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Abstract As matters stand, malware makers have been developing malwares at the scale of an automated and family-run
manner and generally utilizing code encryption and obfuscation techniques to combat the malware detection systems. The
trend is profoundly mixed: the number of malwares increases rapidly and the potentiality of mining implicit features of
malware variants with deep learning. The mainstream approach for malware detection or classification has shifted from
artificial feature matching to deep mining. Performance of malware classification models often depends on the quality and
efficiency of the artificial feature engineering. Mapping malware into image not only tends to alleviate the lack of profes-
sional knowledge in artificial feature engineering, but naturally borrows the achievements in the field of image processing.
Image visualization approaches-based malware classification techniques has become an attractive research direction. The
survey summarizes the research progress in image visualization approaches-based malicious executable classification
techniques and focuses on the methods for generating image from executable file. We systematically summarize the me-
thods for generating the image from a malware binary file, including image size setting, gray or color channels choice,
pixel coordinates projection and pixel value computation, and gives comparative analysis on techniques of feature repre-
sentation and extraction for visualized malware. Results from the listed literatures shows that the above factors all have an
impact on the performance of malware classification. We also conclude its advantages and main difficulties and challenges
encountered, which includes advantages of relieving strong reliance on expert knowledge, more applicable for detecting
malware variants and drawing on series of research achievements in the field of image processing, and difficulties and
challenges in locating malicious payloads, model applicability, interpretability and lack of high-quality labeled data. We
then present several interesting directions for future research, such as cognitive DL models, malware knowledge graph,
adversarial malware data augmentation, evaluation benchmark and high-quality dataset.

Key words malware classification; malware visualization; feature engineering; x-plot; dataset; data augmentation

BITER: R, i, ®IZd%, Email: qianliping@bucea.edu.cn.
AR 5 80 B 55 R ST R H (No. 2022YFC3321101, No. 2022YFB3103705); 5 H AR 3L 410 H (No. 61571144) %
ek A 2023-07-09; &0 H #: 2023-12-07; &4 H 3H: 2024-04-24



140 Journal of Cyber Security 15 F\V% 4244, 2024 £ 9 H, HF o4, HFH 5

L ER

T, I AR R B i AR DG B R A T
ARG BEORRI A, A & TR &5 B R 5 4 T 2R 1
HULEG o MRS A « 57T A 7)(Lockheed Martin)
F2 H 1) M9 25 22 A P 1) SR A i AR Y (Cyber-Kill-
Chain)!", Biili 570 “Hris” M “dyd S
B BOR M 25 LS S PR (0 07 20k Bt fig ) #5046 2]
HixRgerh, W& 2RIk 30 45 3 2 1) )3 3 77 20t
S R R A KRB IR E AR R g R
CNCERT (2021 4 2P 4E 3 5 R 9 2% 22 4
Bl o i) Pl 2021 4 PR R R TR
ARy 2307 TIAS, WKL 20.8 TRAS, BN
3048 JiA> IP sl Budi, Bidby 4.9 B EREY
PRI e E il TN 410 16 ENL. FRE K
F8E A 52 A 4% Tk 50 W) s KPR Il 5%, AHL s ed ok KT 52
5 F WAL T Bk B m £ 52 855 AR S R AR R
DRI S 25— IS TRD RS, Hh S0 s R B O SN AL, R
B 0 28 R G 2 AT AT, SRR O BAR T AL v it 52
DDoS Bty K 77 10 T B A i B 25 9 465 22 4 XU L
EEON DY

I, R AT AT WU 3 SR R AR AR BB A
FRAEEATFRGCULIC RN e v 27 2], IXSEREAE i £ KX
THEOHLAS 27 S 3R o Bt A S A A s 5 FH 470,
e, 2. BRARESREHAY, g4t
FREAE 1 R A, XX SR I AR T s Dy 288 2 1B A IS 2%
A a7, SRR H R AR, (A g
JEIL TR p — R O EDE B AR e B RRCAS | {5 ]
O AR S ) FH I U 4 A AQ A (0SS, Open-Source
Software), G L6 5 R 1] F o — M e A0 G 1) P
TR B T R, BRAT SR, 3T A TR TR AR
PSS =7 P, % 3 4 FH U5 R e 55 H 34k T 2.6
Y, R E MR E R T R, DR
IEAR . o AR AR Gl 5 R U e by — o TG D)
55, R B BB RA A, Ik g B
K BB R PR GG, FEN AR RS IR XN
TRBES SRR AL T ¥ fEmT BE.

TRBES IRV N S A 21 1 )32 S R
J ) o G ERA R R e A RN SR R, A7)
SRR IR 8 R A WS A s P A e B Sk PR A
DA o BTN 570 08k A A A AR A TR T Vs
A BT UG ARSI 1) FIRRAE TR P O T 2l
FTREE =, N i — 18 11 ST A 2 A A ORI A
ARG TR R LA S8 0 A S0 A8 T e s SR ) Bk ik, S m LA
SR A FH U SRR B A ) I AT 2R o AR SRS AH

RICHRBEAT 50 00T, RPR 710 L 5 B A48 2
fE(RA x AR E W R K55, LA x-plot i EARESS,
FFEE KA R BRI S T30« AN ] B8R A A% 0 m] 40
PR AT 7 SRMERE K 52 W T RELL ST I, i 1)
FEFIBk S, HUBE T AR AT RERIBIE T T 1) o

2 HxIfE

WREYAT S R R, HE ANk
FE T s AORE ( AT PAT S e AR SR TR
ERAE Ry P o T AT ) T HRAT AR RS, B R AT R
1730 AR HE, B H AT 2 N 12
Windows *F- & 1] PE #%3{(Portable Executable)f# /7 F1
Android V-5 ] APK N H TR, BAT T2 95% L E3C
BRETWTFE I H bk o 1% PDF SCAF. Word SCIFSE S #
3, FARAE R T PRAT SO e oA, AH ER S
B AT LAYE A A AT S Le D Re, A I IR T
57 H L AT o HUR 2 T ST OCTE Windows
PE #% 3 F1 Android APK #% AWK HAF 528, HAHG
¥ VINIBUVEZ L EFR S AP IR LS S
2.1 TBEHRHSEBMEIER

