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ABSTRACT

This paper proposes a message authentication scheme to resist potential spam threats in SIP-based VoIP
services. Our scheme applies the extended HTTP digest authentication mechanism between the inbound proxy
and the UAS to verify that a service request is coming through the valid inbound proxy. The proposed scheme
is simple and requires minimal modification the current SIP standards, and effective to filter invalid peer-to-peer
spam calls. In this paper, an experimental spam attack using modified open source was tested on a commercial

VoIP networks to exploit the possibility of spam attacks in real environment,

1.2 F4E AR ol WAelMsh miaAR
T2 DS FAE] 4a, 71Ee] PSIN

22 SIP(Session Initiation Protocol) 7]4ke]
VoIP(Voice Over Internet Protocol) A]u]2el i3}
AjEe) Aol ZHHA VolP Hee] F84e]
A7H2 ek B8 SPE dAE A1) o]l

(Public Switched Telephone Network)%ollx] Hr}
o A3 wgo AkiRel Fand ofejHel &
Ag s 4= Qo w17 1P 7] Mu)xo]7] w)
ol 239 dF AR slsEiA oz Ade 9

% £ 97E SAWGE s T AT GLEAY 2 A HEA

35191 -5(2006-5-043-02, VolPHR R 57]%)

TR ITAAREH A e gl deez

* AN AR ATy FAHRG Q74 (lilyuwjd @cns.ssuac.kr, souhwanj@ssu.ack, {sysmoon, cjduck}@cns.ssu.ac.kr)
* FEARBFAEY S8 71%9 ({yjwon, ydcho} @kisa.orkr), ZAIX=}: : A& souhwanj@ssu.ac.kr)
=EWE {KICS2007-05-228, AUz} 12007 549 229, HEF=EA4AA}:2007d 79 109

521



FTEAIHE] =84 078 Vol. 32 No. 8

gell 2= glek o]ell SIP 7|4k} VoIP 3740
Al qFHZF VoIP Aul A5 $13F di-3-de) AF
5—] Jo_l__'?_g‘lu}mﬂ][fi].

) SIp 714k VoIP #elA AL i)
7l $138 #EFE3} =<jo] IETF SIPPING WG,
ITU-T SGI17, IRTF ASRGelA] 23] 38 Fo)
o}t 7t 53} 7)FellA] Akshs SIP 7]8Ee] VoI
23 A 7)ed 718 oY A% At HE
VoIP 73] A48 Zold, o] F WalalE: <%
8] $I’F 7O E SPF (Sender Policy Framework)™
9} DKIM (DomainKeys Identified Mail)"”! 7]% %
o] gJck 3HA|9h o]+ inbound proxy AJuel A4
= 7o SIP 340l M] UAC-Proxy-UAS
A e AFFlele IESsil gl
UAC-Proxy-UAS A F7bellr] obdd Alde =}
e B3 WA AFFozA A9 TERAS
2 g 4 gle 3 7ol Hash

£ =%ol4+= inbound proxy ABlell4 UASE
INVITE "AAE A$d o, HTTP digest 315
7148 0123 UASoIA inbound proxy AHE
AFE F Sl AR SIS Algkgich Algt
7S 7129 SIP ZEY E 4 glo] 4A A&
7Fs3ls], TLS(Transport Layer Security) oll41<]
G833} Aoz gt Ady X A7 @
8131, proxy AlHell4] TLS AAfA1E 413 vz
2= FAHE Y 4 ok = B =Fe)
A At 71 s dY a9 dE A &
Ao il AL Helch

E =S o 2ol A=Y itk nAklA
< VoIP 23 §e] el BAsta 23 o
2 7] o] ARk nrAbellA e AL At
3}7] $18t inbound proxy A¥£} UAS ZF uhAilz}
Q= 7iHe Aigkslm VA4 A9k inbound
proxy Ao} UAS7ZE Wiz} qlE 714E& 733
tt. VA= TLS9} Ak 7ige] A5 v
BASLT viA| o g Vigel ARe gi=c)

K

AUE

e rd

I. VoIP A 2/ A ! IS 28 JIE

Z oldld Zukel AR} ol FHozH
SPF2} DKIM 7| So] gt} SPFE= olvd F4
o} A7t AXBHA] W= oludell dfs) At
sk Wieloh WA Alxls ARl DNS Afuio)
uk el Aol i3k 1P F4E 523 § oy
S A$ch olo] Al sl A= DNS Aol

fqr oy

522

...........................

s 15 WS

............

