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Abstract: To cope with the problem of the low accuracy in detecting obfuscated malware, an algorithm to detect
obfuscated malware based on boosting multi-level features is presented. After a disassembly analysis and static
analysis for the obfuscated malware, the algorithm extracts features from three dimensions: opcode distribution, a
function call graph, and a system call graph, which combines the statistic and semantic features to reflect the
behavior characteristic of the malware, and then gives out the decision result based on weighted voting for a
different feature analysis. It has been proven by experiment that the algorithms have a much higher accuracy on the
testing dataset.
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AN EARRDARFAE; 2) ACHS IR ZE v RFAE (opcode H IR A5 ) FARD 1R 1 SCHREAE AR 25 & (FH DG #2 ht EL An APT 1
15 ), TAAL SR T fingerprint VG A A ARRS 73515 L.
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1 &R
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EX LIGEREERBEXFEN). 4 P AFRFRES, D RBE T UE R —NMEF L E L 0:p—>
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0 D:PxM—{true false}, & X
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YL IR FR 7 W FRIE 4 4EeH: (1) (sound), iR AR 0. 301 JE— AN SRt AR AT ARG U0 25 BE ARSI HA I A ke R e 0, DUV R 4y 5
#E[¥) (complete), Ik 2 0 040 R — A THRARTD A M 45 2 78 2 1, A T — A KA 3k 00,24 HALY
VmeP,o(m)—~P=D(p,0(m))=true.
USRS AR A WU 28 2 A 1), X T — A R AR #: 0€ 0,2 HAL Y

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



524 Journal of Software 3kfF 4% Vol.22, No.3, March 2011

vmeP,D(p,o(m))=true=o0(m)—P.

1.2 N-perm&:%

n-gram S3L I T TSR R B R PR AR T EGESE n ANA I BLI AR n-perm ST
n-gram SVE ARSI AN R 2 AR AE T EEVE S n AN H LI AR I 2 T T LB L TR ARED A ), A ) ) AT
SO G I $E IR A5 15 (GetOpeode) i1 2 Ja , S ih R: 4 F0 4 opcode  HBLIFI AR ZR A8 T (5 4F 65 ()7 41), s B
ALY G A A A 1] A 1-perm 0¥k, 75 B4 2K ({push,mov, pop,jmp},{2,3,1,1}); 15 | 2-perm %k, 15 B 4
=, ({push-mov,jmp-mov,mov-pop}.{3,2,1}); i Fl 3-perm 5 v, 75 3| # =X ({push-mov-push,mov-push-mov,push-
mov-jmp,mov-jmp-mov,jmp-mov-pop}.{1,1,1,1,1}).24 n=4,5 It} ELIFEAR ).

call Ox1c push eax
inc eax movl[edi], 0x04
pop esi push ecx
xor dword[esi+0xe], Oxfd4cdb57 mov ecx, 0x04
sub esi, 0x4 jmp 0x3456
loop Ox1f mov[edi], ecx
db 0xC7 pop ecx
Fig.1 Polymorphic code Fig.2 Assemble code for an executable
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Bre FRAESRMU S R 2R UM 3 BRI (B 3 FT).
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Fig.3 Architecture for the obfuscated malware detection system design
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Fig.4 Feature selection process for obfuscated malware
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(1) 12 s=[51,52,53]' LRI RIF HAG PAEAS Dy SFEAS x 3 F 5 4G & T4 ) 1l it sie QB4 L AN %
11 Bayes At ¥ 5 e %L gj(x)=logp(w;)p(s|w;) j=1,2,...,C. 1 4 1 WL e A 37k vl 153