AT, ATRAT R A% SO e LT3
PR S RIRAE, TEIER 7 — MR ETER. Yiis
Hiltb Bl FRMEEER A, S
W AR b 2 TRy SR AE AT IR BEASORY IR A AR AL
TR A ] LZEE R AR X A RHIE . A3
(153 AR F2 S A K 2 o SO T
BRI, W 1 IR, SAHEZL R =
ORI, B SBERAERAE . BRSO ST
fili, =& IFARRE DI 5y, R EAAE RGO
EE 25 1]

i) s i) |75

RIF s
(BLPEDY AR

B1 EERHSLBKIESR

Figure 1 Framework of malware classification system
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Figure 2 Embeddings of the discrete features of malware
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Wk, MM B F T 2R M S R, Riya 25\
KT Malconv 2244, Fi) F R A B 45 5 J5 % (Fast
Gradient Sign Method, FGSM)ZE X HIFEAS, PEAlFE
TR 2 3 TR0 ARG W) S5 P A e 0 e 42k o
2.4 HEXLA
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A7 B SR AE R, X Filter. Wrapper Fll
Embedded —RFFIEMEFERIA, BLLO S B il
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£ BIG 2015 ¥4 . Malimg £ 42 81 K B E R 7
Bt EA A EE A TT RE S5 . STHR[52]%1 %
PDF F Office % iz SN I BUeh B AR W 77 Jo 3L
WEFTRE BT T 0 gl o SCHR[S3 10 ik i 3h &
I3 BT RS BEREAR K B A AT T 538« SCHR[S41 3R 4t
BIEGE T 24 i 20 Ml 2 A DU 7 3 R FAR A ) %
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W75k, 16 4 DNERAE LI SR BB A WA 5
R b AL . SCRR[S6]IM 2
TEEF R AR AT BAT IR FPE T B A AEAS, AR
ARy IS8 SR S Beki o SCRR[S TR SE 43 BT (¥ £
FERT G R T AL RGEHEAT T SRR R 32, HT
JE X T A E R AT T T BB AN A
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TS, IS 7 R AE— AT ORI T 1 71
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LRG EEAT N B R R SR LA,
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B 5 A BEAT 55 b AN RIDET B o REPE BE, TERT — &
FNIPEMTN R o W IX L TR R R 5 TN
BRSBTS AR T RE BT 5 AORTR
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R, B SR R s R PR AL Ty
%, EA A WA LR B A HIRR A,
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PIR/NT o el i o 1R 3R AR bR . AR F A A A
4 1T K ?
3.1.1 EfBRKAMEE

Xl —, — R X ) WS 448 TS 2
X200 Tk, B E SR SO BE W E LA DX [,
G ST T AN [ B JE ORI 46 PG A B, 38 ) it S
PR SR, I3 2 FrRl,

R2 WIREREEE

Table 2 Initial width value of the visualized image

SR SHE@IL
<10KB 32
10KB~30KB 64
30KB~60KB 128
60KB~100KB 256
100KB~200KB 384
200KB~500KB 512
500KB~1000KB 768
>1000KB 1024

A I M ARG R 2 H e WIUR S S8
TEA AT UG B Ja, — MR F BB 4 T80T 155
FITAT GRS Ak B AR R R SE, % RSE5 JE 2RiE 5 11
DR PERE I B AT DG, SCHR S R E PR AL HE 6464,
128%128, 224x224, 256x256, /LEMFF T 512
512, 768x768 I 1024x1024 %55 K ~F o 7EHF IR bh —
HERISCAF I % AT ¢ BRI EHGG IS, 5K
B U6 N B KNk e (RS o TSR e a4
FRAESTVL . MR S L S BUS i O TV, BIuh
KEGRIAS 8 — B k<k, IXH k WHIEF 64,128,224,
256,512,768,1024 2

Zhiguo 55 NAERG % R AW 2 B, 158
MIBREG “227 F0 “00” XFEMTLE AT, HREN
TN BMGZ R, UL PRE L 20 o = 2R LA
1RIEIEEF TR, 1% byte-plot 1 = if i byte-plot
T35 A K T RS R RGB R (0 A% . g i e P&l
15 RN B 17 el 5, ) P OO = YR 9 (i 42 EE A A
J IR 2 S B BT . MFF-HDBA SR JH XU P4
ST A PR A,

3.1.2 BEERK

XFF A, BATEB AL xoplot 71k, BlE
SRS eR B, R R AE AT BRAT S PR s A x
K HAE SO AL B 4, AR e A 5 X I )
B3 R AARR SR B, AT W] AT ST 2 4 1 —
e B e G XL x T LU ATPAT SR R R
FATFRZ M Byte-Plot), B i AT SCLER kB Her
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(145 B APT 1 H, FRZ M API-Plot), B &l gwfs
JFH IR A (PR 2 4 Opcode-Plot), 54,

TEA MG I, B e G iE £, B
A A K4 (Binary image). )% 14 (Grayscale
image) 82 F (0 15 (Color image), HEME5 5
fE B DR TR 38, an AR el A R, MR ZEAEHE 0
o 255(AE BRI E); AR K FE R, AT R
5 BEHUEAE A K LS, ikl RGB — i R (4 18]
15, W — Mk A 1 G AR Ry o — ANl aE, S5 A
WIE AR G S, WSCHE M5 S G E B &
M5 A%

3.1.3 REEGERITE

IR E BB ) ML R AR i 7 R GBS T B 4 7 1 i
(1) Byte-Plot /772 55 T-#§ 2511 Opcode-Plot 75% LA
FIET AL YU R e a5 5 S ) A A=
T

(1)Byte-Plot J5i%. Byte-Plot A& E15 /& H ATk
22 B9 R 1) o 2R R 0 S A R LS T v
ITVERG SCAF B G 71 2 %5 . Byte-Plot 5
i, BRI IUE R Rk 8 f7, M) AJT
HiURE AT AT R I R A 1 AR G AT R e
e A5 FH . Conti 55 N i 744 Byte-Plot J7VEH T
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K B SO o0 AR, DALERLSE b 4 Bh R il
20 H71%, Nataraj 25 N\ f B 1% 07VE 5 K& 1
M), Byte-Plot K3 BG4 2 AR K4 il 7 AT
B AT 77 2 (Byte-Plot-Row! ™) . 11 3% J7 2 (Byte-Plot-
Zigzagl® %l K [ ¥4 7 2 (Byte-Plot-Block®), #H2Hf
FUH A A I P Rl 7 3R] UG R B 2 T AR A
B B3 s SR LA Byte-Plot A5 AE iiK
FEBB IR o WLy, — etk 2 2 AR ff i 4]
SRR I T8 R ¢, HARRE » MIBE SO KN T AR,

(2)Byte-Plot A5 F /715, Byte-Plot {128 7 i:1R
%2, W 1D K5k (Byte-Plot-1D)F¥ — kil S04 LA )
it 7 3 R IR o A P A5 S R 4 PSS
JEV e ER, RIS BT, %0y
VSRR FOE T Byte-Plot-Zigzag J7ik. 404k
(Byte-Bin-Plot) i 715 JC A5 HEHUAE 1) DX 1) Je et 3]
B, B NaEEGST LR, W Betty 28 NSO
FATRP RTINS ASCIL 45, ¥4 ASCH -
FHEFEARFMEY N 8 AR B, e S
WA TR, ASM Byte-Plot /K& EI{£(ASM
Byte-Plot) /e 3k il S S I G o S G 1R B G P27
BRYEARRY, PR G R sl IR AR SO R AS 3k
HIFA, SR Byte-Plot J7 VAW &5 .
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Figure 3 Modes for mapping raw bytes into image pixels

