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Abstract Linear Obfuscation is obfuscation technique against Symbolic Execution which is
effective for trigger-based behavior detection and analysis. Currently, trigger-based behavior
analysis and its protection is often performed in malware. In this paper, we apply Linear

Obfuscation to common key cryptosystem AES, and evaluate its effectiveness and performance.
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2.1 Symbolic Execution.

Symbolic Execution 1 76 412 King [3] IZ
o TIRESh, DY 7 b U = T FED—
DL UTRLAAHINTWS, FiT, Yy cT
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2.2 Linear Obfuscation.

Linear Obfuscation [7] 1% Zhi 5 2EZE L 7z
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where f(n) = n/2 .|f n=0 (mod 2)
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while(y>1){
if(y%2==1){
if(x==30){ y=3*y+1;
do_m(); Yelse{
} y=y/2;
(a) FJH—%ETIC }
WET Hmalicious | J
Ta—F

(b) Collatz Conjecture
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// X:user input
// y:spurious input

y=x+1000;
while(y>1){
if(y%2==1){
y=3*y+1;
}else{
y=y/2;
¥
if((x-y>28)8&&(x+y<32)){
do_m();
break;
}
¥

(c) #ZRib SN fza—F

1: Linear Obfuscation o & FH il

2.3 White-Box Cryptography

W55 b /M85 70 2T LITHLD A E N7z
P25 RO MEEERT S TlX, eI A
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AWFETI, EBIZ AES ZH\W5. AES T
&, WA/ ESOBRICERED S ER T i
Uy FEEEXDOPMIGRENZ & 5 Ad-
dRoundKey &WXN DI ZITS. Z DML
% White-Box cryptography % i H U T/l %
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BUZER LB DA 2THSH.AES TIEZ DAL
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‘ Pp=Crq ‘
N
kg — ’ AddRoundKey ‘
N2
| Ph |
N o N A2
subgyee [ [ [ [ | [L]]]LLIT] L]
N N2 N2 N2
Shift Shift Shift Shift
Rows Rows Rows Rows
N N2 N2 N2
‘ MixColumuns ‘
N
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2: AES OME DRI

3.1 White-Box Cryptography % #H
L 7z AddRoundKey

AddRoundKey TliZF 7 ¥ R & SEXOHEAM
REm M2 & 0, ZDFEHR % SubByte IZVE Y,
VWIS ETTS. ATHhobT L, MFD&
ST B.

PI/'% = Pr ®rkp

PRIl RIVYRHDOAN (R=0 D& EIFF
X P), rkp ¥ RV RHDZ VY N§E, Pj
W ERT. SENLZ OIS s #Eib
WL, 2M0k7% Ml Z Linear Obfuscation % ji
M3 5.

White-Box Cryptography I ZTl¥, Ad-
dRoundKey D AJ] (CEXX) P = {{(p1, ..., p31) | pi €
{0,1}4, i € [1,31]} © R VY NHDO IV
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RAT 5.
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Algorithm 1 White-Box cryptography % M
W7z AddRoundKey 7))L 3V X L

fi(R),g; (%)
| Pa |
NZ
AddRoundKey
4bits
[ p J[m I |
l { {

Po Pi Sp31
Foo®ape@ | | TFoi®uap;d | | T pai®gps, D)
N
| Pi |

3: #5ifb U7z AddRoundKey OMLHEL DRI

3. P' = (p}) % SubByte (ZJ£7".

ZDMBEDORNEZ LT — NIZEFEZ N0
Algorithm 1 TH 5. 7od, 7TV ITVU ALt
IZ Chose TENPNTWAUHIX switch-case 72
EDIBILIEZ FANWTEB I NS.

Require: P, rk, F, G
Ensure: P’

/* Create S box S7 */
for j =0 to 15 do
Chose function f; € I, g; € G
for R=0to9 do
for i =0 to 31 do
Stm g ) ThRi B
end for
end for
end for

/* do AddRoundKey for each round R */
for i=0 to 31 do
J i
Chose fj € F,g; € G
/ J
Pi 4= 55, (8) 9,09
end for

3.2 AR DEN

#HHifb 2 ML 72 AddRoundKey Oilf#l 7 1 —
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ANDRIEE L TOBUSTEZ S, H—IZIELW
BEL X I —EIED DR\ HIE, B IZEME
WZIZEWRD D7 =< Y ZE IR E 2
LN HETHSB. LFD 3 DD/NRE =D
WTHREET 5.

1. XI—DF—7) 84 2HW\5

2. XI—DFEEEE Fy, Gg WS

3. XI—DFEE f4, g0 ZFHWS

1,2 WIELVWEIHE S & I —FED ZED WL,
SHEMEIZITE VRS B8 7 5 —< v AT
PHEIZONDHETHSE., IOV,
BT ADIEDEIINT +—< 2 AR
WCRIETHEEMGEL, HiIRT 5 Z & T4
WS FIEERET 5.
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o « 5'%32 Gis © 7(11i%32)%32

\/

Py,

4: White-Box Cryptography % F\ THik
L 7z AddRoundKey Dl 7 1 — D44l

NRY—V1 RBI—DT—7NEHNTHIE%
Wi U726 0703 X L% Algorithm 2
WZRT. XI—FT—TNEborLdr7ars s
LHZHDIADBER D D720, TDHT—X
YA XDBEEINT 5. BMLEZZI—T—7)L0
BEnULzE, WNT257—2%14 Xk
160nbytes &7 5. SIEOEITEMU7Z KX I —
T—TIVOBITHFEL THEINT 5728, NX—
V23ITHARTY Yy IV slEy 5.

