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AHHOMauus. [OCTYynHOCTb CeTUM Kak OAHO n3 6as30BblX CBOWCTB
MHopMaLMOHHOMN BGe3onacHocTn HanpsMyo 3aBucuT oT
OTKa30yCTONYMBOCTU MapLipyTusaumn. Mpw NPOEKTUPOBAHUMN
pe3epBMpyeEMbIX KOPNoOpaTUBHbIX CeTen YCTOMYMBOCTb K CryYalHbIM
OTKazaM W YCTOMYMBOCTb K LeneHanpaBfeHHbIM BO34ENCTBUSM Ha
MapLUpyTM3aumilo Hepeako paccmaTpuBalroTCca pasgenibHo. B ctatbe Ha
ocHoBe aHanusa npotokonos OSPF u eBGP, a Takxe TyHHenen GRE
nosepx IPsec, paccmatpuBaeTcsi, Kak apXUTEKTypHble peLueHus,
noBbllIaLMe  OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTb, OLHOBPEMEHHO  BAUAKT  Ha
3aLUNLLEHHOCTD. ABTOMaTU4ecKoe BOCCTaHOBIEHME MapLUpyTOB
cpeactBamn OSPF u pesepBupoBaHMe BHELLIHUX KaHanoB 4depe3 eBGP
paclwmpsioT MNOBEPXHOCTb aTakum (MogMeHa aHOHCOB, YCTaHOBMEHWE
coceactBa 0e3 ayTteHTudukaumm). JlabopaTopHoe HabnwogeHne Ha
RouterOS Ka4yeCTBEHHO UnnCcTpupyeT pasnu4yune BPEMEHN
BOCCTaHOBIEHUSI CBA3HOCTM Npu cTaTuyeckon mappytmsauum n npu OSPF
c BFD v nokasbiBaeT, 4To ayTeHTUdUKaumnsa coceactea OSPF He BKoveHa
No  YMOJSIYAHUKD; KONNYECTBEHHble U3MEPEHUA He  MPOBOAWUSIUCH.
PaccmaTtpuBatotca wmepbl  3awmtel:  HMAC-ayteHTudpumkaums OSPF,
dunbTpauma npegukcos n RPKI gna BGP, TCP-AO n GTSM ansa ceccum
BGP, BFD (c y4étom ero gBovcTBeHHoW ponu). [lernaetca BbiBOL O
Heo6X0aMMOCTM NPOEKTUPOBATbL OTKA30yCTOMYMBYIO MapLUpyTU3aLmMIO 1 eé
3alnTy KaK eauHylo 3agauvy.

Knroyesbie crioga: maplipytusauusi, oTkasoyctomumBocTb, OSPF,
BGP, RPKI, nepexsat mapwpyTtoB, GRE, IPsec, BFD, ayteHTupukauma
coceacTsa.

ROUTING RESILIENCE AND SECURITY IN ENTERPRISE NETWORKS:
OSPF, BGP AND RELATED MECHANISMS

Karpekin Vladimir Alexandrovitch, Rukavitsin Eduard
Vyacheslavovitch

Polzunov Altai State Technical University, Barnaul
e-mail: ed.rukavitsin@yandex.ru; karpekinO5@internet.ru



