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Investigation of Black-Box Based Evasion Attack Method Against
Android Malware Classifier
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Abstract: For dealing with a large amount of malware, detection methods using machine learning are useful.
On the other hand, one of the attack methods called evasion attack is proposed. Evasion attack makes it
possible to be classified into another class by adding a perturbation to the input classified into one class.
When an evasion attack on a malware classifier is realized, there is a threat that makes it difficult to detect
unknown malware that could be detected using machine learning, and it is required to establish a defense
method against the threat. In this research, we propose a black-box based evasion attack technique that
does not require exact feature information used by a target model. In the experiment, it was confirmed that
about 80% of malwares can be avoided as benign.
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THMREDBREIND LD ITho7=.

VT = THRANZN U CHE#RBEZERT 5 &, B
T7ANVE LTINSV Y 27 &2 BMEIZENET
L5E01IEMIFBZ e HREE RS, Lo T, ERIZTIL
U TRRANC KT 2 [ABE N ER T 5 &, BEE % H
W5 ZETRAIY 2 2 EMHERT W R~ ILY = 7 DR
HIWSHHE L 72 2 BEDTFET 5.

Android )V = 7 43BN T B RHHBEE O BFSE Tl
LR KDL EFR D, RAATHRERT 5 v o
Ry 7 ABMBEOHELITONT NS,

Wang 5 1%, Adversarial Examples 23D Transferabil-
ity £ WS ME % FH\WT Android ¥V = 7 A REIITHT L
7T IRy I ARIKEE R 1T D FiERE L2 [9]. Trans-
ferability & (X, & % € 7 % LIZERL L 7= Adversarial
Examples 1A U X A7 2B U= RIRBZETIVIZHLT
LWEVRINTELWSHETHS. Wang 5 DFIEITE
FETIVIZET 2 1EHEBREE ULRWEETH S05, 8l
FwOEHAWTWS BRI E LTWwiz, £ZTA
e Tk, WP E2EMAT 5 Z & CHIfEEEk e U ThEknl
DHOVT W B IEMER R 2 B & U 720\ [ R S T
ZEBLL -

AWEOEME L HBE, LFNO@ED TH 5.

o FBAERDHNT B IEMER R % BEE DS 4 <

THHEARE R FEEZREL .

o REFIRIIMIFEEHNVSEZ L THEEDETNVEK
BHRETH D.

o FEZEL T, REFIEIZE > THRIE SVM 2 7=
Android %)V = 7 ST U TSR A ) S
5T LR LT,

ATOMEEZ L NICmRY. 52 BIXBEMEZ BN T
5. W3R, MEFHEIZOVWTHIET S, 4 =330
EEDOFEB L OCZDORBICOWTHHAT S, 25 =i,
MRAEEER O L IRETFHEICET 2R 21T, RBILE
6 BIZATDE LDZEIERRS.

2. BEERE
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KL%, HET7TACHEIND AL THE
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I F 3R IZ Deep Neural Network(BAF DNN) % w72
SIFEAR TN B BRI ZE S T WD, Szegedy &1
3% 175 DNN IZH LT AMARBTCE R VLD
IRNS IR BB A EYNTED, ANITE XS & EEERED
EBTELILERL, IOEHEGAZANOI L%
Adversarial Examples & &% L 7= [§].

Anderson 5 (%, HWZEEZH W<y = 7 BANIR
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(1) A e
AR OMEE RN T A =R 2R EERFHF->TWE I L
ERIIRE U720, WEEILHABOE T ILOERE
TG UT, AMNCEZ2EEZRKDZ ZEWAHETDH
5. £z, ENET VIO TEERET IV CTH S HE
Bhb.
A a7 BIR R
AGERIC BT A A 2T R AT AFAIERIC T K
B OWEHITFHINBEOER /T A —RIZHT BRI
WYY, EEOAINIKT 2FAFER 2G5 Z 2
AHETH 5.
(3) 77 v Ry o ARKE
FRAAE R RN EMSE D ERTHE—E Y b OAIERIC
KT BB, a7 RILE R, BRI
B3 2 ML, F 72, EEDOASNZH T 2805
HEB/BLZEHNTAETH .
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2.2 Android ¥V = 7 HEIRICHT T S O KNE

LATMETIXENMITIC L - TR o b iR EE%
AW Ml T 2R EF LI REINTE
7= [3][9]. —fENFEEC X, HIARHEIIOVWTY YT
MZ DM ENT-T D, W mnhE ZfETRU R
BEEIET.

