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A AV-Test dAFZE F B e w2w DDoS 3 Z=7} ofA] AAEh
(Distributed Denial of Service), =% #H: APT el R Srkske dAFZE 7R 99% o]
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e Azt 71 <F 609 el =) [1]. et 29 Fe AW oA} EkslA R18E 3 9ot ey oA
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N vtz tiR-Re] oI st 71E oIl W z 71e w3k Y-S wRE Ao gl o E Eof, §u
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HE A F == FElnlA (Pattern matching)S 7| ZAsts A FZ o) 71E K FE A walo g
ko g gk o FE x| WS 53] 918 7)E = olgd QB W I =E AR §ET ol
HAFEE WY A Fsolth WiF AT W of wel, FE HEF A AT -3 A 4]
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7} 5 = AEE v RIE opolrh 53], HA|
Al TR R £ AeE 7IHEy] ol ¥
ol T2 ANEEH, F el e A]A] W HE oA

Sl A1) e otz Aol
= HEs} 9z FA0lch 3 dole] o|2me] ket
A% ¢+ (Supervised Learning), H|A%= <

(Unsupervised Learning) 2.2 &7t}

Apell AE Fa dHold S Ei) A F4E
&3t wheltl. £5 (Classification) ¥e]Z, 3
# (Regression) &alg|Zo] olo|| sjwdsln], HE o}A
FE A FollA s AT 5 gl HeolEH ARE
T‘fﬂ—ﬁ:‘l— 0_1(/%111;_.2_ E‘:Hi Lﬁazo 6&_}\]7]‘1 "Hi

h=4 =
FSE PTES Al ATl T2 A,

212 HIX|Z ot&

HEA 9 ol g ARk wAalEd g
g]Zolut. 2B (Clustering) dz]Zo] o] 3
3te], A2 79k &32]Z (ol]: Euclidean, Cosine)
2 AdHRA] @2 dlelel 7k 5A& A4k %E]Ed o
olf] TXE Ve As &

% 480 ATIAE el AT + 21 elol 2
At gelehe WE egEEE a4 gl

A FEE AeslA| ¢ti AH-3lE PE (Portable
Executable) #H, F# =z}o]Hzlg] AHHX (DLL;
Dynamic Linking Library), Opcode A2, H}o|E A]
A2, ofAl=e] WHel (x86), API § o] 5, ASCII
9 1634 2=, Ao &F 2= (CFG; Control
Flow Graph), t]2~o] A& %l nloqzg], A2l unle:hﬂ
24 A4 ulolUe] Hw, Barel gu, M

Entropy, 3}94327] 55 &&3) dAdz=9] Fx2 % v‘f‘
A8t [2,3,4,5,6]. AA 5AE AR AA 24L& o
AIEE w2 A £ glrke o] ol U
3} (Obfuscation), #17) (Packing) So] 4-4% W% o}
QA= A AEE F# grks A7) sk
222. 38 24

7V w4l Al EEelE,

EA7L 7VsE AW 3 (ol 7
Eukx %)C’ﬂ“] A FTE A APAA AL3l=
3 BF, ZRA X, A AH] 2, 3t
o A| 1:]_'9:]. YA ~EF 7], Mutex, A== 7
o], 7} ¢l7] AR 58 o T o] P92 B
gt} [7,8,9,10,11]. 54 EAS A3 A o}
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[ Static Analysis Scheme ]
Supervised Learning Unsupervised Learning

M. G. Schultz et al.,
In Proc. the IEEE S&P, 2001
v PENE (DLLOIZ, &4 0|2 %) —‘ “EEd 25
v Multi-Naive Bayes (Cl
M. E. Karim et al.,

¥ 97.76% (Benign (1,001) or Malware (3,265))
Journal of Computer Virology, 2005
v Of#=2] H0| (x86 Executables)

CCHEEA . BN 2R
15y, w21 l v CLUTO 2% 22{AE2 (Clustering)

J. Z. Kolter et al., Journal of Machii v 97% (Benign (12) or Malware (155))

Learning Research, 2006
l“r-|§'é, Hy 24

v ASCII &Elie] 16 Zl4= A= (Hexdump Utility)
X.Huetal,

v Boosted J48 (Classification)
v 98.36% (Benign (1,971) or Malware (1,651))

In Proc. the USENIX ATC, 2013
¥ Code Instruction Al (Opcode Al22)

e T
v B2 7|5t 22 AEY (Clustering)

M. Ahmadi et al., v 82% (Malware (4,821, 20 Family))

In Proc. the CODASPY, 2016
¥ Hexdump/Disassembled 7|gt S&
v XGBoost (Classification)
v 99.42% (Kaggle Malware (21,741, 9 Family)