HTTP Digest '\
N\, Authentication

el

a2l 1. SIP Bl WS

Aol gAs S5 Al il Auie] Ip F
Zoob AR R wld AW 1P T4 dAske
215 #lghe 2] A Ayt 2l AR oA
A 2o i3] A 4 9k DKIM 71 vl
oA Auizh A7l RS AR A 9w,
Sl dhe wldell el A A5-E S Al
A5 AFE 5 RS gk 2due A
o s AN = gr] dEel 2w Wde A
sirjeke Al wld Aol Me 3 75
A& Addt 4 ok I SIP el Al
€ AF3] $13 7o DKIM 713 Al
Authenticated Identity 7]%®o] glch o] 7L
proxy AH 7t AwS Ea) Aakzlel gAY Sip
w)AlAlell &l outbound proxy A7} AJHEl,
inbound proxy AwollA A k& 7Zsle] wkAl
22 AFE  URE ) FRAE 9 PEER
A AujellA] MM AHE QF3he 7R SIP
374 ol}4e] UAC-outbound proxy-inbound proxy-
UAS A 748 QEsP7lelle gu53ic).

¥ 15} o] SIP 7|4ke] VoIP oA
Ak g wRIARE AF3] ¢8 HTTP  digest
ApgAE Q1 7€} TLS™ 2 §/MIME (Secure
Multi-Purpose Internet Mail Extensions)® & o]-23}F
;. WA UACSt UAS <F &7k Hgks S
SMIME} 2t & ZF Hoks 913k TLS7| A=A e
2 A4 7bssich =3 UACS outbound proxy
A Zrelli= HTTP digest 15o] "2 H4=w
outbound proxy A1™¢} inbound proxy A® Zkel|
= I5HeE TLSE 44 Wil 2 A3 %
& 38k}, = inbound proxy A1®2} UAS
Tkl A2] TLS Bk Ao z4=7] ulf
of TLS ®<oke: A4 A o2 A% 2997t
UAS®] SIP URIS} IP F4F 432 3iohd proxy
AHE AR e oW 3] Jhssiek

2> oo




=5 /SIP 714k VoIP A{M]A 3704

54

>
o

=,
X
wju
=22

& 9% 714

biloxi.examplo.org Bob@biloxi.axample.org

ARG

N
1 (soe c=s;nmmr€’l PELY
r—————— >
v

180 Ringing

'
H
H
:
1
H
T
SDP% Al RTP IP 2 Port B2 48 ACK

A

l
v e—
O3 2. 2% 33 Adee

¥ 2w 2#erl &9 FAAE Do} IPE &
A%k % AAFEQl proxy (biloxi.example.org) A1H
2 314 UAS (Bob)ellAdl 232 wsshe Ave
25 el 2drE A9 AR AL 93]
INVITE 942 ol 9l SDP &lv] Axe] RTP
(Real Time Protocol) F45 299 P F42 W
Z8k1 RTP ¥ EWMIE A9y} RTPE whe &
e 54 HIE2 Wz F proxy AHZ 1A
UASE ¥l 23g A4 4 gt AN =
INVITE HAIAE 3+ F, 2d=7} 2 INVITE
AR tis] Y2 proxy A#olA 180 Ringing
AR 2 gEgict v Rte e FAARRL A8
£ whedd, 49 proxy AHelA 200 OK wAAE
53 F RTP Al41& <, RTP AL v
A AFR) 29ms FANGA A Bz RTP
HAZE BlZ] $# A proxy AME 7= 200
OKHAIAE 23 & ¥ spp sty Axe| RTP
ZE W3E A)s 24 RTP -S4 A7S 27
A el Al At

