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Abstract An anonymous communication system is an overlay network built on top of the Internet that
integratedly uses various anonymous technologies such as data forwarding, content encryption and
traffic obfuscation to conceal the relationships between the communication entities and hide their
communication content from being revealed. Since it is quite difficult to traceback and locate the
communication entities, considerable abuse problems have sprung up. Specifically, the hidden services
of anonymous network are most often abusively used to establish darknets where diverse illegal
activities take place, bringing huge harm to the individuals and society. At present, it lacks
comprehensive and deep technical analysis and research survey in the field of anonymous
communication system and darknet study. Based on the status quo, this paper first elaborates on the
basic concepts of the two terms and their relationships, then continues to demonstrate the work
mechanisms and three key technologies of the anonymous communication system in detail including
anonymous access, anonymous routing and darknet services with an exemplification of the four
mainstream darknets, which are Tor, 12P, Freenet and ZeroNet. On this basis, the paper summarizes
the state-of-the-art anonymous communication attacks and defense technology, and introduces the
research work on current darknet governance as well. Finally, the developing trend of the next
generation anonymous communication system is prospected, and the challenges of the darknet

governance and relevant countermeasures are also discussed.
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BE 2% 08 05 R G0y B ARTE T 58 BUIE A5 LA G R
PR 1 e LA U T B 44 e N LB 4 R L I R IR
55— RN CHBOR. A NE BTN B4 B .
i R 55 3 A4S D7 T o A 2 A0 5G4 AR S HAIE 98 3 e
2.1 EZBEANEAR

B 44 e N FOR I B 44 T80 W9 25 hy 1 ALl ) 2% Mg
MR 2 i B AR, IR E I T
A H TS, 2R I B 44 2% 1 v 4K 3 O B
IEHI AL S T R I 2 10 4 o L ST N B4R
THME % B A A, 6135 bridge, obfs, meek, FTE,
Flashproxy %.
2.1.1 bridge T /4

Tor I IHFTE 2011 4EFEH T bridge 7 s 1Y
MEART Y LS M 2 WA TR SR BRA
JE L Tor % 7 s AT LUK AR S A H 5 50 DI 42
UNEEATE S

bridge f& FE 4 W25y 1 42 T+ 1 B B v 70 1 sk
LT TP BH WK 1% 199 £ Wi 45 I T ¢ 1) — b 422 A BIL .
bridge §7 s BIEE B 5 — M Tor sk siAH R , (H
HAF BIF AR B s M55 28 A FF - T REAR T 5 I 2% 1
IR BELT A IXURS: . A 7 (e P AR BB 2
52 Tor T B2 T 2 R 3R IOIT 50 1) 7E BridgeDB
Bl P R AE T bridge 5 A5 B JH P AT of B 3D
IR 3 J BRI 3 A bridge 5 405 2) H P ik ] J i
Google Fl Yahoo W8 7] 45 2 MR A8 A% 18 5K o BB Al
Sy AN 3 /> bridge 15 kifF &, th T Google
F1 Yahoo B i M {5 IS 44 s bbb 48 FR3E L B A AT A3 2%
B 11 JC BR 1 KB bridge 5 545 B 400 58 o s
2.1.2 obfs RIFEICHE

AR Tor ] LU ] bridge 5 x50k B ik & T 1P
REL BT £1% M 287 (HL M 25 4% B o % B A0 G I (deep
packet inspection, DPD 4% AR kiR 51 H Tor it &2,
YT, Tor MUH IR T 55 1 MG 44 14 obfs IR IE
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fREE. Obls JR2e X &1 T 3 WRA S #E, 4 5 K
obfs2/*%", obfs3""), obfs4"**), 24 {ij 5 Hr I A A9 Tor
5 FH ) & obfs4. Hoip,obfs2 #%31F 2012 4, R FH 4
A CAES-CTR-128) Xt Tor B 1% iy £ ¥5 ¥ 17
hnag g B T Tor Y& AH ¢ 0 A5 IR AF B, AT 52
W7 ARARYE. B obfs2 7Rk i FAFLE 2 AR .
D& F-Bir B (9 2% 45 25 2 BR300 38 15 805 16 4% i X
I 2 T AR AR BT U R 2 T A A
X — i B 11 %% BF A 2 3 o B SO i LA SO =T
E S HGX PP obfs2 Ji i 2 By wk b ] HF A AL R )
FETHE B RO S 1E B . 2 T R Tor & 7 i #4€
I bridge 15 5 LU £ H2 75 ] i 47 obfs2 42 F, )L
M55 it 3 20 /9 bridge R I X 5. % T b3 & 1 6k
B, Tor G2z XHEH T obfs3 Fll obfsd J5&.