g,(x) =log p(wj)[[ p(si [w;))
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A TERVERE B IR B2 I AF A TE 7] B2 (v, Vo, o Vi) X K AN RE AR AIE 2 JROBCAE B 27 A B AT AR A 3R R A1 )
FALT K ANREAERAE ) b0 A R AIE 1) 5V RERS B LF MR K AN REAS (R 5T A A K R B ARG iy A R
R K AR A T b0 (R HE AN T % A 5028 AL P 0 2 0 A0 s 82 A T 50, 7 0 W B BB 3 o DI A T 8 5
R AE R N-perm A5 Ee I Zh ] A% FH 48 /5 B 7 41 (41 (push, cal |, ret, mov, xor ))& AR 4iE 4 F SV ML ik xof £ 24 ke
BOER AU AT T FR A4 ¢ RAUERACIED A EH ZEAAR 508 Wi,Wa, ... We. H T & Z I SVM 43288,
{# I one-versus-all J5 1K F i ¢ A 800 88 55 T AN o0 S a0 e R B8 F A FH R B 28000 wy 1R T ARG 1 A 1E 481,
K 1Al wiy 28000 1 T AR R DAy S A9 AT YN 5 % T 87 1 A4 ) 0 S AR IR AR x, ) 5E xew;, | = argmax f(x) .

j=12,..c
DU I BRAERT SYM PR KA EE M E ¢ D280 2838 x R INGMEARRE yie {1, -1Rbrid i A 2w
SR TEA3E 2 S A5 k(i yi) A2 3 AL Mercer 45181 i 2% 5 BU0Ks 4 A\ 233 1) FRORE AS S 31 0 — s 4 0 45 1] op C 2
15 2,20 Rk 8 H I+ Il Zrad #2 th A4k T 71 B A sk

maXW(ai):Zi:ai_%izj:aiajyiyjk(xwxj) (3.1)

o il 4R 0<a=<C, Zaiyi = 0.5 TAEA x PR SR R H0E LI

f(x)=sign(w~x+b):sign(Zaiyik(xi,be] (3.2)

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



LR RSt S dF et R E B AR 527

Jertw LA R gy SRR i e RO VIR AR [ B SR AL w= Y ayk(% - X) 1o e SR IR B
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(B.) Wy LR A5 B I U P B3 H R 2 a, B b A 8 i A — SCRF A8 2 20(3.2) sk 753 45 A4S - N-perm %
TESLEN, 2 52 B Wt 3 A 3 0T (L B 3¢ 1), MERf R B LU T A 4332 B call-graph i system call $F4iE.
32 AIMITXHERECARRE S INEE

K G=(V,E),V 2T MMESE BILES E={(v;,v)).vieV,vie V}. B EH A E v AR TR sub_
42DC60),321 483 Bk %5 8] (¥ 18 FH 55 &2 Q01 5 sub_42DC60 i JH] sub_42D583, 7 4E M &5 r sub_42DC60 517 sub_
42D583 [#1i/1(sub_42DC60,sub_42D583).— AN A PAT LA B — ZR A R E0 A 1, H s BUR & F={(v1,va,... Vi),
VvieV}vi.suc Fl vi.pre 737 0 5% 1% 15 R T IR A 5 48 450 B kT SRR 40 B ity b oA Ay IR R i A R AR A
T8 KT AS ) W 5 i AR P AR B B T 322 Pl 5 s i SR 4 5 H 1 by 5 -t e R D 0 el I P R L I
SCREE TS T AR AT A 45 21 S e bR 00 R T R AN T AR R AR A A B — R ) R R A
# Gy AR 1Rk AMFEAR T k AN ELH T kA A ) AR R 5 AR AR A, HOR AR M
TR T AR R AR AR R AL 3K kAN 1) 1 A 4L 1 6] G AR 9 REAE I, 48 v.prenum 1 v.sucnum i
SR Pl PP AREAN T S T IKCRT S 4R 2 E

1 R AE T SR A K AN 1) L 2 L ] G AR 0 A2 2 S P v & i A O T A 1 A LR IR
BT v e G T3k A V) R 1<<j<k I H3v e Gy, v.prenum=v,.prenum FI v.sucnum=v,.sucnum &7 F
F NG5 K A Grew 5 A IAFFAEACRS T B HEAT VLS, 153 31 L

type(G,.,) = méix{score(Gnew,Gk)}.

