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Abstract: In recent years, virtualization technology is the novel trendy of computer architecture, and it provides a
solution for security monitoring. Due to the highest privilege and the smaller trusted computing base of virtual
machine monitor, security tools, deployed in an isolated virtual machine, can inspect the target virtual machine with
the help of virtual machine monitor. This approach can enhance the effectiveness and anti-attack ability of security
tools. From the aspect of the implementation technologies, existing research works can be classified into internal
monitoring and external monitoring. According to the different targets, the related works about virtualization-based
monitoring are introduced in this paper in detail, such as intrusion detection, honeypot, file integrity monitoring,
malware detection and analysis, security monitoring architecture and the generality of monitoring. Finally, this
paper summarizes the shortcomings of existing works, and presents the future research directions. It is significant
for virtualization research and security monitoring research.

Key words:  virtualization; virtual machine monitor; security monitoring; virtual machine introspection
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H AT, B 84k 45 K (virtualization)™™ 76 fs b o 25 210 7 772 08N L JF B BRI T % 87 548 1IDC
(International Data Corporation) i i1,2011 4K, REAUK I 55 17 37 4534 31 117 236 760 4 2009 4 A1 2010 4R 45
SEONAT I Gartner £ AR K SRR AR T BB AR A 1 KT A 2 —OUE ML AR S T RE WA 5K
AR BRI U7 2, T DURE i R e T A B R R G B ML R R Rl IBM TR 20 HHEAL 60 FEARERH,
I T N TR L VMBT0U 4 Popek 1 Goldberg 75 SR [8] 45 Hi 1R mT ke L6 A% 2R 484 1 3 AN 412 Sty
% (equivalence). I il (resource control) 145 R (efficiency), H 7T V2 AH 0 X86 4 & AN 7 47 e il 4k
B A AT SEOHL (D B X86 4 ) Ak I fiE 7 (1) 45 55, R Ik Mware 4 1 UL AR 51N £ X86 L4 M0 I it
REAMAL AR B IL R A3 8 T 3£ 50 10 % i, WL 1 e AL B 2E T VMWare ESX/GSX/Workstationt™ Xent*2-15] 4
P KB U2 A TR, B B E AR AT LLAr A F8 & GBI . B S 9B AL . BRE RSB RIML BT IFE R
LAk N G5 R T 5 20 AU A IO A Al O 1 R B8 (5 B R G A0 L 3B AT 109 1 I R ) Wi ik Ay i SR (virtual
machine, i B8 VM); ¥4 i J2 B 1 96 U5 30 A7 il 5, AT AR 22 S ki JOUBIL A3 1) R 004 1 At Bk O R LB A B R
(virtual machine monitor,f&ij #% VMM EX hypervisor).

1 W5 o8 M 55 IR AU A AT T L3R AN 22 4 10 0 J3E SR AR A 0 B ) IR 4 A R G LA e i BURR, £ B
BRGNS 5 0 78 M2 A0 S8R R SO A BR AR T 454 R e R L S S 65 2 [R], B4R 1 R e B R A 2 T
[ RITNER A =S

HELBL FEALBL
SO |2 RN WL | - | RN R | - | i
My q
A £ 45 (Windows, Linux...) /357 Windows ™ . Foehish L
| BN P 7 (VMM) |
T4 (CPU. Wi AN | | T4 (CPU. WiF. 4ME)
I At A

Fig.1 Comparison between traditional architecture and virtualization architecture

B1 A8 MR R AU A R LR

5 G5 AR A B 1 S0 AL R0 P P38 e T
(1) BE/NEIAE VS 3 (trusted computing base, i FX TCB):ME AL BIEAS 104CAT B— M AE 10 JTAT AiA i
8N T4 R G HARD B, Linux 2.6.27 KM 1 000 J5 47181 Windows XP KM 3 500 Ji
AU S5k R kA R AW LA B2 1 5 AT 1) Bug Bk /b A B R AR R 40
(2) L PR BR 25 1 (isolation): 76 A% 2t A 44 v, [ FH 4 3 Jd g it 140 R 00 b k=% T ke ik AT o8 125, 1 2 2 () mp
REAR ELF-H. 451 0, e AN TR o B B 5 B0 AS 22 45 3 e, DA T 52 1) 81 At 38 R 110 1E 5 38 AT 1T o i 4
A B N R e 2 DR LRI A e 55 08 AT B 8 1), R 0k, R DA 4 ) 4 {3 B e (e Rl 12 12k
FHT AL S BT BB 03 2 T K 40040 48 1) 22 4 1R B8 A7 200 M 42 R DAL 1) P9 AR S I B G A
PSR R G b AT BE R AR I B TR G TR S AL RS R AR AR IR 4%, T LATE — s FR S B SR R G A
(security) 1] £ 2l 7 (mobility) 2.
SCHER[20180 T 2 F R R 4R 1 3 B R 4% S 22 4 H A& (secure logging) A3 B A5 A1 1 (intrusion
prevention and detection). ¥3%iL# (environment migration).
HAp 2T LA ok s 22 T R W2 etk e @it as slm NMERN. RaEH&. ®EE. 53
B BRI S . e REA . R s
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R R PO L 25 2 R0 B 5 10 224 TR TR, AN 22 A I SEBUBOR 1 i BESR AR B T M UL 22 A M 4
FHIBITFETAR AT LAY 4 PR
(1) Pl M AL L i 28 P A RS B R 2 AL B R AL 0 1A 8 S T A A AR B ) 2 4 3 R AL
B ELER R IEAT R
(2)  Hh 3 i R ALY s o8 KR AUURIL S JEAT 124 A8, AN 1T 7 A SO A 3 AT A 0
1.1 AEBEETE