YE N obfs2 i )5 £k i it . obfs3 fli Al Diffie-
Hellman Ppi80k 7538 5 W7 (9 2L 250 %, JF #h )tk
He R R % H. AHAR T obfs2, obfs3 TER F A
TARK Y e L H AR B B A e B B AT AR B = X
bridge By B9 0 30E , £7 78 8] A\ H ik #0323l 48 00
7 1Y KU

T AR E R Bk R B BRSO IR B
WAE SR SR R M RAL O ME R L &
ScrambleSuit™*" $ H F| F 7 2b 5 25 e e =2 b 25 52
U3E {5 X T7 19 5N IE » BE 98 A R BT A 2 48 T i
i ZEIL A -, obfsd ¥ — 25 F) A BridgeDB 52 81

THT bridge B {7 50 UE By %54 3¢ . K P Ui 38 i
BridgeDB #¥ ifi] bridge 7 i, 3815 H 1P i hk . 4y &
ID FIABAME B, RA RBFCE X 3 /M5 B4 el o
obfsd 47 A5 19 & {3 % 3iF I & 37 % #2. obfsd J& X
obfs3 MY K I+ . BEA R IR VE T Tor Wit X5
T bridge B4y B, 1k B 58 45 AL 32 3 50 B
A ] N2 RICR.
2.1.3  meek [l E 18 #H AR

meek J&—Fl 3 T 7T & 38 (domain fronting) "
(1) B 08 T A A A, L TR R B AN 7 R, B e,
meek-client [ B B4 K% 45 &% 15— TLS Client
Hello 78 &, 3% ¥ % IR 55 %5 3k & 3H A SNI (server
name indication) FFE¢. £F TLS 18 F i o1 J5 , meek-
client f88SE B (& i (19 Tor Jii i £ % /£ HTTP POST
#Ar i, K H A5 bridge #ihk S A HTTP HOST
FER. A THEEETEEFEME G HTTP POST
A I TG 6 R 5 B OE ) B AR bridge Hbhik. #7 &
IR 55 4% 3 W F) meek-client £ J5 . AR 4ls HTTP
HOST =7 Bl #5808 e % 3 B A5 bridge 97 g %19
H. FiE T H) meek-server X HTTP #fz 3k 4b B 5 K &
%1y Tor Yt 6 A 45 5 2 v k75 4. 76 2417 Tor
28 H1 ,meek 32 B0 E AKX ffi T Google, Amazon #l
Azure 55 R AR 55 5 HE 7 52 415 9 11 4% BT S A IR
55 1t W Tor 25 17 I 78 U5 0] 15 5 ) 36 19 R 52, A
T AR 3RE PO 286 Y7 4k WA 422

@ Fronted Server
Browser
TLS Tor ~— > INTERNET
l SNI:allowed.example HTTP
HTTP gateway to many POST/HTT_P/ 1.1
Tor POST/HTTP/1.1 domains including HOST:_forbldden.example
l HOST:forbidden.example allowed.example and X-Session-TD:123456- -
X-Session-ID:123456" - forbidden.example Data
meek-client > » meek-server
Client Web Server Tor Bridge

Fig. 7 The architecture of meek
7 meck KR L5

2.1.4 FTE I ik e R

FTE (format-transforming encryption )™ g
Dyer 28 A7 2013 4 ACM HENL 5B ELX LSS
(ACM Conference on Computer and Communications
Security, CCS) ' A F . HFHFEH BB IV BEL
58 X8 BRI 2 SO H8 S AL R A% 2. 5 obfs
TR A 7 RN FTE B 6 IR P iS00 2 5 4 oy
TCIY B A L 2 100 AR A0 ) P g AL 9 T T 3R A =
i th A — o U S i Hrb T AR IE

) &3k 0] AN DPT £ 4t U5 A5 v B 42 45 R ok AR 4
N2 i [ Bl A 2 A5 3. 3 {45 5 T I ) ER Gk =X
(89 DPT i AR 234 A 250 o TP 3 5 1 B sl i &
AT S5 0 A0 3 T A 0 H Y. TR 4 Tor Wi & A
HTTP jis. 3 TE ST 2R HTTP 1 W &3k X
F Z 5 Ay HTTP Wpis, A 6 B it & O 2.
2.1.5 Flashproxy {& % f4

Flashproxy™** J&i2 17 76 ) Y5 2§ v 1) 1% %0 46 7F
O B A WA A A AR AL A B B 44 4
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AR TE AR 3 S A R L W AL AL A A R
BEL W 3 B PR, AF 2013—2016 4E A [d] , Flashproxy il
H—BH#HETE Tor Browser 1, HH] 2017 4£4 3¢
JH A R0 obfsd BUR.