(32 2) A Ex J|gt oMFE Ay ol
3.1. Xt skaE 38 T
Scultz 5 1,001719] AAF ZZ a3} 326570<]

M FEE Ak 7 F=Z3) PE A X (oq] g 37]

DLL ©|2, API ©]2), #x}9 B, Hexdump E7-%
o] &3l F=3 5AS EulE oMIE A A7E Al
2], AEAQ A2yx Al €kA RIPPER,
Naive Bayes, Multi Naive Bayes ¥ &2]&S 2]

=e9lzel A8 Aee 24T

= 7 hoY

T A4YE W97.76%2] A=

F A3}, Multi-Naive

Bayes 7 €Al
2 7P Aeel Fsith AgA<l Aaux w4
(49.28%)11;} =2 ézl (97.76%) % JAFZ=ZE 2]

i

W3} 2 9t
AL ek

Kolter 52 Hexdump =75 ©|£3l ASCII ]2
16315 ZES FE310] Al ze Al A7 A
3t [3]. 476 Me] AAZZ a5} 561 He] o
=5 B E 713 wol AM-EE 500 79| 4-gram A X

/Hz-lsﬂ qu o]E’ z‘ﬂ-?:]- 1,971 7H,] 7<4/»1— _i:,_,—m
JJr 1,651 79| St z=r} 29l AeS
Sk ma99)m e T 6 5 770e)
¥ (classification) ¢18]= 7}t 714 £& X552
HolE dwe]&S AR} (Boosted J48, SVM, IBk
(k=5), Boosted SVM, Boosted Naive Bayes, J48,
Naive Bayes). 10-fold cross validation2- &-§-3] 7
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(38 3) Forward stepwise selection €1E|E2Z AMIE A EXo FLTE XS J2i=

=nke ez Aes 4k IAVE Slch

32, HIXE s&e @88 oF

Karim 5% ST oA 53 oA &=
(x86)5 Fgal A IAAIE AE AFE %
[5]. 12 7)) RAbzz ez} 1557]9] ST &

A" HlESs HolB-S Edlg CLUTO T3 Ze|2~H
2-& A gsle] 13 49} 7o) dendogramS A s 2]
Wk As, 97%] Aes welvh AAH AR (o
wEol, £5 ABFE §)o] 489 WA P I=e
frasta A2 FAREs) =S o ASS o
obsli=d] Eglolgls A o] QAT UPX 3)7)e] H
6 T o] HLEA] 9L T =E
Aog A5E SAY Wil chEA T eed F
odsbz] Fshek

&3
family)7l|e] S FZ=E ENZ 4-gram HHE F53)
o, x4 *F (Curse of dimensionality)’ <EA4&
#]43}7] $]8] Feature HashingS #-8-3It}. Feature
Hashing S 443 A F=9] 4-gram A XS Edl& X
ZEER]] 74k Z¥]2~E 3 (Prototype-based clustering)
Gl ES A4ste] =S AT A3, 82%2
AeeE Bolch 2] At vE EAE da

VX Heavens

IWorm.Mydoom.q
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IWorm.Mydoom.g

Win32.Elkern.a

IWorm.Klez.a

IWorm.Klez.i

IWorm.Klez.f

IWorm.Klez.e

IWorm.Bagle.a |
SpecimenA *

SpecimenB  *

IWorm.Bagle.s

IWorm.Bagle.a
IWorm.Bagle.i

IWorm.Bagle.j

Win32.Alcaul.e

Win32.Alcaul.c

Win32.Alcaul.f

(O& 4) CLUTO Zz{aEz s &8sl dendogram A
A Y HE AMI=E Algst 8
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[Dynamic Analysis Scheme]
Supervised Learning Unsupervised Learning
M. Bailey et al.,
1Ak 844 %), In Proc. the RAID, 2007
S5t 28" * v AlAE HE #HEE (Z2M|A 0IF, 2|X|AER| 7| §)
v Pairwise Single-Linkage 22{AE{& (Clustering)
K. Rieck et al., v 91.6% (Malware (3,387))

In Proc. The DIMVA, 2008
VAPIES 35, AlAY He) st S —‘ Iry 8z e,
¥ SVM (Classification) 22y 2A
v 88% (SMIE £F 7|, Malware (3,139)) U. Bayer et al.,

In Proc. The NDSS, 2009
v AAR B AIA HESS BE FR
v 5@ 22 AE{R (Clustering)
“That 81 EX| Vv 98.4% (Malware (2,658))
2Py 2 EEEE R
(©Off: Algt Fet otyac)”

