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Code Obfuscation Based on Instructions Swapping

PAN Yan, ZHU Yue-Fei, LIN Wei

(State Key Laboratory of Mathematical Engineering and Advanced Computing, Zhengzhou 450001, China)

Abstract: The program is a sequence of instructions in a certain order, and the permutation and combinations of instructions constitute
the ever-changing program semantics. Although reordering instructions usually changes the program semantics, it is possible to swap
adjacent instruction sequences without changing the program semantics via analyzing the relative independence of adjacent instruction
sequences. Instructions swapping increases the distance of instructions and change characteristics of the program, which raises the cost of
reverse analysis to a certain extent. Sufficient conditions of instructions swapping are proven by the improvement of the formal definition
of the program, upon which the randomize method of instructions reordering based on simulated annealing is proposed in the study.
Furthermore, a prototype of I1S-VMP (virtual machine protection system based on instructions reordering) is implemented. In addition, the
experiments are carried out with a set of encryption algorithms. Experiment results show that instruction reordering is effective and
applicable for anti-reversing.
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IS FH 1 3 AR Y 3 5 v b Wroblewski 2 HY T 154 15 154 R B L (0 BARP (L EL S I FE 0 S HER
U UER; Birrer 25 N$RH T3 TR P12 AR RS IR 5 05 B AR D B 1) 43 i 8 AN FR 4 v B 305 LB LIT 6L 2 A
FEA BB b R A b ik 2 AR A U0 0 AR I B, 7 TR S B i 4 L TG 4 PRk (1) jmp. A2
JEM A BkEL call SRR 4 7 B, BRSO BE 56 W 3 i) 43 A A D2 1R 2 48 AR BE S B 34030 1m) 43 47 T B AR
J&,Ollydbg 45 T . [¥] Trace ) B8 A5 8¢ 1f My ids JSU AT SRR, 4 Bhadh 1) A B2 HEAT 23 B 36 v 48 4 130 271 28 4t (1 JE AR
2 AR P AR R AT R G Ak 43 AT 5 SO, BT 2 2012 4F, z0mbie 32 H T AL T X86 454 B I 4 4R MK
FFRT XDE [ % 5| % 50 HT X86 $54 II% G A, I 1) AR T AHAR 48 4 A8 4 1) 45 4R (R AN 8 58 38 T UE AR

PAERR T 2 tH A A B TE 21 7 B S IR £ R 7 3 SOAS ) AR Vv B TR O K i & e . BLP . I
S SRS TR 3 A ) P 0 S AR SR HE A L A 8 o A — e ) 3 A 48 E A T8 T (R e A AT SR TR
W RIRTR T, 0 T X AR G 30 4 BLIT 75 AR SCH AR S8 7 R 0 ARAE 11 43 L7 X86 T 417 41 it A7AE ¥R 43 Bk ST
()45 4 BRI B R T AT H R HR A, RIVAH AR 1 s 4 T )5 A 5% w7 108 S, 0 BE 5 82 7 4 5 T I 5 g 1R A 4 1%
PRAGAH OG0 I 1R AR He 45 4 LTI i MK AH AR 45 4 FE 2538 O, th BV Id 4 B 2y 25 12 4R

AT Wroblewski #4 BTHEHLLE R 1978 XAk 5@ XIFT DAt 1R UEAH I HE 4 P 51 A8 4 18 78 40 4 A5 7
I3HT X86 FEAMFEAN Lkt XDE [I4n 515, S8 T AH SR i 2 A8 4 78 73 4% 1 11 40 07 [R] 1, LASE A Bl g (19 45 4
JPA R et G SEBLT $8 4 BLF S AF 154 O AR ) 1R AR AT B AT RE AL, L AR 5 KRR 4 b R 5 SRR RR 1
ZE ek k2P AR A BLT IR B N TR AN LACHE GR35 BR T ke SR A R e 503E AT BEAL LT, 3 i
BEALE, LU A LAl e v, 9F S50 T ek B B ML AR 3 R 48 1S-VMP(VM-based protection with instructions
swapping).

AT T EEDTERAE T

(1) 33k Wroblewski 42 Hi 1F B 3Ab & S8 UEAH AR 38 4 7 71 A 4 1) 78 43 4 1

(2) ot XDE il w514, R A BEHL AL Sk SEELSE A He Y (K148 4 6L 7 10 Ik 52 50 50 0F L T AT M S AUR,

RIS e SR AL T —FF ¥ B B AL SIS
(3) X R LI M B o B AT 8 4 LT, S I R R S (R R 3 0 TR LR B R R K B AL R
b A IR T H AT AT PR R G o AT R

1 HxIE

TR B R A L3 00 J7 2% 32 B 0 YRR VR AR — AR A YR 6 T AR AR R 2 SRR AL e LSRR 1, 8 T 5
T by S BT e 5 VRV 1) SR A T3 BE 2 MUKERS g B T b AR R AH b T3 ) AT B R K TR R E,
A 43 A 5 T AR VR ¥ B2 2800 DROK AR B SOULA R CR A AR f) H IR, A AR A R 4P N T — A8 1B B, 4R
BN R R AR KRR SR T ETT ).

BRI R Y R G S0k PE SO RIC 40 X86 H54-, I A #EHL H A5 $8 4 (KeyCode) /751, 1Mt i 44 H
BRI Gt 4 I % ¥ 5l - 17 S (ByteCode). 55 ¥ 2 J5 PE SO A B AR 3P AR AT 1) 1E A48 AT 75 0 i SOUD LA 8 2 o) 25
O FARRE AT, DR A KB ML S22 N IR AE PE SCARI), B IR Bk R . 3l $5 2 1 )% 35 (dispatcher) . 15 i Al
REBLFE 4 A RE 2R B (handler), 5 R ER 44 R fe & A3 Sl F .

o HixrTe4: HARTe 4 A R AR T R B LR X86 454 T4,

o T BN ARG E L —EIR AW U TR 474

o JRAARA R R G H TR IS Y X86 i 4T A,

o FEAUTR A VA FE AR U R R AR MR iR B BT AR

o BRELER R AUAR A MR R AL IR R R R OR

o BN EFC(VMcontext): F TAAEELSE AT RS . ML A7 38 . BRI R 45 .

