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[l AL 5% BagAmmo, B 7EE 58 415 B4 5 F I Android R PRI R 4. BAAT S, Wl 12 B, MG
FCG I, —N BT DA R os AN R ) e O 2 (B RLRE . SRR . FRALED), S EE R FCG RAMA—. 24
Wik B SR AR R, HBe i A Bl B AR A TE RIS, AT T — b 22 R Bl R I A SR, SR R AN R
FERLUASFIRLE FCG MBGE i AR, SRl 55 F AR L 2 18] 0 s S22 W A A e o A R0 A A PR 3 2 52 R 4, AT I
JHE 5 TR BRAE, fi 2 ST A T WL FEE P o K8 FH P 0T TR AR Ty

java

KR L

java.lang

java.lang.StrictMath
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java.lang.StrictMath:max()
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X
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3.3 MEEEGIFERIHTE AR (image-based attack)

B VR B 2 ST BB ST R R, ORI 2 B T A Android B P % e i G SRk A7 43 2. T ) 3 28 PG k5
HEfY) Android R RAAS I 2R GE AT ST URE AR BU I, 32 B w4 A o i) R s R AT B A

Darwaish 25 A\ B 7 BIR &0t EURSFAE O HORE A A sl B, 7255 1 B idrh, Wi 26 ) Android
R R A AR R BV BUREAIE DA — 5 1 LI S S 3P I MR AIE F; TE 38 2 B ik, B # IR T — MR E G
FAZE B AR (deep convolutional GAN)™™, | F %M B AS T 25 By 32 1) B Ak 201 PR ARRAIE, 45 L 8058 & 4
PER G RRAE 1. 12 TARAUA AR5 2 8] P S, S5 () 7002 1) 6 AT 45

Gu 25 N\ O YR T 1) B 8] B3 BT Y Android S HUREAAE i B0E. MAITHE H, 7EXS Android B &
A 0 EUS RAEREAT B B, A BT B AR 5 TR 48 MR 1) 22 SR /AN, f L TR G T e 00 5 1 gt ) . R Tk 2 )
FHHSEHLATUR 1 4% I (one-pixel attack)!™ o 38 B 20 (0 BGRFAE b mT 40 30 A o7 B HEAT A8 B 2 S0 v e
&R SN BT T BRI, R 22 40 3 A SR Vs A B LAME R AR, BRI AT S8 SOs PLRE AT . il 13
7N, TEX Android 53R I UG ARAE BEAT 18 ST, Bodi S 31 EHGRHAE A v] LAS B T R AT AN 520 APK 384T
WAL E (RIS A s DX 4, B S ) S5 3% B0t 5 BB ARHEEAT P30, | TIESUE 1) DEX SCHHE FE AN L 3k
FRMIR IR ARG B, Bk #E 1B DEX SIS 2, bl 5 B84 T A RN APK ST
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ik, %140, Demontis 25 A P2 H 48 Android V8 T B DexGuard K SZHw iR ATt . Li 25 A PR L 45 T
i FEREEL S T AR RIE X — R ENFHE I Bt 7. AT AR IRE X R B 7 LB A — e B I, SRR
KRB,

He 25 N MR 7 —Fh 2 AR 0 HORE A AR i B3 AdvDroidZero. A 1B B A< &1 Android S 2 2 6 52 75
R BIRRAE, NI R3] R, #43E — SR A BT RBNARRE SR &, O T D PLah i 28 23 1], S m i ah AR sk 2R, AthAl
VAT AT IRV ARG T PRBNIE B, [FIAF, A AT T — i 0 S 18 2R 5 s R BIE 30 ol 32 43¢ 1)
R ATIEZ A Android B B BRI R AR I 51 4 _E AT PEAL, SRER A IRE W 70TV A R
35 B O£

BUA TARKIR FERKES A OALE IR 14 F, BAKII MU0 T.
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[123]

[118] — TRPOFIPPO
[116] — BB K S
[62] — i &M% 1 BFERHE
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[127] } D05
[128]
57 — G SRERE —— Hitt—

[50] — SRARILE

[50]
RAERE
[52]

BRI RTRRESE — [64]
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B 14 Bl TEMNRTLT

