[EERUIBF S

2% Vol.58 No.5 1151-1162 (May 2017)

BinGrep : flfll 7 @ — 25 7 O ol & v 72

BB ORI & BV IL Y = 7N ORI OFRE

S B2 e

ZftH 20165F8F24R, HKi*H 2017F2R9H

BE R, HRIZBW TS APT WEIC L 2 KBS EL L, 127 ¥ MHuo EEED L
BNz, AT T Y MIBW TNy = 7 O IGEN I S NG, ML vy 2T
OMFNHY T 23— FOLI 2 FETE 2 LR DIR T OMTZ 5. 203 — FEFED 2912, BinDiff
AR SNy FRFTHO a3 — F [Hig] Y —VvaFHTE 525, E7LVTY X825 ) e %
HEHMICHLEZ CLEIBER, MERZHBEICHATE2EMRN 2wV ) a8 S 72, v vy o7
FRNTICH L7z — IR T LT XA & LT, BMEICBI A6 70— 27T 7 OfmERHEE G445 Ok
FEI@EE Y = W T % [#HZE] 75 BinGrep #1243 4. BinGrep &, GNU bash & binutils T
13 11,049 HOBEED H B 90.3% DWW TIEfFZ )T &7z, FEEIC APT ETHH SN/ 2~y =7 T
i L7 & 2 A, Emdivi @ 11 BIEDOFHTIZ, £ 037y MFIBIZBWTEETH - 72 27 HOEH D
85% 12D WTIEME N TE /2. $72, Emdivi & PlugX ®ZF N2 2 Bifko 4B D CTEE % F2 i
L, ¥V = TRITICBWTIREFRDPEN TH L Z L 2R L.

X—TJ—R: 75Ty, N TN, ST

BinGrep: Proposing the Efficient Static Analysis Method by Searching

for the Function Comparing Control Flow Graphs

HirokT Hapa':2:®)  ATsuHiRO GoTo!

Received: August 24, 2016, Accepted: February 9, 2017

Abstract: In recent years, many Japanese organizations suffered a large-scale damage caused by APT ac-
tivities. Prompt and appropriate incident responses are indispensable. When resemble malware is used in
some attacks commonly, the analyst can proceed to static analysis immediately specifying the position of
function previously analyzed. We can use code “comparison” tools such as BinDiff to specify this program
code, but there are some problems that the method mistakes the matching continuously because of the
greedy algorithm, and there are no information against such functions. As the algorithm which is suitable for
malware analysis, we propose BinGrep method that “searches” for function using both the edit distance of
control flow graph of functions and longest common substrings of instructions. We evaluated that 90.3% of
the 11,049 functions of the GNU bash and binutils as normal program and 85% of the 27 functions of Emdivi
as malware can be output correctly. Furthermore, we evaluated all functions of two samples of Emdivi and
PlugX, and show proposal method is available for malware analysis.
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Fig. 1 BinDiff matching method and its requirement in static

analysis.
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Thbba— V7T 7DHEMOESE Ga = {a,...,an},
Gp = {by,....bp} &L, TOHHHEART Sa C Ga,
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T, a; \2—H,T % Sp OHMOEHRZ RTHEMTH 5. 72
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Algorithm 1 initialMatches.

In Sa: 7UZ T LACEITNIBEBOES
Se: 7RV 7 LBIETNIBMOES
out M: 7u 27 7L ALBORETHIGT 2RO Y R b
Sa: AJTD Saicxf LIS T 23%% - 72 B o £ &
Se: AJID Se ik LIISfT T 3% o 7B o & &
Function initialMatches(Sa, Ss)
Me @
foreach a;i € Sa do
foreach Selector € do
if (ai, bj) « €(ai, Ss) then
MeMU {ai » b}
Sa « Sa \ {ai}
Se « S \ {bj}
break
return (M, Sa, Ss)
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Algorithm 2 propagateMatches.

