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Abstract: There are many methods to detect buffer overflow using host-based intrusion detection systems
or compiler extensions. Some attacks, however, can avoid these defense systems. One of such attacks is
“mimicry attack”. In this paper, we propose a new intrusion detection system focusing on mimicry attack.
Our system detects invalid control data (frame pointer and return address on call stack) overwritten by
mimicry attack. This detection method consists of saving and checking processes. The saving process, which
is invoked when entering every functions, saves control data to the invulnerable memory area. The checking
process, which is invoked when exiting any functions, compares the saved and real control data. We have
implemented this proposed system and evaluated its time overhead. The percentage of the processing time
for this proposed method in each total execution time of gzip process, httpd and wc are 2.52%, 71.09% and
94.82% respectively.
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Fig. 1 Stack frame layout of Code Injection and Return-into-libc attacks.
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Fig. 3 An example of mimicry attack.
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Fig. 4 Overview of our proposed method.
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BT 2MEFIETI— FE2HATAZLIZL ST,
T—FEHIF O L OE IR, FEON LA S 154
TAHEMICHRAELI AT 5. BARWIZIE, GCCna
YOV E T a v Tdh A -finstrument-functions % F)
LTaynq4usse, o ADEBOERLENIZ, 2
NOWREAED 9 b ORIES 5M 2 MO BRI O LS
HASIND.
CNHMEIIE, ENENGIE T — 5 ORBEEFTH ¥
AT L= VO L &7 — % o247 ¥ X
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TLIA=NVONFTR L OAEFEET L. Y AT 5 T—VIT
O LIS int 34 & 1) 598 7 sysenter iy 2 FIH T 5.
AT A T=)VIZET I, _cyg_profile_func_enter
X __cyg_profile_func_exit DA% v 7 7L —L DT L — LR
AP URTEEZET.

5. ER & FH

F TN TAT TR BAY v 7 IBERE O MR
L=~y FllEZIT- 7. T 1IEHMERE LA /R

51 Y2TINTOTILICLERE Yy J{AREEE

2.1 fiCTl~N7-FEWH LR 2 MEHOMEYE (1) Ny 77
F =7 —Hggtk, B L0, (2) EACFEHINEEITE % FFo
. TN T 7T LK LT, A8 v 7B EY
TVRETHEICL > THBEPSHMMTE L2 & 2R L.

TANT DAYy 7B OSHHENR & L ThRE DM
BIEOH LT b a—VAY v 755 T LTH
&, FOFVUTRERIHCTNY 77— N7 0 —EF
FRER AR ERI IV a— VAT Y hEERE .
RETELZHPETICINS DY > IV T 75 L %FT
L72Ha, I— VAT v 7 OFEIH|ZICI > TEHENT:
HIH 7 0 — (2D WIZEHEAMT DI, AT v 7 IBREED
R L., —H, RETFEZHEALTINS D)
TNTOaT T L EFAT LGS, AY v 7 IBEREIZL S
I 70 —DEEE ML, a2 T S hiz.

5.2 AIERERICBET 3 A — /Ay R
REFRIZ L BFATHREM DO F — 3Ny FIZDOWTIRNG,
5.2.1 #lfE7 — 2 ORENIE ERBENIEBICHA LD F -
Ny R

RABRIT-ONH L & & 123247 SN D HIM 77— & BB Eg &
RAEMIRD > A7 52— & getpid Y AT LT —VENE
NOWIRIER 2 L7z, WEEREE 8 IR . getpid
AT A= NVIERBWEPL LN AT LIV TH A,
Thbb, getpid VAT LT = VDM 5 F — N
Ay FORFAE, 2—FE-Fro6h—HVE—-F, I—
ANE— FPRLIL—HFE— FNEE— FETT LEIZHhD
BLIIRRERTH 5.

L7 o T, EFEOMY AT LI = VIZBNTD,
W3 2D getpid DWLFIERH (0.1 ¥4 70 f) (2I13I12F
LWL, WRla sy 25 v MU ETHILEVZ S, £

1A

Table 1 Evaluation environment.

CPU Intel Core Duo (1.86 GHz)
AET 1GB
T4 ARMN)E2—2 3y | Fedora 15

Kernel Linux Kernel 2.6.38
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NLIAL ORI EE Tl 723858 B L MR LERL 12D\ T[]
IO SRS TOR A Y v 7 7L — L b5 FhE
VAR A A VENNS S QR IV B Al X % kbl N W
%, FRFO x 2RI R ILE L7 LERR R & 4 % 2
EDRTFHTEL, AXOFERIE, FSIZENEE BT 5
bDEoTz.

