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7|19e: oA} AA Ez](decision tree), 714 &<F(machine learning), ¢} F=(malware)

[, Introduction

oMY F=(malware)T AMBAL AFEIE skl A4l 7S
FWeLA] K| sk ZRasios EZolEnl ¢ dlol, 7]
27, 23t0] 904, = o, WSoYransom-ware) Fo| tHEZe]
th olgjgl oMFE FRe| S Bon N2 Felo oMdFsa
HERkaL ek #AL] A 7k REE B W e ERld
opds= o] a1y S T ARESEAY RSk 34 tElE o8
AR whel AEs2 Fefe] ePdE= Aol FokicHl]. el
717 S5g A8k oMdFE A o] oet Febds S5
I o Wkt R Q= lon I A7) FEE L Q2,34

B =2XE A4 Mo n-gramd} API 548 23] 57
WIS gt &35 54 dlEe} 7 54 Fie 54 WEE
o}-83ll XGBoost Ya12lF, k-HA ol darels, A HE 7)7),
CNN(Convolutional Neural Network) & =lo] A*5-S- Hwsle] ojwd
St dalElge] oA F= BF Al AHEeA] itk

B =R AL e gt [IolME 7] d7d ofidze
A HRE Al IPdelihe oPd=e HAE 9Ist 544 554
oJx} A Eg(decision tree) 7[¥F F-2E] da1z]=0] XGBoostE
a7l IVAeIME 717 S Yatelest /352 vlalskal VAol
© A3 295 EdE od g due|Fo] Ak Eofghtt.
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Il Related works

Youngjoon Ki 2] 27L& Mg 7at oAJF= BRI 7))
8l 52 E2(dynamic analysis)S $3F API 28] 44 ARE
FZ3131 DNA AR HE darelss AM83) oPdEs 28 2R3
t} 23,0807]2] o= dle[Ele} 6671e] = vlolElE AR8S)
99%2] FFEE HH5).

Igor Santos €] 372 n-gram S48 &L k-HTH o1%-
olua|ES 2183 149,882 7o) AT =9} 4934700] A Z=
dlo[Eel] tisix N=4, k=2 SErfElE AAAste] 91.25%2] deS
HSCH2].

Ivan Firdausi 9] 2W<- 2207)1e] ePdz=9} 250710) Adacs
Tl T4 47] Anubis[6]5 2837 T2 2] Aas
B el 2A AMSSl T AIS SIS S ol dareks,
Naive Bayes, A/%] #E] 717, 48 o1} 24 Ez] MLP 8k welo]
’Fes vlugon ot o HIm 90% ol de] e
HCH3].

Rafiqul Islam 9] 3782 2,398 7ie] epds=e} 541 7He] A==
2 744 Hlofg] Hlolx] HA BMom Exld AHO| Re,E
S5l B oz e A9 oA EEH APl ZHE
FZ3le] B4 Wyt AR 29 B4 WES AR AA
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HE 7)7], 5, ot 2A Eg, W XHE
(random forest)9] 435S Hhmkﬂ g FUREZ}F AT 97%E
ol 7FE eslom 53 B BAES ARk wiett A
M7} F4 B B BRIk ARSE bt Adsel o 9%t
Aoz i)

EHTH o} ok

lll. The Proposed Approach

AL2%E dlolEl= Kaggle®] Microsoft Malware
Classification Challenge(BIG 2015) th3]o]] A}8-¥ o[BS AR
FIEH7T]. vlefe] 5= % 10.8697H01™ 9 Fte] edz=a e
dlofe] Alojct. 7t dofel= eMd== Adl mide] 16715 ulolE
A B} IDA(Interactive Disassembler)2 52931 Z7}E y3ksict
Fig 12 315 tlole] e 28l spixle] 998 Refer)
rrgram 41 %4 k= tlole] Al (sequence)oll] m7fe] Hole]
QArg __rL/HE] HB AEAE oﬂé:x%o 2 QA= B H]—HJ og
Z} B3 Ajfzo] B2 glo[EHE Ljr 4&74]—* aeldt 4= glck
oPgte njolE ARl 2-gram S-S }04 “0000” Hlo|E
2] FFFF Wlo]E 7] - ulo]E Zte] uiva e 65,536
24e] 54 HEIE 2& 9tk
IDA #48- obxdz= 218 1jelo] PE(Portable Executable) 4141
(sections) ¥4 AHZE a1 ¢} idata AoR=
IAT(Import Address Table) AHE IR 1] 1AT= QP =0
A AFg¥F= DLLY} DLL W APL ARS- ARE Ha1 3Jom] leolk
AlF3h= DLLE A} Ae] DLL 3Hdo] IAT| 718¢] & 5
it ALSE APIE BX517] 9 IAT ARE 333 JSON el
Az AICl(Fig 2). £3F APITH 7] 25) AR8} 2] APIE