ERNLRT PR 1 s, ARG ob B,

Step 1. PR3 P A il SDK #5711 KeyCode;
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Step2. ¥ KeyCode ¥4k ByteCode;

Step 3. Fy3t: Handler 454 Fligk i 2 ;

Step 4. EHATIATREF MK VMContext,ByteCode,Handlers, Dispatcher 5744 s 17 50N 45 45 5 —
T, 4E KeyCode $5-4 4L 378 57 A A4,

FERAP TR KeyCode ByteCode Handler %5
Bt
. 7 Handlerl
% 1 # e
i W ZE/—L7 Handle®
Yit Mov ebx,ecx 1t 1300db0ala -~ , Handles
N andlel
S L e d B e /
7 N\ | e
Moveax, ebx 18 00ef3d2c [/
4 Handlei5
Handle6

i

|

| N VMContext1 Dispatcher-1

: B AR + ByteCode Handlers
|

|

|

VMContexti Dispatcheri

TRAP G R

Fig.1 Mechanism of VM-based code protection
K1 By DR B

Wt 390 1) 0 W AN KD A e A 308 1) 93 A 38 0] R UL A PR bR B F) 435 8 20 A RESULAR S DR B th %
T O T B T 16 SR TN B3R A A G AR A T I B R 5 RE L DLAR A (R B AR SEAT il 42 26
i N I BT T SO TR I 51 %) Handler JEAT 800 SR A, O HOHE U0 4514 1) 52 44 1T, Sebastian 45 A\ 42
VR IR RE PPN (1 23 SR A LA OR A5 5 0T 1 o FE Y, i %45 AR5 Handller 384728 K ) 43 RIBEHL L
J7 000, S WY 2 A S A G B St RE DAL S 4 17 91 5 0 0 9 2 BRI A2 e e R X He AW 1 e 0056 4 R 4
T SR A — s L s T GRS 1 £
BRIt 2 A0 TN 3 T AU DRI BOR I Sk, 32 R BEALAG . 2h 252 FEAL ID AR F T RSP LAC S,
PRIPEAR, W Lo A D R A TR A B, T A4
(1) Handler Z AL RITIAUI TolE T8 SCAEA A5 5 15 2 A AN RIME G SCEEA 1) Handler 7571, ok 4
5822 handler J7 51 [ (1) 22 5V, 18 oL B AL 26 o 10 DA SR SR B B s 4223,
(2)  HEALRF A7 A 2 ARG AL ] 22 A R AL 2 A 2 AR B AN BRI P05 47 4 19 T ML 37 47 4% 1 50 R 8 K Mo
o3 e
() TEAIRBEHUA AT PRI IS FT L 515 B 5 92 e o K PR 0F I 5 38 A A5 AN [ 1) B 7 e P v 7 Y B
SUAS TR FE K Bk 3 1 3 47 s i 9290,
(4) U EE S 2 RG] 2 A R AUHL U B2 2% R 5 — AOO PR T4 2 S5 M9 7 D I A G4 5 i s MR 5 R 2
i,
A SCRTSEHE AL 1R 95 4L, -5 L BE LA A 325 In 21 Handler 143 AT 6 M it/ 20k 2 73 4 ) — A
REAUMLACHE DRAP 2R S8R 57 IOAN T B 6 T3 A 1) 206 38 0 AR

2 BEFIRImAYEAIEIL

X86 HM T I REF It X86 54 H (1454 M IR e 41, T A8 T3 AL IR & P SR I T AN IR R R PP i
SCACHD I3 RIE 1L 357 PP 0 . LY 2K A Se L5 U 0 A P A 1) 11 ¥ SC AR SO i 6F AR e () 917 4 Bk
AT I AT AEAL AR SR OG0T DR F55 J S R P 8 S, 889 00 P 51 F) 22 S5t A VA0 3 415 2 PP 91 A8 e ) 55
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R, S AR O E X
2.1 EXEX
Wroblewski #7751 R 40 4 (01 Ak s 2 e a0 iz SURE I B0 2 SCAE A A8, sRd 1R K
UL ESERRARIL TS Loh T A M A IE T X86 R SR A IR HIE A SO I w SLIAMESE /N X86 &
S8, JF d e ss AR R MTE AL E X 8 B AH G836 1 02 %08 O A T B i AH 5G4 5
Table 1 Description of used notation

R1 fPoHIcE

(i 45 E X
KEF 6} w X86 75 M (27 A28 (H . W AEE IS
KE H B S S=WixWox ... xWiy, 75 A7 e H A7 (H 4R 5 14 B HRIR 5 2 )
NG R AT BE v ) i veS, BEA S TiIT
INE TR+ AR v; FEANN 41 5 vy (58§ AN
x WixW, WRRIZH
a a iR ) v R E B TR
KEFEH(..) 1(v) N 4E 1) 5 v £ 84 | AT IS 4 3050 N 4 i) &
KE 7B+ AR 141, B2 H L BRI 12(14(v))
Ay | V1ivz B 70NN Y A A vy =g, S T kilivf =vE AV % V)

211 EathE X

X86 A 5 AL S - AR B R B R AR R i ) — R ST SRR Tl kR A AT b B R
GEAT A DB L% 0 AN BE 2R O HR 4 5 80 R, mT DUHEAT Gn T e X

EX 2 1GTHEHURRZEH A(1,S)). 7EHHEHUARZEM AQS) T 1={I1,,.. WA TR A A, 38 452 Fr o Wb
1:5—8, H 1, S={(v V2, ... VNV e W, ... WNe W F=WixWox ... xWy & Vi V2 . vN BT i) BEAEF4 % 1R) 1r) 4% [

EX 22(18F P). FF P 2RI FES WM P ={, 1, |1, e 13 B P =1, |1, |...]1, HIFE
PP AEAEBS L -1 -1 S > S,

ARICH,S AR AR BT A A0 5 0 (¥ 06 G A8 KD 1) 52 ) SRR 6 G 25 ) AL B BT T B AR . AR AR
FERR AP AZ 5| bR &5 LA X86 14 2 ZL A4 11 32 47 Fig 4 49, L5 4 2% (] B 2y SSEAXXEBXXECXXEDXXESIXEDIx
ESPxEBPxflagsxmemory, & — /> 10 4 [q] 15 %% 7).

