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HANDLEY, PAXSON AND KREIBICH:
FIX #2 AND #3 WITH A “NORMALIZER”
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SHANKAR AND PAXSON REVISIT:
DO WE REALLY NEED TO MODIFY PACKETS TO
RESOLVE PROBLEMS #2 AND #3?
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RUBIN & CO.: THOSE AREN'T THE ONLY WAYS
TO EVADE A NIDS. PROTECTING AGAINST #1 IS
HARDER THAN YOU THINK!
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