Abstract. Network availability, one of the core properties of information
security, depends directly on routing resilience. When designing redundant
enterprise networks, resilience to random failures and resilience to targeted
attacks on routing are often treated separately. Based on an analysis of
OSPF and eBGP, as well as GRE over |IPsec, the article examines how
architectural choices that improve fault tolerance affect security. Automatic
route recoexpandsia OSPF and external-link redundancy via eBGP expand
the attack surface. A RouterOS lab observation qualitatively illustrates the
difference in failover time between static routing and OSPF with BFD and
shows that OSPF neighbor authentication is not enabled by default; no
quantitative measurements were made. Protective measures are discussed:
OSPF HMAC authentication, prefix filtering and RPKI for BGP, TCP-AO and
GTSM for the BGP session, and BFD (with its dual role). The article
concludes that fault-tolerant routing and its security should be designed as
a single task.
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[oCTynHOCTL — Hapsady C KOHMPUAEHUNaNbHOCTLIO U LEeNOCTHOCTbLIO
— o0gHO wu3 6as3oBblx CcBOUCTB MWHGopmauun [1]. Onsa ceteBon
MHQPACTPYKTYpbl  OOCTYNHOCTb B MNEpBYyl  o4vyepedb  O3Ha4yaer
OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTb MapLUpyTM3auumn: CnocobHOCTbL CETM aBTOMAaTUYECKU
BOCCTaHaBnuBaTb CBS3HOCTb MNPWM OTKase KaHana, y3na Wunm cermeHra.
[locTuraeTcsa 3TO NPENMYLLECTBEHHO 3a CYET AMHAMMYECKUX MPOTOKOSIOB:
BHYTPWM aBTOHOMHOWM cuctemsbl Yawle Bcero OSPF [2], ansa pe3epBupoBaHus
BHeLWHMX nogknoveHnn — eBGP [3].

[Mpy NpPOEKTUpPOBaHMN TaKUX peLUeHWn BOMpPOC OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTU
00bI4HO peluaeTcda npopaboTaHHLIMU METO4AMWN: HECKOSTbKO HE3aBUCUMBbIX
KaHanoB, aBTOMaTU4YECKUI NEPECUYET MapLIpyToB, BanaHCMpoBKa Harpy3ku
[4]. 3HaunTenbHO pexe Ha 3TOM Xe JTane paccMaTpumBaeTcsl, 4To
ANHaMM4Yeckas MapLipyTmMsauusi, noBblliasi YCTOMYMBOCTb K CIlyYanHbIM
OTKasam, OQHOBPEMEHHO pacLLUMpsieT MOBEPXHOCTb A4 LeneHanpaBieHHON
aTakun Ha MapLipyTusaumio [5, 6].

Llenib cTaTbn — paccMoTpeTb B3aMMOCBSA3b OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTU U
3awmeHHoCcTM MappyTtrsauum Ha npumepe OSPF, eBGP n GRE/IPsec u
0606wmnTe Mepbl 3awmntbl. OSPF (IGP) n BGP (EGP) pewatot pasHble
3aga4dn, No3TOMY COMOCTAaBAKTCA HE caMy NPOTOKOSbI, a KOHGUrypauum
NO BPEMEHWN CXOOMMOCTU N MepPbIl 3aLlMTbl Kaxgoro u3 Hux. JlabopaTtopHoe
HabNAEHNE HOCUT UNMNIOCTPATUBHBIA XapaKTep; aTakn B 3KCNEPUMEHTE He
MOOEeNMPoBanuncb, a Te3nMc O pacLUMPEHUM NMOBEPXHOCTM aTaku onmpaeTcs
Ha nutepaTtypy [5, 6].

OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTb M 3aLUMLLEHHOCTL: 0bWas U pasHasi CTOPOHbI
3agayun

CtaTudeckas mapLupyTM3aumnsa npegckasyema u MMHMMarsibHa ¢ TOYKU
3peHnsi NMOBEPXHOCTU aTaku: y Heé HeT MNpoTokona obmMeHa aHoHCcaMMW.



OpoHako OHa He  BOCCTaHaBnMBaAEeT  CBA3HOCTb  aBTOMaTUMYECKM.
[nHamnyeckne nNpoOTOKONbI pewarT 3Ty npobrnemy 3a CcYET obmeHa
cnyxebHon nHdopmaunen, HoO UMEHHO 3TOT OOMEH CTAHOBUTCHA 0OBHLEKTOM
aTaku: YCTPOMCTBO, CMOCOBHOE YCTaHOBUTb COCEACTBO UMM BHEAPUTb
nogaenbHbIi aHOHC, MOXET HapyLWTb CBSA3HOCTb WM NepeHanpaBuTb
Tpadumk. OTKa30yCTONYNMBOCTb U 3ALMLLEHHOCTb MapLupyTusaumm — aBe
CBsi3aHHble 3a4a4u; paccmaTpmBaTb UX N30NIMPOBAHHO PUCKOBAHHO: MEPHI,
peLlatoLme ogHy 3agady, MoryT ocrnabnarte gpyryto.