$19} %o] inbound proxy2} UAS Zell TLS B
QF AAo] MAEA] & AY v A
proxy A2 93l UASE 298 wed 4 9)
t}. ol proxy AWE AREIA] % UASE HlZ
23E AS3EE PAIAE FHE $ g ol
WAl AxE FE a9 xdo] Brlssich ukek
proxy ¥} UAS Zlell TLSE 243k} proxy
Aol ZE UAel ois] TLS AMAdE Hx|slof
o ewscr) whsty 2 wAR|e] gk ok
233} Aoz A4 AFd s xdo] gk
t}. o]ell inbound proxy A1®2} UAS 7Zhol] whAlz}
WAl ARE SR E2 IS TLSE 43
HrErh ewse B oAx] AP xdS F9
e AZE WA} 1F71Ee] B8l

o

. Inbound proxy Mtiet UAS T2t
HHAIRE OIF 719 Mot

E =2ol4< inbound proxy A8} UAS 7l
TLS Male] AL=Ex] & A% proxy AMBE 7
F3A e 2%e A=slr] $8 UASeIA proxy
AE AF3hs 7S Ajkeith olE SIP Z24A|
2o #-83}7] $j8] 407 Proxy Authentication
Required ™A]X]9} #-AF5t 497 UAS Authentication
Required WAIX] 2 UAS-Authenticate®} UAS-
Authorization #t] B=F A%t} Proxy AJH7f
INVITE wXX]5 2ulel UASE 9% 23 9
3] realm, nonce, uri, nc (nonce count)
challenge A X-E-2 UAS-Authenticate 3it]ol]
o}& E3HE 497 HAAE proxy AMelA A4t
o} UASoX AAE 497 o) AR 23 33} 3}

B Lo

ol oft

SIP/2.0 497 UAS Authentication Required

Via: SIP/2.0/UDP client.atlanta.example.com:5060;branch=29hG4bK74b 43
From: Alice <sip:ali 1 ph stag=9fxced76sl

To: Bob <sip:bob@biloxi p tag=3flali2sf
Call-1D:3848276296220188511 €atlanta.example.com

CSeq: 1 INVITE

(UAS-Autltentiater 7T

| Digest realm="atlanta.example.com”,

;
1
1
{qop="auth”, !
]
1]
)

|nonce="f84f1oecdlebcbeSaeadcBe88d35Y”,
lopaque=""

Content-Length:¢ ™~~~ """~ """"7"777

%] 3. 497 UAS Authentication Required #]A]%]

497 WAIAE & proxy AHe UASSF 23t
2 Qe A2 =9) challenge FRES o]L3ho]
o1& zHe AAZ F INVITE #AA|2] UAS-
Authorization 3|tjol] FE31sle] UASelA #H43cl
UAS+ INVITE ARl F&%l UAS-Authorization
g #l3l & response ol gle QF 7S
AS3] Y8 AR gz e Aages)
challenge HRES o]43le] FUg HTTP digest
& Bol = e wECh vHges UAsE:
INVITE wAA)o] 23R olF k3 zMile] ube
AF 3] AdA| ARE gelgoay A3 o
T ok 23 4& Algt e B2 e el
fet qrek el A4kl proxy MM 9735
23S wheshs A9 497 AR dis] <z gk
& AT & Yermz 29 ARe T 5 ok
=g 23wt proxy Aljeh UAS Zlell Adgs]e
INVITE #IAIRE Z443}e] replay attacks A =&

523



= 5A1E 3] =F4] "07-8 Vol. 32 No. 8

UAC outbond proxy inbound proxy Spammer UAS
1
INVITE Mg ol
INITE R
INVITE 1
«497 Proxy Authentication Required
INVITE (Credential) 1
| 4
. 200 0K
200 OK
200 OK