TEAE ] Flashproxy % %8l iy #e b /5 2 3 4>
AU E A A 2 I B B A b i A% B A
123 E ML Flash Proxy #1585 = J5 IR % Facilitator. H
1, Facilitator 11 3¢t & F ¥ (19 132 W Al Flash Proxy ft
PR 43 TC 24 % v ity 28 ff ] Flashproxy fGER R 55

Censor
\

(D Client registers its address
using secure rendezvous

Facilitator

F, 1 Se e A A G R % 42 3 Facilitator DL A1
7% 7 vy its 2 AP 55 . SR 5 %% 1 i A% i 47 A O 4 Ao
W 30 2 3% 2.

Ha3 IWBY Flash Proxy 2x £ 3% Facilitator,
PLAR A3 IEAE 3 SR AR R 55 19 % 7 . 24 Flash Proxy
PRAG K P £ Facilitator MEME B A EE3h &
A I v 1) 3% 2 P BB F R 4T A L e X
% P AL H bR b 4k Y 508 i Flash Proxy #E 473
F L RN 8 FTR

Client (®) Facilitator responds with address Tor Relay
Transport | @ Proxy conng,i\cts to client Flash Proxy ® Proxy connects to relay .| Transport
Plugin ' (Web browser) Plugin

Fig. 8 The architecture of Flashproxy
Kl 8 Flashproxy & & 4514

i bR 5 b 3 EE A B A A BOR B
A LA BB A% 4 A BRI I 3 A 4
A G TP BEAT IR - DT AR 9 2 4. e rp 3 1
5 08 7 AT o T 3 e A i T B A AL
iE 5 4 HE O e AR B BSGAT B B4 obfs A FTE.
2T AT A BE W L R A CRE ML i
AT HLEE W0 meek MR T R 55 £ 416 R 4R ALY
144 B A R 55 . T Flashproxy Wl i £ i 4%
S LB BT A AR ORAIE M A8 T VR MO O BEL T B
A EE.
2.2 EZEBEREAR

e 44 B B R B 4 AR AR G P R B 4
I 55 IR JIT A1 P A — b G i R 3 R B AR K i
F T e B B S B AL e AR 2 B B dd i
ez 24 B oh RO L B 44 38 1 AR G Y 2 4 R fE R RE 5
THEVORBE. A AR AR B 44 381 22 48 BT (o A6 i e
PR AL PR 2 R s B FI2E T DHT 1y
.
2.2.1 HAMH

T2 3t H R A% O AR R o 2 B S R
JZE I 9 75 1 S P R T BERL B2 PR 4. Tor J2
i SR A 7P 80 0 BOR O B A T A R G U

AT LA Tor ] %7 20 3% th HOR #EAT A 49

TE Tor BRI, 2 7 o 5 BE IR 55 2% =2 8] 7y 2
AR 3 AT AN, Z Bk I A ARt AT E . B
Hif s Tor 3222 R FJE F AU BE AL 7 26 H 28 38 3 0k i
PEVE A I P e b B I % B AR I R S5 A A R A
(server descriptor) 5 $£iH 3 4 (consensus document)
T AR S S AR R B A AU, IF
2 FRCH 9 05O Y s R ] AR I B R
BT L (AR R B TP R 2 TR A
Nk B AR C 2 M B

TET RSN Z )5 - OP WA 075 5 T 1R 18
Bk T B A4 B B T U2 TR SR T TLS/SSLv3 Xt
BEHEATINGE. S 3 5 ] e R DR A H T AR ]
I S OR, L OR, ,OR, k. B %.0P 5
OR, #~7 TLS %842, B OP %k CELL_CREATE
{55, OR, #4700 37 LA 52 1% Diffie-Hellman 8 F Jf:
PO 23 05 % A koo DT B N7 BE 1 Bk sk . L h
CELL_CREATE {57t /& Tor H— 845 1% i i 55
AT, KN 512B. 885 ,OP [ OR, & 5 OR,
AR Tor {578, OR, W H 55 OR, # 7 TLS
%, 338 3 Diffie-Hellman #p i 3 & OP 5 OR,
Z I 2T BB ko OR, ¥ 250 %25 4 38 2 i 2% 4 SC
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I OP, 58 A 2 BhEE B Ay g r. DA IS4, Tor g
ST 22 B I S0 B 5 A H AR 1Y 7 A i .