OSPF: 6eicTpas cxoaMmMocTb 1 €€ 0bopoTHasi CTOPOHa

[MpoTtokon OSPF ob6ecneynBaeT ObLICTPYIO CXOAMMOCTb 3@ CYET
nosiHom Tononorudeckon 6asbl B npegenax obnactu. [Ans yckopeHus
obHapyxeHnsa oTtkasoB nosepx OSPF Hepegko pasBopauuBator BFD [7],
CHWKaOWNM  BpemMsi oBHapyXeHusi paspbiBa 40 AECATKOB—COTEH
munnucekyHg. Mpyn Tunosbix Tamepax Hello/Dead 10/40 ¢ u BFD c
nHtepsanom 50-300 mMc n MHoxuTenem 3 BpemMs obOHapyXeHusi oTkasa
COKpallaeTcs Ha ABa—Tpu nopsiaka.

Mo ymonuaHuio yctaHoBneHne coceactea OSPF He Tpebyert
ayteHTudukaumm (tmn 0 no RFC 2328 [2]): ntoboe yCTPONCTBO B CErMEHTE
MoXeT oTtnpasuTtb Hello, yctaHoBUTE cocenctBo M BHegputb LSA. [Ons
yCTpaHeHusi npeaycMOTpeHa Kpuntorpadpudeckas ayTeHTUduKaums Ha
ocHoBe HMAC-SHA [8]; e€ BknioyeHne — oTAernbHbIA War, KOTOpbIN Ha
npakTuke Hepegko nponyckaetcsa. BFD yckopsaeT obHapyXeHue OTKasoB
(OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTL), HO caM MOXeT ObiTb Uenbi aTaku (noggernka
nakeToB) n nogaepxunsaet aytTeHTudukaumo (RFC 5880, pasg. 6.7); ero He
cnegyeTt OTHOCUTb UCKMNIOUYUTENBHO K MepaMm 3aLlumThl.

eBGP n pe3epBupoBaHMe BHELLHMX KaHanos

PesepBnpoBaHMEe BHELUHEro MOAKIOYEHNS 4vepe3 OBYyX W Oonee
nposangepos ¢ eBGP — crangaptHoe peweHne. O6opoTHas CTopoHa
AokymeHTnpoBaHa: BGP npoektnpoBarncs 6e3 BCTpOEeHHOM NPOBEPKK NpaBa
Ha aHOHC npedumkca — OCHOBa CryYamHbIX YyTeYeK M HaMEPEHHOro
nepexsata [9, 10]. PekomeHaaumm no dunbTpaumnmn obobeHsl B RFC 7454
[11]. OAns npoepku npoucxoxgeHna uncnonbdyetca RPKI [12]; npoueaypa
— RFC 6811 [13] (n RFC 6482 o ROA). bonee nonHas 3awurta nytm —
BGPsec [14]; ero npakTndeckoe  pacnpocTpaHeHue  ocTaéTtcs
OrpaHUYEeHHbIM, MO3TOMY Ha MpPaKTUKE Yalle MPUMEHSAIOT MPOBEPKY
npoucxoxaeHns Ha ocHoBe RPKI (oueHky oxBata cnegyeTr 6paTb u3
aKTyarnbHOro MOHUTOPUHIa pa3BEépTbiBaHUS).

3awwmTta ceccum BGP: TCP-AO [15], GTSM [16], orpaHuyeHne 4yncna
npedgukcos. Ona OSPF aHanu3 yrpo3 gaH B RFC 6863 [5]; ob6obLwatowmin
aokymeHT — NIST SP 800-189 [6].