I8 4. At 7S $ e

ofN

ki % UASHAE ne 38 AR8Ie] s nc
o} AU 2 INVITE WAA7F A4EH replay
attack &2 ZHpelEg Algo] rhgsith wlebd A
ot 7|9 UASe4] inbound proxy A1HE ¢l&3dt
224 proxy AME AR3A de 2de] 34
£ AL 5 gk

IV. Inbound proxy Mt} UAS 72}
YRR} OIS T P

oA At 71 THE B8 AlA &
Mo 2] A8 Algdels g 2ok a3 2
o] inbound proxy<} UAS Ztell TLS EQlo]
457 & A% 29w UASY IP 49 ID
ARel &3 9iodd proxy AHE ARsEA] @
UASZ A 238 et = glo) o]d

INVITE R AIKION CHEH OIS @3
2 B 497 BEAIK 2ol

!

. e

N

B 2 S 48
>

to &

497 HIALXI 2|
Proxy-Authenticate &I 215
2 WM0IE M

| AEX DY HAHE S0i8 I

|

ASXID 2 HARCSE 0188t
Credential &4
(HTTP Digest & &)

|

INVITE O} At IO
Proxy-Authorization 81X &&

H o

1>
i
Ok
R ! P—
>

L INVITE (SDP B! 2.7) m*
1457 Prowy Authentication Requi
1

&oE o438 UA % proxy Aol 24zt ot
TAFo=H 2e] AdEE e 7

4.1 74 &4

2 =7 2dve 34 dlaixle] 1p F49)
IDE ARl g3z 9l 239} proxy A¥, UAS
= LAN well slckw 7}%k) inbound proxy$}
UAS 7k ol& 71 F3isly] sl elsa 7Hke)
IPTEL & &22F o83 497 wAXE Ag
4 9= proxy A¥E F3gt) =3k VOVIDA £
ol ¢lF =z ok INVITE w AR

LA UAS 13gk)

>

jut Dotaid

3H

P
=
Eat =
o

=2
o =

=

2 79 i

4.
¥ =foli= UAS©IA] inbound proxy A¥=

C

D

INVITE B AIRL 2= &

Proxy-Authorization 8 ?

AR ID?

AEXID Y BAKES
0188 Credential 44
(HTTP Digest 2 5)

Proxy—Authenticate
SiCiol e's e
oietole o

INVITE M Al X1 2l
Proxy-Authenticate &Il
responset Bt Credential gt
Him?

|
( INVITE QIAIXI HE S ) (

discard

INVITE B AL KE

e ¢

AERHE 98

497 GIAIX &5

)

(a)

(b)

2] 5. Inbound proxy A1H(a)e} UAS()2] 52} 744 AA)

524



=5/ SIP 7]4ke] VoIP AjBj~ 3

o,
2
2
I
o
o
)
i
o
ok,
“ o
of)
N
i3

AFFoEN Adlo] A= AL 3] )
Ak 71He 7@} UASE UAS-Authorization
Feizb E2gE#] 2 INVITE #AIR|E wkem ol
2= 9L 37} 98l realm, nonce, uri, nc S
challenge 3t& A4l UAS-Authenticate 3|ciE
Z33 497 UAS Authentication Required w|A]#|
E Rt} wkd UAS-Authorization #[ti7} £
INVITE ®AA|E "wtow] HTTP digest I5E &
g Q1 3 A& INVITE #Ax]¢] UAS-
Authorization &[] ¢tell gl response FHE H]aL
g} ololl %] AFgH INVITE wlAR]e] s
9t 5 dAL 3} 9 497 HARE 2 proxy
AJ#3= challenge @5} A=Y =2 7[X]22 HTTP digest
UFE B3 IF TS ANY F INVITE xR
UAS-Authorization T }el| response Ztell el
43lc}, Inbound proxy Alee} UASS] & A=
2y 2% 59 (a), (b))} 3k