EX 23N RZE Si(P)). HANX G AW Z—BAFET P HeAE AR sl 52000 i1 % 5 04 1k 12 2% 1], 1
A Si(P)=VixVox...xVy, 2,

W, ifv o, (1) £ 1) v I(v) =)
V. = Vp =VpeS k=i .
{a}, otherwise

MRS | AN EADRT P PUTIE R T A G = S R AR SR s
ANEE WU Ay JEAE g N6} G2 W) 228, 5 U A % o i AN TR ZE 1), B 5 { e

TE X 2.4(%0 3T R 18] So(P)). % H X B 28 (]2 — BUAR /7 P AT 5 SE A B 5 N IR BT 0 4,184 So(P)=V1x
Vox...xVy, H 11,

. {W if Vs (104) # )
{a}, otherwise
TUREE T A2 IR NS A D, DU kg LR B HH 0 5 2 [ o R AN E .
Bl 2. 2R BT FHLIRPIR S 23 (B A S=WyxWoxWa, B ¥ — BERE 7 5 I B4 :
P:(vE V2 V)= (v v VR,
Hr vt e Wi, V2 € Wa,v® e Wa. B BRI, 1T LAA B2 R 3% 1A i N8 2 4% )R 1 0 2%
S|(P)=W1xW,x{a},So(P)=Wix{a}x{a}.
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AR L3 5 SRR O A 4R A I T LAAS B4R 2 R 5 A\ a0 H 6 525 (R A SORs z0mbie $i2 H () X86 $i74
(R0 GAEBEATAE 1IE, T (13 B0 G () A0 5 45 R L3R 2.X86 15 2 H I DD e T LA4y W AR 5T, 1B RIs .
HliAeil . B, B . BLETEH. PRI TR ASCR G 3 JAR- WL RFRR 2, JLH A/ 0]
% 75 [0] 45 J3 EAXXEBXXECXXEDXESIXxEDIXESPxEBPxflagsxmemory.

Table 2 Input context and output context of commonly used X86 instructions

F 2 W X86 H54 I AN X G )R i H 5 i)
54 ity 3 % =5 ) LIRASSE Sl
nop %] 6}
mov R1, R2 R1 R2
cmp R1, R2 flags R1xR2
add R1, R2 R1xflags R1xR2
xchg R1, [R2] R1xmemory R1xR2xmemory
push R1 ESPxmemory R1
pop R1 ESPxR1 memory
rep lods ESIxEAXxECXxflags flagsxmemory
rep stos EDIxECXxmemoryxflags EAXxflags
rep cmps ESIXxEDIxECXxmemoryxflags memory

212 XIZA A ERAR
h T A MR Y 5 4R A IR N0 G2 IR O R I G R, 1 58 8 U R 3R 28, Z=HE.
FEX 2.5 R EBIFF). B S A Sy PN G 7% 1], T 7% 6] 1 I AT 30 S1US,=VixVox.. x Vi, Heth,
Y _{Wi' if A, s ves, (v; €W, v vy eW)
{a}, otherwise
EX 2.6(XFRZTBAIAZ). B Sq Al Sy A2 ARG 8], WIRE 5245 7] 1) A8 AT AR A8 S1mS,=VixVox. .. xVy, HiHr,
W, if A, g s, (v €W, AV; €W)
- {{a}, otherwise '
[ I 01 %o 5 23 1) 1R A8 5 X 28 ) IR L S &R
EX 2N(MREEAEE). MR FN A SR ES S, 1AM S1c5,65:1NnS,=S;.
EX 28X RETBEIZE). SR A H 2 RN R G 125,108 S1-S,=VixVox... xVy, HHr,
W, iF A, g s, i #aAv,=a)
- {{a}, otherwise :
N T AET AR AR A { o} H A R RS BT R A P oWi=W { adnWi={ o} Wi—{ a}=W;.
BT 2.1, AR S1=VaxViax... xVy 8, S22V 1xVa ox... x Vo, AT :
S;U S, = (Vi1 WV, 1) x (Vy, UV, ) xx (V y UV, ),
S1M S, = (Vs NVop) X (Vip V) X x (Vg NV )
EIR 2.1, LB REIT P=Py|Py, & BUR T UM AXT S50 239000 Si(P1),Si(Po). it X %27 18] 2 So(P1),So(P2),
VU J 11 0 N 0] 5 2% i) 2y
Si(P)=(S1(P2)—So(P1))USi(P1).
TERR 2.2, 458 TRIT P=Py|P,, B B R 7 (1% H X B 75 (0] 24 So(P1),So(P2), JUIFE 1 i Hh T 5 2% 1] ok
So(P)=So(P1)wSo(P2).
BRI, 2 Py, P [R] I S 8 A It B P=1g |1y, R 7 10 4\ 1 HH o 52 25 1) 4 33l A
Si(P)=(S, (1) = So (1) w S, (Iy),
SO(P) = SO(Il) o So(lz)-
8 A SCHR[2] A 1R W 45 Fi 2 1 4 N L LE R 5% 1)
Bl 2. 248 Be— AT EHLRR A T R S= W xWoxWax W, 7 45 F5 4 1) BRI 43 531 2
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I (v V2 Ve ) > (VA VR vE VY,

