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Security Analysis of Anonymous Network 12P
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(College of Information Engineering, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225127, China)

Abstract : 12P (invisible Internet project) is one of the most widely used anonymous networks. It uses garlic routing to
hide the relationship between both sides of communication. It uses a strong encryption protocol and a network layer to
hide the user identity and provide hidden services, thus acheiving the purpose of full anonymity. But it also has many
security issues. Through the analysis of the system structure, working principle and garlic routing technology of 12P
network , the problems of I12P are pointed out,and the solution ideas and technical ideas are given.
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TS RENLECR B AR AR T BEALER B8 5 4, KBS 160 bit.

Key : £ CEEFAF B OCHER A7 8 19 SHAL B ST 5 T 25041 SHAT A5, K 160 bit.

Value : 5 1{H s KJ¥# 160 bit ,*%it%j (File-name, File-lens , File-SHAL) .

(Key, Value) : 825 H A X HT797 S 80 A7 it A2 i)
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K5 a:K RRFRIINEL, S8 o FORATT GURE RS K-l s M8 (1450
2.5.1.3 Node ID Key Value = # th x %

Node ID Key . Value IR E R 160 bit, Hi it H 78 TARIE =3 = A Y.

(1)Node ID. ] LLK—A™ IPv4/1Pv6 Mtk 45 A - iF il 45 . A ikl > 1Pv4, B IP =A.B.C.D, ] ID num-
ber=Ax2*+Bx2'"°+Cx28+Dx2° ; #5#idil- &y IPv6, Bl IP=A:B:C.:D:E:F.G.H, N ID number=Ax2"*+Bx2%+
Cx2Y+Dx2%+Ex 2% +Fx 22 +Gx 2" +Hx 2. Y Hb Ny 1Pv4 B, 1 T— A 25/ 45 1P #ihk$Ch 2% -2 =
167 772 164<167 772 166 ,iX KW . /R ID number FYEEECA M 32 bit; Y Huhk >y 1Pv6 B, A fo] —4~1%]
257 TPv6 HUHBHEECH 212 -2=5 192 296 858 534 827 628 530 496 329 220 094, 1% FH] . F /R ID number F
BHORN 2t 128 bit. 17 32 bit+128 bit=160 bit, B2k H 160 bit & EE /R Node ID, AT AR IEA ] 15 £ 1Y
Node ID #H[A] AMER JL-T- 2.
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BRIRZHmR”).

(3) Value. T Value J&77fiff SCIF A9 5514 TP Mo kb 5517 55 0 oAt £ 3R 5 B, oA b (File-name,
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BEIOK, W5 B ARG TEOC.
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(A @ B)>0, RNFIIFHAS key =2 [H] B IH S 0h K T2
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SR FH B B B T LAAE 12P 45 rp bRt b 48 2% 380 B 85 030 1) 1
2.5.3 ZIAMimit L% HEH
2531 XMk
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fith. 95 0011 (ARl 53 an &l 9 .
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2B A AR — ERFEE ] n, = Node ID, 80E n, B o R P BA LT KT Node ID AYFE I, W £ 2%
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Fig. 10 Node 0011 searches for target node 1110 by Net ID value

2.5.4 Kad HIELEH
Class Kad |
IDS et=lookup(Net 1D, k) % &[5 HFR Net 1D BB & 19 kA1 055
Put( Key, Value) % ¥ value {HFE S Key HT Y17 45 1,
Value =Get( Key) % ¥ key {HH | .
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5 Tor ANJA], “ H 9 507 m B QB FR A 12P W45 19 —3B4), iTREARTELR. X T 12P RGHH
FURUL, TR )G ST B M 2% Net DB 25 F 2% RouterInfo SCAHFE B, 27 M 4% NetDB #Ef 345 45, | 12P &
FmfE OIS 12P ML H S AR R, BIJGEERE] 2P RGEH Y Peer FEALARSS , ToIL A 12P M4,

3.2 KEHLEET =

12P RZ% T s AR 2, 6 E ST R TE BERE 19 SR, A 1T R 2t s i Bk AT 22 S 8Os R 2 R AR 1
F T 5l 55 I

12P 48R FH ML S 01 o5, X JRAL 48 B ik 23 [l BE AL AN 2 H AR k23 ] BEA LI 25 R &1k
FRAS LA TR A7 P EF T3, 1T Selfrando ™ 19 TAE T sURKEAR RN REAIICRD 43 HF , I HLBria 17 8y A7
Huk A TREAL 0. ATk B AN REHERR S 205 S T ITAE I A7 HuhE D HOR B fik & S A7 T AE A 1Y)
il A BELL Tor WA 281 T 00 25 CRG | w] DL Ar- b by 11 SR 0F 12P 1 P 2 B A Ak . Tor 3
HELEH Selfrando T ZEANA Tor WA AYSRALRRAS , 20 Va5 H A 1E 7 EA T B0,

3.3 HTTP . HTTPs 5 Socks5 {tIE

Tor SR C++4i5 , i FTH 4k Ky SocksS ARHIZEAL, Fh4ky s 2 [ ] TCP 3E4%. 12P RH Java 45 | 1}
1% i AT DU AT AR = sh e 4 09 H 3% 42 TCP Ui, 45 SSH RS54 \HTTP AR EL IR 55 #% . HTTPs 183 fiik
%54 Socks5 FUELAR S5 #756 , HAT LAl 3 Tor 2 77 viig $ L A9 IAF 5 SocksS ALEREE A Tor W45, T 12P Y
HEH F Sl R R TCP WP, PR S8 FTP B, 12P /9 i i 2Z [RIBE A FH TCP % 2 U H
UDP (&4 EicdE .