15 FE 44 55 s 2 57 5 P AT LLIE i OP s [a) 2
L 2% AT B AR . 24 OP 3R 4% B A5 Ik 55 19 1P
Ho ik A CUIS S Ry ko o s X BUHEAR ST 1T 2 2
e 2, Bl {{{<IP: port) }u, bu, bay » 3K PRI J7 5K
FRA“HERIME”. %z G e gt 4 OR 1 5B, #f 2
AT 6T 07 1) %85 BH X6 e A 2 R AT i 0 O R . S 3
ik OR; J5 347 B 5 — Wi 5 BN a] 150 s B s iR 55
#i04 TP Hiuchk Ao 1, NI g7 TCP 3% 4%, 76t /2
FOR PR LT ERA OP ZE % . 4 OR &
J2 B IT 5 e B H AR S5 4 5 5 ICAR B H AR IR 55 4
AT 2258 4 OR i . th OP & 2 fif % Of ix
2 [n] 25 0 AR P 6T H AR R 55 48 2k b, Tor H
SEEW Y HIRZIA R B CTEM OR; @15, M4 OR
JoikF 345 Tor P 1P, H B Ik 55 #% 1P F1 i H
O T ORAIE T 38 15 19 T 24 M.

T AF R, VR LI R ORI g E AR TR AR
I A P FE PR L B SR W A T

D) 7 AR 34 A 7 T . 38 O E A VAN VE 20 R AR
(A8 S50 8 £ G 5 Y A B 385 O O AXAT DR
F Tor MM fE, b Al L4 & 2 2 M. 4 Snader
A SN R AR 8 T 240 B vl 2 R 58 A i HE AT I
FH 3 4 By 52 B0 270 Ve M AT v 1 B L R
P T — T TR 2 e R AR S TP E Y L2 B
e L. fE 2L Af E . Panchenko % APV 42 1
TP T AN A AR R YE A B e R R
PE— A P T AR A2 e ML T Rochet 25 AW i
il Waterfiling 595 , 38 o 76 FH 7 A2 790 A0 349 45 9
2517048, DT 8 AT it 81 i . 2 O IR 1) XL

2) FEYHFEFEHI Iy . 8 B 1k P 2 R A al kT
0 ZE 1Y VE 24 % A BE 0% B2 T s I M RE. 9 40, Wang
ENTYINN Tor 76 HEAT i 16 2 0 45 587 0 o
CRHE 2008 T SRR S BOER A1 R R A 4 A
FHB R A0 2E. & i m) 8L, ] 48 b T — ol 4 €
AT B P e R 0A kL BRIV P v ol A 32 3l & PE AL
5 A HH ZEARAS L 3k G (5 P L B FE Y Y AN O i
SEU SRR T H B A R BEXE Tor W 2% th A 7R
R I 4% 3 i Y T R, Liu 26 A0 B T RO
1337 ) 35 I HE 22 TorPolice , % HE 2R 7 17 IR 45 4 it
T Tor 9 2% S it 51 15 1 15 [7) 3 B 76 1] & 1% Tor
FH P H At ik 55 100 [) sf 8 268 158 7 00 2% i =, 22 i 17 I
T

3) FE VH B R W 1. L 1 g3 A O 5 T R

FHZE AU HEAT 5% 6 0 B2, AT 2 TP BB, 4 1, Tang
FENTIAR Tor PR 20 R Z RN Z — 27
R R R b A B S T T T B B (A
AL D 8 & A B CUn T YD BT X Ik i
B o 1% T AE 38 2o W7 58 % B B S S L e 9, il 45 Tor
W 28 v R 22 B8 R A I M R AT B Bl L IR I R AR 1Y
TFEIE /N, Alsabah 88 AN 0 B4 2% 2 O i %
Tor Jin% & i HE 17 53 2% 0N H AN I AR )7 or s
(0 IR 55 26 A4 3l 3 Ry B A B 95 R AL A e AL e 2, o
B T Tor P ARSS. 78 J5 28 T /RN b, Al A 42 1
TR Conflux 13 4543 Uil 5 ¥ » AR 45 I £ 4E
PR S TC 3 AN R A A v LAY 0 B 480 84 4 R
PE R TE T BN Y bridge 1 A FH PR