FEEOTO ST LTOF ="~y N, BEEOEE L
OH SN B A%, SEEICEFET 2 CRIED S k).
5.2.2 gzip ORFE A —/ANy K

gzip /N— 7 3 v 1.24 133 L CIREFELHEA L, gzip
RRDOFWEDHERE & — 3~y FOWEEIT - 72, gzip D
F =3~y Nl Tl¥, Linux Kernel ®V — A 32— KD
7 7 A NDIRFIZHH AR & JE L7z, fEE % 1,000 [0
FAT L CHIE SN O I 2 3R 2 (RT . FATHRC
FEE L 72 BB O L O %0E 51,843 AT 5. BKI:
OH L OFIEEREIL 8.421 TH ), gzip DFEITHICEIFE
BUSHEAE L v, AHMIEED F — 3~y K& TE5720)
Bl THID, H—FNVY—AT— FIZRAM 74 A%
ICiEE, RASGLF L RAM 71 A7 Zi8E L7z, FE47HE
M, |MEFELHEH L 2WIGATS477 I UM, @A L
A TE,619 IUBTH Y, FRETFHICL L BIMEFR X
142 3B TH L. grip OMHFME O 4, fEFILEEZ O
SO HBIERARET LI B F — ANy R L
TREWSD, HHNL 2B A AT R AR 50 5
E &1L 2.52% E /NS A o 72,

B 8 TN 8.4 % & Tldwd A Ll 7 — & B AL
Y MWL AT 2 AT A I — LRI I # 1
FR 13 <A 70 nonsd. TOENPS, RETHEIC
LB F— Ny FIFRIE, HBEEEITOH L% 51,843 [ X
B AT a2 — )VILEEEER] 1.3 <4 7 1o i) X 2 (GREELE
AL X134 SUBETFUMTE S, EBRICBI
HE =N~y FiE142 3B THY, Thiddabs, &E
BRAE R & BT WA X BIRITHE R & AR TEDSIZIT—3 L C

lusle ABERE ORELE o getpid - |
. {a}
6 |
B
4 75 =
7
2 7
5}
O ;‘_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-___4
0 20 40 80 100
[BEHTFVHLOZEE]

8 il 7 — & R BERLIE & RAT LI A B IR
Fig. 8 Saving and checking time.

R 2 gzip DF =1~y K
Table 2 Overhead of gzip process.

FEATRER] | B hnwE
.| EEEAT 5477ms | —
2. | RETHO®MM | 5,619ms | 142ms
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£ 3 httpd DF —/NA» K
Table 3 Overhead of httpd process.

AT REFLOHEH
httpd #5%153 % | Time per request | Time per request | HUNRLEREERE | WLPRRRA] 44
T7ANY AR IZho 584G
4KB 7 7AWV 1.999 ms 6.916 ms 4.917ms 71.09%
£5 weDF =1~y
Table 5 Overhead of wc process.
W FEAT R—EFHEOHM
we CEHllS 2 FEATIRER FEATRER | BEOLERRER | LIRS
Tr AN 2O LEE
20MB 77 A4V | 1,530ms | 29,580 ms 28,050 ms 94.82%
#£ 4 MPM 0 TI%EKREL o7z, gzip DF —/N~Ny KOS 142 3
Table 4 MPM settings. D& httpd 128 B F =Ny FOBIISF4.917 IV
e H AN DIEZP 5 httpd (2B 8N L 72 Z D b D DR
4% MPM Prefork BECIZ NSV ETH B 2 L D505
StartServers 0 5.2.4 wc DB+ —/AAy K
ﬁﬁiﬁ:ﬁ: 1 ¢ (GNU Core Utilities 8.13) 124 L THET:% #H
e X L. RAOBEOHRE A s FOEE e, 4
MaxRequestsPerChild | 0 BIOFEERTIE, RETENDIEATHIE L DD 720, we
DATIE LT, FELXFH % &L 20MB D7 7 4 )V DULER
WD ENGDD. (CET L REH AW L7z, we % 1,000 [A1947 L Cillg S 1
5.2.3 httpd DA —/AAy K 7R OFEEE TR 5 1R T. 1 ROFEFTTHEAE LB
httpd (Apache HTTP Server 2.2.21) 124} L TIRET% O L o#80E 20,759,324 [0], BAZFEONH L O353R