Aol

rHom

Alefslar e dz=eM] &3] AMg=R= DLL 1171 417g3}e] APL
HEIE A3 Table 1).
Table 1. DLLs List Often Used in Malwares
Common DLLs

User32.dll Kernel32.dll Advapi32.dll Ntdll.dll

Ws2_32.dll Wininet.dll wsock32.dll Shell32.dll

Msvcrt.dll Ole32.dll Oleaut32.dll

J | ) |

mi,l.l =
Fig. 1. The Process of Evaluation

144

"filename":"a528001d0074f0c140f6e3f

"importas™:{

"gkernel3Z2.dll": [
"GetCurrentProcessId",
"VirtualAlloc",
"GetCommandLineW",
"GlobalUnlock",

1.

"user3Z.dll": [
"GetDialogBaseUnits™
1.

"mscoree.dll":[
"_CorExeMain”

1.

Fig. 2. The Example of JSON File

XGBoost ¢112}Z2 Tiangi Chen £] 178¢]] <Jaf Ao
gtadient tree boosting 7S Ag3l tjokst FA119] challenge ol
Foo Hof TG Aol 28753tk 2ke dedH Tl
XGBoost da1g]&2 Eg)(tree)] Ejn]E(terminal) =X
25 7k 717 BojEnh XGBoost 4g}E&e Eln)d =t 9]
7FEAlE olgdl oY ulo[EE RSk Foizl dHlofE Al
D= (z,y,) (IDl=n,z, € R™, y,E{1,2,--,c}) ol A
n dlole] =710M z,= m 2 WE, = Fus goll,
o= 2 Frolek dlofe Allel] tiEl] XGBoosto] H-F+ 421 (D2
% of=ict.

), [LEF (M

Efk

k=1
AN F=flz)=w,,) (@:R">T,wERT) K&
B ks Erle] 5 Uehiin F = Egje] $%Kspace)
“gofelal qi= ol W v & R Hld S=s AP (mapping) A7
= Froltt T & B2t offe Blvd S=e] QlEks vehl
I fre kA 5359 B 72 g9t ST Ege] 7keA] HH
wE HERITh 42 tlolElE g7ie] 2 Exjell o} 24 Ex
TS olgsl B =] T A w, () & Tkl BRI

IV, Experiments

S~ i tlofe] 742 Table 29} 2t} Malware challenge
glolE] Ak 10,868712] Ho[EIS Zta1 97fje] Selg A3 T
lﬂ = tj 1 O]I:+

Table 2. Data Size on Each Classes

Seq. Type Size
1 Ramnit 1,541
2 Lollipop 2,478
3 Kelihos_ver3 2,942
4 Vundo 475
5 Simda 42
6 Tracur 751
7 Kelihos_ver1 398
8 Obfuscator.ACY 1,228
9 Gatak 1,013

Total 10,868
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Table 32 tloJe] Ao ARIBR= B4 WES &L uf
Al vlaks Hofrrk 2-gram 579 WEle] 7 5732 65,53671419]