AN X 45 B 44 i R AUEE PR S &
PEAG & — A 5 B 1 98 4 3. Wacek 28 A #E
T R M BE AN A A M 2 R] I B A L O
B H MR G) Tor ) 45 19 42 SCHE IR |V 20 1% rh #4%
B R M R S5 R IR AT SR AR L R T X B S Tor W) 2%
F11EAf . Backes %8 AN 41 T —Ff Tor W45 % 41k
PEAEHESE MATor, BB 98 PFAh B% h 535 . Tor H:iR%L
It 45 X6 FH P B 44 M R SE PR S L AE SRR I 9% S0iR
P& T — MR Y % 5 2% DistribuTor, (g 6% $2 {1t 5
LA g S (o e U 3 s LI P i I NS O
MATor 17 5¢ 3, 86 Jm T X% #% 1 £ R 36 10 4% 28
Structural X 5 G8 J7 W PEAL B g . I %t DistribuTor,
LASTor %5 #% i B QH L 317 1 € 5. Matic 45
NS bridge 5 8 1 & A MEEAT TR, LW
B2 TAE R D225 SCmk[ 45 .
2.2.2 KR

Kz i (garlic routing) HAG 43 Z % . £ 4
BYPE i BN 3 A EEE AR R SRR
2P, P AT L 12P 2 81l A 28 K 5 i

12P il & 7 Mh0RF 00 6 by S50k Pk T R T R
T AR B E ST L AR 12P Y A HUHE SRR Y
B RAE R BRI SOR R RN A3 4 AL ER

1) I2P 5 g 23 T 55 2 01 5 0 9 45 PEfg L 4
JE4Y R 1min. 1 h Al 24 h 2, 0 550 H 4045 4 58
netDb 7 i B 48 F1 % 18 8 57 o o) 3 55 (5 B 96
A B TE A R SR AT T A

2) 12P 45 p AR 5 3 2 0 2 g e ) o 3 ) H A
FOEAT A28, Hod  BUEh 1 min N8 % H bR A
RCE B o T ARIESE R e e P R S I3 A ik
PR R TE ) BRSO S 25 hE O — B ] T R
7 R TE P B X A
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capacity=0, 4 X (10 min) +0, 3 X (30 min) +
0.2Xr(1h)+0.1Xr(24h), (D
Horpr, r (O R R e B 8] ¢ N AR ) o7 g G A 40 H
capacity REBAMIT.
R AR R N5 TR AR R 3 2K iy
FUL T A R RCRVAR M T R 3 28N Y i 0k DL
AT RO A R T T R A P Y
SR T e R ey R R BT AT P (Y
o AT R R A R S AR Y AR
3) AN [R] 4 B A A A 2 g AN [] 5 A5, ol an &
F IR T R 5l 35 8 e T L PR N R T L e 3 R A
T R EOR Y R Y [E] - 2R R AR R N R
B R e 1 M AR ) 5 2 W] — S B A% 5 AL
AN R I 23l A AR M R 1Y AP S B AR e
PR TE I 5 25 9 AR UHE T R L) racio W]t
B
mtio:l_?f‘:?m%iﬁ@jﬁiw%
P R% I T B
4) B N7 A AL AR A E PR Bl P R
W55 H FR (B 00 S B3R 8 AT HE 3 R 2 19 s AE B
SRNOEA-
12P {#i i VTB(variable tunnel build) }§ & & 57
15 B IE % IE 8 2 i 7 1 oK i 3% (build request
record, BRR) #H i, 1l BRR [ tooPeer & B fll req
SR Fo tooPeer 5B 4 BRI req B

(2)

5 5 R key . 101 % 4 replykey . N — Bk A
ID %55 8. A VTB 2 7 BR s iy F an ke 9 frs
Al gy ok 5 AR