A TR B AR 5 0 RO (2 AT R ol A S A R AUUML 1) 25 35 4 AR 0 [ A ] or B 38 1 b
B KL 1 R BT LA SO B W R A . SO S AR T T AR R G T, DN K L T e AL
it LT BURF R B DR 7. 2 X S8 1 pR BN A8 B A AR G T IR Ji) R OUL A B 8 30 R G o A0 P P A S ) el
A DR R DRAR s ) R 5B £ 1K) A A7 T XS JE AT ORI 77 58 o e ok 8 B o5 AR 0 21 R UL ke 2R
SER PRI, B B HCE Bl B N B R UL BRI B e A R R UL e 2 S A B A PR 2 A
YR Bl 2 A TR AAT ST 2 4 SR, SR T K Wi 1 A 026 1) 22 4 TR, DA T X REE UML) P SR BBy 7 495t i 2 A5
B ) Ty BE 2 A N SN LAT S BRI 1) A A AR 2. O 17 I 0 o8 R el 8 0 o, AR S P 1) 60 1 B 3R B A 5 Bl 40
& F AL 1 (self-contained), A B 1 FH A RZ 1R G A bR B0 1) IR, AT 418 e 2504 ] 5, R DA 7560 3t e o A7 DR 47 5 B e
TRy

e al F AR
24T o
A
{___7f____ﬁﬂ§] e 23
|| s it |
R S | [ S S ;
| [
- Bk WA LR
BB A

Fig.2 Architecture of internal monitoring?!
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T, R UL T PERETT A AR 1T, 6 BEAE 2 B AE R4 4 N A AZ AR L sk LA A3 i o i L, A A7 AR A
ORI BFE SR 5 H bR LS 2540 OG0, A B A T
12 SMERMEIE

55 P98 e A L, A8 M A2 A — o A 3 DR A DG I ARt A T 22 1] 3 A T A M 4 A S
MR R RS Livewire®4%:,

MRS TR AR AE B AR BRI, th A7 T 2 A 2 4 T FL 3 e P sk s o SLEAT A LN 3 R T LU
WS B AR L B R e R e A e A TR H bR B RIMLZ TR AR A2 W 45 i 248 H b
PIMLH R A S T R s ORI 4 e 4 T e A T FL AR e A SR 7= 2 %) Wi 87, 300 3 4 i A s 161
H AR AL RSN BEA K 24 T R 5 H AR R LR 2 75k M58 724 T R 1% 4 i T R I BE3% 47
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T H AR SN2, PR M 42 T DAL 80 b S LIRS (Bl i CPU e B A A7 D11 558 A R FUUDL A 2
AR, 22 4 TR BERE X H AR MESOHLEAT Ror il — SR U, A w8 M 42— e A 5 o bl A I - P AR A i
SCHAE AT RS T2 AR AU AP 2B R RE S, AT ok e 2 4 T e FEREAT Ar . ey - R AUULAS B A T
b HEAUBLIR) TR )22, D ot 2 B SR A 20 T SC (M5 a5 A AP A T ). T 47 T LR x4 1 AR 40 )22 11 9 3, A
BB IR AE A T UG V4 (semantic gap). o 1A i 4% T HL B A% < B F bR kB SDUNL b i) A DR 0k a0 0 HEA T T L
{4 (semantic reconstruction). i SCH AL i tAR G SCHE R H i 400H LR AT R 40 30k LCEM LS
B R ARG SR I ANRRAS B DA OG 30 3k 58 L8 2 A7 8 B P A7 M bk SR BT 1 PA) A% 0 B 1) i 45 4.

Al H bR
RATH 7
| i R f_'i l__________f_'i
: wE | ! At |
l o] !
N1 [ I
\ A

,,

HEAL L

Fig.3 Architecture of external monitoring

B3 A R A
2 ETFEHNZEEREXTE

A AR T R TSR G SEBAH B 1R 22 42 D RE RUE TSR GE I IR 5 A8 AT A SOK MR AN
WEL SRR . BRI 5 . e A M A L AR A D T AR DG I 5 A
2.1 AR

NI Z S5 (intrusion detection system, fii #k 1DS)242LE i e BLAE AR AL IS LR I A2 U L . b 7R
15 B BE R R, LAE RGN 0TS AN 0] IR AT A 11 22 A T H ARSE A AR S R PR /], 1DS 1T BA4y Ay
HET /4 4% ) 1DS(network-based 1DS, f/iFx NIDS) 1%L T L HLIK 1DS(host-based 1DS, f#iFx HIDS)PL.NIDS i & 7
ey 8 A v iz 43 BT 190 8% e £ 3 R (1 41 Snort27Y); T HIDS TS 4311 38 48 11 P9 SR 25 A 1 3, AT & B AR AT
Ja (1511 OSSECTP®). N\ 42 B 1 & Zi(intrusion prevention system, fifFk 1PS)PS 3 7= A 42 A 0 (1) S i 1= 5 L 5
25

