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Abstract

Multi-layered encrypted anonymous networks are designed to provide anonymous and hidden
services to users by separating users from their final destination. Tor (The Onion Router) and 12P
(Invisible Internet Project) are multi-layer encrypted anonymous networks, which have been highly
valued by academics and industry, and are also welcomed by users. However, due to the distinc-
tion in design concept between Tor and I2P, there are obvious differences in the key technologies
of the network. These differences are mainly reflected in the network architecture, network man-
agement, interface technology, switching technology, routing technology, password specification,
node selection and discovery. Through the comparative analysis and research on the key technol-
ogies of Tor and I2P, the working principle of Tor and I2P networks can be comprehensively un-
derstood, and the technical characteristics, anonymity and security problems of the two kinds of
networks can be understood as well, so as to lay a foundation for the research on Tor and I2P’s
de-anonymity and network measurement.
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b6 Internet N K RE, B 441845 BORFE DRI NBSARATT T R 58 AR EEER . EXEERH
2R A S A P RINVEEE, RS HMNE, Heepi s =07 sRMmEm. H2, XTEAE
GRS, BEANEGEHICE—EE M. WY, REGEAEIFMELNY, BESREE. XERNE
3R R B R I e, X P EOBE SR BRI, B, s AN R P RS A
SR N EE 4 1815 R TG .

B 42 X 4 J8 I AR R B 2 AN EE 2 A, BT AUB S SRR R R, (AR S A
Rk B BCE AT 8, DR 4 M B0 i 2 H R R SR AERR oL, @it 2 2 n#s T O 4 H
FUIBE AL 2 Beite, AT SEINS B4 FIEAE ¢ REVORY . Tor Al 12P J2& B 4 M4 M AR, AT ir
PRI F RS, FINRELIELE AT, KA MES S5 e RGNS 075 .

Tor Al 12P AT B X G BEAE T 12P XL A 1 ELIBE I IR 35 46 72 31) 12P 4%, JRAERESR N 42
PR SS SEI, T Tor W Fu v B 44 Vs ) 43 ) SIS A4 AR AN I ELIBE I IR 55« DAL, Tor & — AN “Eaaizs”,
1M 12P & —A “RELEIM 7 .

2. Tor 1 12P [4&

Tor Al 12P PIZEAT AL Z AL FIANRI Z AL (170 IXPIAN B 44 Bk 55 1O3E A A AR Sl A 2 2N, i
PRS2l moRAR M A, 2R TR AR ] 5 O B 2 A R . Tor ZHEUTH
P A B 42 5 ) W 4 LAAN I, T 12P S Pe 42 D7 1) 4 12P W28 A B WAL T B Rk . 5 bR,
Tor i&4E Tor PIZEHFEE T Wb (B8R S%), T 12P SCHFVT IR Internet B8 BRI L, (HASSCRESH A0
AEEVF I 12P W28 [2]. LA T 4k E B AR T =, Tor MIZEAT 12P R 45 L i #s AR A A AR AL I HAN I €
PR PR R 3] — > IR A (P S B T 0 BB ) 45 S5 ) AR A [ 44 2R 3 T AN (] o I B 42 R 95 1) B8 e AR A
AR PR AT o

2.1. Tor 1 I2P WE R

VB B 32 WG A e 44 815 2248 Tor A1 12P, i HOIn &5 FE {5 77 S fe i om R i B 44 1 3]
FT FLER E(E 2 Tor &4 ML 4], Herb Tor I (Tor %5 50 & 5 Tor N HIFE R 1 5 4 73 15
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Tor E4RET “FhXERX” . “SWTHE” . “FARG” , RARPRED “HE” . “HEL
7 WS, AR H R TS (AES128) A AG(RSA1024, [H 640 65537). Diffie-Hellman
(1024 £7 22 4 F O A HLS i BU(SHAL) . Tor SCRFH A ERAEAR 2 88 — PR AE 5 X Web AR B Service
proxy” , ‘B RSk Tor J& F I R GBI Internet) AT GEIEAS s 58 FlRAER RN “ Bk %S
BB T 5508 Internet (& SUENE, Tor MR HI B 2% o I EHR K IZEA 2 BIFR G, XEWRE R
i) 2 5 ML K IR S, I H Tor WHIH 54T TCP/P [ 2~4 |2 Lol F S B 5g 42 B 4 1I[5]