B Grew 1 Gy 43 5l m AT n AT A L H Vinewi € Grews Vi € G, 4 VP43 B8 B AT LA LR (. Sk AHABLE 22 3

IR R AR AL, 0< 1 <0):
. 1 Ve Prenum=v,; .prenum & & v, .SUCNUM = v,; .sunnum
SCOr€qa graph (Grews Gi) = 225”,@] =171s Viewi-PrENUM =V, . prenum || v, .sucnum = v,; .sunnum
= 0, else

33 RAGARREFERRA S HEZE

L5 R B0 FH P 5 ) e 1A ) AR 38 SO ) R e F Db v AR R 48R H 42 (W1 RegOpenKeyExA), 12 £X,
ARGV FH IR T IR S S R R RGO 2 E RGO 1R IAT AN R G 135 MRS 2
[2.v.SystemCall )% 7~ % Kl G=(V,E) 175 55 v ot B (1) 5 G2 1 H] 44 R .va.pre € G, Vb € Gy, Va. pre(i) A2 & H1 45 5 v,
MIEE T ANETYRYT R Ve prenum SRR IT AU v FRRTSK T £ ASH Vo suc(i) 2 B P L v, AR T AN R 4R AT
Va.prenumnum IR T v, (5 48T A A B0 2R T S 0 ARRS R S8 T AR P — R R S A AT AR [R] AR
FUAABLAE 5 i AR ] - DAAE T AR S 5 A8 AT 83K 22 48 U 1 e 0124 290 B 4 i 25 0 W 5 3045 R 4R T WAt
FEME SR T A BSOS R (] (¥ 28 28 U P 410 AR 418 AN ) 1) 9 S 2 6 208 280 f s &1 v AN I 1) R e A P 1 s IR B e (UL
B 2), RS i A2 B T R A A UL

T RGP AR E, G EAREEAR Ay BER— M E N R RHREZE S Gtk i K3t k MEAR,
R T KA T L T KA A o Pl 0 ] — e 0 A A PR 2 A, AT AR 328 DR T 2 A AR AR e v A A P A AL
PSR kAN 1 B 0 357 T G AR A LR AE 1 B A8 v.prenum R v.sucnum 32035 28 40 1A FH P R BREAN 5 10 R IR
G 4R IEH AE R SLRRAE I SRR kAN I [ ST 8] G SRR B2 A S [ v & i A R T T R AR
HELE S 2, B v e G S50 T4 T-Vj, 1< j<k,#B3vieG;; 73 v.prenum=v,.prenum 3 H v.sucnum=v,.sucnum #!
v.systemcall=v,.systemcall. 43 5 i FIAS [F]15 4] same,simi,diff 53R A 7] 35 2 AR E) . BRI [A] (0L B 3% 2). 76
SRAF A ZR G0 1 FH U L R AR ARLPE 5 B A FH G VR 3 o BN AR A R AT 4T 43
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o 1, same(A,B;)=true
SCOrey, o (A B) =" 5,8, =17, simi(A,B;) =true ,
= 0, diff (A,B;) =true
oy T ARABLYE B 55 50, 0< <1 3E £ 2K type(G,,) = max{score(Gy,, G)} A e 4% ARG 5 7,

4 KRERS

41 SRR E

SEI S 6 VI A I 1 45 Pentium® 4,3.0G Processor,512M P4 77, Microsoft Window XP Professional,IDA
Pro 5.01%% Matlab7.1,Visual Studio.net2003. A< 32 M ) — ik i 5 2 AR AL Sz i FEA K | VX Heavens(http://vx.
netlux.org), [ I, 1% B 1 5 A 5 400 A (451 :winzip,daemon, AcroRead LA 55 n146 H] /- 3F 38 72 Al 04T AL A Sz 56
FF T 3 S 75 AR R 5 99 AN (19— 4 Backdoor.Win32.1roffer.1303 FE3E M T /545 a 48 m 3£ 12 MREAYE iz
FEA JL B i — AN RENGFEARME MR, JF8 o H T-HRK), W S AT B AR AR 542,000 F2 1,99
FERANT N b 1 KIEE AR A LR G AT 2R th TR B R AR R DN 4 A FRATHAT T 4
HEAE SR, DR AE FH T AN [R5 A 038 e — AN 1EAT YN sk, B A R R A A A (). 58 SCHERf 28 ACC Dy il ik
FE A B A% 4 1E A 73 S R AR TE 8 SR A5 b B o A B A9 R 4R 26 FPL D 238 1 B S ARRE B IR 4RO0 28 | K0
RARAD I REAAE BT AT IR EEAS A BT o fR L A1) AR AR R FP2 Sl T ARG g 5 41k 28 73 AR (R AR AR A i AT IR
AT o LA R 2 NP O B | SO B AR RE AR T Rk 1E S ACRE (R R AR TE T A R A BT oy Y G
.43 3%+ n-perm,call graph,system call graph B4 & boosting 512 1 ¥ A 58 JBE AT B Rt