IAT 1R N ARG T S g 4 2 250 78 B G el SR 1 A 1403 36 0 SR N AR R 0 2R 358 38 E 0L, U2 T LA v
Hb 5 B A= ALK R GRS 25 B T8 1) 005 3 Bk s A B iz 0 SR N AR A W 2R 56 3028 W 4, ) DA
U MG AR Bt A et 2 LA P S8 BR 2 T 9T a0, DRt T 5 Lk s BB . D51 b, Garfinkel R Rosenblum X 7E SC
BR[23]H 42 H T —Fh AE A W0 552 2l W 7 R 0 10 PO R A AT 5 0 47 % 9 Bl 128 1160 N A8 A 00 ) 2% 2 ey 1) P
REPIEBEA N AG  22 G0 A I 42 2 4 v 5 B ok i JRUML AT FE2 245 i 0% L 0 00 48 B 0 A 4 R 0 1) P9 IR S
T o BB U7 ) 3L P A7 R T A R B R G0 A% B 5 T T BBGE AT 1 N AR AR R GEOR B AT R X
Tt AE R AHLA 30 8 42 K ADUHL A 35838 A TDR A5 (1 5 SRRy BEBLHL 1 45 (virtual machine introspection, fiiFx VMI). 4
T UF B 2% S8 K RE 8 HE A8 B DA A By ok Bok 3 Rk B A AT I 2 20 VMware Workstation SEER T R B R 4t
Livewire®! W1 4 FroR. 18 4 400 e M F 0 2 45, 20 M 36 T UL A 45 HLRII A2 R R 48 31 R 4e i 11
2T o R DAL A P A TR S SR K A A R R X

AU, Laureano %5 N\ B23315R b e U5 4 28 GR 2B 70 K JULL o, [0 Ik A A8 8 4 v 1) 2R 1 1 ) 31024 b
IR M A 2R AR R R G U FH 80 R ) B kR AT R A SR, AT SR EOAR ) i S . S T User-Mode
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Linux(UML)P A A5 30 T J50 50 2R 408, 24 A0 0 380 5 6 Wb SR P 01 575 )< 3 ok BELURT Do) 4 2 8 8 K ) 9 4483 11
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SRR
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Fig.4 Architecture of Livewire!?®

K 4 Livewire 244128

55 3R J7 AN R, NI D AR i g 37— A Ul ¥ A\ {24 Bl 5k (intrusion: detection domain, fij#k 1DD)3k Jy
by K2 AL (AR A I e 55 2 FAAL 287 B8 J2 1 2R A% R 2% (event sensor) 448 iz SUUHLH (19 R 454 O dl i 18
LIHLE BLEEHE O (VMM interface) (%3 3 1DD 1 1/ AR A U 28 48 AR AN [ 119 22 4 S W, J UL B2 IR A
L) T (IDD helper) &5 £l %F A AZ AT H AR B i i 1.

WAk, Zhang 25 A\ BTET- 040 R BE R A FE AR (smart disk technology)die H T T 5] 774 1 N2 K Il 2R 45
PN TIL2S BB 30 G N A=K I 3R 48 52 2 T ls, 2 A 1 4 B AR W) B L N\ AR A U 2R 9 00 00 38 4 W 428 R 4 1y o A
SO F 5 Pennington 25 A BB R AR R I ik N 21 1 4% SO F S (network file system, Tk NFS) AR 4% #4124
5P R HEAT SCAE SRR IR 5 T A7 6 O AR R 2R 45 B 5 T 58 ) SCPE A8 e R PR HEA TR SR 00 o 357 0 00 F A6 0.

125345 Rt 57 2 4 v HyperSpectorP — i i [ K $0LHH 57 56 55 (19 A4 845 2R 45 0 A IR BE v 1 2 A A
2SI R S5 R0 & I 3 I I B 0 7 AN 2 4> [ PR 22 181k, Hy perSpector 5 A\ {2 K80 8 45340 2 4 i BLAL R,
5l S 00 RS R AR A AT A B NR A DU BIHL(IDS VM) It 5 000 23R AT ELIC A TR B S B R A
HEATAE AR, e 3L T 3 BhOE SIHL N 3 (inter-VM) W 2 HL 1 344 ity 1 4% 1% (software port mirroring). kgL
P A 2 (inter-VM - disk mounting) i kg SUHL P9 3k L5 (inter-VM  process mapping). tt 41, Roschke 25 A H0132
7 1 3 AT 2T SR A BT R AT LR AR R AR 1) SR A 2R K A o A4 4 (event gatherer) Sk
RHLEAS IDS £ & AH(IDS sensor) (145 5, I 10 sk 78 F 41 24l 12 (event database)idEAT 43 #7122 22440 35 AL e
I3 A AR 7 4 m] {45 4 (extensibility) 1 75 K.

22 RHAE

R Y H & (Log) ™ RS R RIAE . PRI R ZE A0 ) [ R, TR I 3 W7 LA AR 4 v R A K T R
TR 5 ny DA e ke A R R R AR I SR R B S R e BN IR IR B W, Linux RGEH, H & AR IR S A
Ivar/log/messages 1,1 Windows XP 4t 7] LLIZ AT eventvwr iy 2R &5 R4t H k.
T FRGE H AR PIA v L
(1) BT IEEHENEREERSEN S WRAR O R AT 04 B0 # R o] fe il sk H &
03 SR BB I BRI XA, R 4 H S A BRI T
(2)  EBA TN B (A AR R T ) R BB Ar AT B R G A Rl sk R P R A ST,
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1T 32K L8 2N B 70 43 W s Uik 3 A AR B R 48, IR Db 4 R 485 B 03 o A ML Aok T WK 1) 4 3.