T[] 0-1 [ EARFAEM Android ST PUREA S vk, 32 B8 FHRAFHE A B A 5 b B (1 A Bk AT 18 0, A
L BB B B, (BRI RNk 2 7 B AN ] 00 50 2 R 2 AT A 1T R T A B X % B B A 5 —
B, RBEINZE Bodd 2 w15 20 SR I 2R A4 R AL, — BLAR sl B 2R 56 i, B AT X6 2 0 10 S0 2 S A 4
AT AW Bt 2T 8 R QI SRR A A TG 75 RS R A 5 (1 SR SR e, T Sl AR AR 2R (3R [ 5 s AR P B
BT R OR AR, SRIMIX 752 B8 2R 2 /NI PR, — B RS K, BRI 38 K KB

TE TH] [ B R0 0000 AT 6 BURE AR B s B, B0 38 A A AT 3 ek 09k, 38 i AR A 3R 31 B i
T BN B (B AR AN NI R, SR B vE TR ER BT KB, 25 5 51 B . Z I8 K,
T8 PP B S B4 H A A ek 2 AT DL AR B — AN R B, S A (7] F 20 R0 3 B kS 3 e (R P, AT e A R 1
TR R A TG T K R i B AT B AT L s

TE T 1) EHGRRAE (R B AT X HURE AR B BT, T HURE A4 AR R 3 s 78 T (] AR 25 TR P 2 e St 81 1) R 25 ()
R B R Bt R A AR B 2 7E DEX SCHE B SUR AT B8/, (ERATI A AT BRI AR4E 20U I X o = 3 1R
FEIZAT IS 5, DAL T ] P (SRR P 1) 00 2 D o B A A 45 A 2 AR oK PR 9 2

W& W FE (R EAT, B SRER 22 1) 0ok 25 AT 9T SV RTAE A RARRAIE 1) 22 0 R 5 JEAT Moy, O AFE T e i A
TR 2 E AR R FH RRAE, R AR I (0 BUh SR PUs i s

4 PRz E R EEIMFER

83 WEEDHT T Android X HUREAAE BRELEHOR LA, AT R AR T QR IX L PR Bl i 1 R TR
NJEGG APK . AN[A] T G U b B0 B B S AR AT e 3)), Android <8 S BIF FAD a) ABU2 [R) o 2 B ARG 2=
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T IAEEL, J& T Android ATk AR A URS BE5R . AR HEAT YRSl SRAR ST AR A3 i i 2258 18 ) s (R AR, 31T 0 SRV 1)
SRAFSREHEAT LIR, B SRAF 5E B B P BNHEAT )2 18] (g S L. TAESR 2.1.2 W rh A4 T A F st
T7ids, DR AT 3 B 2 AN [F] i) R ) el T A R SR BT B A SO 1) U el SR B T BUZ IR A SSORE B2 (AN [F) 7
DA REAEFEE PR AR ARORE P PRAE DA REDRSEFEE PR SRR PR K, A A DA J B B /N FE, T ARRE P2 PR ERAE A
A, s/ INRLEE FT DURE 404k B 2 A e 25 ] 15 FRoR T T s [R) e s SE BT B i 232

] [ JeEYEE
1SN — M T
i Try-CatchKﬂ Bﬁ: ,w
< LERIAL T
i =
TH B
& .
i
5 R
- HEALE DashO
B
Proguard
o ARASRE TH
Allatori

15 i) s ) gl SEEL T BLar 2K

4.1 {RRIEIEXK

SR FE G SO A BT B — A B R B, A RUEE TR DRSS SO R 0 S5 46 Th RE AN SZ s 1.
4.1.1 FHANTEAEWA (non-operation call, Nop Call)

—ANE AT AT 4R AR B2 1A) smali SCIF I A TE3 0 s A, 402 B3, log oR%%E 0N 10 IX LR B AR 1B 4T
R AR B AG APK FISAT, 1H 2 A6 I of Z0UR FH 8 s 00 R H0UR L TS eBIRRAE . — AN LAY 1) 25 bRy
5 log BARIB T unlE 16 Fior. TEE 16(a) H, 3@ MI3E 25 R 4L callee, BITTSEIL caller BRELN callee PR EXITIR
F. 72 16(b) H, @i 5 A H (invoke-static) SLFH log PR ELHIEA.