I (v V2 Ve V) > (Vv v VR v,
Ferp vt e W, V2 e Wy, v3 e Wi, v e Wi, JU 19 4 4 4 10 i A0 5225 171 4331
S, (1) =W, xW, x{a}x{a},
S, (1) ={a}x{a}xW, xW,.
N R A A A
So (1) ={a}x{a}=xW, x{a},
So(1,) ={a}xW, x{a}x{a}.
S EFRIT P=ly|ly, B B 2.1 RIS B 2.2, A3 AR)F P (WA N i xF G 23 1) 4 i Ok
S, (P) =W, xW, x{a}xW,,
So(P) ={a}=xW, xW; x{a}.
BUREF P AT SN v VoV B T VA Ve
EX 292 FEXAAR). TR AT G0 S) Ff th o % 2 6] So AH A B8 T BIFEF Py Fl Py 18 SUAH ],
SRS 3y ={X |V, V' # o} Jo ={X Voo V' % 0} JRAT A, o (A Vi =VE = A RV = RUv,)) A P

NFERF Py P iE MR AE H P=P,. 1,0, 5 Jo &£ S| 5 So 4 —Fh 7R, LUME 5 82103 5.
TP 18 SOAH ) 1) 2 2O (1 2 2 RS 8 B 2 R 77 5 | 0 4 e ARS8, U4 s (R IR 285 78 7 i 5 i
23 Bt b — 5 ARG, BIAR () V8 SCRR) A e 0 0 i SR B0 A A AH (R I At — g AR ).
EE 23(BFRBFENSFM). BUREF PP, AL R H 254 S1(P1),S1(P2),So(P1),So(P2),
A
So(R) N So(R) ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
So(R) NS, (R) ={a}x{a}x..x{a},
S, (R) N So(R) ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
WA P1p=P1|Py=P,1=P,|Py. 1 BV AH AR W B AR 7 AN 25 5| 53 — BUFR T I 52 W 14 43 22, ) B 9 38 T 5% W 1) 3 A, 1
AL W 2 AT AN Wi R 7 1 S
WA E R A

Ji(R) ={x |vags| (pl)vx #a},Jo(R) ={X |VVXESO(,31)VX *a};
3, (P) =XV, g, V" = @} Jo(R) =XV, o V' # a}-

T So(P1)NSo(P2)=So(P1)NS|(P2)=8(P1)NSo(Po)={a}x{a}x...x{a},

T Pg Rl Py, L N KT G 245 8] R HA 6F G2 205 a) A7 7] T7) oA -
S| (Plz) = (S| (Pz) - So(Pl)) o So(Pl) = S| (Pz) o Sl (Pl) = (S| (Pl) - So(Pz)) o So(Pz) = S| (le)l
So(P) = So(Poy) = Sp(R) W S (R,);

AN A Jo(P)NIo(P2)=D,Jo(P)NIi(P2)=,J1(P1)NJo(P2)=J.

3 Ay, @y, (PZ)Vlj =V} = AkeJO(Fi)PZ(Vl)k =v;.

HiE X 2.9 15 AjeJ,(Pl)qu(Pz)vlj :sz = AkeJo(Pl)Pl(Pz(Vl))k = P1(V2)k = Pz(a(vz))k-

[EEIECS Ajes, (ryos, (Pz)vlj & sz = AkEJO(PZ)Pl(PZ(Vl))k = P1(Vz)k = Pz(P1(V2))k-

R AT AjeJ.(Fi)uJ,(Pz)vlj =vj= AkeJO(H)uJO(PZ)F)]_(PZ(Vl))K =PR(v,)" = P,(R,(v,))".

MR P1,=P1|Po=P51=P,|Py.

UF WA 58 B 4 A kb, 2 T3 9 — 45 48 2 B, AT DLAS B 38 2 A8 e (9 78 3 45 A

TFIE 2438 S XM/ EMH). MBS 1L WA Mt & 23108 2 5008 Si(11),S1(12) 1 So(l),So(l2), 4n
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So () NSy (Iy) ={a}={a}x...x{a},
So (1) NS, (1) ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
S, (1) N So () ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
WA Pi=14]1,=Po=1y1,.
Bl 2.3: 018 2 T RNMATR 2952 1.=mov esieax 15 1,=add edx,ebp % AT 5 2 [A] 55 it 6F 5 22 18] 73]
KON T I E R AR A {a}):
S, (1) =eax, Sy (l,) =esi;
S, (1,) =edx, Sy (1,) =edxx flags.
RS
So () NSy (Iy) ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
So(1) NS (1) ={a}x{a}x...x{a},
S, (1) N So (1) ={a}x{a}x...x{a}.
WH Py=14|1,=Po=1y|1,.

Xor edx,edx Xor edx,edx Xor edx,edx
Pop eax :‘> Pop eax :> Pop eax
Mov esi,eax Add edx,ebp Adld ¢dx,ebp
Add edx,ebp Mov esi,eax Mov ebx,2
Mov ebx,2 Mov ebx,2 Add edx,ebx

Add edx,ebx Add edx,ebx Mov esi,eax

Fig.2 Diagram of adjacent instructions swapping
2 HARHE 2 A R B

213 i w

EH 2.3 LB 2.4 NN O 523 ) 25 B AL P v SCHA TR] ) 78 70 451 B 25 JE R -2 (RS 1 3L T
X86 fiF 2 A AR IE S AE A FURE 5 T S, T RE AL 18 AR i SUARZR I 26 AT

FIEEI X86 -4 Inydid AT AT A, DA b, 23 2 P A 4R 2 RO BRAE RS D ADD, i e G 2 T AR [F] I, 2 1
FAT I AZ IR 50, LAY 4R 2 AC# K) 78 73 45 A

FERN B OO S RN R A SCRE A 6 5225 (R 9] (¥) ADD 48 490 4 3 2K, Lk 3.