@ % i i netDb SRANS 1 R FIHTA
R E 3 4~ BRR (9 1-VIBHE R ET
A

@ A AR SC toPeer, F B HIXT R 1-
BRRLH 55 5 A FABH % reqa KA 50 2 %
keya IS NE# ] replykeya . F—BET 5 B #Y ID
SRR I replykeys TN NI ELAE response s I
B 1-BRR NEA . FIH key, fi#% 2-BRR 1 3-BRR
Ja BN 2-VTB. ek 245 5 B

@ 1555 B ARYE B SCF Bt roPeer s PRI 2-
BRR.FI I f B R % req s 345 W] SCHUHE 18
o replykeyy N responsey BUPE B 2-BRR
7 keyy %% 1-BRR Ml 3-BRR J& & 2% b 3-
VTIB, %Rk Z=T 8 Cs

@ P CEEZOMO P M EIER 4-VTB,
IR A-VTB ¥k 2% i A BR1E Y Gateway 7
K D;

© % J1 i o3 R R AR A 4-VTB rh 435 200 R
B SCRCHE » AT 1 BB % 3 2 5 A 7

G FR S MARZE.E P mS A ALBLC
3T AR BN 5 )R B keya s keyy s keye H T BE B
TN E A

1-VTB 2-VTB 3-VTB
1-BRR toPeer |[req,], {response,} {{response,}  } s
2-BRR {toPeery|[reqs]s} 4 toPeer|[req], {responseg}
3-BRR {{roPeerc|lreqclc}s}a {toPeerd|[reqclc} s toPeerc|[reqc]c
A N B B C N
4-VTB
Di Lenged: {{{response,}, }5 }c
= [x]:EIGamal encrypted
Client {{responsey}y }c-

{x}:AES encrypted

{response }
=i LI .
F E D

Fig. 9 Build 12P tunnel

[ 9

R 6 o P 22 T8 L s R i 3 i o HIL 1 4 12
10 FF7s. 242 7 3t 1 1) Bt 96 A 55 s A 68 17 e i IR
% LeaseSet F1NHAE B s B v 2 v fi 28 . & P v B
A B AT B FR N — A 55 Cclove) s B 37 A X
BLAHE 78 A5 B TR R % R i 2R AR i % P

12P %38 2 37,

Ui P 22 A s I 2 L — A KR T 8 AT e kL B
IR 55 ity 53 2% fifk 4% O1- 4% G 78 Ab BB A FR IR
2.2.3 T DHT W%

S F DHT 05 b 4% AR i 420 B AUE R DHT
Y LU 3 T AR X R 8 R R A L v Ak o
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Clove 1
Clove 2
Clove 3

Outbound Tunnel

Client

LeaseSet

|—| E Inbound Tunnel EeaseSet
-_ -

Clove 1
Clove 2
Clove 3

Ln

Hidden Server

Inbound Tunnel

Outbound Tunnel

Fig. 10 12P garlic message
K10 12P KRR &

I3 1t 22 Bk AC H R B33 A A BE 45 Y. Freenet f&
i 15T DHT (9 8% B 50 R /9 380 2 2 38 5 R 4.
AA7H LD Freenet Sy 4], % 357 DHT (1% 8% th £ R
HEAT 4.

Freenet % H /2 — 1] (] 35 2K 14 B 09 TR B2 A0 %6
A EREAL 32 B SR AL R SRR R
HRIE B R TR & RS B & UID(unique
identifier) , HTL(hops to live) &g 8. X &R 5]{H
X W — A5 a5 7 B E . 378 1% SO B T e Y A i AL
B ORI B B 0 AR YE. UID ME— Hb A
— TR BB A RORE S D B A R b il BRI
. HTL FH R BR 3 8T e e e it e 45, 3k e 1
R T % Bl HTL B0 5 R AE R
18, i@ W IO T W& W B M5 & HTL s Z Bk 1,
OHTL W 0 0 B o & 58, sk, i 7%
V% & Freenet ARG N T — 2L 5+ X7 HTL 9
IRVEHLE] T HTL 2 18 B3 5K, 19 557 5% &k B
HA 507 MR 4 HTL 3 1: X+ HTL 24 1
MR M TE R R A 250 MR & fff HTL
WL 2R B IESRIER R R E WA A, S
RO 56 i ) e e & 2R — Bk SR 5 B — Bk gk 22
BEACEE B AR K S ek T B v 2 5 HTL
TRERE O B IR R K TR F T SR N 23 E K R R
o HTL FREZE 0 b5 1k % .

