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Figure 1. Traffic of the DNS query access between the
top domain DNS server and the DNS client A through
February 26th, 2004. The blue, black, and red lines show
the total-, PTR-, and MX-record based DNS traffic,
respectively (s™ unit).
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Figure 2. Traffic of the DNS query access between the
top domain DNS server and the DNS client B through
August 19th to 21st, 2003. The blue line shows the total
the total DNS traffic and the red line indicates the MX-
record based DNS traffic (s unit).
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Figure 3. Traffic of the DNS query access between the
top domain DNS server and the DNS client C through
January 28th to 30th, 2004. The blue line shows the total
the total DNS traffic and the red line indicates the MX-
record based DNS traffic (s unit).
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Figure 4. Traffic of the DNS query access between the
top domain DNS server and the DNS client D through
March 29th, 2004. The blue line shows the total the total
DNS traffic and the red line indicates the MX-record
based DNS traffic (s™ unit).

Table 1. The total number of lines for MX, A, and PTR
records per a day in the syslog file in tDNS, relating to
the DNS client accesses from cA-D.

day MX A PTR
CA, Feb. 26th, 2004 2922 6675 139
cB, Aug. 19th, 2003 190 36 0

cC, Jan. 28th, 2004 807 4823 0
cD. Mar. 29th. 2004 17346 1115 0
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Figure 5. Traffic of the DNS query access between the
top domain DNS server and the DNS client E through
August 16th, 2004. The blue line shows the total the total
DNS traffic and the red line indicates the MX-record
based DNS traffic (s unit).
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Figure 6. The traffic of the A record based DNS query
packet access between the top domain DNS (tDNS)
server and the DNS client F at February 25th, 2005 (s*
unit)
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