ReVirtlA7e (i WL BE % 2 0 2 7 B4 RS IOAT il s B R 40 H G P e BB T S R as 4T 10k
fiff 32 1 25 £ (non-deterministic event): #h3 4 A RN I 2. B AR 4 H 510 skl 34T 28 48 F i, Ml 20 A B AT 4.

M SR RGP kR 0 FR G0 RN EAT 2R 48 T, Back Tracker™ 44 GE % 11 50 5 A A\ 42 & 2B K 1) 3
AR R G H &, UNR R ATG, A0 HEAS BN IRAF A= I 78 rb 3 72 80 S04 1) 4K i 0% & &1 (dependency
graph). 2 T 75 B I % AT 2 1 % B IntroVirt S50 H k2 3001 48 WL A I 5 48 10 28 G0 M 8 R % (K AT
TR A ARG AT B [ R v 0 o PAAT 4 A2 i 55 4 7 5 (vulnerability-specific predictate) kA il A {2 55
2 AL, A AT SR [T 2R 28 1 # 55 1 ExecRecordert 1t F- Bochs SBL T 4 A L 1.

LR TR AE R A AT RHC SRS H R 1R R AN R JE I 1k MEAN K 7 A5 (checkpoint) [F1 i 22 4t Sk F 2L
Wb AT N R iR AS A 6 2 Xenlog MR T — Fh 22 4 Hiic s R 4 H S 10 7 ik AR SR IR 3 R H 2
J& B Xen $EAE 03T P AEHLHL K H A5 B 4 30— AN S B 2 3 X b v ] LAk H R ek A e
ERBI. R, 55 W 46 A A 0 7 UM BG4 o T AR 80K U, S R AP T —ANE4T T Xen LY
ST H A& A0 R G0 I R G R AR i H AR AT R T LA o LR AR e R v R 8RR S b R
23 B i#

2 HE (honeypot) ¥ 3 i #4) 3 AL T B0 S ) R G R BE, AT 51375 388 3 0 oy, 3 20 ook 4 AT R AE. H Al
B T E B T T AR AT AT B, AR AT DABR IO AR (14T A R HE AR R A% S T A B T LA Sy
Ay DAY S 2 R A O, py R A M R A L R R T T S AT R T R B o
T IR A0 O 0 2 M e R R A e 0 R i B 0 W AL AN 1 SR R 5 P B 2

BT ) BB T 28 8 i i 6 B LA K, Honey d Y& — Bl B0 o1 S L 14 R 40028 SEHE 22 & AN fi
R AU A [R]85 A R G 0 I % A 1T L AT LA K R R 8L R R AT R 1 %t 40 3 (routing toplogy). @ i i
Honeyd AT 15 - SO« J7 85 i 2 57 40252 28 4 2 A 40 15 22 2R 4B, 56T R Ak B R Potemkint2i i py 77 4%
= (memory sharing) flHEIR 45 5E % I (late binding of resources): A Sk Sz HEE BAANH A st b R IR L7 AN
R L A, AN T 8 T P T R P (scalability). Sk T4 A i F i i, Honey Stat ™31 1o 15 o 2 i ke 12
ARSI F A At e, TR B LR R AR 2R 5 AR A T R S RS B AR TG, e mT DA B 2 1A 5 481 3k AR AT
(binary signature). it 7] # (attack vector). Fiii i 2 (attack rate)2%. S HR[54] L 4% T 4 User-Mode Linux 1 Xen
 SEIR T R PAL I 2 R, R 00 I S 56 7R W /D R I R RE R DN K B I NARAT At A A e 2 A
R P8 E i R BB 01 SR 3 A P L ) 0 s £ K 2 4 MUK, Collapsart™ 8 iof 4% H1 & i 194 45 v
1) KR 1R AT L X 0 T e 3 7 0 A 2 I 4% Tk $ B D (netwoork attack detention center). 3X iy ik fig i 42 1t
P 2% T ok 1) 2 RE AL 1] I I 8 308 474 L

T PR 0 2 G 8 o 52 380 A ek T 4 0 2 G Y24 0 280 A 2 R 6 1) 1A IR 2, V Miscope 7 T 1 814k s L
T ME RSN E A TR GUIRGS. %7 it Soeds SR 359 0, Phoney C8Lia sk 452400 5 1™ i 16 2 I (491 4ot 19 0T 31
2 ) R M e B 010 7 7 St Tk 3B T X 4% P A A 058 AR A, AmunooT 7 i 4% 48 S A 8L R B U TR, AT 2 3
e i ek OOV A ) o) 245 TOM A T AR PO AT g R
2.4 SEEMERP

SEREMEZ T BE S R B AR . BRI AR RS AR B R R R B B ) e R E R R AN EEE N

82 H R, o T e MR AR DA — SUAR SC (IF ST TAE, 32 B4 P A (R SO e Pk . PO A% AR 5 B 4k R 4
B 3 AR AD 1) 5 B 1

SO 56 B PR R 32 B 03 Sy JE I SO AR 4 00 S W ST B A TR BT S A R 2 A AN [R] (R ] i) oK L 5 3
PEIR) Hash R, M T ) 07 S22 15 1 52 8, 81 4 Tripwirel®®) AIDE, Samhain(®®V45:; Sz i S04 (47 38 ik 4 48 S0 4
A MTH A4 5 3 vk, 49 4 13FSI®S.Quynh 25 A7 8L L L Xen UMLK S It e 42 S0 R 8 1) 5 48 1k, s
FRAE SR PR 15 38 ik 3L Py A7 1) 5 SORAT A8 B R AL b AR, S B 4 38 T RE B B iz, ) I 6 e M 45 R 4
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AN HA 3 W E. RFIMI ZR S it 70 e OO AE #8822 8 3 K JULMLob (0 22 BR8P 9 0 SO P 1 R AT OIS A
I, REIM 2 G050 B I 478 28 4 56 4 38 .