TEHET n-perm )53 28 5250 vh SR HUBRAAE S tH IRAIRE 55 22 1Y) 10 A ERAE AT 7R K438 20 2848 I SR HU T #4399
A BRI AR SYM KT E A 8 Rt — R S AR AR B — RN A i, F0 R % = AR
A% — FINGRFE A BEAT I 5. 59 Ab— A = 3850 R4 T i E S AR A, TE ) 0 186 FF A, S i) b 38 i A AY
FEA MY H 5> 225 )5 AR 55 3.1 715 v ) e R £ Hh e 5 ARV SRR 8 ) 45 T 4 AR SUIRIE () i 44 45 L.
141 H one-versus-all J5 23l 5 53 28 2% I, I GR B8 TP AE AR AR KA P4, 43 R 3R LR R B KR H 2 I S AR
T A (1) 5 4 186 IS R ARG A A 1R B3 i ) b Ao ) — AL ok R 6 (35 A7 o T fw 44, E R A 4l N85 P AL [l i —
A ST R AR, AT P8 I 2 e S AR SR O I B N SR T 99 S ARG Hh A S U T KRR AE L £l T OE
B AR () 22 0 K, DT 3 550 ] 465 ) T 25 45 e AR BT HL 28 L R W30 8 A 0 1E 8 A )5 A 3t S A R 8 1
FH U P AT S E 1 3t PSR A R 0 8 M 0 26O T S 80, TS S 80 IS IRIMELNT 43 2R 45 37 A2 AN [m) s i 76
I Zkrb, e 145 AE 1={0.3,0.5,0.7,0.93, FF- % PR A &5 AT T A5 78 BU3E — g (L I, 2 R 0 20 22 A 2 A
SEASREHE IX I T R T 0 AEL AT 1 3 DR B el — AN B B ACSE 3R I T 4=0.2) J5 PR AT LU, H 2 A E
%0 B AR 28 ) FE LR BCR 40 A U I I 2 %08 T S AR 1 AR G R FH o B, 3L T vk 5 T R I TR AR AL, O
H eI T 250 A8 N 2535 AR R G0 1 F B R 5 A e S s AR 28 0 T 1 I B A G 1K g, B 2L
fifi € . ¥ thresholdy FiT threshold, 7331 2y R £5 18 FH G 1 R 28 498 1 FH 9 Pl 180 4, T >4

mkaX{SCO"ecngraph (Grew: G )} < threshold,, m;dx{scoresysica”(GneW,Gk)}<threshoId2

53 I A I AR A R Sk 1 AR
42 TIHER

14T BRBOR R R AEAS I H AN [F) 2 50 (thresholdy, y) ARSI &5 536 2 45 0 T R 40T ) IR A
Aol o AN R 2 504 . (thresholdy, ) (RIS I 45 5.2 3 56 AN [FIRRAE (14630 45 SR K1 Boosting 532 [f A il 45 34T T
Lb4, *call graph ZEU%E K (0.5,4.3),system call Z UL 4 (0.6,2.9).58 4 45 T AN [RIRRAE A I S 925 (9 2 2 (4
FCHEAL L 1% BT R AU S 8] FRE AR T 18)) Bl % 38 5 45t T 7E VX Heavens MR FEAEE & b AL VA5
AT A ARG B ) 2 1A ) LA 4 R 3 A Norton Antivirus 9% 7% 14 iRA O 132.exe(2009.2.20),Rav2009
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Table 1 Detection result based on function call graph in different parameters (threshold,, 1)

F 1 T R BN G AN 45 K (thresholdy, 1)

Algorithm parameters (threshold;, y1)/Metric ACC FP1 FP2 NP
0.3,3.2 0.640 0.210 0.095 0.190
0.5,4.3 0.670 0.155 0.090 0.215
0.7,5.8 0.620 0.215 0.115 0.255
0.9, 6.5 0.580 0.315 0.140 0.205