In M: 7277 LALBORTHET 2B ) X+
Sat TR ITLANCEETNIBEBMOES
Se: 7u/ I ABICEENIBMOES

out M: AND MITH LAJEA T 2K L 72B8%D Y X b
Sa: A1 D Salcxt LI FSAT T 235% o 7z B o £ &
Se: AN D S 1t LG 1 235K - - BIB0 i &

1 Function propagateMatches(M, Sa, Ss)

2 foreach {ai » bj} € M do

3 foreach Property m do

4 S'a « n(ai, Sa);

5 S's « n(bj, Se);

6 if Sa# @ A Ss# @ then

7 foreach a's € S's do

8 foreach Selector € do

9 if (a'i, b'y) « €(a’i, S's) then

10 MeMU {as » b5}

11 S'a « S'a{a’i}

12 S'B <« S'B{b,j}

13 Sa « Sa\ {a's}

14 Sg « Sg\ {b'5}

15 break

16 return (M, Sa, Ss)

FITY XL 3 binDiff
Algorithm 3 binDiff.

In Ga: U7 7 LACETIEKOES
Ge: 7R 77 LBIBIIEKOES
out M: XIGHHIT & 2B o Y = b
Sa: TR TLACDAREENLEMOES
Se: 7B 7 LBIOAGITNIZHMOES
Function binDiff(Ga, Ge)
Sa « Ga
Sg « Gs
M «0
(M, Sa, Ss) « initialMatches(Sa, Se)
while M # M do
M «M
(M, Sa, Ss) « propagateMatches(M, Sa, Ss)
return (M, Sa, Ss)

WoONGOUDAWNLER
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BinDiff i3 220070754072y 7)) Z AT ELT
INEFNI—=NVT T 7L IRTLOBHELZIHEL, TLT
1) X4 3 O binDiff # #4795, ZOHT, initialMatches
% FAT L T OWIGf T &2 KD, FIET 5 ETHRDEL
propagateMatches = 73 5.

BinDiff D7 )V T A LIZDWT, M2 Da—LVr57
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Fig. 2 Callgraph example for BinDiff algorithm.
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HIZBWTEN #5883 5. BinDiff 2 < V7 = 7 4T
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S A BT B BTV T R LT B 72 HEHN I HI
TR TV, 51, FNENOBEBISH L THInT 5
MEZ 1oL E I Lawnd, M- Twizaid
IS FERIFES V) REDPH L. TS OB X
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4. REEK BinGrep

4.1 Ef
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YT REGARL . BB AR o 7o) TH B LHIWT L7z
BAREFRE#AT 5. Mira i, —EHFRNTH LT
BEIEH L2y 2 7 OMT 27, FH L7l
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Bt 5. 707 I 410%o TRBABAD Y v Rk L
TEHEINBHOLBICHHTELZ ENH LD, LTz
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4.2 TEE

REHATIE, BEEITHE2HET 272012407
T 7 OMERMAFIA L7V T) XA EBET S, HE
IZT NP G ENT2 7T 7128 AiEREEE, THEE
BOFEA, THELIDOHIE, THEO T NVOEHR L)
VECERT S, — DT I 7%b)— DT 7I122548§
B DIZWFEE %2 B R/NDIREBRMEOIE BN T T 7 Dk
HigfE L 2RI 5.

BT 7OHThH, WEMENLTESDSHFAEL, Hik
THER WL DKL, THEANT NV 2 #Ho04E1
TRV EREERT L.

4.3 T 77 DOLE & REER

AT T LDLEIZEIZBNT, LIELIEY T 70—
M E T B LERH L. 22007 F 7125 LTIl
BIKDOEG 7T 7 %K b K@ 5277 7 (MCS)
MI#EIZ NP-Hard TH % 2 £S5 TW 5 [33].

72, 77O EERTAIELLT, 22007
5 7 DIEESG 7T 7 R KO BID VI, T TROMmE
WA RIS 52 D TED, — W% 7T 7128 LT
SEPRHE A R 2 I NP-Hard TH 5 Z L2915 T W
B XF = VRO TIIREWST T 7120 LCEMET
LAFEDH L 720, RN ERD L 7V T X4
DS HTWn 5 [34].

TN ERITH T B MREREE L L CTIE, Zhang 5 OFF
B nt O7 )T X4 [35] & Klein OFMEE ndlogn ©
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TNTY XL [36] BSHIHENT WA, 72720, e 7V T
VALIATNT A7 7 712453 % [37).