Copilot g e —ANE 17 78 By Ak F 3 v 1 P9 A% ¢ 2 P M 0 2 R AR I S M4 4 RGN K AR R
PG AR R S8 LIBAT B, R A A A% 5 A e OB 1t i IE 3 T 40 Pioneert i £ AN AT 475 ) F HL_ESeHL
AR HRAT TR 10 T 30 0E Pk A T B P A B SR B i CPU 4244 .SecVisorl2 il i 5 24 Linux Skl — AN 8= 4
R AUBL, AT A 37 32 ML IR 11 2R 45 1) 5 4 s KOPY Y ) St 3 3ot ke 5 50 265 F9 P A% 3000 oK (3 AIE P A% ¢ 45 Pk b 4,
HUKOULZ - K J0U A 1 5 BV (R4 R 48, N 1T S5 6] 458 11 2R 8 A A AT AR T 435 (097 2.

TE M SAAT B 32 N T ] B, S LS R B 1 22 4 Il it A 25 22400 o T R RL DL 0 e 7 L Sl
P2 FIBAT B, R T 4F et HH L T 7 1 AL ML B 5 e B AR AT 56 SC R Hy persafel ™ i1y H A 2 4 i b1
R B A AR (self-protection). 24 T IR UE ME S AL B 252 47 B 1) 58 Bk, SCHBR[75] 142 T AT BR A
A] 281 (1) P 78 (non-bypassable memory lockdown)Fl 52 B i (1) F5 £ % 5| (restricted pointer indexing). /N &éid
F10) P9 74000 3o % 8 T v ) S (191 1 N RIW, U/S, WIP) S S BT 5 2 A8 e i 5 830114 ok 02 4 % (page faulty),
T 86 PR 02 22 SR DU o s 1 45 41 ok ST B b A 20 o A4 423 i B €l (control flow graph) ok B H& &1 1) A7, AN
DR UE 428 Tl 38 50 2 vk AN W] S8 (¥ A A B DR UE T M SADTL A SR AT 110 50 8 A W 5o 1) N A BT 52 B il 11 48
PR GIRUE T MR NLE AR 1) 58 B Pk AN W] S8 I 11 A A B 4 I e UL T 2 ) P A B R s
;32 BB R ARSI MR R T TR AI LLVM 2 3 25 Sk 75057 4 1% K F LT 3128 (AR,

HyperSentryl 4 T 363847 i i FOULAS BE 28 1) S8 20k 13 B AE 2815 AT 28 20 0 42 (03 AR U AR AR [ £ 2
HyperSentry AN 75 1764 5 5 1) H A7 2 51N B8 R B R 501 i SR 5 ) N B s g A 0 P 20 A DK 1 | 0 T T
o IR G B s R AN 36 28 5 2 AH I HyperSentry 51N — R R 2044 & A5 55 R SUUD LA 0 208 R 2, DA T 52
TS K AL B2 A0 AT 00 280 140 R SIZ IF 118 50 P 5 e R T B 25 e 2 0 R 52 380 B e UL B 28 S 2 Bl e i
SRIE S A T A N AR A A

HyperSentry i i 4 Ji] #h #5838 it (intelligent platform management interface, {8 Bk IPMI) K fih % Fib 25 3t FF 2, 9
T £ 40 4 FRE 2X (system management mode, i B} SMM)SR A 47 45T Fl 55 8 Bl . Hy perSentry (9 Sk & S8 T
FROE A 0 R, BRI T S A v R e A L R B D e T

(1) Hypervisor ff] £ T 3015 &,

(2)  FEEERPAT IR

(3) EWIHH.

527 A8k Hy perCheck 7 iz 3~ il 2 4 Il £ 48 00 50 5OHE 4, T 4 3IF H2 SRUMLAS B 48 1) 52 %4 1 HyperCheck
U FIFH CPU I R Ge 45 PR A RAT I B R LA DI R X 45 #2187 BIOS LA4h HyperCheck Ak
T HARHLES FAB AT AR 3, T B RS HAR B AN BE 1 T fig 0 = B
25 EERBLENS ST

e T AR B 5 4 I o 3 1 PRI AE R P AT IR, ML e I, AR 5 i M T L R B T SR A
U0 T LS A M (0 R b U2 5 8 2 B eyl T ek 3 )LV MwatcherUOM 7R B I 5 R BE AR
S 0 P S D ST A TR R e s AR R R B TE S [ R AL DR O S A v S VA (semantic
gap) 1 1) B 38 i T ST A 78 KB LA R 8 R AS I 4R e A% T T FOLATL m 1 S0 o e ) PR A 4 B i AL B R,
Ether®ME 7 —Fh AN« 35 W IR RARRS 4T 75 12 3% 5 IR Intel VT FA ] 5 R 7 R J AT BR B 7]
I X e M 428 R 48 56 A3 W ot 70 R FUUATL P S8 R0 A0S R AT UL B, 9 2 TR EL A — S ) T 22, 1 SR 7 3K B i )
PR 2R ) S R A AR 5, DU ST A ) 4 SR R — 5 R P 1035 22 TR It Ly cosid B 5 4 il T 45 25 (1 5 9 34
TAEPIE Z T INHE >Re B -6, AT & s 77 S 0 RS i 12