4.3 &% En

4.3.1 Inbound proxy M2} UAS 2+ SAIR}
QIE 7|¥Ho| FH=IX| g2 Yot UASES A&
o gk
Inbound proxy<} UAS 7t TLS7} ZE5#] obe-
BT+ 2= proxy AME A UASE A
27 dpo] shgdit). Od 62 AAl 2 3AS
A|Z=3E F 2g FAeo] AFshe 2 HAE A
ZZ237 (ethereal)-3 3l g 7ok

Dastination

220, 70, 2. 4R /50 Reotestl INVETE S1nE

70.2.48 220.70.2,49 SIP status: 100 Trying
3 0.035757 220.70.2.48 220.70.2.49 SIP  status: 180 Ringing
SIP/SD Status: 200 ok, with ses
5 2.747171 220.70.2.48 220.70.2.49 RTP Payload type=ITU-T G.711
6 2.767156 220.70.2.48 220.70.2.49 RTP Payload type-ITU-T G.711
7 2.767255 220.70.2.48 220.70.2.49 RTP Payload type=ITU-T G.711

TrCETCteng TS

vessage body

b 4
session Description Protocal version (v): 0
b Owner/creator, Session Id (a): - 17150 17159 IN IP4 220.70.2.49
session Name (s): session
b connection Informatfon (c): IN IP4 220.70.2.49
b Time pescription, active time (t): 3379813290 0
b Media Description, name and address (m): audio 80CO RTR/AVP 4 0 100
b Media attribute (a): ripmap:4 G7231/8000
b Media attribute (a): rtpmap:0 PCMU/S000
p Media attribute (a): rtpmap:100 telephone-event/8000
b Media attribute (a): ptime:20
b Media attribute (a): fmtp:l00 0-11

02 6. Yyt UASEe] A9 i Bt #3A

4.3.2 Inbound proxy A2l UAS F2h ghrX}
QIE 7]¥o] 7?HE UASES| AW HhL

2 =FolA Adgt 7<) Inbound proxy AW

o} UAS b Al Q% 7o) 7% UA+

2% 4ellxje} Zho] UASONA] proxy AJHZE Q&S

LA43p7] wEell 23w7t proxy AHE 1A

UASE A4l 28g ek Ao] Brbssht 1
R 78 A 2B BAE ARBAR UASA
proxy AWelAl Q1&g Ao RZH Aulo] gt
He A BAFe 72 A4 A zZZadl

Time Source Destmation >rotacot | info

Fassage body
» Session pescription Protocol
Session Description Protocol version (v): 0
b Owner/crearor, sessian 0): - 17159 17159 In IP4 220.70.2.43
sesston Name (s) 4
b Conmection Information (<): IN IP4 220.70.2.49
» Tine Description, active Time (r): 3379813290 0
3 Medla Description, name and address (n): audio 8000 RTR/AVE 4 © 100
5 Media attribute (a): rtpmap:4 G7231/8000
b Media attribute (a): rtpmap:0 PCMU/B00O
b Medla attribute (a): rtpmapil00 telephone-event/8000
> media attribute (a): ptime:20
s Media Attribute (a): fmtp:100 0-11

37| 7. Ak 7)He) R UASES) 29 i 53t 3y
V. HgH Y ¥ Him

SIpAtell 4] UAS®} inbound proxy A® 7 7}
Aoz AlFst gle HF AAYEL ¢low,
TLS7F 402 A} weby ~3E A3y
AsAE TLSE ARESEAY £ w=ieolA Ak
714E& M = gleh olell ¥ =FelAe TLs¢}
At 714 A5E 29 At Swleld vla 24
3 &t

a8 82 At 73} TLSE vla #A3P7] 4
g WA= Hzlelc) SIp Al AA S UAC-
outbound proxy-inbound proxy-UAS$] & 77}ollA]
Ztzt TLS7}F A48 7% 2t ol AR]e] sl HMAC
g 2 AA 71E 3% o B33 ARHe] o] Fo]
Zir), w8k UACS} outbound proxy Am F7tellx]
2] HTTP digest 1] T2 HE4FH=2Z A
7t ARgEITh

i Ak 7S &8-sbd UACS outbound
proxy AW Pkl HTTP digest 9158 £3)
A 7 AMET outbound  proxyAiH] e}
inbound proxy AW ZtellAE TLS Hale] He:
2 AgHeE 7t wAA]el| dis HMACH AA 7]
£ 5% - 533 Ao o]Feqlk zElm
inbound proxyAH e} UAS FZbollA= thA] g W
HTTP digest {150] o]F|x| B2 A g7} A}