package android.os.mypack const-string p0,""

const-string p1,""

1

public class Myclass { 2 l
public static void callee() {} 3 . .
. L line 13 3
public static void caller() { 4 e . ;
allee(): 5 invoke-static {p0,p1}, 4
L\flllc‘e‘z)i ( Landroid/util/Log;->d(Ljava/lang/ 5
calieel); ; String; 6
i g Ljava/lang/String;)I 7

(a) A A (b) 4 Nlogpfi %

K16 EATCEAERH ARG

4.1.2 HEEWIBIE (opaque predicate)

P T R A (3 N S 5 (1 B A 5T 5 WA A A R B0 S e 2R vk 13X — () B RSB T
A B SRR RIEHRE T RO B R A, S T PRUESE N 1) 2R 5558 1 B 50 25 43 B BRI, RS B IR O 1
IEVRVE AT, XL S AR VT I ik TN 25 R, (RLE B 20 A ST 1) 045 7 80 25 i DA o S bR B4 A T 7 (R 38, 45
H—AMET & B AEE BB 15, W 17 Bros. B ARSI T 100 ANFENLAG /RIE R BERAE, BAX, B4 RAE
1/2'° [FREZE N false, 1R A 73 W JOVE M 8 1245 E IO BLAH, AT JE 250 if Hhad A 3RS f) 1 8.
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package com.example.mb 0
public class selfDefined { 1
public static void myfunc(){ 2
Random random=new Random(); 3
boolean result=false; 4

for (int i=0; i<100; i++){ 5
boolean randomBool=random.nextBoolean(); 6
result=result || randomBool; 7

} 8
if(result==false){ 9
calleel(); 10
callee2(); 11

12

! 13

} 14

K17 A& TE R

4.13 Try-Catch FfilF
FEFEWIEE DI T random HRHOX—HA ) R K0 FH, DA I AT i PR AEC 6 08 A% ¥ B0k 2436, Try-Catch B!
E’J%tﬂfﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁ*l'ﬂ HARSKYL, Bk # 4% Try-Catch il N B A s 80, JRA4 303X B 1) 4 8 R 5
A AE Try Bt R )5, E%&lﬂ@ﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁjﬁﬁﬁ% Ff). IR R R A T il R S AT I R (B,
ArithmeticException). %71 IAE MR W T : B8, '©7E smali SCHFHHEN T —AN R0 B ), T8 a8 g
I HIK 23 FCGy IR, 2% bR 0 T F) e A 2 30T, IIHZT%%DFJE VAR GG ThRE. IR 18 et T —
A> Try-Catch B Bis GRS, Bodi 8 i BB R W B T — NS ATIN R %53 8 TR & 2 i, 204>
FEBAT LR iy, TS 75 52 Bl aed 4 N FF) R 2, ORAIE SR 85 R T B D REAS 5

package com.example.mb 0
public class selfDefined { 1
public static void myfunc() { 2
try { 3
int[] array=new int[1]; 4
int a=array[1]; 5
calleel(); 6
callee2(); 7
8
tcatch (Exception e){ 9

10

! 11

) 12

} 13

K18 Try-Catch [ FHR 151

414 SifBGE

SR BT A o T B KR P B4 XA R A N ) BR RSO Y, R S P S 2 T B R, Zhao SN PR HY Tl
iR, SC T 2 MR O A E RS SOT R B BCR . EE R AR MIRER AL

(a) 380 & 20UR F . B SR A 1) R 20U F B G PN R R caller 5 callee, X AN R B IR B AKX R, 18
TR F R AR X W3 2 (R38N caller B callee W1 . BRI S0 Kan &l 19(a) iR, Bdi & 1E callee F10
N FLAG 215, ik FLAG 2N True JUHEAT—IR 2, #5 FLAG 4 False JWANSEM SR callee BEUTIIAAT.

(b) EEEE. BRWE KA REOR I caller 2 callee, TS b HCE T B IN A [8] BB imm, S REUAH R RZT AN
caller 3| imm, imm | callee. FLARIIEST R 19(b) FioR, X+ imm B3, TEAES LR IIN callee PRET
IS L& FLAG A3 IRFF, W FLAG N True WIEAT callee BEUTRF, I Z WHAT imm 250 R GRS, 78
caller BER, MIERXS T 5 4E callee REUNRAR, A imm E$L, 3% B FLAG N True.