(3)Opcode-Plot K E 114 . Opcode-Plot 775K H
I RS e v R R A 65 25 AR IR, R e S H AT
il g oE TR, K AR 1) kR AT R
S B8 G P I 2 R B AR, i D H FE A
TR A AR b, X EFEEL T
#.: Opcode-Embedding-Plot J5i%: % HE i+ Top
k AN, tHEI 1 IR R, AT
AR k<] K/INPAR JE 5 - Opeode-Sequence-Plot
7715 M n-gram 454 F¢ 51H A B AE K FE B
QR 5405 7 41 () 22 05 JE 0 2645 5L 1 AR
A% i, Opcode-SimHash-Plot J77%: i+
fa4 ¥ SimHash {i, %I SimHash [¥)%—/ Bit {7,

MR 0 B0 1 MW SR 22 {H 0 81 255, T IE—
8 2 K2, KyoungSoo 25 NV 4-15 /541
() SimHash 1B 2: 11 5 KR4 5 SUARHR

(4) FoAR 7 V2 o AR AR R G 1 LA 5 vk A T
Entropy-Plot J7 144 — JEHISCAF (0775 1 510 3 Je ]
KN, 88 BB PE SCAFMIBAE B, 154
PR E I 4R 3] 0~255 YA, R A= ot A
BEIREAE, I A ) G SRR A 8 18] (Entropy  Im-
age)™" ", Section-Size-Plot 7714 T PE k&2 3 Hl
SR RS, RFTER PE BRI T 3CPFK
FERILAE, fETE S A 4aE] 0~255 JERlN, HT4A
JR A7 (4% 2417, Byte-Embedding-Plot ]



BRI S ST B AT S AT 2 R R £k

Word2Vec 15 1 il SO AR5 1K) 256 4 n) &
PZ AR — A 256x256 4EMIFEFE, WL
Ji% 256x256 {1 K FE 477, Permission-Plot 77 %} T
Android N HFES?, XS 144 PR 15 K 7T #8140
KGR/ 12512 (EHET. APIs-Plot Jy ikt $%
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G A R 5, DL H I IR B S W s R R AR
# ", Markov-Plot LA 256 > F 54y G AL bR
A, BUS T R TR (1) 4 B8 5 0 90 4 LB AR 2= 1A,
kR B R FR A Markov Bl 8 (Markov  Im-
age) "7, SFC-Plot Jy i - Ffi ik 2 [ HUFS 2k
(SFC: space-filling curves) ] B[R BSTHESE, % 5E T
Hilbert. Z-order 1l Gray-code — P74 [A] X 75 i £& it )7
BT, DAORE % 2 0 — k) SO 21 SFC B
SFC-Plot L5 F & Byte-Plot [f—ANERITL, J5
S W G R AT SO IR — AR R R — e S 1k 7 41,
FRRERES -5 L e A WS 31 — 4 s a), AR
9 SFC WG J732 T LUK — 33 ) SCA v (17 S5 %85 o7 i o
FEWL 5] SFC & {5 pa T s fr B,
3.14 BOEBGAERTTE
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B I PR S A AR AE R, W] BAR R Rt ]
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(1) Triple-Plot J7¥%. % J5%:FIH RGB B4 K4
(W) = AV, RANRIEAE TR B, WlE 4 fr
TN o — M L — /NI E A7 fif Byte-Plot KB 4, 7
PE AN TE A4 BN 15 B, WA Entropy-Plot %1%
FMH . R Byte-Embedding-Plot 73219 K J% ]
. FIH Section-Size-Plot 777543 M A B IR, LA
e FCA AR SCA 2 445 R BREGE VHE B9 31 1 A RE 1A
A 31 Conti 45 NP Wl ot — b So R
Jy 3 iK%, BIKs Markov-Plot. Entrpy-Plot Fll
Byte-Plot A5 & =AMl E A ok B A

(2) 3-gram Byte-Plot J7i%. 1% 5% FH k| S
HELl 3 AN LA K RGB B R BB, G Il
AN B I AR Z > P 5k E S Brs.

(3) Colormap-Plot Jjik. Z%J7EH EME—A
<k 1) 2D (O ERFE, HANICREI N T4 RGB
{8 o 75 S IUAE R 7 T, Matplotlib 44 % 228 (1
] colormaps, WK 6 Frosi)Esn—E it %
(https://matplotlib.org/stable/users/explain/colors/color
maps.html#colormaps). JRNA] LLFEF Matplotlib )
colormap ZfE H L[] colormap. Huy %5 AKX} —
BRGSO TP AR, IS 4 6720 E R y AEFRAN
x AbkR, TR 16x16 M RGB EIF/EA
1A AR PR R PSR A Kesav 25 A1
R MR e B 8, R A R SR B
Danish 25 A\ 36 SCLFU Rk 2D SR R, T
HT A AR A E S . MC-ISA & 585 n AT 3

Entropy-Plot K} [l {5—- [

RGB# (&%

4 Triple-Plot /5%
Figure 4 Triple-Plot color image
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Figure 5 3-gram Byte-Plot color image

Perceptually Uniform Sequential colormaps
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E 6 matplotlib A —FERA—BIE B FR
Figure 6 Perceptually uniform sequential colormaps
in matplotlib
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(4) HAbJ57%:. H55 CoLab-Plot J7¥Z%. Datatype-
Plot J5 VA1 Token-gjb2-Plot J77%:%5 .

CoLab-Plot J5i%. PE Uk BmER . iy
MER/NE PE UM B PR AR, Wil 7 Fros.
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Brbrid it PE U By, 36T BUR 44 I ELAS R 1Y)
TG, Ac Ge IR 4 0 5 B FEA O, AT
03 3 o 1R 8% 5 BB b — 28 R B 2 A 15 S,
B I SR A “CoLab F{5 7 15,

Datatype-Plot 777%. Stephen 2 A\ PO7E 5i(h 2w i
T b, SRR R A, B E 0x00 FH R
R, ASCIL AT H1(0x01-0x7E)H i (A% 7R, il
T4 (0x7F-0xFE)H 4L 4387, OxFF F %R, LA
UbA R SFC K4
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% ...... d ’ t
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Bl 7 Windows PE X{$4&30
Figure 7 Format of Windows PE file

Token-gjb2-Plot J5 1% . F| AR, By 54 Bt i
SRS AT A H . B AR RS T 44
st LW VIR RIS . Yena 25 NBTRIF I gk T



BRI 25 ST EE AL S AT B R L5k

HAHH Android APK SCAFH ACAS, H] TE-IDF 55
VRV SACHS o (0 I T AR R,
ARG S LA 4L, R SimHash 5732 2F
AT GG BRI AR AREL, R gjb2 BRI ILar . 4%,
W1 . KyoungSoo 25 A3 T45 4L T
W)FA, A SimHash 5354 sy 46 UG I AL bRAE,
FIHH gjb2 BEARILAL, 2%, WEHEAE.