Table 3 Input context and output context of the instruction ADD
&3 ADD $5-4 1% A\ = 1)

X86 54 WS LR gl
ADD reg1,regl 13: (V1 V2 flags)— (Vv V2 f(flags, vi+vY) W, W, xflags
ADD reg1,reg2 12:(v! V2 flags)— (v +v2 V2 f(flags, v'+Vv?)) WixW,  Wixflags
ADD regl,imm  1,:(v!,v2 flags)—(v'+imm V2 f(flags,v'+imm)) W, W, xflags

FErh BB F A R T A7 98 I WS 56 2 H i3 2 TR B S 1)
|1, (vh V2, flags) — (Vi + v +v2 V2, f(flags, V! + V! +v?)),
1|1, (Vi V23 flags) — (Vi + V2 + v +v2 V2, f(flags, vt + V2 + v +v2)).
Iy 5 1 JE AN REAT He1.7 :
I, |1y (v',v?, flags) — (V' +v2 +imm,v?, f (flags,v* +v® +imm)),
L] 1, (v',v?, flags) — (v' +vZ +imm,v?, f (flags,v! +v? +imm)).
Iy 55 1g S AT A 4 (00 TRV 0o 5 Da I 5 1 S P A8 400 (19 [A] BN INC 454 /2 ADD reg,imm (¥4 5475 50, 7T LA
4 ADD #i4.
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[ 3#,SUB 15 DEC fi5 4t A2 [FIAF I 12k It

T3 1 2R84 5550 3 804 0% AN H R G 23 1) 4% A A ), R Ak b 2 45 5 X86 Fi 4 ¥ B A A i3 47 4 M.
RT3 s 1 K354 ADDL S 2 24548 ADD2,% 3 K454 4 ADD3 %t T SUB f54, [AFEE X
SUBL,SUB2 & SUB3, I ADD1 5 ADD2 [fJ[X 4> 424 SicSo; i ADD1 5 ADD3 [#[X 43 4 11 J 5 A 65, 45 X86
$54 7, ADD1 (341 5% Y5 24 0x00~0x05,ADD3 441 ity [F] 4 0x80~0x83.

M REHE, 5. a8 52 g & A A AT — e e a8t B H e s 0 5
10 5 % LT 1 B, IR AN T B n ek g 2 BEAT 43 28 A o 5 4% IR AH [R] ) AND 45 4 5k OR 454 7] LU e
2.1.4 1RAITHIHE

K T iR $e A B 5 84T 1 25 5 A5 %7 B B 28 (Hamming distance), 45 Hi #8477 B0 85 11 5 .

EX 2.10(#E L FHIEER). W P h— X86 84 M i AL |l I, £ 842 FLF e 2 #5108 Py
L Ll 1 B i, i 2 18] n (NP HE, HA AL Pa=Pa(vi)=vo, I HE4 P 41

D(a,Pz)—&j;—').

F84 7 B A 13 I oA 3k B 25 P 4 o {ELAE S F b iR e 22 S v SR N AE T 2 R FR R R S bR Wi G 84
J A (5 25, 0 a0 SR GG R N A 1-2-3, &1 IR R A AN 3-2-1 5 3-1-2,35 FH B 125 160 240 B4R A 1l e A v,
A R P AN 3 51 EL A A [R] 1) 2 S 5 Y AR D 8 3 100 S i (A o 8 b v, DDA A 2 4] 3-2-1 45 TR I 4 ) 2 e
B, JK T R A S B,
3 BSEFRERLZE
A I IR B TR A FEAR e A I IO 45 S IR IE 2 A D B — B A 4R A TR i N T L 5
2 [A)BEAT 23 A, DL T 2 75 AT DA AT 38 4 38 e, — 2 18 i B RLIE K ST vk B KA 3R A P A1 R 2, -k e A A ok
M5
31 LKk
3 N AHAR T A28 B I ARG,
Step 1. TR SV G 5 ks Bk A QT S Y G S Y A Rt R 4 4
Step 2. XIEA Herh 5 A 7 51 1) 45 45 5 4 AT 203k f5 18 XDE 5134 drHo s . B 0 % 25 (),
Step 3. JAT KT VG 5 AL 08 1 482 2 15 ¥k L AT e 46 1F
- - SULMXDERILAI I __
|

v
il | BULER | g | AR ey et
N e A BTN e AW RS L S ey

Fig.3 Flow chart of instructions swapping
3 R K]
o Fe A A eI 78 50 4 R B 2.4 RS 2.1.3 A, b AT 4 e S

So1NSor={a}x{a}x...x{a} 1)
SoinSp={a}x{a}x...x{a} 2)
SuNSox={a}x{a}x...x{a} (3)
[1]&&[2]&&[3] 4)
S01==S02 (5)
(S01MS02)=So1 (6)

(S02nS11)=So2 )
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#define Op(1) (1.0p == ADD2 || ADD3 || SUB2 || SUB3|| INC || DEC)} -

Op(l,) & &O0p(l,) & &[5] & &[6] & &[7]

TG A A2 48 (1) 78 53 2% A 0 [4] & &[8].
32 LA FERE

h T B R AGTR IS HR A T B 00 222 ek ) AT 5 O S AR A In) R 45 8 R X86 R A T B AL I AN
P=1q[ly]... 1o, U i 45 4k O

max Z =D(R,R,)
{S.t. P= FJz(V| )= Vo.

FRH & S 2.10, %Ak 1) 2R 2 A (i, ), L0 S5 AR A FH AR SR A4 BRI 5] Py=Py, BITZ ) 78k A
LR AR AY 0] R, T LB I 3 g T AT R SR AR S LB T BE b S BT T AT R R S R KN AR SOAT R B A B
B4, 82405 Wk 40,45,50,55,60,65, 3 [J7 LK 15 AT AT iR 42 & KD, SEB BB 0 Win7 4§:4F R4, Intel(R) Core
(TM) i7-6700 CPU@3.40GHz Ab 31 35,32G W AZ. T 45 St (6] 4,/ 7 [R] 5 3t J7 1 [ B 5 8 4 S0 39 1 S HR 40
K, U A8 A BB 1 80, 38 g I 7] D) e LA AL SR

%10’ x10*
— 73 1g
— S ] ,
3t // 12
2571 / 16 %
= / o
'[(ij 2f / ] g
& / 145 @
157 / 1 E
/ s B
1 / )
Z
05¢f Z 8
0 . . . 0
40 45 50 55 60 65 70
HAH