X 12 23 IAL Adsly] 8] TLSE A4
J; g A S Bss 9
AHE B Jelinh Eielxel o] A
1, Wol SIp v AJA]el &) & A% 3147} o
7] wjitell Al AAE wEA egtegs TLS

N
o)
o
2
ofp
)

525



2 EA183]=FX] 07-8 Vol. 32 No. 8

UAC outbond proxy

INVITE

407 proxy authentication require
WWW -Authenticatlon Header

ACK

INVITE
Authorization Header

HTTP Digest

inbound proxy UAS

Hetoe

100 Trying

INVITE

497

INVITE
(Ret2gy NBAM credontial X &)

100 Trying

180 Ringling

180 Ringing

180 Ainging

T2l 8. A% 3HE A% sip HAA AA

[t

24398 o B} Axl oo wE W=

o 4 9o} =3 TLSE AHEshr| #fsive <
LEE R 7 Alawle] ZEa Ao} sfEE
e Adshe E9dlMe At 7IHE A3
Rol ol sk o} HTTP digest 132
dictionary attackell F<Fgh FAAHe] 9la, TLS#}
2] oAzl s 7EAAS AlFeA] werh =
g Aok 712 TLS9} "I7IAIZ UASHA &~
& Aty g A=E 7SR UASelA
2% H2g A 2¥F=rt BT 5 oo wel
4] SPFY} DKIM 7" X3 proxy Auelld] 2~#4-&
Ak wAUES AHEAA L3l UASHIA
o 29 Mg F& L T vk

il

IR I
> ofn

g

N

E 1. TLS 953 At 71 A Hl 24

TLSE ol&%t

Ak 71HE&

2 A o] 8% 2~ g
- 253 Y4 2 6
e 10

vi. 2 B

B9} UAS 2bellxe] SIP Mok #HebAdS ¥Asia
E3| outbound proxy A1He} UAS 7oA TLS
7t ALEA e Y e 34 AdReE:
A 2™ proxy ATHE 3 proxy
AE 7fElA] 9o UASE A Call 2%o|vt
M ~3Wg dako g HF rissleh 7)E] £}
= o8 29 ad R A 2 AR
o FHo| By wiiel oladt AdWs T
Zog ekl 4 gleh o]d £ =X proxy
ABjela] UASEZ INVITE dwARS A o),
UAS©IlA proxy AHE Q1S5E 4 ol= A} 4l
Z 71%< Akslgeh Ak 712 proxy A1¥t
UAS Apelell AFdel] Z-f38ta gle A2H=E 7|
Hko 2 UAS7} proxy AIME U5 4 7] #F
o proxy AM¥E ARIA we zdHe FAS
A 4 glek Al IS AFS A 407
Proxy Authentication Required wA|Z]9} B]&3H
497 UAS Authentication Required ™A|X]E A<
3} UAS-Authenticate 3|t} 2 UAS-Authorization
doig ks =R 71Ee) SIp #4e & F
A glo] HA Ago] 7hs3H, TLS xHrl AL o
53}t #A oo wE SIP HAIA] A2zt 7t
S3lck =F proxy AHellA UAe] gk TLS Al

2 =Felxe SIP 74k VoIP &7el4 UAC
2} outbound proxy A1¥ 7}, outbound proxy *
# ¢} inbound proxy A1#] 7L, inbound proxy 4

526

A $A5p] 3 enld s Fo|mE proxy AH

9 AL & ) geAdog Aedd 4 gk



=2 /SIP 74k VoIP AH|A #A A A9 WS $4F ol

719

ol
o

(6]

(9]

g w

gaes
Yacine Rebahi, Dorgham Sisalem and

Thomas MageDanz, “SIP SPAM Detection,”
ICDT 2006, pp.68, August 2006.