(c) FNPREL. #EN R BUBE M IE — AT R T LR callee, FH1E EH IR EL caller H 8 1% 2R ORI i o5
R A 0 [R B CRAIE R B D R AN 32 s . Bk BE 20s RAn ] 19(c) Brw, @it Wi — N TR bR = R 2L callee
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(B A% bR BN 52 BOINTE ThRE), B f5 8 I 78 32 BRI 2T caller PS5 NN callee W75 BRI R] 52 1% caller 3 callee 1]
.

0

call
packageNamel classNamel retumTypel RT; }

ret k i hod bod ame int 0 returnType! tarMethod(paral, para2){ 0
clse { raw caller method body; } .. 6
1 N ’ N

inti2){ 1 varl = paral; var2 = para2; .. 1

erList2, True); 2 retur-vRek VNLitl = vRtl: inti3; i3 =il +1i2 {melhodbodyol'larMelhnd‘)
nethod body ... } 3 return VNT; } 8 return i3; } 3 return var3; }
callertf B4 imm PR BUE L callee R A 1% FiHBR I calleerf £
: 1

2.className2 returnType2 0

sturnType caller(paraList) { 0 returnType2 oneOfCaller(paraL){ ... 0
retunType2 caller(paral) { ... 0 e e er(paralist ¢ P paral){

wMethod_i(1, 1); 2 varl =vl; var2 2

: V2

3, paral.2, True 3 }

imm(paraL.3, paral.2, True) i=i+1 3 { method body of tarMethod }
) )

vtmp.rt2; ... }

.. raw caller method body ... } 4 V_rt=var3; ..
callee PR HNE L caller R L callertfi B1EEL callertf $1& 24
(a) 38401 % 250 1H (b) EE K%L (c) FHABEEL (d) 13 b £

K19 gtz o el

(d) MBR R E. (B O A RECRA caller B callee, TR R AT LAMBR Z 8 . BARRME 07 X 19 (d) Fios.
WHH M caller BB HARREL callee B B R, I75 callee BN W T R FEAE E caller FREH.

4.1.5 EPRHE RSO

fE Android 3 HFEFFJF & 7, Android 7 ¥ 30 (AndroidManifest.xml) J&—A~ 5 IS & SO, BT N A
BRFMEREE. BUIR. AAFECE. 5100 Android J5 5 CAF 142 25032 2L HE AL PR 138G A 2B 440 75 W g3 n, LA
TP B E X

AUPR 75 B : 3 BSOS T SRR R BT 7 OACER,, B an vy i) BB . SR B HUIRAS . U7 M A HLAE. I S A PR v
SE T N TR T Re S AT IR AE.

A A TE B U RO E T R R T S A, B AEVES) (activity). RS (service). [T REHRILAE
(BroadcastReceiver) Fl P Z I FE/F (ContentProvider). iX 2520 £ & #4J i Android 8 H 2 BIAZ 03 4, 158 B304
e T e, RAEE.

FESG DAL PR AN LA 75 B, AR 808 Android JT A FUUAE AndroidManifest.xml SCAF BN AH L AL R A ZH 1F
L
4.2 fARIEE

HERL B A8 27 S A6 B B ARG ) B S DEX SCAFEAT A& B Z 5 R R A T Ul B 5 5
FINERAI )R BOUNHRFAE, 3 BRI TP 3N 0 12K 1 i S 381 ] = ] v
421 FEFPBHE

FEFF R T AT DU R A R AR CURR ARG &) AR 4R BTG 1 B, JRI B AT AN BB TE 3, DR
5 B B AR F I AR, F5 48 2% 2] BRI R R BV 208 R L. BRP B R AEMA P IR (1) RS EER
I (2) AR BGEA.