4.4 BET7ILIYIL

ARECTIFREFRICBIT 27V T XL IZOWTHIT
B, A1 OFEME 2720, BEEEOREEE WS 2
T, MY T LIRS OB ZIERICL TS
LTNT) ANERBET L, RETVT) XA LET VT
AL 4 D constructCFT & 7 )LV T XL 5 O binGrep TH
BEND.

W7 a—2r957 GERIESLBO%ES G = (V,E) &8k
L, HEEZV ={V,V,....,V,,}, #% E={(V,V)),...}
(i, JIZTEE VDAL YTy 7 X)) LEFET A, constructCFT
&, 77 7WICBIT 5 mEREEEZRFENICEE T 5720,
7 a—277 Gl L GEMT % U &K% )
THEKTH L. JmpTo(G,i) (& V; 13 5 BEEIFOH L
TOTEHOEE T ETME, DelJmp(G,i,j) 1 G OAH»
5 (Vi,V;) ZHIBR Y 5% L § 5. SetLabel(G,i) 13 G D
HEV, TNV 52 58Ked5. ATy 7 V2
BT call a4 THMRREEEHUH LT a4, 2okt
RS & I EAS L7207 2 IRV e 5, 7oEz
(£, [call memset| & [call printf] #2473 AFEAR 70 v
Z71ZBIT AT VT “memset printf” & 72 5. A8
O LOSHETE L e W A I3 il 0 7~V “NULL” % 5-2

F7ILTdY XL 4 constructCFT
Algorithm 4 constructCFT.

=77
GOIEA (AT vy ) O T v I R
T WMESRTH D I L A RERT D72 O RLIB R
s T v — 25 IR D T UL E K
function constructCFT(G, i, m)
foreach j € JImpTo(G, i) do
if j € m do
G « Deldmp(G, i, j)
else
memU {3}
G « SetLabel(G, j)
G « constructCFT(G, j, m))
return G

In

o
c
+
[ ERSN]

WoONGOUILA, WNLER

7T XL 5 binGrep
Algorithm 5 binGrep.

-
=]

Ga: 0T T AR DM L 7D B
Ge': 777 5B OBk G DEL
r': BERERO Y R b
function binGrep(Ga, Gs")
re®
SetLabel(Ga, ©)
constructCFT(Ga, @, @)
foreach Gz € Gs* do
SetLabel(Gs, 0)
constructCFT(Gs, 0, @)
re<r U (Editbistance(Ga, Gs), LCS(Ga, Gs))
r’ « Sort(r)
return r’

- o
@WW\IO\W#WNHC
~+
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$ bingrep.py Emdivi_@1.idb sub_405954 Emdivi_02.idb
Src Program 1is ‘Emdivi_e1’
Src Function is ‘sub_405954°
Dest Program is ‘Emdivi_02’

No. Dist Sim: Dst Function

1 o 1ee: sub_405D1B *
2 0 99: sub_410BE1 *
3 4 70: sub_40BF28
4 13 16: __alldvrm
5 15 15: __alldiv
6 15 13: __allrem
7 15 12: _memset
8 15 8: _strcmp
9 16 19: sub_40DB78
9 16 19: sub_4035BF

B3 #ET7NVITYALOFELH (CUD)
Fig. 3 Execution example of proposing method (CUI).

%. constructCFT (PG L L TESELRHERICLDY
fH 70 —2r77 GEHREL, REEEm ITERFARD
HEZBIMT 5. 72720, BEEADHM LW LA
X GO REHIRT 5.

binGrep 1&, 7027 J L4 AIZBWTHREITLE 7 5B
Ga & 7ur77L5BICBITLHAMDES Gy EATJEL
T, Gy & Gy DT RTOBER LB L, NELOEWIEIZ
WHT 5B TH 5. constructCFT 2L T/ I 7%
WA L L 729 2 T EditDistance(G 4, Gp) T 220D
HH7a—277 7MICBI 2 mERBELFEL, 35612
LCS(Ga,Gp) x VT G4, G ZEHEENLGHFHO
Fa— NI L ORER@ERIZFEL, Zhb O
B2 2RILART PV ELTr IHEMT 5. wIZIZ Sort(r)
TH 1 EFRZ AN, FEDOEEIIFE 2 LR Ry —
FLTHIT 5.