Fig.4 Relationship diagram between the solution space and the number of instructions
K4 f#E S BRRE
FAARS3Hr 3t 7 S IR B AR 5 LA n 4484 D 2 BT 0 4 L A B P S AR A 2 1 AT 40 4 A Dy BEACHR A 5 T
JE A DR A3 T 2 35, B AR B A 1 2 3%, DRt 38 D S R N 1) 42 2% 1 ol 029 ™M) =0(2"), H i kxn 4 n
82 TP R RH ELAT i 145 B 00 T A ) 52 2% B 3t el R b T ARSI G 4 A 2 S DG P B At B4 T
AJE T O(n). AR FE > M 4 R b5 S i 45 AT &
AT AR b s DA ) R T IS 14 0 4 4 LR ) BE AT, AR SR AL S S5 1) REUAREUR 48 4 L P BEAT Bt
DAk SK il 0 B 7 48 A A8 i #2 v, LA Metropolis #EIAZWORT AR, A8 (0455 WK 4, RAR RS8R I E.
Step 1. W4tk 2% T=1,r=0.95;
Step 2. VLR 741 P o WIRA AR, v 55 H #5 i 41 D(P,P)=0;
Step3. TR T A PG T W AT S AH AL HE & LU S IR R R I R B W SR SRR AR
e, 45 AT AT 4, W AR R P(i+1), 7 5 B AR R 2022 {H AD=D(P,P(i+1))-D(P,P(i));
Step4.  EEMEKRT 0, JUEMCHE, U5 LU HTHE 2 A% R 3EAT Step 3;75 M, BL Metropolis 7 U552 #rfi:
P(i)=P(i+1), [A] P HEAT Bl T=rxT, LS TR 210 R — 4548 2 A X R kAT Step 3;
Step5.  HEIFTH IR0 HT 4R, Bl L AEFE.
X T AF U3 T I AR X SR AN A T 4 AH A0 T 1, BE A R 41 DAy W V9 4% AH AR D IR AT B 4 A1, I D 31 IR BT i T
2, RAOGFR B IR B R 2 P 51 vh g 4 B, BRI S22 2 Ol O(n); 55005 43 M i R v B 0 9 A7 48 0 AR - 30 B
o, AL H A% ) 52 2% 5 O O (). A TV B335 B A v 86 52 I 1) N 3R AR B8 e DL AE, O Dy BE0E 184 In — 5 IR B AL .



B FATHRS IO RERA T E 1787

Table 4 Description of used notation in the disorder algorithm
x4 FELELFEEA SR K

(i) Hii ik
T wIESH
r o6 ek T
Ins_len HRA IR A5
P(i) FoRMET R 2 75
P(i+1) E N Nk R
P EN LTINS
D(P,P(i)) H A b 218

3.3 MREBIBTERF

A5 HEAUHUACHS DR 10 25 AN B B, #1875 4152 L P R 3 9025 A S LA 6 R A 3 A 481, 0 g e e B804 T $i
AL I R OR3P RE A B SURH [F)ELF 810 AN [ 10 7 6 B8 A0, 389 00 T R AU LA PR (K B LR A0 3 25 4 48
I T Bk & 1 7 M i 1)

4 KBRS

4.1 BESH

R FUATLARRD LR A H I, A A ORGP S W VEAN TIN5 2% H AT, 22 AR IR S — Ak i) 5 VR B R b
KA R 5 e AN RS AR R, K 22 KT Collberg $2 1 ISR IE . JFAS . Ui A . ek thix 4 A Al
RIS S R 37 S 75 R AN S T3 4 A 5 PR 0 A RE o 9 A L 5 S AT s M

6 A LI (5% G oA AR AR B YR I 5 1) i 2 0 A AN AR DR oA o 5 R e AR A 49 5 5 )R
M3 2 PAT R BT I A Y b 55, 48 2 6L R FE A S U8 IR e dn. [RIRE, 2 8] 45 R0 I e 745, R
T4 B VR E B AR I AR 5 R 3 I 3G B8 re A, R B Bt A IRAT U BRI AR 35 T JRUn 78 7 AR
S R LTS 2 80 AR AT Ao s i) R0 22 ) f T4

JEFUATLAR TS CRAP 5 A R 3 ) 23 A7 48 P 75 IR ML OR3P B AR B0 45 0 23 B A R IOV S I, T B 1 7 b
1,41 Themida,Code Virtualizer &, &/ R ek £ 48 250k & T 50 20, B0 i B ok 55000 18 SO Ji 1845 IR Y o
LA I B R R T BE A SR 45 Handler, T 8 5 45 5 $AT 6 198 i FR9E 4 3EAT 75 o M Hrp,
B4k s 48 4k T H UL L. Guillot 32T Handler =7 k3B 40 hy S ARE 1 45 HE kG B VR 5 4, AT LUE L H
AR, RO BESIE. RS ITVER Handler 347 B 455 01 5 Fras, 7l BUG 3 4% add 3§ 4347
2k 0 5 4 BL 7 1T ek B A nT A R HE 2T AL, Wi B 6 s, SRR TR P ) add $5 4 20I8AR 15 B 4%, AR AL
J7 R I 2 TR DT IE ¥ B 204k 2 ek 8 I IR HR TR 38 00 T 18 3038 1 43 BT 1) 3

[F i, % Handler 154 77 51 EAT BEALAG T 2 8L 045 B IR AR 3 J5 727 14 Handler AN [A], 454 5 2 G2 B ML AL 3%
A BB K M B B 3 6 Handler P56 56 %0 U3 i3k — 20 G4 ek 24390 ) 40 By PR IS (1)

Add al-7Fh
Add albf
L. _Addal-70h_  _ .