Table 2 Detection result based on system call graph in different parameters (threshold,, )
F 2 ST RGU0H T E RIS R (thresholdy, 7,)

Algorithm parameters (threshold,, 7)/Metric ACC FP1 FP2 NP
02,21 0.800 0.125 0.015 0.085
0.4,26 0.790 0.115 0.020 0.125
0.6,2.9 0.825 0.070 0.015 0.140
0.8,3.3 0.750 0.255 0.035 0.125

Table 3 Detection result comparison based on different algorithms

3 AN AR TEAG I S B L A A R

Algorithm/Metric ACC FP1 FP2 NP
n-perm 0.730 0.135 0.050 0.155
*Call graph 0.670 0.155 0.090 0.215
*System call graph 0.825 0.070 0.015 0.140
Ensemble method 0.845 0.045 0.010 0.035

Table 4 Efficiency comparison of different detection algorithms (training time, testing time)
R4 R[AIFFAEAS I 2 B (training time, testing time)

Algorithm/Calculation cost Training time (s) Testing time (s)
n-perm 1.234 0.345
Call graph 3.465 0.278
System call graph 5.213 0.306
Ensemble method 9.386 0.457

Table 5 Detection result comparison with commercial anti-virus software
F5 HEARBR RS R

Software/Metric ACC FP2 NP
Boosting 0.845 0.010 0.035
Symantec Norton antivirus 0.645 0.010 0.360
Rav2009 0.720 0.005 0.450

43 SRR

A3 RS2 6 TP A R R AR B 1 T K B AR R A AR 5 ) I 5 AR AR N A T e B sl RS
J¥ 51 rp 2 A R, AN T 2 3 20 DA TE B AR T S0 vP 7 A R R A R T S8 0 AR AT N 5 R ARG A
A 2 WA ACME A9 T i 565 o — 2 00 B A e Ay o A ) 2 B S A R S R 4 S TR A (IR
), X I, A n-perm Fl call graph Y1215 2 15 28 EAS e 1IE A VR0 1o A R SR 7 51 AT LLUIE R0 B T
B — A RGP R BN AR AR 4 T R R A LAl 25 45 8 FH e 1) o o) 52 56 B A E AT 20 W R AT B I FRATT
IR, K 22 B0k AR P 15 I SO T o 45 R T A s R T ST R AR S P S R T AN 2 A
AR XA R BATHATRAE SR B AL Tl B8 T A A7 5 4. 4\ NOP $i54-1X 288 177 B 1) A QAL 2K = RAS BB AR
Tl 1 5 R AL, 76 20 P call-graph Al system call — 882 & A2 2048 5 o, i b 2R AR AR 38 7 A ARSI =
,n-perm 43 M7 B A BB SR AHEE 1 A A 3 RN A3 BT R I R TR DR R, DA O b R oh T R s e S (AR AT
A7 Ry RS 3 50 e A2 T e KB A8, AT 5 B 43 R B R I 27 ) 2B i 2 G 1L 3 M 36 1236 2 AT LUR I, iR IR R FP2
K5 2 441 (thresholdy, y1), (thresholdy, ) (1 414 T A Wi 48 4k, th T B {8 threshold; 55 1, threshold, 5 5, 43 A IEAH G,
FRAT I7) BsF 355 o0 95 2 M A B, R B S 7R /N SR K TR R R SR DK SRR N RS I R AR A, 43 Sl A S AR K AR /N R
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SEAR AN AR K P AR AN HANJE T 2 L 58 4 2 I LG AR A A 20 Bk 2 HO I R o FRAT T 25 B T A R R
K B e NI — 2L 2 B g B RV IR 7 2 2 AP [0 I A 50 v R MEAf 3 ¢ 3 T LUASH 3, 4 BT 1% ) HE A
BT AT R XML T 55 2.2 WIS (2 by+by>bg); I HAE IR B S b D 4 A0 3 A0 AT 5L
KRR BE R B EURE R B IR B 0 A 8 B 75 21, MR T AN 7] 23 288 5 RO i LA A I R R Hc i B A B3 ()
PEAR BT IR IR R FP2<2%, 1 32 w] LU 32 1), (H 34 2 5 B — 2D B AR 0 4, LU AR S s o n] LU L3R 4
Hh IS AT I A A 4R A b i B ) 3 G 2R 1 I TR R, B AR A N e DI I ) 5 T X R kAT
SCAEHS A3 e rb ST G SRV A8 2 14 2 (0 I 130, B 5 F T ) 2 23 SR8 (R I ) JF AN 22 A R i TR 5 T
FERS A T2 K L AR EAT 20 A, AN T A BT 3 25 20 M (RE AT ) 10 3, R e T A 8/, DI 2R 0 e 1]
B AT EHAT AU S AR R L 2R 6 v L L5 BUA R T3 FOE ) LT DA Y 207 35 A AL A o i
AT A 5 T PR A AT OB v, O FLIR AR5 A B AL, BB A 00 ) — S5 M P (R 3, B A2 ) BT A S S 1
A I BE.