4.5 EE

IDA Pro ME L7237 £ 7)) 2 57— N— 2
(IDB 77 4 V) =il L, IDA Pro ® API #FJH§ % X
7T M LTIRETNTY AL EEE L. TAUVAHE
RIZBU B HREHEEOFHEL, Zhang 507V TY X L%
F%e L7z Python 74 77V [39] #X— Z|Z, Python &

SRR % Cython [40) 1B L CTEB b L-db 0%
L7,

R—ETNVTY ZALOFETFZRT. K 313 CUI LTHE
TFLERRTHA. MR TOTO I LDIDB 774V,
WMRILOMES, MFEEO T 77 LD IDB 7 7 A Vx5|
BELTHRELTENTTA. #RET 74V ITI0ME
THHT D, 77 a2l TERBSHNITAIE
DURETH 5. MBEHRITHELHE (Dist) 2VHNSWJHIZ
WY, 2 HICAEZEDOBEMIEMmAYO—HZE (Sim) 25KE W
NEIZSE 5. S/ OMREREEZ R OB A1 [*] /)
PG SN5.

RNV = T IRITE D IER 2 iERR T A O T 2R 4 12
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BB E T 9B
o LB AL O E S R D 4

B4 J2ET VT XLOETH (GUD)
Fig. 4 Execution example of proposing method (GUI).

R EMOY A4 Y Ry R3RFEITTe s 7 L, HRAOYA
v FidB#E 7 a7 4% IDA Pro THIV /21l H Td
D, MFEETa 77 LD TEIZH S Output Window 12
FATREREFIRT S, RENTEBE LY TV ) v
T5EREHICHLT AEBOHET £y T ) BEREND T2
D, FTEIEEL D ICEBONE 2R TE 5.

5. &Vl

% HX (BinGrep) OAREICOWT, EROT TS
T hETVY L TR ENGICEME T o 72, BT O
7L TIE2OoMD/)N— 3 @ GNU bash & binutils (1235
WTTRTOEHKE W L BinDiff O R & Lz, <
V= 7THRICBWTIE, 6 20 Emdivi Z#HL, 1>~
VFEY MR TEEL 2o 72 3 DOMMIZ OV TR 4T
vy, BinDiff O#5F & L7z, & 512, Emdivi & PlugX
DENFN2OOBMEEHHL, T XNTOMKTHRELT
BinDiff O#E5$ & e L 7.

TN TR PC AT 4 2 & 2 M
E L7z, B 72 PC o4ERERIE, CPU Intel Core M-
5Y71 1.20GHz, * ') %= 8 GB, SSD 256 GB, Windows
8 64bit TH 5.

5.1 GNU bash (C & % ¥l

GNU bash ® 2 OD/)N— 3 > O7a 75 L% HWTiE
FHROFHG 1 47 o7z, L= 3 3R 1O
EBYTHA.

20070 s Z A Zx LT Linux @ strip 2 ~¥ > N T¥
ARIVIEREHIR L7729 2T, bash 4.0 T ¥ R HHIER
7z 381 M DBAEUT S L TIRE A % F v T bash 4.3.30
DA MT L. FLY v BEVEREEOMKY E# L
EF L, BinDiff IERE I TE a0 L9 2, REHKX
2B RO LA 10 SLLDNICIEMEASH ) S
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x 1 IR L7z bash dN—=T 3 »

Table 1 bash version.

No. | #Hffir e 75 4 NI
bash 4.0 2009 4F 2 A 20 H
2 bash 4.3.30 2014411 A 7H

& 2 bash 28T 555 L BinDiff O HLEEF i

Table 2 Experiment result of bash comparison.

BinDiff Sy
EfR RIEfR
S EfiR 314 29 343
7 | RIEf# 31 7 38
il 345 36 381
ok
400
350 230
300 1
250
200 -+
150 A
100 A
50 | 38
. 41 01 1 10 0m)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 106 IESL
LT

X 5 bash 2B 2HRETTKOBMENEM
Fig. 5 Rank result of bash.