Grosse 5 1%, DNN % F\\“7z Android ¥V = 7 73 83312
X4 % Jacobian Based Saliency Map Attacks(BA N JSMA)
ER—ZE UARBKEFEZRELZ [3]. JSMA &
Papernot 5 2% L 7z DNN % Fi\\ 723 88126 9 5 A
RKBFETHY, DNNOLfEZD LIZ, ATTDS B
NEEBRLXTWAREZR LB LU TEET L WS FIET
H%. JSMA IZEGESEDOET IV EEEL TERI N
b, TOEEINT L THEOETNVICHEHT 2L, WHIE
M7 R ER A B 2 5] & 23 REMED R V. BRI A R
BEAE L, ZEEORHELZTIZYIVY =7 2 HiEET
BIENTERVEIBEH, NFHMR TS/ LTH
TN T UTOBRENRZE R Mo TLES L O 74
ZHEZIET. Grosse H 13 Z OWIENLREELH 28 <72
O, AN~NEHEZFEHATLHEIZ0ON61, DEHhY LT
7 ORRENHIRE e WEAEIZHIRS 52T, YU x
7 DEEAREMEZ BRFEL T W 5.

Liu 51, Android ¥)VW = 7 0 8EBIIN T2 A7
WERFEZRELZ 4. ZOFETE, AT 2EE)
Z AR D ) % ST BRI A AT S AR T L ) XL THE
9 5 Z & T Adversarial Examples Z/E 3 5. ZD&
%, Grosse 5 DFIELFRRKIZY LD = 7 OREEEDHITE X 1
WWEEIZHRT 5 Z 8T, WU 7 OEEAREN % &
FELTWS.

Wang 5 1%, Adversarial Examples 5 %FD Transferabil-
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Table 1 Comparison with related works.

AR RaT7R Ty oRy o AR AW
M1 | Yes No No No
il 2 Yes No No No
il 3 No Yes No No
il 4 Yes Yes Yes No

ity &\ 5B % HWT Android ¥V = 7 FEESIIN L T
Ty IRy 7 ABBERE LT D FikzeRE U7z [9). Transfer-
ability I Goodfellow 5 7% 2014 HIZFER U [2], Papernot

512X o TDNN Z THRLBFERPERER L WS 72
ETNHETHERI S Z A>T W5 [6]. Wang o i
DNN Z2(REET N ELTINLY = 7 AHEOFEEZT W,
JSMA % W THREE TV % L2 Adversarial Examples
ZFER L, DNN ®REAR, SVM FEDE T IIZx L T Al
W% 47572, Wang 5 DFIEIIEENE TV OREHER /T
A—RERFELET, FBMEOHNE o TT
Tv IRy 7 ARBBIIEEIND.

Liu & DFiEE Wang 5 DFEIZEWT, EHETILOD
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W (FFY 1), SRR ATRERET IV ThH D HE (i
¥2) Mmoo A a7 ThEBE (HK3), @i
BHOWT WS EERRFEEDEBRLIBE (FHH4) 2nS
A DODB T LU -MREZR 1 1IRT.

RIS DICEE D AT S 1 Grosse © DAJEIFIKE, Liu
HOATTHKE, Wang 5D T Ty IRy 7 ATKEL
R, KO BHENRBBONRSELETH D, BFMITe 2
%5,

7% < OFX T, BIRIIZEBI&GOZEEIZH W
FT—REy NEHEROEFIZHW T Xy heEY)
DT T WD o7z, £ o T, KW TIRKEE IS
DHEBFF =Rty M EFIZANS NN &N D Zff TR
1oz,
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Fig. 1 Comparison knowledge of features.
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Fig. 2 Overview of proposed method.
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Fig. 3 Overview of experiment.