AN Z AR AZSEIEAIT I GRAE A B T R T AR A5 AL 122 , BB () S R AR 22 TR ARG 2 AT 20 R AR (H
X T IR TR AR A, 00 28 SR AN RE DRAE ; [ B 0 3 s B V1 i 100 8 AR TE BE D 0 e T B2 2% A S8 ek 23 A A
ZE R DUBLR A fe U AR AR A5 22 (1910 2 2R 8 U P e B0 A0 880 2 6 A O R 0 SCIA Tl AT 7 K B AR 55
AR ), AT 5 3003 2 ) S i AR B 35 70 2R sl Jfs ). 75 AT SR S K ) ¥ S o3 W e e P S A P AT AT AL
P53 At SR S e B 08 S IR T AR e i (1A QE P 51 sAT D4 2 81, AN 3 — 25 B T 8 o T AR e 0 1

5 HXIELLR

o) 1A B AR P A A 2 B P AR o O SO AR A I R ) R AR S
ST I PS5 P AR AU 00 L A — S A A0E 0 3 AR A9 Ihal M ) — i T SR UG . 17 0 20 7 AR
FE A W 22 Geral 34t — b 1 Y b T SC G 96 18 12 191 ORI 55 192, Debray ™8V 24 7 JE T AR UG I 11915 X
O B HE 28 15 4 R IE B, Sung 2O 42 T, B0 U A S A BN AR HEAT R I R AR T A T pL A
TR 2 SR T AR 0% e A A R I B I VUM FE HEAT R, K £ A JE T n-gram SE3E0TL 45 Kolter™ R i 7 4
FFAT P 55 S 3 2 AR A I 5 AR A AT X 43, Eskint®li ik it O 3% 22 A% 2 715 3901 2% 30 JE 44 J o 2 o
EACTREAT R B 1O L AF R 2 2 K40 1E 3R B AR T AR T T B ARRD SRR AT R A ST M
SRR PR H Uk R & S AR A T SR (RR £ D B R R R AL ), N TR AR AT R I, SR T AR X R
AR E S

6 SEMRE

H 5 BEAR AT B rh A R RSO AR A 1 SC_E (10 35 i P2 TR AE AR, AR SO T — P 4R T ik G ARG
2 YR I AR S AR A AU LA 2R B3l 1 B ) 7 v A B Tt T S S A A 0 e A 1 % O F AR B T30
A HTRANPAT) T 5, R GETT RSB, U ZR AT BRI R B R, AN Ry B AT R R 75 3. F 2D S R U
RIS T SCRFAE, oF 18 R ARG AT 20 RGO 33E— 20 SSedf SRR A A R
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Mt 1in-perm E LI S

SrMTEET n-perm IR AR 4R HOSVA AR 52 BT (K15 D0 6T 23 A5 R 105 (B Bk A SR )
SRR R A SR IBCAURE 8 2 U eti 385 77 A — 2R 470 R R A, AT 00 i AR 38 B4 10 20 A R AR K IR 5%,
i 125 15 1) R SR o, BT A DK (1 MR 7 5 TP I R I L R

BRI RFAE AL — A n ZE ) B X200 B XX, X 38 K AR AR (R AE 23 BT 455K 1 (xi) A AT i)
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e B o T Refs i 2IE B AR R SR B2 i St b =2k S A, AT A SR 2 D AN Wb e A AR

FH 30 55 2R 2l B AR A 7= AR R e FE AR T IR (A<t<<T), SR AE I AN E0h ne.