XXX

Fig.5 Reduction of the add computation
Kl 5  Add #54 K25k
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Xor cdxedx Add al-7Fh

Xor edx edx

Pop ecx Xor edx edx P

Add al-7Fh Pop ecx p d(pr TI"I .
Add albl Add albl i “W !
Add al-70k Add edxcbx o adach
Add edx cbx Push edx > he d’“ %
Push edx Add al-70h ush edx

Fig.6 Effect of instructions swapping
K6 FR4ETIIER
et il Pk 508 VSRSV S T A5 DU e A B v it i N4 & 5 70 2 i (R AEADL I A0 D Il 1 i
) R B HR b 2 — T i A L7 BETE X B 6 72 e A HEAT 15 S0 BT 1 Al B3 KR 2 3 B ) 2 e i, 5 B B IRAR
fth . SEAN TR BRI A TRV TV, RN K L 1 K K e k.
4.2 HIIIE

RSS2 PRk Win7 $:4E 22 45, Intel (R) Core(TM) i7-6700 CPU@3.40GHz 4b #E4%,32G W 4%, 2 ] (o s2 4l 15
A FF4 CV HI—A Handler, LL 40 M7 46 4 BLF B RUR.

H1T CV 1 Handler J3 41K i K, 2% 18 1) i B i), A SOOI T A Handler (T 40 46484 J8 TNk
A 5t 40 4352 AT IR A BLTF IR B 2k, Hodh 18 7(a) B b i i BeyondCompare T 5 46} LRV B 5 152 541
2 5, oh P AT PR 2 R A1 28 UK A0 — L R 2 BEAT T 1R 2 S0 a4

2 1 mov ecx, ebp G 1 add esi, 26h
L 2 mow cbx, cbp |_
i mov edi, ebp 2 mov edi, ebp
= 4 add esi, 28h =
: add edi, Grh 3 add edi, 6rh
& mow dword ptr [edi], @ 4 mow dword ptr [edi], @
=uh edl, eaw 5 =suh edi, eax
5 xor edx, 488h 8 xor edx, 48ah
= Qa7 mov cbx, ecbp
5 add eax, 2eh 2 add eax, 24h
o add ehx, 17h 4 add ehx, 17h
=11 mov word ptr [ebx]. © =1
12 mow chx, 1 |_
12 sub edi, esi 10 sub edi, esi
4 sub edx, vax sub edx, eax
=15 mow edx, edx -
18 mow edi, esi 12 mov edi, eci
Ca mow word ptr [ehx], @
7 and edi, 1Fh 4 and edi, 1Fh
esi, ebp 15 mov esi, ebp
eci, Bbh 18 add egi, geh
erx, 73h <
dword ptr [esi], @ 17T mov dword ptr [esi], ©
406 movi s esi, N9 LR fE 154 7 41 B
word ptr [ecx], @ |_ 19 mov edx, edx 20 T T T
eox, ebp 20 mov eox, ehp — —E FHTE 4
esi, @ 21 add ecx, 73h BN
edx, esi 22 sub edx, esi 15 RRCECRSE
Cavi mow phw, 1
| 28 mov word ptr [ecx], @
2% and esi, 1 25 and esi, 1
=27 add edx, 48eh =
& add edx, edi M add edw, edi
> Qi mov ecx, chp
28 add edx, 40@h
ecx, bih 2 add ecx, bih - -
dword plr [ecx], @
3 edx, cax 3 add edx, cax
> Q1 mov dword ptr [ecx], @
and edi, FFFFFFFFh = and edi, TFFFFFFFh
3 mow edx, ebp 3 mov edx, ebp -10 : : :
= add cdx, SEh P34 add edx, 3Eh 0 10 20 30 40
(a) BC compare (b) MATLAB R2016a

Fig.7 Comparison of instruction sequences
7 R FAI R
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HIP 7(b) AT %0, 8 2) 952 5 JSURTR 2 e S K A7 B ET B B0 I eE 1 SRS e B 2% 20 KR4,
TRV AT (K352 P FU B B O 17.8, LLIEE [ 3 M 87 (10 A JBE R b, 1 BEAR 2 P 41 L 2 1 SUAN R 3R 2 7 571

(7 IR AR SCR AT B8 4 L 302 AE DR AIE R B B DU O AT 82 1 38 n 77— 5 R BE ML A 45 17— Bedg 2 7 41
B LR, 4 A BRI VE 75 2 ) 45 AN A ), 18] 8 Bs 45 I 4 2 7 1 RE SE OR BE 4 i 25
AL 5 4R 4 1 51 A A

— ~ELFHTE S
157 | R e EE R

20

107

-10 ¢

-15

0 10 20 30 40
Fig.8 Comparison of effect of different instructions swapping
K8 Z 44 AL RN LK

S R TR A BRSO A L RO, T AR YR SR R D 5 B 2 AR e 23 BTN B ) A
HEAT 12 15 0 2023 S U By IDA 1 B4k 43 BT 1) T HL 6 4 LT i BORR I AT LA, A0 T H8 4 BL R 3L
1) 73 BT B RBCR.

A MD5.exe(br#E (1] MD5 1% A AT 5 7) A i N, 225 8 4 L P 5070242 Ji MD5-1S.exe, i By IDA T H 4y
Hr MD5-1S.exe #1%: T MD5.exe Z K HIE B 2045 2 ALF B 20 T, MDS exe $E47 10 130 45914 iF AU, 3L HEAT T
1027 RFE2 A R, 552 ¥E R 0 0.3 %t 4 MD5-1S.exe.

Pl 9 J& MD5String Bi# 3T IDA & UG PR A5, 28 1 15 8L 7 J5 1 o B2 2 DL K &4 23 KIS B
2% DIR[0y 43 A 7 140340 o 2. 175 L SHA L exe (b vEFK) SHAL i S0 AT FEFP) R i AN IR IDA 1) e 4 1
haext SHAL-GO iR St b AT IE JR BE AR v FE AR Y CH+I5ACRT A [R], 36 T35 1) 43 A7 25 (19 5 4 ARG AKX (¥ 3
Bl xS T+ SHAL-1S exe, S 2 1 2y BE WU AN BE AT, 0 I G AR5 T0 i HEAT 6 k.