BLTBRIE 1185 2 12P FE AL [4], 12P MEE & MEAE T8 00 B 3 (FR 2% Bl 2815 B4R A 5 L IR
BTN FHAR 7 (R SRR A /. T “Hr Al H R “HmbgE” o “RFREH”7 . “A” .
oA AT T SR A4 AR AL ORYT, B RS RIAK 1 IR % A5 (AES256-CBC) . A BH# i (ElGamal2048,
DSA1024). Diffie-Hellman #}18(2048 £ %4 2 E0) A EF ik £L(SHA256). HHT 12P W25 nJ DLSE s % Fh B
FFER, RIS A] DLRE 42 (R it A3 gL R () Internet N, FTLA 12P HARAE “FaimiiR s —FERiR[6].
12P 7] LLIEI “out proxies” FRALGT AL H I I B R VT ], 1ZIHRE SR P AR S PR 4, EEH 2
BT ] FADEE 44 R4t

Tor. 12P (3844 7 s F1ER (38K T 500 B G R PR IR AT IR S5 ROR 7T - Bl 55 ) in 25 % AR 11

1) AR E 1R,

F—5 : BRI —N3257 75, 256RIEIEATASE | Itk
HBRIFREHMENT1 ~226, B : 1 ~ OxFFFF FFFF FFFF
FFFF FFFF FFFF FFFF FFFE BAAE DCE6 AF48 A03B
BFD2 5E8C D036 4141,

E0 | (FRIENFRIIZEIARSA-1024 , THEFATARIRL
BIN%E | 1285,

B=H  HERE0 SHA-1 157{E | 2L160bit

SIS ERERS A IREE , BENEE

FhT : BERE(ERIRIS0bIt

557545 : (EABASE-323480bitfIZEEIH1THRS , 155!
128bit4E3 , BN16N=2A9.onion /.i2piE43.

FREL6DF
fi9.onion /.i2pRgHE
Figure 1. Algorithm process of anonymous domain generation

B 1. EREBEREERE

I R AR5, PRIE T Ik B LA 2 4k, o] DR R EIR 55
2) I2P AT SR IRAT L B AR IR AR5 A 20N : NetDB HF Y bR IR AT Node ID=SHA1(IP Number)
| Random, #&HFRIRSF Routing id = SHA256(Node ID || I [AJEE).
Node ID 1 Route ID HJA: BRI BEFR T 40 T -
public void ipDeal(ip){
if(ipv4) {
long=iptolong(ipv4);
binStr=ip.toBinaryString(long);
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randStr=rand.generateString(128);
telse if(ipv6){
big=ipv6tolnt(ip);
binStr=big.toString(2);
randStr=rand.generateString(32);
}
result=binStr.concat(randStr);
shal=DigestUtils.shal Hex(result);

Str=result.concat(timestamp);

sha256=DigestUtils.sha2 56Hex(Str)
}

FEAE i Node ID [fII %, 27 56K IP Hbhl(IPv4 51 IPve) e A6y HbIAL, SR FREE 10y kAL, 4
P2 BB L 32 Ar(al 128 ROy, 7E 2B i Ab 0, ARG 5 I BEALECK 4 2577 2E 128 A (8]
32 A)MIBENLEL “%E &7 . FRA SHAL ZE AR 160 A7 Node ID;  Fi¥f Node ID S5k “#% 47 . KA
SHA256 Jin% 13 £ Route ID.