FHIRHIFFE R A [ S IR AE T AR 3 .
ST, Byte-Plot R4 HEACI v AT, A
L VAT BB R, 3 TS I A3
Opcode-Plot F A1 7775 15 5 s B0k AT AT ST S -G
B 2 TE R U A RS P LS O R, ANIE TSI A B,
HYE AR % 3K 2 52 21 S 71 Gt 555 G B KA P9 A0 32
FARACKE g, Sp—VERE AWl Byte-Plot 5
5. B 3-gram Byte-Plot O K540, HAE A EH
— Al 3 AMEEAE R ER, RS TAEH
PR IHIE I (0 P15 . Markov-Plot. Permission-Plot
S 7 AR S A A BRI, — A A
EUE I — Nl e fd

®3 ORMEHE
Table 3 Representation methods

TAETTIE i ik
Byte-Plot KT 4 T
Byte-Plot-Zigzag /K & |14 RS [61-63]
Byte-Plot-Block K% 4 RS [64]
Byte-Plot-1D K% 4 SRRSO [50,65-67]
MarkovPlo il T (s )
Entropy-Plot K £ E 1% kRIS [51,74]
Opcode sequence-Plot /& fE & {4 g3 [69, 71,105]
Opcode SimHash-Plot /&% FI{% g ST [72]
APIs-Plot K &4 T4 A [77]
Permission-Plot /& f& 14 eI [76]
Triple-Plot B {4 K4 R [70]
Colormap-Plot {4 K% RSO [51,75, 84]
3-gram Byte-Plot {41814 kAt [75, 83]

Triple-Plot ¥ A€
SFC-Plot+ Datatype-Plot 4 <%
CoLab-Plot # {1 &l 5
Token-Plot # {4 %

RIS [4,75]
RIS [80]
RIS [86]
RS [73, 87]

3.2 TERGEGIFEMEANEE

T [r) 5 S AR 2 2R ) R, FORAE il 2 2
AMWETTVE: I A BRI VA U KRR AR
(Latent feature), — /& ELIZERG IR L 27 2] 73 FABE A 15
BB SR A R . R R N
AR BRI AL, O FE SRR AL L U R AE (L)
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TEARFFALE R GEVHRFAE A, % R AR AL SR IO 1 L 45
GIST &1+ Gabor 284t A& 3L IAE 4 (second-
order Gray-Level Co-occurrence Matrix, GLCMs).
LBP(Local Binary Patterns). SURF (Speeded Up Robust
Feature). HOG(Histogram of Oriented Gradients). SIFT
(Scale Invariant Feature Transform) Az D-SIFT (Dense-
SIFT)%.

filt1: Nataraj 25 APV GIST filiik 7 518 24k
PRI SERRAE I T4 2. Stephen % AP
LBP 51, HOG H-FHl Gabor I 91§ #5421
PG (KR AE FE T 202, Vinita 258 AP IS8
BAF R U 35 AS—Bir Al i SO GE vH R A HEA T
R, Hd 19 A —HraBl Gt R ib e ds: $BI1E.
. bRAEZEL WBE. WERE. dR/MEL 10 7.
KAE 90 7347 DYSrArsh . ~FIZ4ant B 2= —Fr.
—Wraehat. R R . DU EEREL 4
XL ZE . BTG I A RE SRR R B X e
JE. AR R B ST
TIRBEETT 2 WG G BoR . HHOCHE,
X 8 ANMRHIELE 4 A7 ) B bRAHEZEFII(E L 16 2
BYRFIE; DR E A 2] 35 DN SREFAE, £
Malimg $#i4E 7351 98.58%(1) 40 FSHENf% . Yashu
i NUOUE I P PG AL 1, P Rte GIST 4
RFiE R LBP 50 dense SIFT JRiFRHFAE, 42 T 4R
W EHETE

Chenbin 2% \"FI /] GIST. Tamura 45 4 FhE1%
R AE SR IOTT %, SR IBCE B A AR B R R R S
(Coarseness) ~ X b J¥ (Contrast)y  J5 [ J&
(Directionality) « £k £ & (Linelikeness) « ¥t I &
(Regularity) FTFL 4l & (Roughness)%s 6 /NMSUERERAIE I
MITF528, A2 748 Aha WM, k-5 4B BEMLAR
MRAT CNN 3L 5 Fp 288, BEHLARAMRIS 93% (1) 5%
ARSI Z . Jiang 25 NU'®ERFH 3-gram-Byte-Plot %4,
K% 778, R — R T SO 8 il 22 Gl T R (0 IR
KHI AlexNet $EHAUHURFAE I3z R A H 4k
(LRN)ECR, £ Malimg ##64E F 4 285056 3015
97.9%F) V- EIHER 2

iMDA 7t CNN ZEH g | NIL AR A 2
478 2 1l 45 A Ml T % T (channel  squeezing and
boosting) 55 A& HL I TRFAE = 2], b L G R A-F
T8 7 VA T 5 20 38 R S0 N (1R 53 8 6 A AR 4K
Z AR I R AE T T 00 S A B 0 42 R
Gitey; A HETEH T I T S A A B & R
fEE . iIMDA 7E5EE ToT Hdlide b seit ke il
97.93%, %% AlexNet, VGG16/19, Inception V3, Res-
Net18/50, Shufflenet, DenseNet201, Xception, GoogleNet
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LAl CNN BT S m (MR MERER®. Sibel 45 WS FIBhAREREE DLLs KoMK H A A4,
NUPVRIH] CNN A LSTM AbFE SR B IR, DT EASRAS S (KA %