5 RIEAHT B AEIE A Z JBAEE A AN B 55,50 E A X, Xy, X R BT 5k A, 4 e
t-1 N N -
zni]xmjzlx; 3045

XK X e X XY SR IR R A X, = (” - =L -
2 2
i=1 i=1

T A R XA <) AL X — Xy = R IRIC S5 A ORRHAE 7 2R B
TAH R X X X X h X XX L =X <R
Zh 1,24 =, I B SO BAE (AN X, = %, + R, BL R #B B HGE ¥ FIE AR 42 0 0).

t-1n t-1 n
B L EIHFAT AR R, =3 YK N, =0, =K 4 %&P&-&w I, Bk i 2 A B
i=1 j=1 i=1 i=1 t-1 t-1
HIK.
T B Tl S AR AN 38 K, B X, > X, RO

1% =2 A% =B PR ) g B g g gt
Zni Ny o (Ney +1) Fa Ny

i=1
IIESEYN PN O
AL IR I S R SRS M SR 7 2R T i RE S A AR R SR IR B SRS R AN i A S, AT oA B T
Tt ) 1A S S D 8RR B2 R

MR 2. R ERRERENEEE

1 F 1837 same $3R T A v, 5 A vy #H [F) .same(va,vp)=true 24 T v,.systemcall=v,.systemcall 3 H.
Va.prenum=vy,.prenum F va.sucnum=vy.sucnum L& 5F Vi, &8 3j 1 #5 va.pre(i).systemcall=vy.pre(j).systemcall Jf H.
[F) H) 37 A2 X T i, B 3j 145 va.suc(i).systemeall=vy,.suc(j).systemcall.

VHIA simi IR A vy A v HHARLsimi(va,vp)=true 2547 T v,.systemcall=vy.systemcall 3+ H v,.prenum!=
Vp.prenum 2L v, sucnuml=vy.sucnum oL, 3 B [7] 5 3i3), 1 £43 v,.pre(i).systemcall!=vy,.pre(j).systemcall 37 58 #
[A] B 3i3j A 45 va.suc(i).systemcall!=vy.suc(j).systemcall Ji 7.

A A 8] diff FEIR T 55 vy 5 A v AR diff(va,ve)=true 24 T v,.systemcalll=vy,.systemcal | HR 45 2 %5 i
Tk EE OC AR K R jmp A call A1 1 43 SR 43 9 BUR 4 28 30 scall H T i R 401 H peall T id il 7%
&) 8 FH jmp A cjmp 43 J 6 B G 4% A1 FH 4 PE Bk
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BN BAT SO I 4 A QTS (PE/EIF #420)
it R g R G=(V,E).

1 V«0,E<0,cur<0 IS AN ok 2 Y AT b 2R R 48 Dy =

2 I<GetFirstInstuction IBRTREE 1 4464

3 while l.equal(lastInstruction)=false ARG — 4164

4 Opcode<«1.GetOpcode(); HAFAF AR A2 1 B A 7

5 Pr«Il.GetParameter(); IERAF ARG () R E 2L

6 if Type(Opcode).equal(scall) IHRERGHH

7 if cur.equal(null)

8 cur<Pr IRESR 21T R G0

9 else

10 next«Pr, E.addedge(cur—next), cur<—next 138N & SR i

11 endif

12 elseif Type(Opcode).equal(JMP) I TG4 A 56 %

13 next«GetFirstSystemCall(Pr); IERAR BRI AR5 1 4 RS

14 E.addedge(cur—next), cur<null IS MRS L

15 elseif Type(Opcode).equal(CIMP) 115 2%t i

16 next«GetFirstSystemcall(Pr), E.addedge(cur—next) IRAFBRAE AL 5 1 ARG,
ARG AL

17 elseif Type(Opcode).equal(Pcall) 1155 I 3o 7 ) Bk 2

18 next«GetFirstSystemcall(Pr) AT SRR 1 4R

19 E.addedge(cur—>next), cur<GetEndSystemcall(Pr) 1IN 2 G 2, 3R 45 7 FE Ak 1Y
G —%ARRHH

20 end if

21 r<GetNextlnstruction() I —4%%84

22 end while
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