K. Rieck etal.,
Journal of Computers and Security, 2011
v ALY B (BYO, 2X|AER| 7| 35 FHE §)
v Z2EER 7|8 ZHAER/EF 212|F (Clustering and Classification)
v 96% (Malware (3,133))

{ “hst 2

A. Mohaisen et al.,
Journal of Computers and Security, 2015
v AlAR HEf HEH (I AlAG, 2IX|IAER| 7], HERIR FE §)
v $E3 22{AE{2), SVM (Classification)
v 95.56% (Malware (115,157))

(a8 6) 58 57 7|

J
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1l

41. XN s5E 38t o7

Rieck 5= CWSandbox & 8-3) 3,139 7] 2}A
FrgH 1:,1 Ea}- API ?ﬂ-f\l— EZ’ A]AEH /&LEH H:]g].
(el: I A 2" HRAEL 7)), Z2AA AR YE
932 5, A= AH2 AR 55 B8s] oM F=
A AFE A& [7]. =3 I EAES
key, value 242] Wz Ho| &2 %33 SVM £7 &

2] A8 A 88%2] AEEE wolv) W3t
7} A8 PRl Fdsiohs Ae] glA|Rt FA
A A} 7PkE A FAEE W T

A5t Feheht AL sl

>

(b) T2EELY 7|t

!

Cluster 1
Cluster 2
Cluster 3
ECECEESES
52 Mg WS AYB=E Ausls RAE
42. HX= g5 &8st o7
Baile AFsl $H7d ol A 3,3877)
<] ‘%“éf'_tiif‘rﬂ SFET A2 A HE (ZRA
1%, AA2E 7)) Ang e PPR= A
72 AYYr} (8] F5 YT 5] AE o)
o]l 8-S AL pairwise single-linkage | ~eE
F3e)Z A4 A9 916%e] HHEE nerk
S5} 487 Shymme] felsich Aol A
PR EA (P NS A sk sie] A7
O:

PIERE FEG Axd 2 DA UEND A

% Ang 23 PR AP AT A (9]

PIERE 5% AsY 2 ADAE oz
]

=
taint trackingS 4383 Al~®] 47 ARESHE <lA)
8

=] LI B4 )
Higk 259 345355 ARE ¢ 229 HRE A
**6}1 ek % A

At X}l Taint trackings 53] A
3}_94 Y92 A3tslA AEE ¢ giri= AA-e] 917
wh F7 9] (Trace dependence) 4| Z 53 A7t
Bl (Time-bomb) A F =5 #3}3]

T A
Ae 5 glrke IA7E sich
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Mohaisen 5 A5 E3) Az 7=
B9 EHET (AMAL)E 43l o as A
Z AP} [11]. 115,157 7He] St zc=m B
|~ Al W3 (Fd Al 21E

>«

HES= AR HE

A A TS &8 o

% % gt I =
92 Fal AL (), 2

F=3 Attt &
(Hierarchical) 2]~ &3} SVM ﬁE-r %}lﬂ = A4
43 A7}, 95.56%°] A= %
_]
<]

E
=
CAs

= al 12

T oPIFE 54 FRE
Y} R S Ed)
e awE 7P A IR

2 EER] 7|4k Fei2H

S 8T (b). 2

‘5“} ﬁJJr 96%«] e e 2

851 /\5]
H4® oMFEs Hgs

4]
4 QT
H =
2= = H, 4 ;(] 7]

H

8
AT 7H) DS A WE e IEe] feis

A apche @7} Ao,

V. 714 &t51t sl0lHE|E 2ME 0188 oY

[ Hybrid Analysis Scheme ]

Supervised Learning

T-Y. Wang et al., In Proc. the IEEE
Congress on Evolutionary
Computation, 2006

“2tA| ATfojslojgt

v Static: 58 0|4 ALSEl DLL/API HE

¥ Dynamic: AIARI/HIES|T Mef HE

v SVM (Classification)

v 96.43% (Benign (740) or Spyware (407))

V tigozg

HIL2A ¢

M. Eskandari et al., Journal of
Computer Virology and Hacking
Techniques, 2013

B. Anderson et al.,
In Proc. the AlSec, 2012
¥ Static: Hto|L{2| Ttelo| 2-gram Y& &
v Dynamic: % 0| 5 2 §
¥ SVM (Classification)
v 98.07% (Benign (776) or Malware (780))

¥ Static: Mnemonic £

v Dynamic: APl &%

¥ Naive Bayes (Classification)

v 92.68% (Benign (1,000) or Malware (1,000))

* “CHEAN 28

R. Islam et al., Journal of Network
and Computer Applications, 2013
v Static: g4 20| Bl= 4, X1E
v Dynamic: API, API7} At25H= QIXt
¥ Random Forest (Classification)
¥ 97.055% (Benign (541) or Malware (2,398))