__int64_cdecl sub_402900(char*Str) __int64_cdecl MD5String(char*string)

{ {
int vy /ledx@1 int vy; /ledx@1
__int64 v2; //ST04_8@7 __int64 vy; //ST04_8@7
char vy; /l[sp+Ch][bp-16Ch]@1 char vy; /I[sp+Ch] [bp-16Ch]@1
char*vs; /I[sp+10h][bp-168h]@1 char*vs; /I[sp+10h] [bp-168h]@1
inti; //[sp+DCh] [bp-9Ch]@1 inti; //[sp+DCh] [bp-9Ch]@1
size_tvy; //[sp+E8h] [bp-90h]@1 unsigned int len;
void*vg; //[sp+F4h] [bp-84h]@1 char*outputi;
char vo[24]; char digest[24];
char vyo; /I[sp+118h][bp-60h]@1 _MD5_CTX context;
unsigned int vyy; unsigned int vyy;
int savedregs; int savedregs; /I[sp+178h][bp+0h]@1
memset(&V4,0xCCu,0x16Cu); memset(&v,,0xCCu,0x16Cu);
vii=(unsigned int)&savedregs™__security_cookie; vii=(unsigned int)&savedregs™__security_cookie;
vs=unknown_libname_1(0x20u); vs=(char*)operator new[](0x20u);
Vg=Vs; outputl=vs;
v7=strlen(Str); len=strlen(string);
sub_402860(&V1o); MDO5Init(&context);
sub_403C20(&v1o,Str,v7); MD5Update(&context,string,len);
sub_402740(vg,&V1); MD5Final(digest,&context);

} }

(a) MD5-1S.exe (b) MD5.exe

Fig.9 Pseudocode view of IDA
El9 IDA DhfRiL e O
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43 TMERES R

H 384 AL IR R S R RS TR B AR Rl A SCR B fil & 7 v 3 45 4% Handler MEAT4R4-8LF,
6B R4 My-VMP [ 5EAE FSEEL IS-VMP 2R 40 SeB BR8] b IR FH 90 06 FH T 7 v 16D o 85
MD4,MD5 5 SHAL Jyllsl 4, W38 5.78 [ (Y 52 30 BR AR, X6 ik 52491 43 ) F 7 4Kk £ Code Virtualizer
(CV),VMProtect B & IS-VMP R 0r . Hr:CV WA 5 2 2.2.1.0, 48 I i FESUHLZR AL 05 Tiger32 White; VMP hit
Al 2.13.8, K H B O B SR AT M AUNLAR Y. 2R 6 S ORYAT IS U R/NVE G, 2R 7 A R ETS KeyCode i
AT I AL AR A B T RBAAT N ) A7 I AN [R), B AT IS R) 2 10 X B AT IF R) 1 P 34 (5. L v My VMP 55
IS-VMP [} R AITET R ERlE T 8487 Hk.

Table 5 Test case description
F5

MAFE P AR B R KeyCode {1E4 %  KeyCode 4T N [al/us
MD4.exe MD4_update, I 7447 K JE 4 10 1196 0.6
MD5.exe  MD5_Transform, il 7445 &3 K & 2 10 1333 1.8
SHA1.exe E BRI A AT R AN 10 34 6.0

Table 6 Comparison of file size
F 6 IRyHTE SR AL

. 4 b )5 (KB)

BRI RIIIKB) — o UMPa138 My VMP  IS-VMP
MD4.exe 26 372 49 148 148
MD5.exe 41 406 65 173 173
SHAL.exe 22 288 34 37 36

Table 7 Comparison of exection time
R 7 RYHTE KeyCode 1T I A4k

, S e {475 (us)

BRGHAE RIS~y UMP2.138 My-VMP  IS-VMP
MD4.exe 06 10655 245.1 903.7 807.0
MD5.exe 18 1010 295.7 829.6 805.7
SHAL.exe 6.0 116.9 311 28.9 29.9

AT S TN T M BB AN [ 75 9 2 TRV 22530, 4n P10 TR,

TRAPTHT 5 SRR AE 14771 5 KeyCode i AT I 1] A4k
400} . i 1000 [ 0 Tt
] Fdcv
VMP 800
~ 300 F AMyVMP ~
@ E&lIS-vMP \% 600
—, 200 =
_R & 400
100 200
0 l: Z 0 ﬂm
MD5 SHA1 MD4 MD5 SHA1
(a) (b)
Fig.10 Performance of IS-VMP
10 IS-VMP T REDIA 25 3
ok T 4,

e IS-VMP 575 FARS #AL I 1) %) bl 2K B 451 55 B TR) R4 #f AL 7E CV 5 VMProtect 7 3% 2 [A];
e IS-VMP 5 MyVMP [k 1) % Lol & 484603 51305 B2 AK Ee 4] 5 1) 1) P8 JU-F- A28 1 HS 48 10 S 4
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B 1S-VMP ZEARFTIE i 23 B 55 T BR B 2 10 56 56 iR B8 RAT — 8 AR
5 RESRE

ASCHET Wroblewski £ i 1T AL & SO I LA 1R T A AR 2 35 51 A He 1K) 78 43 4 1 DR AE L Akl 1
R PBEAUIE K S SEBL T BEHLIE 54 L7 5%, OF LUEE AR B N B8 2 17 51 0 6 B DS B 3 o S 36 36 iE 17
VR SVA R T AT MRS A R, O AU S B S O T — ol i) B Sh A6 SEBL A T 3. TR I, 0 B AT 1) R SO LA £R 4
BRI BEHLAL L Bh 25 4 SBAE B HRE i 4 5L e 5032 N T T R e B T RSB T IS-VMP AR S8R 5 81 45
SRR L 1 RE AT R 9 A7 R R B30 B AL, EL AN n Y RE T 484

TR BL IR SE TR T A G AR TRV S0, i 1v o0 50 DA AR A B, DRl ke, L w5 149 77 1) AS (S A
H TGN B0 3 S50ORE  ASSTAR KA T 07 1) B X A 48 i 2 58 e, AR ST T SR I FR 2 AT AR 4 2 A2 # Y 78 0 4%
P ST B AEAT 5 5 22 (KU BIE L. 1) I BIF TOAH &0 44 1 51 () 2 #1005 Bt L A AR 3 16 52 s 05 St D 8 i A
EZOR T ZsENIBITIFIE P WREE I O
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