7E4) % Node ID #1 Route ID i}, Hi T Node ID 2 160 fi, Route ID 7% 256 12, 160 fiff] Node
ID SRR, BEHLECR A28 A RIBE LA “5 7, 4H 256 711 Route ID, SXFELRIE T 2% B 2% 1P ik
e A AN, RN SN 1 Mo e .

2.2. Tor 1 I2P BYEZRLEH)

1) Tor RS FIPBLZ K
Tor 2 H C HE S w5 MEE 4 P2P M2 MHTET, B 2 Fox T Tor 4R RE5H . Pl )= R4 .

Application Proxy/Exit WZZ)=
Onion Router
Tor/2
Circult
SSL/TLS
i)
TCP

Figure 2. Tor protocol hierarchy model

& 2. Tor il B IR IRE

TEWE 2 W, Tor J2/2& Tor MZS I CHEER 4, 1 Tor #% b7 sl g S35 FEEE, mT LUK LB AE AR RS
A, TR AR AE R B N 2, IR RIS A e A . B ) 3 SR AR AR
HEFEDIRE: Tor hZEFEA AR . RESAQIE f£%1)ZH TCP. SSL/TLS ¥, TLS MEZD)
BE A T L P

2) 2P RGERFIPMLZE IR

12P ;& Java 4’5 (1B 44 P2P W45 (1) 2 B FE FAESE[12], ] 3 BER T 12P 2244 12P PRl 2 IR AL .
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Streaming Datagrams .
ER#ER
12CP
Garlic encryption iERlhE
Tunnel messages

NTCP SSuU

TCP UDP
TCP/IPR

P

Figure 3. I12P protocol hierarchy model

3. 2P MY B R E

2P HEZR (A% 072 12P B HH %, B2 12P PR R4 . 12P S [HI SR TR 11 12P 2% HH 284 2 1) 82
FEFPHEZL (B R ), B8 B 882 — NEENL RIS AT IR, oAk 12P N R PPz, MR
F7 R LAV 0] g 25 (1 9 7 i), AT DAFBE IR S5 (PR IR S5 4% ) o S AR I 2 [ () R il it 58 4 4 )
XPEE N2 SEI, ZMLEAE N 1P BRI R REAT . MR AT DS RS NTCP B2 TCP #pil, Hm) LA
IR SSU (1925 UDP i, % o 2 1 S 7 B S 3138 T 2008 A0 110 12P Bgid, X8 12P Rl £ FH b vf
Komnif TR L 4 1, I R B 12 1 0 55 44 R AEE— ) Tunnel ID FRiMs

3) Tor H1 12P ZEH4 b 45

Tor Fll 12P ZEFRIL 1 AN B 44 I 2% (e h BRE Z2 00, Tor SOV B 44 U5 ] 2031 SE Tt A4 S0 58 10 EL R
WU SS, filtok “BEAAPE” A0 RGBS , MIERHZBeit, M T —A> “EiaMe” . 2P )ENGILA
(O ELIR AR 55 2 72 1) 12P 2%, JFAERESR AR BEAR 55 SE B, 1R AR 44 SO 3 = i 4% RIS HT A, Mgk “ I
BT L CRREUIRSY T R “a etk E LSRR, MR T A “RBIEER (7],

2.3. TEFTR
1) Tor TAEHFE

HBRToIER | @

RFZ=

®
IRS325 , SRS TorZ i 4—| E

A

®

prici=d=

RS
i ES

®

BB

®

ARG,
1TTorfRSS

Figure 4. Tor network workflow

[& 4. Tor METIERIE

B4 Ui T Tor MER I TARRURE, F W] OB R Tor H 3R 55 & 5B 8 5% Tor B2

2) 2P AR

5 UL T 2P MIZR I AR R, P AT BLE AR 12P NetDB [ th 2356 R 45 S A H (b B R 15

BB 2P M4,
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Figure 5. I2P network workflow