3.4 KFREEH

12P ZR %5 R A 7 S 56 1 R e AL Y. 3 R ATL AR OR BT 2 SR AR i REARL T S R R B
&y R AR TR D W A5 B AR S e 5 HoA i 5 8 S B AL 6 . ez R i A mT B S s K
Wk Bk EGE 22 | 05 R N A BB AR, 7™ 8 R iR 45 T i s oA T RBIE BUAR 2 0 BRRSIE , DI 5 28 4>
P 441

12P [& 43815 R 45 Net DB 1[5 55 40 A 78 M BL07 B b, HAT AR R A8 M, 2 KR P 4k
5. 2 PEAHLAY 12P 35 2575 B4 Floodfill NetDB 5 5, MM AREUEAS 12P RI2% AT S5 B, W 5 244
Yt F T e Z M.

3.5 BHAR

GYJE N 2 12P Fl Tor 1) — LT RE , 12 7 35 I 25 LR 47 B 44 1) 3£

Tor2.3 hiiAx DHE #4HACHR M T 1 024 bit 92580, Tor BLAE A 2.4 A, HA#H T ECDHE 5
2. 12P M AE R RAS ol F T 1 024 bit B9 ECDHE #E4T 884125 # {8 H: Kad B P& 44 1P Hohk ()
Net ID ffi T SHAL.

DHE ECDHE %% i DH ECDH V8 A8 i . DH J&5E T 3K fif « 25 SOt B nl ) IRk, ECDH & 56 15k
i< WO T3] T 2 B oG BRIl A0 (% PRI XE. DH 5 ECDH (925 R 5 A0 (S 9 ) |, BB TR A2 14 A 1%
Co2 P SIS L5 I (E B o d o 50 R e s 11 7 o B 1 1l =11 11 7 ol <95 Al 7120
17 7 2%t DH il ECDH A 7Ek B, TRASEIFIF 3 A H 3% DHE Al ECDHE'™ | HEEA AR BIfH A
MLk IR M 55 25 DAIRBCHFAGH , th TE Ik i iz i o, B o i DR S A i S8 DH B8 Bk
HO AN TR AR E A I — A, S et &35, {2 DHE/ECDHE S5 A Bt A7 il o, HOAS 24
IAIE, G B L AR T IR sl HJC b« Bk, B AW IeiE X il Ao ™. 12P ZEf#i i
0.9.35 WA 5 BR SHAL %53t {fi ] ECDSA-SHA-512.

3.6 MZEHIEFEE NetDB
Tor MI£% R H SR 55 o5 PR AN R 483547, 7 12P 45 56 T 430 175 2 0 48 B4 5 NetDB 55 385 4 1)
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% NetDB HfEAifE 12P W48 i 45 8., 3 1) 12P 35 SR Ar IR 45 . {H NetDB %3190 H A7 Hhet 4
R 1 CHF S e ) ) X244 AT LUAIN A R 2% | 33X il (75 NetDB (19 F 3 NetDB (1) Bl A B RS /IN | B T
12P WZ% A2 A TR0R. BUH AT 98 R A BRI, BD AT 340 NetDB 19 FH P  NetDB F RIIAS fE RS, W] A iy F
NetDB 7% [ BT fi 5 4 , 3R Tl 5 7 B2 A A 22 Jg (I Pl 4 41, el A1) I A 5 T 45 0 A B 1 e

4 4k

B RGIEREM L VI — X T JEAS A, 85 T RG L AR EUNERR 7> RENERE. Tor KGR
AT SALPAL  RGTA R A B AT B R RT LR I AR A S R R (XA Lt 2
ORI LA, ROy R BGE 8 s, — b2 210 B R G0tk TRERE. XS T 2P REEkK
Ui, AR SAE T T P2P WA sU R4 B RGP BoA S P9 o, I BT #00 T JR o (9 Bty AN 2 52
FEAS 12P RGN, R AR ROREE . (BRI A5H 5 2% 19 (s B R IR R, S iE RS 46 T A
%, SO E AR

12P [F i T 1 ) i R TP R R 28 RIS I, FET R IEAR AR Ui X 12P W28 EA 722 Ax ko, e B
HRZEHAR EAAAERY ) 2 AT, AR SCEE X i SE R TR, H A2 AR B RS Ay s
12P 25122 A AT I 25 RE R4 A PR (B P Bl aR] , 4 281 WO 28 P BE AN FH P BE AL PR B 22 [ F) 11657 1
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