&Y, ENENGHE 4T o 7.

e A & BinDiff O HEHE R 23R 2 1287, BinDiff
(& 345 O BI%Z B L, 325513 343 OB %% IE %
L7z, &kl LCIRIZEEEORBE LR ER L. B L
T, BinDiff B R IEf#ETH o 725§ B IREH R 0
MEMELTBY, BinDiff HRIEME & 7 - 72 36 @O
D9 H 2918 (80.6%) Zxf L CIEME L 72728, BinDiff &
HMAEHLEDL Z L CEROIEMRFHDIED Y, R—EFXD
HHAMEA R,

72, EHANCBWTIEMIREERICFR S NE
uwﬂﬁ%l5\ﬂﬁ‘&%@@@Wilukbfﬁﬁé

n, 38MMOBEEH 10 LA T & LTH) S,

&7 L BinDiff @ FEATIEH % 5Fifi L 72. BinDiff 1&
FTRTOBEKIF LT3 T TR LT L, #ELHK
X 12O L TEH 0.9, K19, $XTO
@ﬁ@ﬁ%mﬂtfswaﬂtw5#%t&ot.BmMﬁ
B DOIF O L & 72 &) dEH A SR 1 2479 720
ke LCEsl @WLK.%%ﬁﬁiﬁ?T%%ﬁhﬂt
TIXRCOEHE OMERFLEET L2720, Bl 25
720 OFMER R S & o 72A%, &k & L CId BinDiff
BN K AR DA
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#* 3 Al L 72 binutils ®/N—3 3 »
Table 3 binutils versions.
No. | iHMlir e 7 A N BRI
1 binutils 2.22 2011411 A 21 H
2 binutils 2.25.1 201547 A 21 H

% 4 binutils (2317 23%E S & BinDiff O HBEH

Table 4 Experiment result of binutils comparison.

BinDiff &3t
IEfi# ARIE i
R Efif 8977 674 9651
7 RIEM#E 658 359 1017
Gt 9635 1033 10668
+£ 5 FHlCMEN L7 Emdivi R
Table 5 Emdivi samples for evaluation.

R No. s Bk 0¥k
IR 1 Emdivi t17.08.21 1018
R 2 Emdivi t17.08.26 1009
RiK 3 Emdivi t17.08.30 957
TRiE 4 Emdivi t17.08.30 949
K5 Emdivi t17.08.31 1145
IRIK 6 Emdivi t17.08.34 1100
ik 7 Emdivi t20.02 1079
FRAE 8 Emdivi t20.03 1543
FRIK 9 Emdivi t20.03 1035
FRAK 10 Emdivi t20.06 1204
s 11 Emdivi t20.08 2308

5.2 GNU binutils (Z & % 5

GNU binutils ® 2 20DO)NN— 3 O 7027 I L% Hn
TRKRICIRETT R OFM 2 %47 - 72, binutils (213 15 18
D717 7 L addr2line, ar, as, c+-+Hflt, elfedit, gprof,
Id, nm, objcopy, objdump, ranlib, readelf, size, strings,
strip e ENL. HHLZN—Ya iR I DEBY T
5.

bash & [F#£12, binutils 2.22 T ¥ KUV AHIRE E N7z
10,668 1l D BIFL I L THRE 7 % Fv» T binutils 2.25.1
DR A FE L7z, #E TR % BinDiff & L 72858 %
%+ 4 \Z/R"Y. BinDiff (3 9,635 OB E EfMF L, %5
13 9,651 HOBIEE EMF L7z, 712, BinDiff 254 Eff &
%o 721,033 HOMED S b 674l (65.2%) 12x L CTIE
L, bash & [AAROFHGFER & 7% - 7=,

2% L BinDiff ® FEAT ¢ 2 57l L 72. BinDiff (&
TRTOEKIIHF L T45 B CTUEEET L7z, REHN
X1 OOBHITH L THEE 098, Rk 24.8F, $XTCH
MEOKZEIT LT 7a Y5 857206401 B TH
Y, bash & FREDOMER %R L 72