B P08 S L 0 L 1) 40 08 00 08 A R P00 A7, 1T AN A2 0 285 b 4 W17 385 2 A QTS 10047 249 . K- Tracert®2) i i
T QEMU T & B B ARKAT /01 TR & Be 8 2)) 3 Ml 48 Windows P AX [ AT B 1245 5., 5K H S ) FIET 1)
({341 Fi (backward and forward slicing) 3% A K $2 HU® & AV RS 1947 b . 55 2 2448, Rkprofiler®jE — AN JE b &
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(sandbox) 1) = AU 73 7 R 4. Re 8 MR P8 R AR 5 2 7 B VE R G s AT B B AR AT b B T o0 i B AR
(K94T o 2 — A AEH R FLRE I 4 T4, Moser 25 NB4JEF QEMU SZBL T % $UT 4% (multiple execution path)
G RARAD 43 BT R G, AT TR HE I A S AP A S R IR AT O X T VR RE RS A T BEAT A R AR, A Bl
SRR R R A AT 1 4h, Crandall 25 N\ SR HH T kg JULHL 10 R 0L IRF 170 0K 19 305 20T 15 I 1) O P 8 AR
Tigh 2% J7 1 N T BB & 7 A 2R 48 I A% 1 s 48 R I A A% 48 00 S R AT 1) S I 8 (malware timebomb).
Wang %5 AR Y i FUML 3 47 4 95 T (¥)30 53 8% (vulnerable browver) k73 7 4> Web 3t 151 A B 17 75 1) % 7
PE NIRRT 0 T 4547 Internet P 1 W 28 S 725 000 3al 1) 484

26 TN

G4 WS P R S 2 4 T HON T3 N R AU SR 1 R AS [ A0 424 Livewire R T 2 BIHL A 44 19
A 42 S, B 2 4 T L DA B 1 R UL v R ek A 2 AU MLE AT 0 0. Xenaccesst® i 76 Xen f) /85 B 4sf v 5
B R SABL G 45 2, 2 T Xen $2BE1 libxe A1 libblktap . Xenaccess 3246 T % 11, IF sz 30X H bR LA
TEREAL AT th T Xenaccess (¥ AT H& B W & 45 1F 28 5t P A% 1) e 3k 224 St i TR o 6 o oA A R B 0T 45 R
TR T 6 2 2 28 T L B Ak WA 4 LA R OSB3 TR T 3 38 81 5 B 8 o Wizard PB8LI — AN 1 Xen 16 P A% i 42
56 R B R I 2T P A A AT I T A 5 6 R ) A R 2R BRI, " R 2 4 T 7 50 b 3Bk 3 B FH ¢
MR R HAT M.

IR R G SR R L A A UL S 2 AN [ S Larest i L T ki SLAK 1 22 4 32 5 Wi 4% (secure active
monitoring)HE 48 ‘e Jok 75 B W 48 14 i UL P 3 N — L8 T R 20 (hook), A 1T AR 3k R Gt 28 1K o502, IR kG 3
MR 22 42 R AL AR BEAT KB DK, Lares B HEAT 32 3h 4%, SO 3k R 35 1) KB AU R 5 v &2 4 . SIMEZ2T ) 2 1)
TE A1 8 By K2 0 A S ST 300 HRLAL P 350 113 ] 2 4 4 R 2 3% T L B E A v S & R VE R Gh IRl i
PN FLES AT OR . b T S B SR A A 2 19 R G v AN A7 A0 1 S v 1Y) () S, TR bt AR 17 M T8 4R T e
T R Bl W T LB A A AR AP DR O R ML B SR R L T A 1) A BT
27 EiTEYEMAMY

i TSNP B S BRI AT 2 AN A RSB B UL, B AL B B AT B Ik, SR AL AT LA 2 £ 3
RS DL AR S AN BT 6 22 B AT IE B A% 48 00 M 5 T BT X 9 H bk 28 B2 A 5 e 1, T 8 R JUL G 4 44 v 1
2 T B RN & SO LHEAT 1 2% 0 W 428 . TR b B0 119 22 4 MR 4 U VA ek A i, 5 2SR Yl ) 1) s 42 L 1
SRARIUF A 3.

AT L M e T L 02 A ST R [ 6 4B A R 6 1) 28 2R R S AR ) 4 I AR T S AN BYY A
ML % P B R A 2 Rl 2 B (19 0 Linux, Windows £5). 24 ANy B ) 2 — AN R LML, B
H TS A AN BT S BT R H A FOL I M T L 2 e DR okt B M T LS A M ol T 1
k.