TS BRI B, Brdi & i B SR E R A (8 — A R DR, DU G SER M8 200 3 R v, AT kA
B R LT R, AR, Jt R AR 1 B R M RSB 2 rh (BN R R ) SRS
A R T REXT B )50 B, SRR X R DIRR N T el Brm Yy RUE Yl . (B E R, BimY) 18
IR R —H SRR DR AR DGR A, S5 M) T e fE N O S S 3T R R AT A A

FEIRIN Eik 25 2 5 BERTHATAS BN, Boh # 7EME 32 (IAHZ e B B e AR &) e — MEA R %
TN S I IE PR T E AR TE ERR T MIRE A R, FK, BB AUR T Re A 82 0L, DLk G 5 AT S A 3 T T )
). B o IR SRE B A ARRD i Bt AT AN, (SR B NG AR P AR BRI 48 LA Re e RN TE EFE T,
422 AIHRE LA

ARADIRIE BAR YO — i B R 38 IR ARG [ 52 2 M RUBTR P, AT S SR AR AL (0 2 A L BRI 17 T2 X
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5 DA AR R P AL 125 A2, Yang %5 N PTVR IILEE I AR A VI8 i 1) 508 o 1 e 0 306 380 08 o P A U A 2R (A
. R o, ARRSVRVE /& — PR AT B2 B S DU AR D3 S T 8. % LI ACRS VR % L A7 DashO (https://www.
preemptive.com/products/dasho/overview). Obfuscapk!>®. Allatori (https://allatori.com/) I Progud (https://www.
guardsquare.com/proguard) %%, F WLIKARIDVRE B AR GG B AR IRSF . 74 8 N2 4%, N3 A 18 244 v LUA
TRHREA A BRI BOR.

() PR IRFFE A A, AR Ear ZA R, 28, J7iER 7 B B AR SUNBENLT4F, LA IR R &
FRVEATASRI . BR R4 5 i 4 340 T OB B A 2 — SU SR N 1 A1) S F R P LA SR S IR R SR AT 0K

Q) FRFEINE ., T 8 InEE AT LUINEE S AR H 8 A const-string 384 & W7, N T AFAEX S 7 7 B 4E
AR, TE 8, VR IR i R I — NS K T, BT AEIBAT IR AR 75 S0 I e 455 H AT

(3) IAt. R EH#H Java Reflection APL 3K S B FHFE T H IR DG R, W4 IR AR F 78 4 B 9 Java.lang. Reflect
AR, AR A OC RTINS AR ANASOH.

(4) I, e SR T BR N B s 28 AN I 2R34T N5, 025 (R SR AE B AT I S B e s
43 B %

HRAEAZ A RDRLEE AN [R], B AR B STV AT LAy AHEURL BE AR 20 55 400k B2 103 1 Be 3R 5l 77 5 e FR Mot i
FHIER — @ MR R, BIATE B 0-1 $RAERT, A4 AN 75 BE% oR 50 F 45 M TR AT RS A0 A 1A 2, TR A5 PR A0 A5 4
rhE N ToHRAE I 0 5 0 B F DR AB SO ik BN S 2. SR AE B 5 T graph FRAE TR B AR AR Y IS
SHRLFSE ATk 5125 R PR 2 R A TG AR A DR D B A A A 5 e 50 FH G R, T B4 B A P o 4R

AR EEAE 25T AT BAE A B A B8 BB AT 40 B 18 25 Nop Ji N 118 2507 2 a7 SRS E 2 BE 8 18 50 ek 8L
IR, AEEWIIETE A Try-Catch BBl 77 20 SR BB 4 AT B B 4, (B2 R RE I ©A B0 B 8009 FH B v 3 i .
&St A Br 7572858 FLAG Az sE Bl 1 BB (0 3 I o5, T 1] 37 B S A AT A8 BB 9 T B8, T DUEL 42 1) XML
SCAH R R o R T PR R 7 B B 2 A 7 .

FHRLEE 18 77 s EA, PT AR R 1) SCAH B o, AR 2 5 51 N B RS RFAE, 5 B8l (R R Eh %6 K
B, Horh, P SEEL T B R R ShRE R B AR, ARADIR A MR AR L% AT S AR, P T
REAE— @ F2 BRI S B R, EL R A A AR i S 4R 5.