W, £oT, AUz T7 ORENHIBEI NS Z LKL,
<NV =7 OBEERREEARIE I NG, T OITEIA KIS
NETLT T OREES2 T -V NAYREEY L TEIT
5. £72, TOREEEZ ASL UTEZITE- Zi#llaao
WARER AT -V o v NOSRINE LTS, 207 e
Y AEBEESTV RED B I TIT—Y o v bIE[ER
ZEIUPTWREEGEME RO, MREEsRI T X
SHEEELZENTEE LIRS,

4. FHMEER

RETIEO R EMRE % FA S 5 /-
To7-. FLMEROMEEZEK 31277,

®, FHSEER 2

41 F—=4%tv k

FMEMTHWS T =Xty bE, 5 2O — K/8—
T4 —=<—7 v ;»5 Android 7 7V r—va v ERNEL
7z. VirusTotal[11l] Z VT, WELAEZT TV r—>a v
IR U TREDEERD S U 21T - 7.
FEZEELT, ST 7 % 10,000 ik, BET 7Y
F—avE 10,000 REHE L. 2D S5, 80%% i
g DFHE, 10%%BEDO¥E, 10%% il 45 O dEAlli K O
U8 D G N 7=

FT—Xtvy hD<ILY 7T 10,000 #KIZKF LT Virus-
Total AR U 72 iRE14 D LB D EAL 30 fF 2R 2 1I2RT.

K2 TRy bDOYILY L TITRT M4 DB
Table 2 Number of malware labels in dataset.
VirusTotal TD#AI% H B
AppRisk:Generisk 2729
a variant of Android/Packed.TencentProtect.B 1335

potentially unsafe

AdLibrary:Igexin 1151
Trojan/Android. TSGeneric 926
Adware.Gexin.2.origin 842
AdLibrary:Generisk 754
Trojan.AndroidOS.Generic.Clc 391
AdLibrary:Jpush 350
Android.Malware.General (score:9) 207
4.2 BHE
JEATARGE (9] DFHHISEER TIXIR D 6 FEEH O BRI E %

AWCTHASOEEMTbN. £z, Tho OREEIE

NEDOT TV r—2 a VIZFHETENE D i Rd flR

HORHMETH 5.

(1) Permissions
Android 277 4V MT, $RTOT7 IV Ir—>av
MDD T TV r—a v 0S, 2—VF—ICEYEE K
ET & D REERIT D 72D DR % R > TV AR WkEt
THd. L, 21— —DEAHHR GEIZLPE A —
WVIEH) RMDT TV r—ay 7 74 VDAY
FIFEZRAA, 2V NI =0T 7AWV 2HER
PRBERGEIZIET TV =2 a VHAHRNIZ 2 —
Y= ROURICHEREZ ZR T 2HEVHD, ThodD
MERZZERLTWEh, Wik e LTS,

(2) Filtered Intents
TI2FTAETARY—EADPWMOIES> L NTES
TVT Y RNEBETSLD. 17 v k&3 Android
WZBWCTT7 7V r—ya Vil THEEERITS 7201
WonbsHETHD. Tovay, ATTY, T4
(URI) 27 4 VX E UTHRET 2 Z Lk, FiE
DT ave7 VAT ER, LgnhakEgas
LTS,

(3) Application Attributes
AndroidManifest & FFEN 2T 7V r— 3 v OFEE
77 A INVTIEETTE %, debuggable ¥ description
EWVo T TV =y avitlT AREHEHADZ L.
TNENDREIZDVTITONT VDD, WaEWhE
R e LTS,

(4) APT calls
Android 237 7 A4V b TREL TWE T 1 75 Y OFf
EDBBAEITCHE LTS, WRWrER#EEE L
TS

(5) New-Instances
Android 237 7 A4 )V b TREL TWE T 1 75 Y OFf
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Table 3 Feature selection algorithms used in the experiment.

R EIR (1) H1 A Z 3l % i\ 7z Filter Method
FHELEIR (2) | ANOVA O F {E% i\ 7= Filter Method
RO R (3) #E SVM 2 ds & L7z RFE
BRI (4) Variance Threshold

EDYTTADA VAR Y AZEHLTNSD, WRWN
PERHEE UTHS.

(6) Exceptions
K€ D Exception T 7 — NV RILENEH, Ihis
WhERREEE LTS,

FIZT, KBTI EET—XEy b2 L7 T r—
Ya VIZFET S LRORBEEZ S THIIL, Fh o
U CTREEEIN 2175 Z & T, 800 Ryt DRiE % 35 o
DEFIZHWS Z & & Uk, &7, @ZRPHNS 800 X
TLDORHHEIZN U, B2 RHERIR TS L2 HER 5
FHEZINA 52 L CREEEMZHARELZ.