& 5. 12P M TAERIE

HHE 4. B 5 B TARRABEX L aT LA i, Tor FElSE T3 M IBUBU IR 55 #8 # ddh AT A rh Ui i 1X 88k
55 25 TR R AR — AN AR R B I 28 PR BT A T R R LR B . BB IR 55 2% 8 R AT b A R P A . 25 i
MBI R R DA I 2 R, BRI EAIREEH O A A)E, e O e R, UF Tor
FH P95 ) A 3 Internet (FX°A clearnet), MiASMEEL Gy, BT REDE T ETRIREURS %, KILix s
TR TE R AW 2 B, IO BRI EE H AR MhAh, BT T ARG E R R R
AP I B HORAS IR B — 2, BB i 3 e A BR

FA P g 12P B, 57 i) 20 A s e JE NetDB, NetDB R B PRI R A (90 3% 1% i 28106 215 BN
HEEERE R, Bl SEBEARE EAME/E Routerlnfo Z5#4 4, 1ZE&ME S RIEWNEHTHRER: Bib
AFRIRL TP bk, d . ABHSE . leaseSets 544 HRAEE H LG B, XA E S FEIER OGRS 2RI
FFy BAFRRRF. A%, WRNHBEFEEY A 2P RS, HAHERINZMS, ©ERKHRFRA
MRSSAEE, B &P DAEAR AR 1% IR 555 201 HRe 8 32 B R ml 25 3 AR T

3. Tor 5 2P BYE@RHAR

H1F Tor 5 2P TP R B S ATE LA, PIILPAN MR A — S R2 B BOR FAFAEZE SR (8] [9], 42 1 51
1Y Tor 5 12P fERBEBOAR RRZE R, IXEHRLW | AR S 1ERE .

Table 1. Tor vs I12P: key technologies
7= 1. Tor 70 I2P LEER: KERA

HAR Tor 2P
Uity -1 SOCKS 2P API
R /% 1 P =Bk JH AT BATL R 5 e 1 %
BB/ 1] X [6] EL % B [a] B3
Xt AR BT TR S A I R HeT-VEREIX S5 A R
H o545 7 A FEREEAE I B RS A 4347 3% DHT(NetDB)
Ui 21 B 2% BRI 2N, AR 2 o 31 3 0 25 i o REHER AN JE N
3B Y /BRI 55 VLB S BRI B — AR, SRRV RS
WAl 25 B it 7 20 B 25 2 4B TCP 5528+ VF 22 BB AR 55 75 P9 T AR 55 4 v
KA 4 HL B A 4 ik
Byt it TCP % JEiE TCP A1l UDP %4
RGN 1E C H 3l 1E Java H 8zt
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3.1 EOFER

Tor f# ] Socket Secure (SOCKS)$% I, [tk SOCK'S BEMS J& A1 N FHFLR , if LLR 28 5 Hi48 17 Tor B 44:,
XFH, KA SOCKS MM HEFLETRAEMEL, ffULEEMH. 55—, 2P &— A, $REEN
FAFEFY ] F T8 I 2 3T I8 5 1 APL, X EMoE B FR 7 75 ZE 0T 2 44 i % . SOCKS 5 12P AP,
W R A T Mg A A 12P B8R Tor W44, @i Internet #3E47 B 44 I8 15 1 B FH AR 7 1O TAE R ABE /1. SOCKS
RO H AR TCP A% 2., 1 12P 7] LAZE UDP Fl TCP Z [AJHEAT 5, X Al LLfd 12P fE15 FH Hdb i
T P I AR A B 4 (1 1 e

Tor & NEE 44 U7 il A FE BRI Bt R e Bt 7 V2 38 Y A5 FAREE, 1M 12P RRZ% A% 0
Wil B AR & U VF B AR IR S5 (R 5% ), FEAS & L i T B8 44 U 1) A L IR . 12P 7] LLIE IS out proxies”
FEAUNT A S H M BT ), (L TR & A R S PR g,  DURER B AR 4 R4[10].