SRR RIS ST WIRAEH] APT R P54 FH AT r i 20 10 P AR5 AL i ORI 6 5 32 2
AEIAN, BARFLHZE T 100%, (AHERRE; R4 PR,

F4 X#TELE

Table 4 Summary of literature methods

SR AT RLAY 72 Iy HEFAE IR PUEITES I AR HE %
[4] [C]: Triple-Plot GLCM S+ E RF, kNN, SVM Private [7087/15] KNN: 97.47%
: Triple-Plo ) N rivate 1 97. s
P JE+1[ 2 H Hash 0
[40] [G]: Byte-Plot GIST WK FGIE ) k-NN Malimg Malimg: 98.00%
[G]:Byte-Plot (zigzag) Gabor, /N5 . Markov+Colormap-Plot:
[63] [C]:Markov+Colormap-Plot RERSAE SVM, Random Forest Private [5000/9] Kol 95.00%, %3] 81.00%
Markov -Plot-D-I, D-II,
) . ) D-I: [1000/2] + [1000/0]; D-II1: 85.39%, 95.23%,
6 GF ?\j[’z‘r’ilvot(ﬁfzag)’ LBP+ H 7 k-NN D-I1: [1600/7] + [1600/0]; 91.39%
P D-1II: [1000/?] + [1000/0] Byte-Plot-D-I, D-II, D-III:
85.54%, 93.84%, 86.09%
Tensorflow CNN
: - ’ img + 179
[65] [G]: Byte-Plot(block) LBP SVM., k-NN Malimg + BIG 2015 93.17%
CNN, CNN-UniLSTM
: _Plot- ISV i ’ -Bi 1 98.209
[66] [G]: Byte-Plot-1D R AL CNNBILSTM BIG 2015 CNN-BiLSTM: 98.20%
51] [G]: Byte-Plot Wk MLP, CNN, Res- Malicia + Samuel Kim [26413/20] VGG-19: 92.16%
[G]: Byte-Plot-1D = Net152, VGG-19
. . I Malime: DII: Pri
[(67] [G]: Byte-Plot-1D G W= CNN LSTM D-I: Malimg; D-II: Private D-I: 96.30%: D-IT: 98.80%
pipeline [10350/10]
[68] (G]: Byte-Plot.1D TZE CNN fililil  CNN, CNN biLSTM, BIG 2015; Malimg; BIG 2015: N/A; Malimg:
s Ryle-tlo Wk i and CNN BiGRU ~ D-III: Private [52000/2]+[23000/0]  96.30%; D-III: 98.60%
[70] [G]:Opcode-Sequence-Plot Btk AE GoogleNet Inception BIG 2015+ Private [3000/0] ResNet 152: 88.36%
V4; ResNet
[71] [C]: Triple-Plot Bk e LeNet5 BIG 2015 98.76%
I+ At S L
[72]  [G]:Opcode-Sequence-Plot Wik fi)ﬁ 3 JZ CNN Private [9168/10] + [8640/0] 96.70%
J
[73] [G]:Opcode-SimHash -Plot FERAE CNN BIG 2015 98.86%
N [ K 47> 0.95
74 G]: Token-gjb2-Plot N/A PR X dk UG i Private [8169/3]+[2505/0 o
[74] 6] 8 L M ] ARFHEALT 0.325
: - K% T CNN,
[52] %(C}} SZ:ZEEZP 1}:2: Gabor filter VE}G3 : ;(esnetSO ! D-L: BIG 2015 + [12971,0]; D-I: 99.20%;
: P ’ ToUN D-II: Mallmg + [12971,0] D-II: 99.95%
[G]: Markov-Plot FIR 12 P
Yo, =B ,
_ (4rF)VGG3; . VGG3-BIG 2015: 98.25%;
: - &, S AR : ’
[52] [G]: Entropy-Plot F, M‘uﬁ SEER A % X 7 2 DNN BIG 2015; Malimg VGG3-Malimg: 98.46%
ez
- . Malimg: 99.709
[75] [G]: Entropy-Plot CNN i 5 SVM Malimg; BIG 2015 alimg: 99.70%

BIG 2015: 100%
kNN, SVM, MLP, RF,

XGBoost, AC-GAN, Colormap-Plot+Resnet152:
Resnet152 J8E 4 MalExe [26412/20] 91.39%

e2

[G]: Byte-Plot
[76] [C]: Triple-Plot; 3-gram FRARF A
Byte-Plot; Colormap-Plot

NCSU: [1200/?]
[77] [G]: Permission-Plot KR AE LeNet, GoogleNet Drebrin: [5560/?];
D-III: [700/0]

LeNet: 93.00%
GoogleNet: 92.00%

A gmigasfhies B guliday, 148, MLP fil

78 G]: APIs-Plot Private [22000/0] + [26000/7 95.00%
78] (6] FFIE Hh3 I [22000/0] 12600077} '
BIG 2015; BIG 2015: 99.264%
. _ % 3;/ - H
(791 [G]: Markov-Plot KA CNN Drebin Drebin: 97.364%
AlexNet, VGG,
[84] [C]: 3-gram Byte-Plot RRRFAIE GoogleNet, Incep- Private [20000000/20] Inception-v3: 98.4225%
tion-v3

img; loT- id: 2]+ img: 98.82%;

(85] [C]: Colormap-Plot W fine-tuned CNN Malimg; IoT-Android: [14733/?] Malimg: 98.82%;