Table 5. Performance of Each Algorithms

Models Features e Ve Time
T dlolEe] xslo] glom API £ W] xR 7,094 Hlofg] Accuracy | Accuracy

o - - 2—-gram 1.00 0.96 705.28
Aol T2 APL 2} U 2-gram+APL 57 M= Zjze] 1-NN API 1.00 095 | 142.75
EAUEE o] ALE3E Aol X} 4= 72,6300]ck APl + 2-gram 1.00 0.95 | 755.97
2-gram 1.00 0.98 | 2314.38
. . SVM AP 0.99 0.96 128.31
Table 3. Dimension of Features API T 2—gram 100 0.98 1734.90
: : 2-gram 1.00 0.97 | 2286.10
REDIDES J2- (DTG XGBoost AP 0.97 0.95 129.04
2—gram 65,536 APl + 2-gram 0.99 0.99 | 1396.61
API 7,094 2—-gram 0.88 0.88 | 15370.64
CNN API 0.99 0.98 | 1267.87
2-gram + API 72,630 APl + 2-gram 0.99 0.98 | 16783.75

28 A|2=8l 347402 CPUE Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2623
v4 @ 2.60GHz, W= 2= 128GB, S AKR= Linux mintS AR83Ich

THE == dlold Al disiA k-2 ol YaEls,
A HE 717), XGBoost, CNN g12l5e] g5 71s Figict
R ol darElge] 7S ke 12 23k AR dE 71719
739 98 (linear) 7148 AMEH L C'= 10002} Zo| snel=
A4t XGBooste] 7-4- Ee] 5= 5071, Ef] 30 Zlok= 3202
2780}k, CNNe| UIES)= T-%5= Table 49} ko] 8k vjeile]
= batch =7]%= 200, epochs:= 1022 A4 31 SGD(Stochastic
Gradient Descent) 32J3}5 A3tk 2|9 #]4%(local minumum
pointyg ¥j517] ¢l S48 (learning rate)S v epoche] 7154
Aulo|Eni} le-6wHE FHATC)

Table 4. The CNN Network

Layer Description Activa'_uion
Function
Conv2D 32 x (3 x 3) Rectifier
MaxPooling (2 x 2)
Conv2D 64 x (3 x 3) Rectifier
MaxPooling (2 x 2)
Hidden 500 Rectifier
Dropout 50%
Hidden 500 Rectifier
Dropout 30%
Output 9 Softmax

¥ 71 5 2] W} A5(5-way cross-validation)S- 5385101
’Fs vlae] Hw=an geheel s ARES AMSSIC Table 5+
7} 855 wulo] gslhel AR Shigks Holrr) Sy AR S5k
k2 o)y dmelEo] 775.97%2 sPg wslth AHIw=
XGBoost7} 99%= 71 95glon sigs vlofe]ol] tigtk Ao}
Bl2E tlo[e] o] tigt Agwe| xfol7} 71 Atk di g5
SelojA] 2-gram¥} APL 57 WEE 77} AMSSLS uf Hr} o]
ARRS v o] 7BE o XGBoost =Ele] 749 APl 54
HEE ALSES wlET) 4% v B Adeo] kg

Fig 3¢ 7} welol] 57 wElo] ne Ao wlie nojrn
Fig 4% 8% ARF W2 mojed),

2gram APl 2gram+APl 2-gram APl 2-gram+APl 2-gram APl Z2gram+APl 2-gram APl 2-gram+APl
o XGBaost svm 1N

Fig. 3., Comparison of learning models
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Fig. 4, Comparison of learing models on time

V. Conclusion

B =Rl T gRE Rk TR Yaelee] des
vt} s F1E ¢35 tlolEl= Malware Challenge TtlofElS
2183t} Hl24E dlolgld] tigt A3w= XGBoost, CNN, #]%]
HE] 7)7], k-HI ol% daelE o= Aol itk 7t
S5 melol]d] 2-gram 57 HEle} API 57 HELE 27} AM8Sl=
Axrt o] AMgsh= Zlo] el 7=

B =l Aloke 5 e o] A4ele 72,6300]H o= g

145



SInAREHY RS SAsEs] =28 H263 H15 (2018, 1)

glojEl o] B3l 2 xS zton muls olz T Bhz] A|2EH o
23K overfitting) Edo] LR 7F5A0]

He9) ALeT B¢
p=g ‘L}E}H ]*d'% Z3) T 183 EAS Ve

FEdhe Fpgo] Hasi.
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