SCHR[89] 5 Yk 4% T 5 T 04k 22 4 W 4 1 @ R PE e L, TR) B B H T — R R TR B A R R S ——
VMDriver.VMDriver 38 ik P 55T (195 T 55 b Sk SE IR B2 MR 450(1) K% ) A R G b 1) SRR SO
FH A3 B S R TE SR SN BEEE 2, 0 18 SOV S0 8 Bl . (2) V8 SO S8 i i B e ) M A K B SR S LR
Al Linux A5 £ 98 3 1R 5 3K, 38 SOWCEE BA P R AR 1 g 0 28 380/ B al v, M7 S5 300 3 245 Ml B3 G R AL o
BAE RGN 2= 50 W IR 3h 5 B L & A R G BB RIR A A 6 B, 90 B2 s s T R it — 1
F 00, AT BRAIE T M0 948 2R 4 1 3 P 4k

Pl 5 3683 T VMDriver 248 S AR ZEAL . SE AR R T EAT T RN B 2 8 U S AR H Ay T 45 B
A FA AR s BT BN 5 7 R SR AR B R G AT R A TR R TR (B i 1 . FETE . 28
TE) 73 AR T AN R S BRI RRAS (1) %5 7 R A 2R 40008 SO 5 B 4N vh 25 7 B4 28 8 ) S B A X 1, KT st
AN (R TR SR 3 7 1 SR ST ARE R DL AZ BB 1 J7 2R AT 2k, A T 250 24 R Sk 39 10 o AT LR A7 458 1 M, Rk
TR g M A7 K By R S PR U o) 5 b M s K S AT L ) G . 2SR
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Fig.5 Architecture of VMDriver
5 VMDriver RZ4H

VMDriver F eI TAFFURE: ™ 2 W42 TR 2000 AN e S ALt A7 47, 0 2ol ) 2 BB SR 80 I 1 1
PRS2 R LA 2B AR G I, R AU B B o 1) S AR R AT 12 48, O 1 A (1 M A B Bl A o
P KB RR 8 P A Kt 4 TR A B M5 AR A T I SR A AR G 3L R At g Y 2 M T R ek X p g 5
FEYRB DR e T AL B 7 1R R AN = A

3 R 2

g b BUAT 1) AR 5 B e e R RO BRSO A H b R LR A (15 7 B R (O M ) B A H
i SN AD B 25 I P SR ARAS (SR MR 4%, FR A 5 AN TR 28 B 1y 22 4 T LS HEAT T AH . B IF 58 4800 B (R F 9
TAE EBAALE LRI JT AN AL

(1) BRA BT LA A AT B2 4 Ak 5, 8 5 B 17 100, P 2 A7 7 L 26 ]

IRAT R 5 A M M UM WL B R B 1 B e A ) S b R AL B — RIS AT AR EL Sl
Pz IR GRAE, I A BB T REARAE 10 2% 2. R 5 A R M L, K UDL T B % el T AR AL /b 0
Ty fi ] 55 110 LA 80 v M) 22 A Pk (HURS ,CVE I3l 040 A A H R R T 275, VMware. ESX f727E 23 MY, Xen
L74E 6 AN IR, X 545 1 2R G0 A B (00 TR R T 5 2 M 24 20 1A AL R UL B g B R UL BF B 1Y
Fefn, — B LA 22 4 ) L 5 B BUBEA BT & b0t L B S LE B0 E T S R PR e
30 K AR A BRI — AN SE B R R (B AR R R AN AR )7, T & 8 B0 w] LU R A sk o
BT HORERAE AL G0 B, EE . TR %t T B LR e K EL AT e AR B, X B 2 4 1
PV SR B A >R 00 22 A RS A7) G, 205 e B0 0 3 AR A S A M T 42 S A S FULAL T 5 AR T B R P
LA X b B Ty O B AR T AN 5 R IR

(2) A WESIATN %4 T RIS

PRA R BIF 5 AR #0520 FH R DML A B 25 S I o 22 A Th G 9] I AR AT L S ARI 43 A7 25 H Al R S
AT C G PR BAE A T KA T H X8 4 T B AR IE T R G080 e A R W g — 1%
FURRAE, LA 1 224 T RGN I B8 A R, e 28 TR R 2 e s 5 IA 24 T RETRA,
S EATAE 1 1)

AT FE T R I 22 42 M F i A7 LA — 28 ] {5 AE 45 HEAT YR A AT

(1) Hhom RN B3 B 5 1 22 Atk

TRAT L8 Mg DR A S0 2 1) A0 2 2 IR LR 5 1, AT 3 BUR U HL I B (VM escape), BT A RERLBL 15 3%
SR B, TR0 B [ —F & LR IEAb R IPL. AT, 0 T AR R LA FERS F 5 10 2 41 HyperSentry[®!
M1 HyperCheck ™15 /& 42 tH B il CPU ff) £ 48 4% B X, (system management mode, fiij F SMM)kK 5 %] kg 40 HLA
BB AT 1R IR0 7 320K 43 51N 7 R R B2 11 3 4, B0 R JOLML AR B 48 R 508 o A O 8 5K 4 0 I J2 08 0 10 4 7
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BRI, 75 B 78 43 AT 5 4] O UE K SR B35 18 54 1) 22 A k. — T R R A A R UL A8 B 28 1 vt B R AIE
HE FUHIL A T 2 S T S 0 it 5 8 1 1) T e AR AT JHG SEE B IR 0 2 85— T I, 7 A R AL 8 R B T, )
T A o S D92V AR ot e R A 0 0 A T R e, AT T L e 3 9 — Dy 1 7 A2 1 0 ) o g, 2 R4 L s R
TR R R 0 ) B 1T AN 2 LA B AR IR 45 (191 40 Web RS SCHEIIR ).