[2486/0] IoT dataset: 97.35%




BRI & TG TR SR R AR LR 151
SCHk AL TV o S HE Pag s sk I AHERf
- VGG16, DT, kNN CoLab+VGG16+SVM:
: Byte-Plot + CoLab-Pl Vs > ’ BIG 201
[87] [C]: Byte-Plot + CoLab-Plot SRR SUM G 2015 96.59%
[88] [C]: Token-gjb2-Plot FeREAiE CNN Private [720/?] + [720/0] 92.67%
SR/ . X
[89] [G]: Byte-Plot LWRE. Res. 95 AEUME ANN Malimg 99.13%
CNN, bidirectional BiLSTM-OBE: 93.40%;
[90] [G]: Byte-Plot RRRFAIE ’LSTM OBF [18800/47], BIG 2015, Malimg BiLSTM-BIG 2015: 93.80%;
BiLSTM-Malimg: 98.50%
e Malimg; Malimg: 98.32%
. _ ggl/jt
(1] [G]: Byte-Plot IR ResNeXt50 modified Malimg modified Malimg: 98.86%
—HrgE+ GLCM L . Malimg: 98.58%
[92] [G]: Byte-Plot AT eSS RPIEN o Malimg; D-I1: [2916/19] D-I1: 98.11%
D-I: Malimg; ResNet34-Malimg: 94.80%;
. 5 % 3;/ - ) )
(931 [G]: Byte-Plot KA kNN, ResNet34 D-I1: Malicia [9895/51] KNN-Malicia: 99.43%
G1: Byte-Plot: ASM SVM. NB (Nai Malimg + Malheur ([3131/24]) +
[94] [G]: Bytz P(;(t),t D-SIFT + GIST Bayes) k(Nﬁ‘;Ive VirusShare ([2630/11]) + BIG 2015 98.20%
Y ves), THE [3237/7]
. Malimg-256: 98.48%;
. 5 % 3;/ - . )
[95] [G]: Byte-Plot LR CNN Malimg; BIG 2015 BIG 2015.256. 97 49%
[96] [G]: Byte-Plot FEARFAIE CNN Malimg Malimg-96: 94.50%
T VGG-16 1 . Malimg: 98.52%;
. _ g. ?:/ . >
[97] [G]: Byte-Plot BERAiE CNN BIG 2015; Malimg BIG 2015: 99.97%
[98] [G]: Byte-Plot Gabor /ME+ GIST &1 i 4&4% ANN Mahenhur [3131/24] 96.35%
[99] [G]: Byte-Plot I BT EUAHALRE Private [1000/50] 97.90%
VGGNet CNN VGGNet CNN: 98.14%;
. _ S%\,j—/ > + >
[100] [G]: Byte-Plot SEEE BaseNet CNN BIG 2015+ [20650/0] BaseNet CNN. 96.82%
FETF T4 DNN [
[101] [G]: Byte-Plot FRARF A iﬂf . ﬁ i Private [197604/0] + [584606/7] 99.07%
T2
B 7, Hu SURF: 98.96%; SIFT:
%, Haralick, SIFT, ~ CNN (1D, 2D, ) 97.62%; KAZE: 97.25%;
102 : Byte-PI ’ ’ ’ P 4850/7] + [4
[102] [G]: Byte-Plot SURF, ORB, VGG16) rivate [483072] % [4850/0] ORB: 93.53%; A JRH¥{iF:
KAZE 96.32%
} D-I: Drebin T-4E[1550/?], [2620/?
K408 + AP N rebin FH[1550/7], [262017], {{1[5825/2]: 95.70%
[103] [G]: Byte-Plot - N R G [5825/?], [6965/?] D-TI [1[3626/7]: 97.24%
& D-II: BIG 2015 T4 T [3626/2): 97.24%
[104] [G]: Byte-Plot CLAHE CNN Malimg 96.00%
[105] [G]: Byte-Plot [ESERR CNN, SVM BIG 2015; Ember 2018 97.73%
[106] [G]:Opcode-Sequence-Plot RRRFIE CNN BIG 2015 98.00%
[107] [C]: SFC-Plot+ Data- LBP, HOG, Gabor ~ RF, SVM and KNN Private [13599/23] Y4 kKNN-HOG Z-order:
type-Plot filter 97.6%
. GIST+LBP/Dense Malimg; Malimg: 96.60%
[108] [G]: Byte-Plot SIFT RE Antiy [11000/11] Antiy: 94.98%
Ja8. AMZE Ul
[109] [G]: Byte-Plot GIST, Tamura AR I Private [?/?] RF: 93.00%
KNN. RF Il CNN
[110] [C]: 3-gram Byte-Plot FaREAiE AlexNet Malimg 97.90%
Attention + Dense-
. . £ 4t 1 i .64Y
[121] [G]: Byte-Plot (SEER1R Net.BC Malimg 94.64%

(. “TIRE L B, [CIRIG] 2 R # A G R FE G . “ 548 ” %, B Malimg. BIG 2015 Ember 2018 %518 FH & 4:4b, 1
fl F i 42K H DSname[m/k]K7~, HoH DSname A AH4E 4, Private Kon A G Hn4E; 4 k>0 I RR A A AERE AT FIL m A B RKAFREAR;

4 k=0 R WE m A RIEFFHEA. )

33 EERHEEGSE

U R AR S OB BB ) 3 B R 6 A7 4 SR AL

FH R SCHR R R B o AT T L
v SRR IR P 7 SR, T rp R AT S
5 T 199 238 HRAE R I R 9 25

BRI R IE, WSGHERIE . BUERREEEA) . TEAR
FRAE S GV Re R, 0 I BILAS 27 I B8 N n] DLEY
PHEUF IR 43 SR - CSM AR (Conglomerate Stratum
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Model) % ¥ TST(Triad Seeped Technique). QLM
(Quatrain Layer Method)F! APS(Acclimatized Patronage
Scheme) =N, 43 i FH T2 2 B2F BEUG OE A
USRI EDURT 228, 7E Malimg $5 452 1 (15256 5
1 99.41%[1 5> FHER "), Farhan %5 A 56 F K
F Transformer(BERT)¥) XU 1) 4 i 2 7 T I A5 7,
BE T 199 2 IR RN s i B ZR SCBR AL, [R] ISR
FH 2 3 A - PG A0 o0 I 28 0 i e e B AL
#*7~, FIH FAST(Features from Accelerated Segment
Test)#l1 X /7 ¥4 F1 BRIEF(Binary Robust Independent
Elementary Featrue)ffiid 1 H & bricd BLOCHREAE . 4
WA LORFHIEFAL R IE AL & )5 A SMOTE (Syn-
thetic Minority Over-Sampling) J7 ¥ 47 £ 4 - 17,
H] CNN BRI LR E S, K] Gaussian Naive
Bayes. SCHAMEAL. PR 124 1R BEALARAK
FA) 18 TR 4R B B BEAT 43 S RIS M, 7 CICMalDroid
2020 1 CIC-InvesAndMal2019 P/ w G B AR 5L
Pt B st g AR T ik A s, WE. A
[F]% . F1-Score MHAEREHR )70 99%- 99%. 99%AM
99.16%, T %f L) RNN. LSTM. DNN I GRU J5
i, Hrb DNN A, 22 RNN J7995 7 H
85%- 85%- 87%FI1 85.34%""", MLP-Mixer-Autoencoder
—MNA T HE L MLP-mixer FTH 4 ht 2% 1F14E A%
ZEHy, RIR L G 6 25 1) 20 R 2% - i L) 2 B8 1) 25 RS
MLP-mixer FT 1 B ) 45 i 12, Katrina 25 A\ ) H]
PIL(Python Image Library) K& A ] $h4765 453 51
s kARG, KEEIR. RGB EIf&. CMYK K
R A YCbCr K15 . A A Malicia I5 H FRI 18 5K
PR B HE, A FIRTD BN — KGR > 5K
1%, fEJL ELUEL ONN Zp 2888 NI T GIST #i3d 14F
MER 2 Fh oy R (k-1 48 BEHLARAR . SVM A2
JE AN RS I M e, AP0 B A IRIE IS,
GIST #iii& 1 CNN o &4, SFTA-GDA Jik
44 SFTA(Segmentation-based Fractal Texture Analy-
sis)fl GDA(Gaussian Discriminant Analysis)H T % &
AR, E e MaleVis 20 SE 1 (0 -G 46
KEEBEG, MrhdhE SFTA Hl Gabor 4%1iF, Fl GDA
AIKN 25 DL BEAT 2325, 753 98% [ kA 14,
MDABP 7118 FHLERAE R Ge Pk RF LA ) &
GEFAE A B AR, A A-NN 23 81 A i 25 44
R ToT &AM, 75525 2o 4 B se il
97.18% K11 HEff 22, Pt T+ Jk T+ W0 28 i 1) de DI 5 48
AT 7 I 94.5% (s ),