5.3 Emdivi (Z & %5

VY THEE R CCEHli R T o7, R 5 XD
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® 6 BT S Emdivi BIAEDEE xR 9 Mifk 1125175 BinDiff L2FHANC L B 2FAlifks 5
Table 6 The role of Emdivi samples under evaluation. Table 9 BinDiff and proposing method evaluation result.
#i No. B~/ =7 FEAT RS ik 1 OB | Bk 2 | K3 | k4 | RS | Bilke
FFAM 3 R 1 (6117 %) Wik 2~6 (117 3) sub 40801C | O,01%| 0,01 | 0,034 | X,02M| x,x 15
FFAM 4 IR 7 (120 %) ik 8~11 (20 %) sub 40CASE | O,01%| O,01% | X, 07" | x,x30%| x,x 84t
FHM S B 1 (117 %) i 7~11 (220 %) sub 40204D | O,01%| O,01% | O,01¢| O,01% | 0,01

® 7T MM Lok 1 0B

Table 7 Function name of sample 1 for evaluation.

F 10 Mk 712817 % BinDiff LHEFEFRUC & B ARG R
Table 10 BinDiff and proposing method evaluation result.

B%k BB % | fn sk | BIBNTIT 5 R IR 7 OB | Wik 8 B9 | k10 | Bk 11
sub_40801C 119 1026 |POST U 7 = A h LD HEH sub _415FBI O,01* | 0,01t | 0,01 | X,01¢
sub 40CASE | 28 275 |GET U 7 = X b SLORESR sub_414808 x,010" | O,01¢ | O,01¢ | X,02m
sub_40204D 13 157 |XXTEA (2 L 2551k sub_40113A 0,01 | 0,01 | O,01% | X, X#

F 8 FRAMICHEM LMk 7 DB + 11 KR 1125172 BinDiff 25N & 2 5FAliR 5

Table 8 Function name of sample 7 for evaluation.

Table 11 BinDiff and proposing method evaluation result.

APT W CH W5 /z Emdivi ¥ W9 RAT TH L., 20D
TNV TIZN=TV a PN Fa = FENTEY, K
R1~6 13617, MR 7T~1113t20 LW IHIN—=2 3 v 2§
D, INHDORIVT =TI LT, ]/ 6 IR T 3 DDIRN
wHHE L CRE 3~5 217 - 72,

R 1, BAR T I2B W TR ICE e LT L 72B%k
ART7, REIIRT. TORTIR OB RT /-
O, BART7a v 7 (BB) O, ek, FRAFENE TR
WLTWD, CSCHEEFZTT7AT T+ —VDT 7+ Al
% o 2 720 — i HTTP 2MEH S b, A alo
SEAMICAE A L7280 HTTP ) 7 T A b L2 %1 5
IR L RS L 24T ) MERCTH B, A V7 v ML TR
BHEIHARET L7720, 7aF v —NCEBgEEIhT S
AT L T G R CBENRC FHET 5. oo
BEEEZHNBT T A2 L 307 2R/ETS ) A TEELE
AR,

ik 1 SR 71281 %4 3 DO L T BinDiff
ERFHATHEZITo MR EFR 9, T 10 IIRT. *
VOEMIL, BinDiff 25 ) L 7232123 L CTIEf# 2N IR
A% [O) [X] TRLZODTH B, AL, -EHR
WBWTIEfRE % 5 X EBEEAY 10 M ANICER S Lo h
EADE [O)ITX] TRLZDDTHY, SSIZIEMEHH
JIENNERL 2 FEH L T b, Effs 2 5 REEHEHN T 10
T LIHEAEL WA [XEE] SRl Tnb

S 3 DFEFREFEK 9 IT/RT . N— 3 VAW 1& Bin-
Diff d$2ZH N IEMEHEDE % HENDTA ST,
1 &Mk 4, MR 1 LR 5 TRIBR O AH AL
Eff 2 M) T & 72838 AE L 72, BinDiff 254 IEf# 2 1
TL7E, TNFEFTIIERPFE 72 LM b a—
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BA%k BB % | itk | PAENTIT O B 1 OB | BT | BRIES | BIE9 | i 10 | Befk 11
sub_415FB1 185 1254 |POST U 77 = A h DAL sub_40801C XX | XX | X X | X X | X X
sub 414808 72 698 |GET U 7 =& b SLOHEE sub_40CASE | X, XM | X XM | X XM | X, X4 | X, X i
sub 40113A 45 263 | AES T X %1k sub_40204D | X, X HE | X X | X X | X X | X ,O1%