AL, REROEBEOMHR L & =X~y FORIEEIT-
72, httpd ZT7—FE L & LCE &I L TUTTLTH D
7o, TU7 T LAOREN ST £ TORBRERH % KD 5
Lk EETH L. £ T, ApacheBench [22] VT 1
)7 T A NOWERIZ»HBEER] & F — NNy FOHIE %
To7z. WEMEREEZR 3 ITRT. ZOUETIE, httpd A%
FET B AR & ApacheBench % %E4T§ A FHHEMK 125 1T
TRl 24T o7z, L dhilca—s ) 7TNIZH 5 1A
T, NTRHTERSN TS, AKBD 7 7 4 )VIZx L
TR R 1 T 10,000 BIFAT S 7z) 7 = A+ DAL
(2B 2 PR &2l L7z,

httpd (DY 7 = A N % [FEEUH T 2 72912 MPM
(Multi Processing Module) % f\V»CT 70+ 2 % 85T
B 5. FHlEREEICY VT a7 CPU 2FIH L7z720, #
Bo7a0v21I2L>TY) 72 A MNHPEEND & MR
F =Ny FllEPHEETH L. F020, BifEsE5T
T A% 1 OICHIBR L7ZIER ICB I A3 Er TR 4 12
NG

JUERRERE, IRETHEEZHA L 2 W4T 1.999 3 U,
HALEAETE916 I UBTHY, ETEICL L5
L 7L ERRE R L 4.917 S VR & 7 5 72, httpd OALEEDH;
A, 1Y 7T A MIHT BHMBIAT1.999 I )L/ NS vz
O, BEINL 7P AT EATRE B 2RI 5o 5 H A 13K

/i

J
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133.999 ThH o7z, AMNIMIEDF — N~y FETE57
AR T H012, AJT7 74 NVIERAM 74 A 272
Wiz, FATRRIE, %%i&%ﬁﬁb&wﬁAﬁ1mo=
VR, W L7284 T29,580 S UMTH Y, R/RETFHEIC

é@mh%i%pmsuhfébxmmkﬂi,774
WA A XL RSEBIEOH LRSI RIEZ e L, 774
WA ZXHEEIMNT B IZONEFIF O LEAPS 5. B
BOEOH L OFHEREIL 3.999 TH Y, FREEE 7o
FSAPICHEE LRV, 2O EIE, 774 VA X3k
FLW, 20O we TIE, BREFROEER A — /N~y K28
FFICRELDDELRS>TVWAEIIZRAZAL. LAL, &

MUTFEBITIE, we lZARRZOLFE A B L) JLEy)s
BEWIZH22b 5T, HENFOH LORO#-AFL -0,
REFEOF =AY FHEBET > TWAIZT X0, v
Wz L, weD k)% Ta s I 0%, =N~y FTRA
BRY, REOr— At %koTWnAh.

KIS, gzip DA LRI, W8 DT =¥ 2 HWT, #5
@%%%%i~ﬁﬁ¢%.I8K£wf,%@@$ﬁ%&
3.999 IZH ST A IRETFHOM Y AT 4 T — )V OFHEF —
NNy RIZFNFNY0.6T A4 7 ufbThsb. ZOfED
5, ETFEICLVEMTALETFHEINL T =AY FD
KEIRFIENE, FEBIEEONH L% 20,759,324 [A] XS 2 27 4
T )b F =3~y F#0.67 A 7 0fbx 2 GEBERLEE L i
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FFR) LR 27817 IV ETHTE S, FERIZBITS
F =Ny FEERIE 28,049 SUBTH Y, TOHEICDH
ET NI X BIFHE & FEBEOME L ASITIF—FH L Tnb Ewn
25,

6. EX
R BHEOHE

WETHEOMANTREII A ¥ v 7 BELED 2 %55
ELTBY, REFHIFEHEWICAY v 7 BERBEIZLD
HE 70— OEEAHBT L ICHRMT 52 L DTEETH
. EHIT, Ay /BB L ) Bz EEOa— N
vV a Y IER Return-into-libc EEZF 2 &
HECTH L. — /T, 2.3 i ClRR7EEAFOBUERH > A
TLATEDE ) BAY v VIBEBETLERIIEO SN
bORGFEL L. 727210, FIEES [18] LA S [19) OF
ETI, MATTRERIG AL S 5 2 L5, T Tl sh
TWa. BMBEWN, BAEH, 2L T, My A I v 7
b0, KRFEFHEERSOFE2MAEDE LT
XD, HEMEELVEDLIEDVTRETH L.
BRI A — /N~y R

R CIRR72 & B Y FRETHNT L 2 BRI ASFEATIRE
AR ® B EAE gzip T 2.52%, httpd T 71.09%, we
TI4.82% L o7z, N—=F7 27X 08 % &I ATEREN
BB, —HICHNRDLZEIITERWDS, CHICREE
SNTABDEM Y AT L LB L TH L. Wagner HD ¥
A7 L [11] Tid sendmail T 1 BHELL EO A4 — N~ k]
HHDY AT L [18] TIE22MB D7 7 A V& F\v 7z we D
HE T 73.68%, HASDY X7 4 [19] TIZ20MB O 7 7
A&7z we DIIE T 49.24% A5 AT 2 DULERIZ 7>
LEIETH -7,