2P API L NEE 422 AT Beih, 1 SOCKS T AMIReM i it. 75 12P 1, HifRE 22 A AR 2]
&g B

Tor 1§ ] SOCKS £ /™ i -

1) SOCKS #21'1 H il TCP A& %uvH ., 11 12P 7] LAYE UDP Al TCP 2 [Al#E47i% 4%, X W] LAE 12P 7F
{58 P 5 I FH R I R L T 0 1 i

2) SRR R BT Be AL & R R AR NE B e N T B IX PG oL, 75 S H A IR D)
RE ) N A2 PP AR Privoxy e

3.2. BHERAR

Tor ZIEIE “FLER” XU AL B, B AubFIH b B R — g, W& 6 fros: 1M 12P f2il
i R B A S BN AN 3 SR AN A P 2R BRI, O HIX P 26 BB IE RERR 10 min BLHTEEST,
Wl 7 s . Tor [ 1SS s 2 2T 19, REGEL 10 12P [ H St s A B ek o

XUEIERER

EFiE a b c d Website
i fan M 122 Jr— EB RIS
(RSA1024+AES256} | =1 -4 | emapsasey | 279
RN EmmnE
(RSA1024+AES256} | 279 (DHE+AES256) | 2-DP-c-d

Figure 6. Tor circuit

& 6. Tor BYHLIE

HET % RS IE AU IE (S 2 Tor 8¢ 12P 44 1R 0y, Horb 12P F 7 (12P Bé el 83 I B 5 12P B HIAR P
I B 60 0 B A4 (K 1 B2 S 12P A RS TE 22 52 AR 4, /2 Tor XU T HLER R FR 10 —2F, TI/E 12P
o R R SR B BRI — A B A BB TE AR R 1 B B — A B AR N
v S TE R A .

Tor HKEEESEHHRBLII NS5 SR A L ra i, (H 12P 1 B RO VR RERFIE X 558 S 5 I 25 Rty i B
Bo MBARMBERSE, o BA U1 A7 B 7 s 98 T84, Tor S AF Rk, HAE 12P Hsgil
TYEREHRA N FRVE T T RO SERRIERESE, 12P ARSSLE Tor Hh IR 55 BE AR o
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HARRE NS
[
| N |
EFi% a b c d e f g h Eepsites
IR EiR N " . RENNZ
{ElGamal/SessionTag+AES} &0 - Eepsites FhgEAEs) | 2dbeh
KFFINEE a-h &z a-bb-c,c-d,d-e,
{ElGamal/SessionTag+AES} {DH/STS+AES} | e-f,f-g,g-h

Figure 7. 12P tunnel
& 7. 12P BbEE

f£ Tor 1, HITHDE SRR, Bidi# e & s 2 AE I ook i & aE s, BRERH B
TR RBIEETT o 12P BEITE H HIBREE 0 3 7 W3 fl, HerhBgiE vh ) o8 2 BB se g e 44 048, (IR D93
A 75 B 3 B 2 v AT s R RE 11

3.3. XEFIEF

Tor Fl 12P #RISATHEE M1 sk BV, DR EPEREIEBIVE ST & o Tor &2 17 %2 (15 &5 A (Peers)
I, 12P R TVERE IR SRR R . X SR R 1) B 12 DRk Hh i) 8 W i R [ 12]

1E Tor W25, &/ H AR 55 2548 A Y8 T 58 SR Skl & A1 5% 551~ OR (Onion Routers) g 5 $2 {1 1)
W, WA E T R E OR FIFRINELYE, Tor U AUHKHH % B A AT I va (L, 5 %e 45 5 H T LA ABU
277 A B e ) i ph 28R HH O BR EH 2 . Tor 257 3 3 BR AR R SV E R #2 F TR @ AL 1) OR, 2
sAE AT ALY, Tor HHEIFTA HoAth OR #IE B MRS 15 A1 98 b T . X EMRE AN BT 9, 1M
2 HoAh Jg@ P (U0 OR S PR H).