X TR RIS B A R RAAIE, [ CNN ¢
AR P A AT PG A B AT 1) J Dy, IR I8 A 05 R

PRS2y 251 B BRIl MCTVD it 7 AN
A B8 ) 48 0 SR R R AT 4 2R, A
BIG 2015 [GEAATHAREE 1/ STk 99.44%,
BB T AlexNet. VGG16, VGG19 %5 JT] CNNPU,
DSBEL & & AR IIAE Z 40 25 -5 5 CNN
(VR FERFAE S EDURN B T 22 29 SR 28 IO AR B2 I PR 4,
HHH CNN XH] SB-BR-STM(Squeezed-Boosted Boundary-
Region Split-Transform-Merge)424), JHIL7E STM B
PHINIEIE Squeezed-Boosted J7iAA B T-Hisfok =
A G N SCBER LU BE AR AL AR 2R 3 A
T SVM.MLP il AddaBooSTM1 — /432 . DSBEL
HEZERT S 3959 4> ToT P % 2 S 1F LG ) 2t
BB RAEER 1473 4Y), 520 98.50%(FIA]
HEHfi%, LT SqueezeNet. ShuffleNet. Inception V3.
VGG-16+ ResNet-50. GoogleNet. DenseNet201 %5 X}
BB Park 25 AT H — AN FH 0 A
(IR Transformer, JFFH 22 AN (1) Bt I g b 45 21
SRR A BT B L ] 5¢ R 28551 Transformer,
M [CLST ] LA T s 45 P 15 & - 75 BIG 2015 $ids
£ 1 IR S 06 3R B AR Y IR HE A R AL T 0 LB AR
Yimeng % A MV % Malimg & ¥ K 1%, 4 &
DenseNet-BC ¥ 25 FlvE 55 77 AL il 44 g 0 2 Ak 20
ST RAETY, ST 94.64%(1) 53 R UERH % . Muhammad
5 NAE CNN ZERJ it b, &5 A A1 H 2 JURR1E b A
(MFF) 38 38 v 5 0 AL T kAT 5 FL X 53 F 5
PEVRFAE$h H . B 0% 4888 2 5 A0 7 v 2N
TRHX—A L, fEH—MIET Bat HEEKES
Kotk 57 (HDBA) . 71 Malimg 4} 45 M1 DataCon
By e B s g5 RL W], B3 A B % T
256x256 K/ R HER 2 fe e, WAL F] 99.36%,
(i) HJ 122 455 78 W) DA KA 2550 6 ol R A AR i, AT L
7772 AlexNet8(94.12%). VGG16 (97.11%). ResNet50
(97.54%). Inception V3(98.71%) 5 5. Yanli 25 A\ 2
TERBE SR 22 W 28 vh 5| N TR A1 5= T LI gt 4 SR A
., Xuelei 25 AU —FhEl4 Efficient-Net £
ID-CNN Rl B A K oy K071, 1% Ak
TG R G v 5 SO IS T T AR R A RE R T o
1 e, A A AN 2, PRAERE R 25 F T
FHIBCE SR I SORERE, 1 48R T 3= 548
FEAT I, P I 28 7 I ) A% 436 1) (] I i 36, 7 P €
HU[¥) VirusShare 24 £ (38 25)A1 Malimg %345 £
SR, e UEHERG R 27304 98.14%A11 98.55%.
TR ZRA5E RS e K I 24 3 R F i A T S 4
KX gmid 7 3 & A A iR, 8 i oy U R 2
FLAB AR N AT 55, nT AL T B A oy 2R AT 25t



BRI 25 ST EE AL S AT B R L5k

AR o Pratikkumar 55 KT 25 () ResNet152
Al VGG-19 BEGER 2GR KA G 5 AT 5, 5K
56 2 B PR TR ZR B 70 1) 73 2 1 REFAAL T35 T 1%
(1] MLP Fl CNN B DL K FE T35 465 (1) CNNLRNN,
LSTM Fl GRU #% . Mohamad %5 A\ U2 —Fiiit
TWETE 45 R AN Transformer #4575 B ViT, I T-3&
TR ARS8 B VIT 7ES2Bl BRI T —ANME
ImageNet ##li 4 FHUNZR VIT BHATER Y, 1F
Malimg. BIG 2015 454 ¢ S8 & W], B_VIT 14
KUER R HIEF] 99.49%F1 99.99%, AT LL 1K)
IEViT(Input Enhanced ViT)H! ViT #:%4 , Osho 25 A\ 1'%
I P11 2511 Inception-ResNet-V2 CNN A7 14T
AR 155535, {E Malimg B 48 & 1 @5
£ FIIS 99.2% )7 R HEAfi% . EfficientNetB1 7F
BIG 2015 ¥dls £ 42 % 1f) Byte-Plot K% % -, W]
AT 99%I1 73 R, RZ P EET CNN 1l
Y57 VR EBEAN B 4% S 50 DU, MC-ISA 1
FINEGR N FIE R B 1 5 FH 22 38 18 3 58 )5
Inception-ResNet-V2 [RIA I HERf 2 55 151 (99.36%), 1
THINZRE ResNet50. Inception V3. VGG161*,

BRI BRI T &%, Farhan %5 A\
K H Gaussian AHZE VUMM, SZRFM AL PRI
TR [R] VA 0 B AL AR PR A S ) 4 RSO 2R B A A e 4y
AR . Pratyush 25 AU PUfi ] CNN A ShHfECE &%
PRI FE UG IR AE, 16N A 9n S %5 . GRU. MLP
F4 % 1) Stacked Ensemble £ 1A% SE-AGM Il 25,
Malimg ##a 4, HIZRaEy M dds Lol 8:2
i, SE-AGM SEI 99.43% (1) T34 MAR A %, AL+
7:3 I 99.30%.

TIAb, BN R A SR IRV AT L i K
RFEAR D [ ) 5, AT W TR R N D AR AS 2 )
Jridi. Conti 25 N2V PR DA 2 5] 4244 CSNN
(Convolutional Siamese Neural Network)! Shallow-
IFS(Shallow Few-Shot) 7324 J5 i Ab #1557 1% 2 A 5
o 7E Malimg. BIG 2015 F1 MalwareBazaa — /M)
Ptk EHEAT IR, CSNN 23 AT 96.21%, 94.99%F1
93.42%11) 4> 25 UERf %, Shallow-1FS 7 10-shot IFf43 41
IS 98.26%, 88.68%F1 97.65% 1)/ JSHERf%, Tkt
Ll 7 RIS T e

EVESKRE, TR T RRE, SR HL2% 2
M T7E Bl Al . SVM SR T 15 2 B b o KRR
T SR FH VR R R B R A SRR AE, ) 2 R
CNN B4, 5 il v R R R Ao 3 T 3k
PFEEAT (0 5r R, AR A AR, 0N oA 7Y