4.3 RHHEHEER

FEF -2y M SEE LU - 2REE I 1,384,543 IR
JLE o7, FIT, PREBKGHIEOWTKDIAAZE,
Random Forest(BA N RF) & H#E# & L 7z Recursive Fea-
ture Elimination(LA N RFE) % F\\ T 800 Xt DFF#E %
HRZ Ly Uz, BEABRHENC B 2 Z R E O F i e
Ik #BEHE Wz, 2%, FET—X2y D 99 % LA
EOVYTNTL £2F0 2RI RBEZEIKLZ. 20
TR REE DA% 1,384,543 IRITH 5 49,762 IRTTITHR
DIAATZ. IRIZ, RF 2#EERE L7- RFE % I\ T 49,762
VOt DR E % 800 L DRFEEIZIK DIAATL.

R EEROMERICE LT, EHROREEERT7 LI
AL TIERL LA 2 2 & TR 2 R E s 2 Vw25
SOVREFMI 21T S Z & & LTz, FE il o I -
FRMEEBERT VIV AL%E2KR 3ITRT. Zhe7)vd
U R % T 400 IRIT & 800 ¥RIT DRF M % &I L 7=,
WRIZEBIZR D FEIZ W5 800 XJT & A T 1200 Xt &
1600 ot DR E R & U7z,

FEREDEIR 7L T XL OEEEIMWER S 77 D
Scikit-learn[7] DH D Z A L 7.

4.4 FHHFKRVBEFEETILI) XA

B E T IOVICIERRIE SVM 2 FIH U 72, ##E SVM &%
 DEFMFETEMEBICHNONTED, VYT H
HOMEIZBEVWTHEEONTVWEZ Lo ZYTHS
EHIWr L 7=,

Tz, RETFERCBTLMAEEEOT NV ITY XLITIE
Actor-critic with experience replay(BA'N ACER) ZH\\ /=,
ACER &, &WREBITH T 2RETHMEZHEET 5720D

x4 ERETVOME

Table 4 Performance of target model.

2 5 A Precision  Recall F1
Bt 0.776 0.778  0.777
TEME 0.777 0.775  0.776

x5 BWETIVORFMITH
Table 5 Confusion matrix of target model.
AR (BME) RS ()
B 778 222
A 225 775

WIEET L B L0 Q EEDOMW A% ¥ IZ DNN % K H
5. WHLBHEETH % 5%, T—Y = ¥ hOLLIRAYAD
BORERD ORI EEH T 2DICEMNTH 5 M2 E R
U, ACER %FHicHW2@ILFE TV ITY XLL L.

F7-, BAAFHEZHWTEZZTOBONRIA—-REL
TRX—VOERKEE IV R BFEHZ -V 2370
LENDHD. X—V OB, 1 DO THRDR
N7 MV U TEHEARERREE O R KB L AR R 5
ZENHkDE. BETIRMEBORLZ TNIXZWVZ Y,
K OBRGIZEGENPEZ VR T LK R 2 eBRFHING. %
D—1, BETIREENSL 25 L BEREM IS %
RIFTENPEEND VWD L — RA 7 OBBIFHET
5. IV RBIEEBENRETTAHETILITS>R—V 08 %
8L, 77V NEPLITNIEL WIZERITOBARZ AT
FETLIENHERDLD, SV REDHER BIEEFEI
Phr5RHEBEE b,

FEIISEERTIX T 7 » NEE 250,000, X — 8% 30 & L
TS DR R 217> 7z, F7z, ACER DIEIEE T
WAL DY — Iz k> THRMPET 5. 2 Z THRNE
10 [ 7 A R 217\, T ERD . FIZ, [FHEEHERD
FEHOWERIZL2EDPHRT 572012 X — 2V DEKES
T VR LIRBEEEE U2 GE O RBEE & ko T-.

4.5 ERER

4.6 EMETILOHIEE

K SVM % W= iliBldeort 2k 412, BRATHZ
RBIWRT. X5 &0, FHEEROREMIZHNSZ &
MRHRD VT = 7 OBEEIL 775 HTH 5.

4.7 CEREBORE

SATHISE L M U H ORI C O 2175 721z,
MKE TN OFEIEEFMIZ AN ZI LT 27D S BIEL L
SEEHR 72 775 MO MR E VT, A 800 IRITD
FEE % Hl 5 T\ 72356 O BUR R O [R50 SRS 1 % GTAff L
7o, B D 250000 TV NHIFEATORE L, 800 X
TEDREREN SEATL 30 MOERE S5V XA LIEEL
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Table 6 Accuracy of evasion attack with exact features.

BRSNS R LBl T X AR R R A
0.895 0.133

R T REFIROE SRR

Table 7 Accuracy of evasion attack of proposed method.