Algorithm 3 X I —OBIHEEE AW T IR %
WL 7235607013 X4

for i=0 to 31 do
J < Dpi
if Check then
Chose f; € F,gj € G
else
Chose f; € Fy, gj € Gq
end if
Pi + 51,0500
end for

NE—r3 XI—OBEE MW THIEZ R
L7285 E07 )V 3Y) X% Algorithm 4 12753
3. B f, g BRI RO DI D E D1
g, BT 25X I —BEBOR L 31 XITK
795, TDH, RX—=r2 L TIR
N XM DM DR 705 Z PRI N
5. F77, check BEZ S 7=GE T2 > 723
A TEITIEP 70 —ICHERERENEHND Z &
NYEIN5.

Algorithm 2 I —DF— 7V % HWTHIK
EHRL7-GEDOT LT X A

Algorithm 4 X I — O % W T oIk % i
RUZGEDTNVTY XA

for i=0 to 31 do
J<pi
Chose f; € F, g € G
if Check then
/ J
Pi = S%,(R).g500)
else
/ d
Pi < 5%,(r).g;0)
end if
end for

for i=0 to 31 do

J < pi

if Check then

else

j<d

end if

Chose fj € F, g; € G

Pi < 55 (R)a0)
end for

NRE—22 XI-OFEBEE*HBELGED
73 X% Algorithm 3 (233, Z DY
G, B f, g 238 IRT 2 DI OB 2 (517
D, TOHTOTILOFHEAIA NP TOT S
LOEMEDREINT 52 NP EIhS. T—
2 AOWNE, BB F,.G oY1 X, H
B f, g DY A RKIET B.

3.3 Linear Obfuscation D&

BN 724308 % R F U C Linear Obfuscation
% AES ICHEHT 5. 22—V AS 2 2ADEE
y 2 HioTHRIEL, EOBAITE LWL,
DEGEIZZ I WM EITS K5V —T%2HFA
T5. AFO&Siza— Rzl d 5.
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// x : userinput
// y : spuriousvariable
y = X + 1000;
while (y>1){
if(y%2==1) y=3xy+1;
else y=y/2;

if(check){
//IELLVOER
break;
}else{
// T
break;

4  FH@7TIE

Linear Obfuscation (¥ Symbolic Execution
it 2 R o #EFi AL FIE e L TREIhTW
5. ZOFEOARNEZE TS 57281213, Lin-
ear Obfuscation ZHfEL 72 71027 F LIZH LT
Symbolic Execution 12 & 2 i & FEEIZIT WV,
MEZ > TV A0 EMEET 2B H 5.
ZTCTARWIETIE, BN FMOfREEE LT,
Collberg 2] IZ& b F&don, XA +VUv7o
A (Metrics) 125D\ 7= ¥ G b F 1L O FEAili 2 17
5. Fz, EITRMBREDNT r—< v AL FE
fliORSR LT 5.

AMNYY IR VIR TzTARNI I RET
0o LADEME D SDOTIRETHD, EIZ
VI U zTRF TV MzbswTTa s
Z LOWEER T A~ OURIHE % i3 5 720
WRHENS. £72, AV YLD Tas T L
CEESRALBED Ta ST LD A Y v o A bl
252 LT, HIHFEOFAMIHNS Z &
ARETHS. Bl LT, ATFD XS RHiiEHE
NhHFohsd.

o« ARL—& ARTYRDE (FUTT L
DEX, LOC)

o ET/INADH
° “‘j"f?DV?“Y?*E%E

o FADMDEX

o TR T7U—DEMET (R=YvrTaY
7% 12V TBRES NS EHDE)

o ATVl MEMEME (7 APEYa—
WVOKEEEE, AV v KO, MAKDEX)

AWF5E CTH\W % Linear Obfuscation 1%, 473
A D% X3 Z & T Symbolic Execution (Z
Mt zfzE5 2 e 2HRNELTWS., £D7k
b, BREDFEMITIZET N ADOENEE L 72
5. F1z, N7 x =V AMFEOB S S D
FEEZBELTIEEML AN EAEE LV E W
5.

5 Conclusion

AMETIX, Y 7 OHFLTEE LT
LI N7z Linear Obfuscation % JLi@HERS 512
WHT 2700 HANE, TOHEHEEZE LD
7. SENZ, SBEOEMOMt A% 3/3% — v H
BU, NT73—=—< VAR T07 7 LOEHZD
BED»S5HRE AR Linear Obfuscation O i@
HAEZREIT 5. S8OFE LT, R#EH
N&2EE L, Symbolic Execution & F X b
Vw7 ZNZEED WGl & D T\ L.
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