FrA B e f s T i Se I TR B R BERAR L ARER s DL AR IR SR 4 B,

R A (A B SR LT B A

A B ST R TERE o B RELXL
NopfiA 0\ SR TN :gg@ggfﬁg% [108]

— X 25 A7 T T 1R IR I
A A, SRR
H 35 32 4T I 5%, 9% R Try-

PUERAS T VEIPN Tl wai! [58,112]

Try-Catchff PiE ST B A Fit 38 o e $0 A [61]

Catch kS B LA

it AR ESEREREI g mmmmisme sl (541
e TR 5 foa 3 i S R 58

B 233@5&5@%@%3%? B PR ARG [ B0 %ﬁ%g}'%ﬂk[ﬂJmnﬂ

RS L ORI A IGEH R PR R A LIe wafmi non
ik e TR A %, S2EL T ARG B B [50.57]

5 MEhkESRKES

IEFTE R TR, F AR, B TO PURE AT BOR A BT &k Android S SBPHR IR RY ) Rk, D Ja
BB PR I R PRSI R TR P R e (3 B L R B DR PR SEAR. F BT AR BARAE Android X HUREA ML
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IR T R, (BT T VM Al A7 7 R IR, R B3 b T S B, DA 920
B . KO BT R, I 9207 P38 A7 2.

51 FRARAR S RIS

S0 EFRPE AR FORE AT R R

HUA I Android 16 B B0t BOR A 6 RIS —. IR Android 368 Bl Beali BLL AL (76 R R0
B2 ESRATIR, SXEEHR T 6K 35 4 Android R4, 11 DREBIN. FalDroid 2, 27 il A/ Xeiki# 1 LM
Virustotal. Google il 753 4 ¥ &3 L ICHUII K, B8 — /MUK I MR S R RO REA st R
15— IR, B AN REA Tl SV 0 VP A B LR FROAR 0, 60 B8 S P 0 T 5V 4 i
FE 8, 2 VR 0 0B 0P 15 8/ APKC 70 1 10 5 B0 A L. T XA IR Py 0 22
HRLAR 7580 0 LB A ST . BRI, 7 4 T 46— O VAt 2% BAS /R ) Android 36 2B PF B0t iy
Rk,

512 HEERANEAR

FETCEt B A0 Android 6 B HHE K R S, 0ot 4 H AR I A MO B (B SR 25t 0 AR AT 2
77 SR PR, 1T R OB L8 BB PR TR 2 (22 5, ST (50t AR (G, PRt
TR B 5 B 2 3 59 00 B0k 5 A T 0 R 10 15 AR TS, /M B APK X
PRI S AT L AR, et A . RN, 25 IR 2 U T 1 A L 05 28 P e, 5
B APK SRS 5 3R R I R I e, BRI U S Tl 6 B R OB B ik, 7ok
SR, 4 PRSI 90 It b AR 5 50 e A B BV T Rl R — AN S 907 1, 4200 90 T B 0 91 25 B
T S5, A B 7 IR, 0 i b B 10 A5 20528 Android 35 HCHE R U A8 PR 0 RHAE 5
B,

513 PRAHACTAR A%

JRBFTAT et L B PR FO P30 B4R T 1R 2 AR 75 I AR SR B A 7 2%, {8 W 5
Try-Catoh Wi, S5 HIALTRCEti 5. (LA bond P8 (RUhE E O HE A 1 07 3R DR A0 IR, 1 DA o 0 P2 sl 1 i e
] T 75— AT e 0 . LI, 5 9 00 75 AR s 5 58, B W P S A T, S R 31
A ARAL B R I, ACTDIRH H AR Android T8 BB PERHHURE AL B 4T — S O 5 2 0, BRLIE, TR
T 5 A A 2 ) A R R 4 2 ) 8ot A AU .

52 SRR E RGN S A0 Rk
521 Android B HCHE R FURE A2 AR 5B

S F xR AR R, B B2 R 0 42 th s — AR, 44 B M PR 7 655 0. M B 2 TR, R
0T SRS A, R R e MR 2RO 15 e T %, 75 Android 52 HOH K TR, R s A4
SRR, B AR AN B A, BRI S S PRGBS Android 62 B H Bk Ak s A
BREH 447, 7B T 5 72 2 AR REX PURE A A7 72 R IR DML A, o T+ Android U (ML TR e oo 2651 1,
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