72 12P WZg b, 12P 257 ST 5 AT o 42 R PR R ARURT 9 2 1) 4 BIRAS AN A R e 4R . 12P
AR RR R, RS AR TR T 2 I A AR X 4% 4 0 H ) LA AR AR SR, T8 AN BT o AT AHE
PERERIE TR S4BT AR AR,

H T Tor 7E1%#% OR WA & v, 11 2B HoAth B LG OR [Sk PR B . I 4E), X A] R FEE TR
P2 (1 S AN ST, IR BHIR v RETCVEAS BRI A o 78 12P o, T BRI I A e A R, — 26 2P
F P AR AT Be 228 — AN B2 AN IR B0 SR SR A R BT, R v [ 3 1 R R IX M AT AR AE 22 4 1) R,
[FBT, 12P fEIEFEX SRR A S 12P MR E, X2 SRR LE, R i s iE oA 2 s .

3.4. Tor BERRE XS 12P NetDB

Tor I 12P ) 32 ZE X 5 75 T A 04 45 e 45 B2 5 3% . Tor A1 12P #AE F H SRR AT 1 2% Je s , B -
YA N 48 1817 B 7 B c R (S 5 & BN AR S B SEEM T RS [10] [13].

Tor i FH S i 55 2% H Pl 3 Tor 5 55, 1% H S8 & &N HH 17 OR (Onion Router) (1% H #% 5 1A 177
FIPLRES SRS, A OR I4EF N — N KIS, HT2E TLS B, 2% 2R #F A
B, — MR ASH, BT @I ERIF U I PR H . 2%t 28 R R i — b
FrIA4%ED OR(Onion Router) L& EHX R FT A AHREHE . A8, 1P Hudik, Hrve, 1BHSRIREE, MEIR
A E OR BN ST 98, FEHLMIL 1B AR A S TR &

12P W2 Ad oA 2 H s 12P B 3, F5 77041 20 Kademlia s P2 A1 T 00 45 18 48 (1 06 5543
Mrovk, K B B A ZU0 W2 500 e NetDB, h A FIZ 65 T A R 48 u 8 - 12P (1) NetDB 17if H Leasesets
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A1 Routerinfos ZH R I 2% o dds, B — AR, HEAY 4. HT Floodfill %7 s HA
re s T IR 12P B AR, A NetDB AN AR ), TR BT A 12P #% 38 10+ 564
o A 9K 12P 1 A 1S SRS AERR A Routerinfo 25 FH, ZE 8 2510 (R AF X € 12P 2% tH 28 1 BT A 1k
FEL. 2P MM AZEEEER <IP bk, w05 > JodRiE, Wi 5400 E o R Wb AT
(PR 12P HAR) R . 12P H B R — 20 2 51 (H TR s Bl SO B N R ) 248 % PR H
THMCEARE I S FIRICEEAERR A Leaseset 25451 . 12P #% 148 B Routerinfo #7145, i 12P B FHF2/7 H
M FEEE Leaseset FriH.

AR b S A AE B RS P U, 12P 8 23 A SG i R (DHT), - 84045 07 97 53 70 M FoAth 2% H 2%
DA 2 n o] f5 p R R AT SR, 43 A 2L A mT DA i oo 2 A LT AT ek, (RIS 23 A AR A0 R G0 B
B R XU -

3.5. BESGE

HIP 8+ &1 9 XFLETI AL, Tor Al I2P MIZE A B Z ALMIAS R 2 Kb o SXPIAN A4 R 5 HO AL ) H A il i f
M2, RitEh 22 ek ORI St AV, 2 2% 1 T om b AdE 28 1Y 5 100 B 2 R ik
WUH TR AR I BR AR, Tor 2GRN 12P 2% LB AR A AR IE HANE 2, H P R ORFREFE S — AN
A (PR BB 000 455 S (R AR B 44 R GE RO AN TR TR AN [, PR B 44 A 55 O B EBOR A ARk AN R [14]

e B B
ST HOTA ‘
Sy B FHe >
Iiv = \@ &
B = B
AT
<«—>» TLSHEER (=5 InternetZR A28
s AEERER | (3R) AR