51. X sh&

mio
i

25t o1

A z=2a
F ol A %3} S o]k AREH i
22} Windows XPollA] TH o2 53 A| A~ Al
Y EY I AR E 83 JAdze Al o3
Z18380c} [12]. Information Gain (IG) LIE|&S
g3 HA-e 54 23E AA Yo (67 e A=
54, 14 719] 54 54), SVM 5 daE S A
it} k-fold cross validation (k = 2, 5, 10, 100)2 &
d A5e ST A7) 96.43% A3tEE W) o}
£ AV H (°f]: Kaspersky, Norton, Pccillin, Nod32)
B} £ AEE Bl Aol AR, A 29t
o]¢le] (Surveillance spyware)?Hg o2 17| uf
ol o2 3] MR =l fraddhA] Falche A
7} sich
Anderson 5= 7767 AAF =235} 7807 <HA
Frof|x] 53 nfolviz] H4¢] 2-gram A K9} IDA
ProE &84l 5%3} Disassembled binary, Entropy %
2 £A37} Xen Virtual Machines &84 53 54

W3} 40770e] o}y

import table A4 A

4 m[m
o

jt

ﬂ ofp

o

o] 224 AHE B2 T Al L2 23

ek [13]. A8 A TAE A72ek] 98 AR
AE 43l M FE EAES JHE R EqE
o (AA 54 86 N, 54 54 94 W), e =
= EAES BEUE SVM 1§ dve|ES 4838l
10-fold cross validation®# A5=2 =43 ZA},
98.07%2] HI=E Bk AL HI= EAS
@;ﬂ iy].z‘sl e olr/}: 2401]/11 z‘szMjo] %:-;—1;].% zoLzéo]
UARE, HIE BEAS BT FEIed oF SE
(303.52 %)o| At A7} gich

Eskandari 5= 1,00071<] AHAF =2 723 1,0007)

o] St F oA FEF mnemonic TE A A
APl AA2~ A EAL S48 R A AFE
21830t} [14]. Mnemonic =5 83| #lo] 25 1
Y =5 A3 CALL/RET W35 IMP 9
WA, Alel 3F e WellA EAEk=

1ges £ 54 Al 2
Fe EX




18 1A 55 et W Fe AP o F8F B
100 uPS| mFLF Dynamic m Integrated 13’ 14’ 15] Zq% od:TLoﬂx{—E_ kﬁ%‘ Q—]'-/\éﬂ% Eﬁ% ;S]
stalA) AlHal) 18] 71 e Aeatm ok WE
7 oz A QAT AE SHe A4 A4S 2]
£ w0 st dlolElell o Ea}7] Wil AE A=} £l
wm e A 5tk EA7 glck 9k,
" B S A4 A4 Ae A duelE
60 Euclidean, Cosine) 22 7t W% ot F =7t A E 4]
Walr] wio] AR A7k vlgo] Erhe A7}
T 81 o RF Siek. olell wat, #H 2ol 7t /1Al St Fael S| &
(22l 8) ci¥st 2Rgnz|Eo EXtd M2 (PSI), & AE FE37] $l8l AZmA & st Egsle] AL

witell ok 52 A el wld whEchs Ao
ke Y EQ = ¢ (Network worm)
ThS iAo R 7] el bAoA I =] fedst
A sl @A7F ek
Islam 52 IDA Pro= o]&3l] &3 A4 &
o] M=, At A w)e} MEREAE o)L
gt 54 54 (APL, AP} AHSshe IxhE &4
A/ FE A oA APt [15]. 54170 A
Z2a#3 23987 dAFEe] A A BEdR
4 7o) (5002 AA), FAD AR (1,742,490 7N
A o] &, APL 3% H|o]E (72,259 71)& A 3.
AAe g ze 54 EdZ I3 87 3ol SVM,

IB1 (Instance based along with Boosting technique),

o,

(

<)
e

=

Decision Tree, Random Forest - <2]&35 #&
3 ZH =6l P A3 dauegs A
10-fold cross validations 83 7+ d12]5e] A5
5 =43 A3} Random Forest”} 97.055%%= 74 A
ol E:ghrh =3 TH EANE AMSE o
(90.398%) 5} sfo]Hel= SAL AHEHE o E2
ABE (97.055%)F B = ke 7HeAE AA3
2%k FAAdo] FA| Fairh= A7) ik

=
H
fEo

o

o

©,

X,

4

f
1>

[ = - ] [ oA H\—i' O‘i:’L7]‘
WAE ghorl, Aol 7 B4 A @S Fu3}
7) 918 Soluels 24 wAle] Al gl [12,

H|-4-L Zol= v} AlekEx g} [6,10].
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