Rt LD & o 7085, FFEFHATIELRKELTD 10
MU T OB E MEE ISR TW L 2 e TE S,

WEHADEMRE LA TE R o 2B 5E, B
NOKIH 70— 7T 7HRELEIEL T z2HIEL <H
ETEhholz, M, MEHFANERE LIS LT
WEBBIERI IR E KL L T e o 7oL RFESAAD
1Ef#E L 7212 BinDiff 253 & 2 W L2 b Ohd - 7295,
MO LI 2 2 BB M 70— 275 755K &<
ZALLCIELCHETE Y, ZD7-0 NI HII % 75 -
Tz,

FEA 4 OFER AL 10 1[RT. BIK T LHIR S, kT
ERR 1L 1B W TIRES OB RO S5 iz, Bk

IZBWTIE, BK7 @ sub_40113A 1ZH125 9 % AES B
FALRIEIIAFAE L e > 72, JPCERT/CC 12k % &, t17
THH SN 5L EE XXTEA TH Y, t20 I2BWT
13 t20.6 LTI AES, t20.7 75 t20.25 ¥ Tld XXTEA 78
FHSN TV Z i ENTnD [41). KREFlicid
DG E—FT 5 LR SN,

Al 5 OFFRZFR 11 IR, HITP V7 A P&
RESET 2 MBLTFERESRE CEILLTBY, FHocH%ES
N7za—FThaEHR SN, ZOOEMRITHEEL R
Molz. 22 LBR 11 Tld t17 & F U XXTEA 25 &
nrz7zo, EzehN$sZ LaTar.

EATHERIIZ DWW T, BinDiff 134T 11.0 B, #2575
KBS -V IRKTLIRTHY, BHErTEICHE
THLILEMETLE TG REETH 7.

5.4 Emdivi & PlugX (Z & % 2850 M
BinDiff 2 2 VT~ = THRIKIZBIT AT
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& 12 FHEICFE L 72 Plugx Biff
Table 12 PlugX samples for evaluation.

BIENo. |  BiEs S DA% & oK
iR 12 | PlugX B~ T 472
Bk 13 | PlugX MEMT xR 517
Bk 14 | PlugX LEIPSES 517
Bk 15 | PlugX L RIPSES 495
Bk 16 | PlugX IR ES 495
Bk 17 | PlugX RIS ES 495
A 18 PlugX FRAT F 5 495
& 19 | PlugX fENT X G 495
& 20 | PlugX fENT X G 472
W& 21 | PlugX RN G 472

& 13 Emdivi I8 238570 L BinDiff O HEBGTH

Table 13 Experiment result of Emdivi comparison.

BinDiff At

IEfiF ANIEfiR
B | B 725 40 765
FHA R IEfE 3 250 253
Ak 728 290 1018

#® 14 PlugX 2B 545 5 & BinDiff O ILEGHE ((F)

Table 14 Experiment result of PlugX comparison (average).

BinDiff &

IEfi# ANIESR
e | W 413.9 13.9 427.8
77 | RIEfR 25.8 18.4 442
&5t 439.7 32.3 472.0

RTOEBOLE % 1T- 7. F-fi 6 TIX 5.3 HilcBITA
Emdivi #8f& 1, 2 2fiH L, §Fifi 7 TIZFEKO APT Tff
A&7z PlugX &IHEN 53R 12 O RAT 2fiff L7z, %
DFEREFER 13, T 14 1IRT. 72, FERICKEVER
Thbid—HE s, MHLL77 7% 6, A7
WZRY. CORERKLIOa—VTI7THY, THEIZE
BAEBEWRT 5. BinDiff LIREFREZBRE 1 OTRTOR
BIEM L CHMTLER? L) paHE Lz, ERrE)
DHIECTE LWV DR EDIIARERE L7z, 728 ZIEMT
H o THEBICHENT 2 BICIERAHIW C & 2 v & Bk
BRSO TH L, FHlIFERITTEM OB TRIL T»
%. Hl3 BinDiff O ADSEM L 72 0, FRidieg s
DHPIEM LD O, HLEdmihe bEMLZb 0, K
BT EDERLZDDTH S, ZOMIKIZEIT 5 BT
OCHLIBIERICE L, $RTOMBEE|T 5 L BENRN