BARAORSM

KRESLTREL TV LI 7 — & OB & A
FRIE, Loadable Kernel Module & L CTHER$ 5 Z LA
RECTHD, L OFMERIT L CTFRICEATE S, &5
2, WHED call f5 4, return S OEIEISHLAAAN— F
T ITALT AT ETHLAEETH S, i, AR A —
NNy FEREHRCEBWRELH L 2 L0, Kt
\ZME$ A &% 2 %, Wagner b 7% & O EHZ W
FRETIE, HEICY AT — FOMI ATt F 2
T4 R T OVER A BB ) LEF D ) FE e L
WhEbLEZ RV, —f, MEFETIE, 723 AT E
D GOC THIAY A VTLOATHES I HET— Fa2$
NTOBEEOAY O E MO L THDALZ &EAUEET
BB, BRAHTEAT LI EDVTETH L.

Ny Y 1 [EDEZR

REFETIE, WBEHIZLDHIET— 57 ORI
ToTEEEN Ny Vafil—FTAHIHICa—IL R
Yy 7 EBEEBR ONYE, T — 8 ORI TH
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HTERVEVIHIRENRH L. LoL, 4.1 5, 4.2 HiTil
R7zEBY, Ny VafEOEBIIETE ST LADOFEFTT L
ZZBALST AR EY) T FLAZHHALTWA 28, B
BB EES NNy Vil BT HEHICT-VAF Y
I hREXZ L EIIRNEECH L. T2, xor LSO
Ny AT VIT) AL EZHWE LEREZESIZEDL S
EDTRETH DS, B4 — "~y FED ML —FF T &
%A, [AERIC, TO7 T ARERO 7 Ty 7 Z RO
VagtETH L, WEEPHEIC-FHSIELI L, &
LICHEEE 2%, LL, £ LThH, M5 7 2%k
LIZET 5N,
ST O0—%BEIEEXTLAO-ILOER

AKXy 7 BRI L o THIB 7 0 — A3 S n ki
HIf 7T — % 2RSS DV AT LT — VAT ENT S
&, BOEDP T O N 7ZBBPICHIE 7 0 — o X2 2
T&%L A, 2L, WEEPLEDOI AT LI
FATT 720121, T— FHEWAAL ERT0HIE T — 4
AEEIMZ LN RSV, T5E, FOBRBTIRET
FE 2 ORI T— 5 OFE R 2T E L5720, BED
WA TNTYHE Y AT LT — V2 TEOBFTD 5 RITT
HIEFTELR .

7. BbHYIC

KL T, ZORABAY AT AZBWTHRHAITE
BNAY Y 7B E R R T 572D DOFEEREL 2.
REFETIE, BEIFCHELECa—- VA v 7 12T R
I RTCDOT V=LK HZENV I —=VT FLADPLR
LT — % % B — R IVZERICAE S 2 IRER R Y v &
B S 5. LT, BEBIFOH LIt~ O JELERRE 2
TR#EHA Y v 7 ICERESELEEHCTCI—NVAY v 7
CHEEN TV LHIET— 5 2RET 5. RETFELTERT
L7202, By AT A - LoBNE T, GCC %
I TRIEF OV U e & AR AL PRI IR L 722 A T 4
IV ERFOCHTUEEEIFAT S, REFHREZEHT L1
DF =Ny REHRT 5720127 A7 53— VOIFEUH
LIZ sysenter tp 47 A P L7z, 71— R IVZERTO A E ) HL
BRI 77 r—5%2fHL, mfxAE)ERLE
HL7z RETFEZHVDLIEICE T, RO AR
VAT ATIHIZEAERHMTE R P oT2AY v 7 (BEEIE
PIMTE LT L ZERE L 72, gzip & httpd B L U we 12
BOTIRETEAEM L2 SOETHERZAEL, +—
INANy RASRUEREES B O 4RI 5 @ % E A1 gzip T 2.52%,
httpd T 71.09%, wc T 94.82%CTd » 7z, RETETI,
F =Ny REMMOTATIIZE & RREEICH 22D, ol
TR TR C S E W R 7 v 7 BREREE 2 &
NTEL, 5HBOBEE LT, MRS vy —5)V%
BOEZIHRZICEIAIANEGEBIFOCHE L LA — NNy FO
HIRD 2 BT HN 5.
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