Ram Dantu, Prakash Kolan ‘Detecting
Spam in VoIP Networks,” SRUTI’05, 2005.
J. Rosenberg, C. Jennings and J. Peterson,
“The Session Initiation Protocol (SIP) and
Spam,” IETF draft, October 2004.

M. Wong, W. Schlitt, “Sender Policy
Framework (SPF) for Authorizing Use of
Domains in E-Mail, Version 1,” IETF RFC
4408, April 2006.

1. Fenton, “Analysis of Threats Motivating
DomainKeys Identified Mail (DKIM),” IETF
RFC 4686, September 2006.

J. Franks, P. Hallam-Baker, J. Hostetler,
S. Lawrence, P. Leach, A. Luotonen and
L. Stewart, ‘HTTP Authentication Basic and
Digest Access Authentication,” IETF RFC
2617, June 1999.

T. Dierks, C. Allen “The TLS Protocol
Version 1.0," IETF RFC 2246,
1999.

1. Peterson, C. Jennings, "Enhancements for

January

Authenticated Identity Management in the
SIP,” IETF RFC 4474, August 2006.

J. Rosenberg, H. Schulzrinne, G. Camarillo,
A. Johnston, J. Peterson, R. Sparks, M. Handley,
E. Schooler, “SIP(Session Initiation Protocol),”
IETF REC 3261, June 2002.

A (Yujung Jang) 34

: 2006 24 gARw ARF
A AR E

2006 ~8AY - gAIE A
SAEE} A

<A Fok VoIP Bk vlES=
Rek

=

& = & (Souhwan Jung) 2239
' 19859 24 Aot AR

&3} shap
- 19874 24 Al eTistar Ak

&z} A}
- 199813~1991+ : F=REAL A9

;o dd

#1996 649 : University of

Washington 2}
1996'3~1997' : Stellar One SW Engineer
19973~ A : SAN ST A A AR o
<Aook o] Feleldl Bok vlES = Bak VoIP 2
ok, RFID/USN X3t

£ g 3 Hyungkwon Moon) 3]
- 20059 29t sAINER ARF

AR £

2007 24 A SRS AR
AlRRFEHE AL &)

2007 d~3A) : QB AW
e |

<ol VoIP ¥k Java TV,
IMS

# X & (Jaeduck Choi) F31

20023 24 : pAYiEtw ARE
ARz ey &

2004 24 sAITStY ARE
Algata) At

2005 3~&A) ;. FAUET AHR
FAAA g} uka b

<FAFok o]F WES = Kl

VoIP B3k Y| E =3 Bt

521



=5 A1813])3=F7] 07-8 Vol. 32 No. 8

21 § X (Yoojae Won) A5

© 198511 249 ¢ FgoiEta AkkE
A&zt &4

19879 24 : Sdehsta Al4bE
Algks} AAL

1998 84 : it H4kst
3P}

1987+ 24~2001d 24 : =

AR AT gzt

2001 39~2004'3 8 : okel-5u)s)lo] A4}

20041 99~A) AR W FAF TR S
S)ed 97

<Al Bol HEPFIAE Bl FAEA Wk IPv6 B
ot Hejn|t]e] ZE = B VoIP/IPTV 5 AFHT
AJu]2 Bt

528

Z ¥ 9 (Youngduk Cho)

-8, vE

20004 24 : o}t AR
AFel gt &4

A].TL%L;L]. ps| /\]_
200211~ AR Y S

A IT7|8ke St *“9'7]€
<FAlBol> VoIP Bk A&~

23 Bk AGHTAR] 2 2t

RHEFA

A3

a)
z

20023 29 : o}FEt e AR E

kX
o