Ehbhholzizd, FESITLTLIALZTET V54
WZHREL TV b,

BinDiff (3B DOIFOH L % 72 &0 #EE I I Ie A 1 &
T 720, I—=)VF T 7I2BWTERKLZ-TESAE $ 56
W23% o7z, — i CREHNLBEEITOH L o BIFRIAKAF
L7z, el L2TES IS 15 72,
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BinDiff 02 2RI LI % 5 WA 538

o L s b ey GO0 oy S

M UAETASII TR TIN5

6 Emdivi O&BEITS T 25l R (—Eh)
Fig. 6 BinDiff and proposing method result for Emdivi.

B 7 PlugX ORMBITT 23R ()
Fig. 7 BinDiff and proposal method result for PlugX.

BB LIZ cal FIC L o TN BD, Vv >
BDT FVADPEMNICEHE SN DA H L. Z0LH %
AR I— VT I 7BV THERETHAIENTET,
MST Uz EE B, 20k REEIZB W T BinDiff 1%
IO LR 2RI T 5 2 L A5T & 2\ 720kl H . -
TWw7-,

6. EiA

[T E S TE CHBOMEEZAT ) LIS T 7 %
TP S FHOGLEND L7720, HYOIEERTLL I L
PHESNDD, REFXNEMHT 2 LEICE > TH
HICR L W CHWOMBEZEE T2 LR TE 5,
ATy MIBICBIF A~V = TATICIER L7235 E,
T LT OGRS I b AR FE LT, £
OF DI A \ED T — F & L TEG = T T 5 25,
7oL Z XA RIOFHGICEER L 72 Emdivi TN 25— A
THZFTHEOTILY 27 LA DR S HRAMEH ST
WA I EIPFETETWS, 512, WELCHT IR
BB ETEBNEIDTA V7 FIBO DK
EEbDLIELEZONS.

— T, BRSOV 2 T BB IR L2 o<
T TG B0 80 IR E S E T AL EN D
B, BB E NIV 2 7 RERRICOWTIIE T
&, T, BEEWEREL VLY o7 M 1
Fbsnizw vy 27 I L CORESFX 2 HMPCTE 7
W, Ny FrrEanevvy o TRMoTa T A2, v
Vry PENLFETT-FIE, AT LFETI—-FEH
DHLTOMT 7N L7729 A TIREF X2 WTT 5
VD 5.

1160



RS 2R

7. TEHESHRORE

VAR, AARICBWTH APT BB X 2 KB 2 b %
WEEL, A>T bHoOEEESIFHRE I N v
Y = 7 OHRES GBI S WA, DT Lz~
W T OBKICHNST AT — FOBFTEHETEX S &,
FRDIIENTIZE ) B 2N TE L, AT, 8B
M L72= by 2 TOMBORM 7 e — 275 7 L a4
Fl% I THIS § 2 B%e 3 28 L A3 (BinGrep)
IRELT.

#7075 225 55Tt GNU bash & binutils @
11,049 DD 90.3% 2>V CIEffZ 1) L72. Emdivi
WX BT 1T HoBEEERLT, £ 7Y M
JHTELR HITP V) 7 T A s OREE L 50 0 WLER 12t
LCHERMEZR L2, & 512 Emdivi & PlugX O#fkIZH
J A4 E L T, BinDiff LREFROEEFELT S
r— 2%, BT A ETIEMREzmEIELI L
MTELTE%ERLT.

AR L 72 W BIHDFETE L 2 WA T b BE O
Wiz ERASHEI L TWds, 20X BEaEEYT 5
BBPHFAELLENIEZRTTLVI) ALDRDOLENS,
F72, ARCTIEEHMI 70 728y = 7 I2BW TR
BEENZITIELARRETEZ L0 EFHE L 7228, e F%
EHT LI ETEBDOA VY7 MBI BIT AEEER
FHEOUEEIZENZITEHT X 2 05HEiT 5 2 L D LET
H5.
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