Figure 8. Onion routing

E 8. FBEA
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& C/@
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e NS
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Figure 9. Garlic routing
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FEABS B R F A TR E ST, FREEERP A SE AN S 5E T
AT, RGBT S, BB 8 mr, RAHBEFHE—/ OR FER ui i) IP tihl, HHRHF
HLE% B JE — 1 OR ANEYH BB, B el OR W& S (AT & LG4k, HERKEmL
fin OR IEFEZ 5 HLik, @I = AN sUA XA R AL il X 26 . B T-Bh/ D8 i &, Beh & T Re (8 R
FMHTAUE I Btk i B, BRERE SRR RS T

KR EH A 20t B3 e, Y JE a8 A FH 40 J2 s (0 J LA v 18D 75 R, MG TR 3 % EH 301 e 248 3 Ao
FH P 9 I, I8 B ] BEOECK 12P B 2Rk, TAMBIE M ICANE R), —HZS 5F(PIEAT )M
— AN SRR, BETE Y 12P [ H AR AN FTE K i (1) TP R RO SR R, A R N B T R A HE R
TE) 12P B AR /DA 6 Ao BT A 2P JEIITEM L A, Fik 2P HA R & Xt <
O . “Sybil Bk 1R

Ko i SEEA M mAEE AL, EEEAR BAE— SRR, —RKmimF, TUREGZHXHEE,
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12P A R R = AN B B — & d8 0 B ) RS A B (92 2N R TH R
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3.6. JHEN BTG E

WAk 10 Frzr,  Tor BR3CHH A M SCECHE S 3o Y 19 72 ] S A BE KD Cell,  JAT B2 19X 2% LAt DK/ ) B
TCIEA TR, R RICRA S SR AT 12 TR S AR AR R AT G AN LT R
LB — A5 (18 WP ZO XA BT IR (U 2) o o 4k B TT AR A R0 Bt 2 A AR Sk (R 42K,
BWE T —A stream ID. — o B ARG AN 48 TR AR — > rh gk &

24 Cell 4544
2 1 509 bytes

| Circ ID | CMD | DATA |

chifkCell L5443
2 1 2 6 2 1 498 bytes

| Circ ID I Relay I stream ID | Digest I Len | CMD | DATA |

Figure 10. Cell structure of the tor network
10. Tor PI4EH] Cell £544

Router-ID v payload

checksum padding I2NP message(s)

IMNERZ N 2NPERE. | Delivery instructions message(clove)

Figure 11. Message structure of the I2P network
11. I2P 4% HY message 4544

TEFE 11, 12P 25 P45 JE. LA I2NP (12P W28 B30 2 BT A8 #, 2 22 AR 06 4 2 A 08T 4 R
AT R/NBR A, e AT DU A BN BB S R N T Bk e Moy, USRS E B R AR I 2 AN B
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B HAARFTIEMERENE S . e EESZEHEEN 1D, HEFMEA AN IV E R EAS, Lhq
TREGA . TR AR AR RV B, AN AU Y E) AT I2NP A (FR “Clove” ).
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3.7. IR S BRI AR 5
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REMI M F B s, B AT AR AR, IRE M4, Tor [/ SOCKS #2115 Internet JEAT2E
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2P ReW A TCP LLAAN R SER) UDP @47 /&40, DAL, 12P 23 i % B FE LG Tor BBl k55 231
R, JFHEAEARKIER[17],

4. G5RIE
[ 4 W% 12P 3T Tor I, ‘BATZ AL kb 3T TCP/AP (78 6 M% . RAULIERE 4
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