Freenet [ 1 3B BEHLHA S5 & T 500 K 0. B4~
T YA 0 R R JF A R X B AT B
H. A T8 T X 45, Freenet ¥ 55 5 B 330 15 #1948
JB 1T RFR R AR S BB B T Bk Y Y SRR Sy ] B2 2
J& B AR TE R A & . Freenet W 1 H23 5 (1) 5 45 2Z 1]
AT H AR FE A B SRR S DO PR IE AT
SR A A R AR JE 7 A AE B B 11 JEOR
T A P AR A AR e DL S R
TR A P B R H R e S AR T B AR

@ https://gitweb. torproject. org/torspec. git/tree/rend-spec-v2. txt

Ji 0 i) 22 <08 J o T Jf o G ) 4 2R 0 R LR AR
B UCHE FIRE S Y RURE AR 8 T B P SRR SR B E X
JO7 A 7 B O R ph 3R R R MY S A L B
O T (1 B 3 AR b 3 B B S OO0 1) ) L s X
VAN R Y X (B RIS =N Nt [ eI AP B T

2 TR 1 A 2 A I 0 SR W R T A
)~ — Bk
/L
K 0.735 M
0.741 ‘ 0.733 First Hop
/ Second Hop
D
E 0.732 /Destination Peer  Direct Peer\
0412 o .
—~— g y B A
0 8I22 _—0.408 0.413 G B
} C (&
H c
H B : <
0.415 / 0.405 é g
G
0.414 \ f g
F E M D
0555 0410 \_ /

Fig. 11 Routing table in Freenet
] 11 Freenet & H #

2.3 EBEMBREEAR

M5 DO Il 25 2 418 0 20038 ax AR AR 1) R L R IR Y T
EAREVT ) IF HAY R 5 8 I0 vk X AT R R 0 il
% ALFE T Web, IRC . SCF S 22458 2R il 55 25 L. i
T A G AR MBI B IR SS #4 00 07 B 15 5
GEIGCEINEEE COlES BRGNS N A T
HLA B B 24 M. T S0 0 B Y B 44 R G 4t
{1 B I Al 55 B AR R AT A 4R
2.3.1 Tor B IK 5

Tor [ Mk 55 J2 i 13 ROt i 55 5 44 (R P 24
k40— BRI R A R Y. IR 55 28 1 UGB AT R R A AR
— B R 55 35K 44 5 Hidk 44 0 Xk (2> onion. HiHp
(KN 16 B B F4FH . i1 RSA A 9] Hash {6
T 80 b i 47 base32 HitHh 3K A5
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Tor Bl 55 &5 7608 shd f2 b2 HAR B B A%
Z RIS B M55 4%, Tor & 7 o RE #5185 H ¢
I 55 48 AR B % 1 15 5L 15 BRI 55 # 2 ST R 1n] ik
F. 1 2 JEIR TR v ) B IR 55 i B AR G AR

@ B e 55 #% VE£E 3 A>T 20 h A% 1 g
AT RIS 5T RN 3 BREE %

@ [6 M 55 4 K HL G T IR 55 i A& 4F (hidden
service descriptor) ['f& 2 B IR 55 H 3 R 5 4%, #f
RPN AMER S A S RSA A4

@ % i 3o B R IR 55 48 44 (2> onion) #EAT
Vi F) I s M BERE IR 55 H 5 e 55 & 48 51 AT s i AH
KAFE

@ & P I e £ — D VE A R AR O IE R
I 5% ST 3 BhEE

© & P BRG] AT S 3 BhEE R, Jf @
TG RORIE R S5 B & 26 3 BRI 55 4% 5

© B i 55 i 2 57 BRI R 1 s A 3 BBk B
FE R 2 B FEATIAE 5

@ L35 % P i 5 BRI 55 4 0d i 6
Bk B B RT3 HL

Tor B il 55 #1417 0F . 8 B B 19 RSA A4 K
I RAE B BT 2l X (3) %52 1 6 A~ Ba il IRk
% H MRS # L= H() R85 5K E R 160 b 1
Hash e& 5. ||y BF 3 R 5.

Descriptor-id = H (Public-key-id ||
Secret-id-part) , (3
Hirh, Publickey-id B}y RSA A4 1) SHATL i %
HY I 80 b. Secret-id-part s Al 113K
Secret-id-part = H (Time period
| Descriptor-cookie || Replica-index),  (4)
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