(2) T MR P25 BORVT AL HE AT SR8 1) 22 4 KU

AR RE LR B R S ERBE 100% 1) 22 4, (H A 22 4% MR 5 BE 0% WL 5% 30 1 S 10 3 41 P 3RS B, R IR AR 4
A Je WA A 5L AT DA JEHEAT U VPl E 43 A s SR B8 v 3 R R FH B 1 JR AT R B 7 (hidden Markov model,
AR HMM) KX BT T 05 HEAT AR ARG DA 130 78 1 UL v ST R B vh B M B2 38 AT 1 e BUHLIR S R A2 )
AR (BN . B 45 FE A 55, 1 B K I A 4308 B A A8 PR S IA 1 22 4 AU DFAl R 20 24 42 1 X AH
X RGAE (1) 2R G0 R AS I W 8 BRI JF AN I & T R PO U S BRI IR 0, o5 2 e 3 1 B SR 0 AT ) R AU o SR
HaHEAT 224 RS VPATT, I D I F R 4004 e AR B 1 S 1 A 4

(3) HMA A LTHIME

ARG N O TR RGN 2 et R E AR T KERNZ A TR AR RS 5T
AL B 28 AT DS b M 5 R AU 1) N IS AT IR AR T M S BT R 28 SR B A5 B2 kil iR AL 4
11224 T B TVE AR . R, O T B R A I 2 4 TH A TR 2 e GRS WA %
A TR AT S Rl — D 1 R R SOV ke S T I G 1 S Dy R R S RN R e A T 4
PV PR R 2 0, AT A8 22 4 T H T o R AR A8 SR T RE R S 0565 53— 1l i UMK B 45 22 T A
iR T AN BE T8, O T 22 A M 45 B AT B ORI SE I ANEL AIE 903 W5 S 2% JE A TE UM B 4 i A R Ge 0T
B 2 ) HEAT 55 AL

(4) &R T b B

2 T S SSIYE Sy — i () o S AR RN 5 1A P 3R VR 0 M R T AT 9 R O 2 R S AR A R
(cloud service provider,{&#% CSP)¥ 4 MR 2 /= 75 3Rk o FL 90 U5 23 BO AN PR S50 &, AT S0 BR T 2 FH - I SR A4 A
FRAEYEY 1) TT A R A B A 2 v 1 0 R I R RIS B F P R R L TE = S T BT N
SR B 22 4 WP WU A e B2 N T 2 & — D5 1, HH T 2 SR S [ A0 il 45 28 OO 4 i 1
Bz 45 (software as a service, fij #X SaaS)- 1 & Bl Ik 45 (platform as a service, i #x PaaS)~ 4844 Bl I 45 (infrastructure
as a service, & FX 1aaS), 75 ZEHF 7T & % AS [ 1) i 25 28 AL Skt SR 2 A W 438 (1) J5 40, — O T, B T 5 & R gt
=M P REIR S T &A= P TR RGBT RS2 T 2 J5 0 I I AE @ R BN T 24 s i A o
T BTN & T 2R Ge PR B S A (0 22 4 W 48, O — 5 T B T 2 B P R0 A P B 5 R 350 28 7 2 o 3L b v
et = H P B BRFAE B I R T BOAS R ORI == e 55 42 114 75 A2 75 R (1t 7R o 1) A 45 o o B 57 W = L
A N B AAE B, DA S 2 v 1R 2 P 2 7 0 LAt nE 3 18 2 P R ks TR G, 75 BT 5 AT ORAIE = °F & M 4%
15 B A TR R ) {5 1k A R VR L — R TR 2w A AT T R IR S5 BRI R AN = B P 8w A 58 = R 2 s 11 IR
G- UEAT A RN M AR PR T M = & I 2 RPRASE B DU iG55 =07 TEM DG R:1) Bl ikE
JORSS IS AT RS (1 QIR S5 AT M BEUR . N ERIRES55);2) B i vy LAR I ) 4 J5) 1) e 28 45 S AT QI 43 4T, A
M S R~ 6 P rT e I B, N T 3 i Rk 45 = P I B R T 5 2, P & b e 4 i i B BRI
S E IS T 5

4 HRE

AR R, HE T AL 10 22 I TR AR A M NAR GLI  BE SCpF e B g . A R
53Ty e PR AN . WA IR ST A A T TR 2 4 I AR T T AT ST BIR, SUAZ e R AR R
REAUBLE BE8S 1) R AR OR S B RE b 22 4 D) R A R AU B 2 RO 1 1, 22 4 T RUHs & SO st R4 LA AR
10, BT PRI 58 AR A2 R FOUBL AT B 8 A0 B ISR 2 4 ), 7 52 s N 224 v A7 1 [ B ) IO 75 2225 FR 5 LA
ZA T RIS ASCUY T BT TARIA L Z A, RN Fig T ARRBIETT IR R Rt 4
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Bt AR AT R AR ARG T SCR AR AT, R SR BB IR S5 T FEEOR S R G
RS S MR LS A U S0 1 8 T RS 58 5 (SCTS&CGCL) I S il AT i) 2 3 s S
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