GRE nosepx |IPsec kak OMNOSTHUTESTbHbIN KOHTYP

Tam, roe pesepBHble KaHamnbl NpoxoasaT 4epe3 ceTtn obuiero
NONb30BaHUSA, OTKA30yCTOMYMBOCTb AOMOSHSAETCA 3alMTOM  AaHHbIX.
KombuHauusa GRE [17] ¢ IPsec [18] — pacnpocTpaHEHHOE peLleHune.
MexaHnam Dead Peer Detection [19] n Tanmepbl IKE Heobxoanmo



cornacosbiBaTb C napametpamm BFD u Hello-tranmepamn, wnHadve
nepeknoveHne 3aHnmaeT bornbLle BpeMeHun, YeM npeanonaranocs.

[MpakTuyeckas nposepka Ha nabopaTopHOM CTeHaEe

B pamkax nabopatopHoro cteHga Ha 6ase  RouterOS,
BOCMPOMN3BOASALLEINO CBA3HOCTb HECKOJSTbKMX MSIOLLaA0K Yepes CTaTUYeCcKyto
mMapwpyTtmsaumo, OSPF, eBGP-pesepsuposaHne n tyHHenn GRE/IPsec,
3aMKCMpoOBaHO: OTKa3 kKaHana npu CcTaTM4eCcKoW MapLipytMsauum c
nnasarwLWnMmn MapLipytamm obpabatbiBancs 3a CEKyHAObI—OECATKM CEKYHA,
Torga kak OSPF ¢ BFD BoccTtaHaBnuBam CBSI3HOCTb 3a OOfWN CEKYHAbI.
MonbiTka  ycTaHoBneHna OSPF-coceactBa 0e3  ayTeHTudumkauumm
npoxogmna ycnewHo, YTO COOTBETCTBYET MOBEAEHMIO MO YMOSYAHUIO MO
RFC 2328 [2]; noaTomMy ayTeHTUUKaumsa [8] 4osmkHa BKovaTbCsa Ha atane
6a30B0OM HACTPOWKM.

HabnogeHne HOCUT KadeCTBEHHbLINM XapakTep: He yKkasaHbl Bepcus
RouterOS, Tononorusi, TouHble 3HadeHua TammeposB (Hello/Dead, BFD,
check-gateway) u cnoco6 wumuTaumm oTKasa [ykasaTb], a Bpems
BOCCTAHOBNEHUS He wuamepsanocb ¢ nostopamu. [Ons eBGP 6e3 BFD
cnenyet oxuaatb aecsatkoB cekyH n 6onee (RFC 4271 npegnaraet hold
time 90 c [3]). Ang KONMYecTBEHHOM OLEHKN Heobxoaumbl He meHee 10
NPOroHoB Ana Kaxgon n3 4—5 koHdurypauum (ctatuka, OSPF ¢ BFD n Ges,
eBGP ¢ BFD u 6e3), B Tom uncne ¢ GRE/IPsec n DPD; aTto HanpaBneHue
AanbHenwen pabotbl. CxogumocTe BGP B cTeHae He uamepsinacbh, aTaku
He BOCMNPOU3BOAUIUCE.

3akntoyeHne

OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTb M 3aLMLLEHHOCTb MapLUPyTU3aUMn onmparTcs
Ha OOHM N Te Xe NPOTOKOSIbHble MexaHuM3Mbl. PelueHusi, nosbilwatouwme
YCTONYMBOCTb K CIlydamMHbIM OTKasaM, HEpPeaKO pacLMPAOT NMOBEPXHOCTb
Aans LeneHanpaBneHHoOm aTaku. JTabopatopHoe HabnaeHne
UNOCTPUPYeET, 4YTo ayTeHTudukauma coceacrtesa OSPF He BkroveHa no
YMOSYaHUIO;  aHanormyHo  dunbtpaums npedukcoB U NpoBepka
npouncxoxaeHunsa Ha ocHose RPKI ona BGP TpebytoT aBHOM HacTpownku [11,
13]. LlenecoobpasHo paccmaTpmBaTb OTKa30yCTOMYMBOCTbL M 3alUUTy
MapLipyTM3aumMm Kak eguHyro 3afady YXe Ha aTane npoeKkTMpoBaHuS,
3aknagbiBasi ayTeHTUdUKaun, punbTpauuo aHOHCOB M COrfacoBaHHbIE
Tanmepbl B 6a30BYyH0 KOHUrypaumtio.
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