(1) (2) () (4)
1200 5% | 0.871  0.787  0.839  0.858
1600 7% | 0.794  0.787  0.793  0.787

R 8 TUYXLMINHMBELEL HE ORI
Table 8 Evasion rate by changing randomly.

) 2 ®3) 4)
1200 k7% | 0.104 0.099 0.106  0.098
1600 ¢ | 0.088  0.085 0.085 0.079

1200:R T

1600:% 7T

[EBE LB D PRI
°

0 25000 50000 75000 100000 125000 150000 175000 200000 225000 250000
AV -
B4 HEESEIR (1) 0% B R

Fig. 4 Learning process of feature selection (1).

LA ORI 2R 6 ITRT.

£72, 4 DDORL B RHEEIRTEAZ 1200 X7t & 1600
RTT DR A % O 72 SRR TR O [m] 0 USRS 1 7 STl
U7z, BIEIED 250000 77~ NHFATORELZER 7
WZRT. F£72, 1200 ¥RIE & 1600 ¥R IT DR R 5 2
AT 30 DR E S v X LITEE U 72354 O [ARE Rk
EER 8ITRT.
REFEOEHGOIMTHRE AT T ZHE LD
I—VLy MR T A TEEREERBHILZ. 277
U, 25000 77 ¥ NHIZEREAI T TR THLT ks
52U, REEER (1) 0FEkEaxE 412, R
BRI (2) 0FEEEE 512, RMERIR (3) 0¥Ek
AR 612, FHEEER (4) 0FEKEER 73R,

5. EX

5.1 REFEOLOEHEREE

£ 7L, BEFEIT 4 OOEMERIIO YD\ T
H 8N ED VY 272 BMES T AIZEEET 5 Z LT
WLz, FVYRLIRBEEZ2EFELZHEEDER 8 DFER

-

o
©

el
®

12005t

[E1BE K% O PR IN R
o o © o o o o
O VI A O A

)
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AP

B 5 HRrEEER (2) OFERHE

Fig. 5 Learning process of feature selection (2).
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Fig. 6 Learning process of feature selection (3).
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Fig. 7 Overview of experiment.

LT B LIREFIROKEIXFE I Lo THoNZHD
ThbHEEA5D. T2, EHERKEEEZ AW L DM
WEEREE L L TH 0.02 525 0.12 DELPRNWI &
5, AWZEOHWTH 2RI E U TSRS W T WY
5 IEHE e R 2 B e L7 WA Tk 2 EB L2 &
Ex5.

5.2 $FEHEERMDRITE
R A 1200 YRoT DA & 1600 IRTTDIGE O [a] 5k
BUBBESRE % i3 5 &, AL T 1600 IRTTDIFHE DIF S A
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BENPEWEAMDR DD S. £/, M405K 7 0FERE
R 5 & 1200 RITDFHH 1600 T DHEE L D HEWT T
VN AR EBREE2GTWE Z e hbrd. Z
NIFEREFDEIZLIZEDTHEIeNEZ SN, YT
BeEHIZEPT L LI0Z2 WUy REOFEE 2T we
TR E R EEEE RO NN ERTFHETE 5.

5.3 IR

X 4noK7OFEREL D, FHEEGERD 1200 XoL0D
B3 150,000 77 ¥ RMLE, 1600 Xt DHE I 200,000
ZU Y NUEOEGEBRBRETH L Zenbhb. Tk
FEZHUTI Y Y FEEEBDY) VA NDBBRETH S
Zens, TELRTDROVAPTELV. ZORIEIZK
BNRD _ESERTH Y, BAEHORMA A NN—ZT
HBHILIZEBLDEEEZOND. R E U TILH
MANR—ZTHEZEPARERT NIV XA L2 HEHT 2 L
NHEZOLND.

6. BbHYIC

AL T, LATHEDREERICHTIRE LT W, W
ETUVRHVTV S IEEARBEOEREZ BE L T 5 i
WIZEBHL, TOMRD-OIbFEE2HNZT Ty o
Ry 7 A O EGRBEFEZIRE L. FHMiiSEERTIE, E
RS HMEDER 2 LE L ETITN0%DI LY 2 T 2R
MEIZEEEX S5 Z L ICg Lz, SBOPEE LTiE, [
B U2~y = 7 OREED S FIT iR VY =
TEHBET LIRS,

SE X
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