNS H & Az, [RI AT A 8P 3 FH P B AL . (E2: B X
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Table 4 Analysis and comparison of blockchain security schemes

H ] R A

vy E-3i Ly XHHEHAR e

SO mEE

PLDDoS  HIEAFIX 4 KA

NEFHSZ

DNS#%= A uik g Hife e

RootChain  HRIX 58 Hyperledger Fabric PBFT VvV vV AR X AR X vV Vo ERRG
Handshake — #RIX 358 UTXO % PoW x vV AR X AR X vV AN
D'NS HRIX B3R Bitcoin PoW Vv vV vV vV VoV SRBIE
IDV HRIX 135 ek PBFT vV vV x vV VoV RS
B-DNSSEC 3 I M35 — — vV vV vV vV VoV ERRS
TI-DNS  GbJAfUResR  EROREE PBFT % vV — vV — — JFEMR%
DNS-BC  jhJAMgss  IkoA%E PBFT x vV vV vV VoV ERRS
Namecoin ~ RELHEH Bitcoin PoW vV x Vv vV v Vo R K
Blockstack ~RELHEH Bitcoin PoW v x Vv VvV vV Vo IR H
ENS RO EN Ethernet PoS v x V VvV vV Vo R
EmerDNS  RETE Bitcoin PoW+PoS V x V VvV V Vo N R
B-DNS RYcHEY — PoS vV vV vV vV VoV ERRS
FI-DNS ARG Hyperledger Fabric PBFT VvV x Vv {UARIX vV — FRARS

PR AR FH T XHES: DNS By 38 5 5% b 2242 9 DNS
G, AR B LA LA 5 T kAR : (1) BRI IE SR
FERE TR, — FUBE BRI E S 5 A X B | AR X 15
U, (E R AE SEBR I 238k 44 R AT & AR T T TP Mk
TR BB DNS IC 5%, X 2Rk FH— 283 i i 1ok
PEOL R B0 S B o (2) X BB (R PERE I L, X B
15 DNS i 5% P A ESCHE o, 3044 il b o 52 JB gk
8 M DX B v A ) IR S A R o 2 X6 e i) ek
(1Y) DN'S 2 )38 51| g Jo 35 5 542 11 X Bk R G, 7 2L
W25 2R e X B v (10 s A il AR . (3) U
o K DX B B T DNS J5 B8R 78 B8 16 B 20 B A
Bi 1) DDoS B Jy T LA T AN i 35S 51X e [
FE %4 ] @b n] BE 229k 5] A E DNS R4S, B
G . I, WA TE R 51 AT ) X HRE 48 4 [n]
(A7 10 T AR 7 A Bl T X B B Y DNS 5 1 1 2 R
KRR o

e 4 IR R P X BB AR R R A U
% B SR E A ) DNS A% X R e S BT
DDoS il AT AF X P # B AEER A Bk
B RAIRArT LA R S i IR A5 7 =0 T T I gh 2

4 REiHRER

DNS $24t T3804% 55 TP ik 62 AR ) W 285 i A 5
Z ) B S AL, i 3R DX ) S SR e % Tt R e 0
(R ZE AR o B AR DX B R 1) T e J Sy T 4% 4 4
T BRI 18T ) B B A S B 45, (H5Z DNS 2R P A=
224 RN EL IR X A2 2 PR 52 ), DNS 22 4 4l i A
— ) R L — AR
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4.1 BE

G 5N AL A . FSR DNS B AR BE# B M)
o 5 50 B = A& R (A2 DNS % 2 8
B Raa i e NI e AT B AR GE 1 , B0l DNS 2 4 4)59%
I VF 22 AU Ak ik . AT, 76 DNS 28 2 40U i A7 —
SRR YA MERST, BRI

(1)DNSSEC 47 AR SZI AR 7] @1, DNSSEC i
1 51 A B E ML 7E ECH R 52 4 AR PRI IE J 1 4
HPET IR O (H AR R AR ST PR & AT SR A7
BEIMARIAHMERT . WEARJZ KT , DNSSEC i T
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