15 KAL),
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34 EEREEGSLERITM

A UG FEABE RSN 53 2830 R AN T7 TH VP AL 4328
a, R BITRPEALG  EREL T UNRE, EAL R
LRI b5 S B P 5 I P AR, Tk — 28
T8 2 B AT R AR B2 Ak B8 ) R0 B P VR A
A I FE bR A ) 4 X% 22 (MAE: Mean Absolute
Error). AHX} 26} % 25 (RAE: Relative Absolute Error).
Y7 MR 1% ZE(RMSE: Root-Mean-Square Error) %5 1) 51
B DA AN T BB BT 3 AR AL R B T
MRRE A, VEAGIE . SOREA B 43 AR TR 1 Aff S0 AH
NI, FH R FE AR A5 HER 22 (Accuracy) FILEL
PR UEH K . K 1 % (Precision) « 4 [1] % (Recall)
F 1-Measure ZE5FRbR%E, 2 BRI S AREA )
A BRI, AR = K43 (three-way split) /7 20K
AE7 50 s I EZ1 % SN R7iwe2 S I T ke S v = U
leave-one-out AZ XIGUFEY k H7AC S UE LTS 2 AH X
FEE I RURARR o« AEBCR VAL IS, IR0 DRSS 1E AR
ALLBAE4k, 51 AROC HIZF1 AUC [HIFR X 70 R
AT B VEA

BRI T BB R R A SR A, TR Rk
K22 HUABE T34 52 BT ML B DL R, I U7 1)
DNRGEA AL R A BRAT 5 A5 31 T 50k, PRtk
SRR BB 32 SRS R i, WO T R
()% T AT 3 S 25 IS B DAL A 25 1T LUK I 46 ok
WA A R B R VA AT 45 - MIGAN & —
BT AC-GAN 1) i A BUR H s G B Y, 7
Malimg b [)525 % B MIGAN BEW15 214 ) (bR
BHm e, Az Bt BEAGAT A (1) JoT 52 70 A >R H 45 A8 AH AL
P 8 0 (Structural Similarity Index, SSIM) A1 FID
(Ffechet Inception Distance)it{T /& #*), FENCEBOX
FEZEHRAIL T = K38 15 MhI-MG s G im g ik WAL
FAEANE FETEN, FERA L2 Y640, SSIM e {F 47 g
[t (Peak Signal-to-Noise Ration, PSNR) 2 J& 51X 44y
A R R i T

BE T I AR R A 0 ROV, PR
T 2R ANR T Bl 40 48 LE A PO PRI A A0 oy e AR B
(RILL, JUP8 B SCERAE A & P ReFR bR 22—
FHOCSCHREUAS (M B L HERf 2R 3 4 TR o

4 MMEB. BEESHk&

BT BG AT RA FR EAE  REAH K
PEWCSS BB, AT S8 TR KA 0 SRAT: 55 5 el 1
BACPAT S5, WA RAT =AU IS

A AT G L AU SR AR SR
A > S i BRI WK e 5L 3 B P B
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BB, wag A, TR RS BEAT N
BYHIERG MR E NI . 7E 2SS RO
PR IR S B0, N T4l B L RE (10 3 A
LTS R =/ C SR IY SO WNE TSy RE BT .
T, PR T IR RSB R PR

RS M TR R AR R R . SRR
TR N T Chise /MU 1680 2 A, R4 3k
AT INRARRS AR AR, R et T H sl LR etk
FCITR BURE A, FEARAD 5 IR 4R AR RS 5 45 Tl /NP 31,
RRAEA G b, R Bk B Al As Ak, S
PEEE T AT AL (S R o A R U

T AT DA S P A5 Ak T AR (1) R B IF SR
BAERKTE, N B AR BRI 70 5% K
PO AR 20T B, e S IR R A B R
WA T 08 H SR, B3 g | SRR ek, BE
PEHE TR AR R IS, AT TR AL TR Sk R
TR 2

ZEAAT 10 247K T AL R AR R R
(12 RBEFE, AT 2R AR T A IE MY I REAE R s . RFAEHh
I RRESE BN r 500, AE SR B4R I T
U IRTIPE BE, (AR AME CLEAT T U AR o T
PG5 AT ALK [0 05 5 SR 2 S A B 1 i £ 1) R R A
I By O VR BT G R SR ), TR A
PR, T EALHS:

2 T AR T T N ) R SR A SO A
SR E M SN AR ES, FIHERRT
BXCRIZANE, Wl aa 55 Bl vy LLE 7 F)
05 FAEBET A A S 2 —30 5y, FACR
FOR, Sz N 2R BB H KRR . 1 HIG IR 5 ] A
AT 308 2 RAE T HAT S, K EAE R4
FEAV A o AR SO — et U D A0S
SIAAEREAT N, BRI NEZE, AaR
D VA E =R S e 1B S e B e v (o Rt
F5 4 P B FCARARL, 75 ZEAR e (1) AU B S AR T B
HEff e r, KM x-plot %4 s AR 5 JR8K o il
MALIGN K H % B2 MR 800 8 AT AT i, 5
TR A SR S 2 ) LA ke SR TR 1) 56 5 )
T VEA BT S 0 A O e e B, (R
A e kRSO R S A AE DA AT A A A7 A A
AR AZ SR I e e Ho it 2o,

TR TS R ) R AT L, X TR
AT VEAT G R AN 53 B B b R = R 4
PG SCPEFN LT T o 49505 B SR — b i) S S
O EHE,  EAR I I h R a h AR
—HUE SR F DXk, AT R DAE B IR R A )

RREAY Je 42 X AR M I X AR T S0 B
BAFPFARED 20 4 1P BL 200, b B R Cobk
PR 2 ARG . T ARG 1 H AR B4t
15 R HOR XK, AL H AR B AT B Bk X
FE TSR FE P 1AL I AT BB K, LA ) S ]
G511 A8 AR, DL B fi % e s 245 73] )
FILLPE. SR, R — H sk g, OB S
AR 2B BB I B, R SR I e
e A ST A 2 2 B IR AR AL PR RS ), A% 75w A
FH P ) 0 A S 3 0D o B 30 3 R S
25, AR e DUR T 5520 5 5 2 A A % e S A At AR AR
PRI 2 BE T S SRR LA T 5

RGN ARRE M ) . X TR T LS A 2 A
R 2% 2] (WA 0y AT 55, SRR G 3R AE R ] i R
PEBRGE, JUIRE IR 43 248 4 S 10 ] e M R Bk, X SR
HE 7 Y AR A 14 7 1) e I A, 0 S RE
SCRARER ] o (HIR A T UG TR (P R A
Iy R FESCHR T, 2 S 45 VP Ah 1R 2 1 AT
fiE R R — 20 N2 5 TR ST, 9 o) mT 4
T GBS o0 ORI g . 56T AT Ak 7 v
()RR AE B SRR AE R IR UG R AE TR
SRR AT TR B AR AL ) S R A A R
WUERL S > Rz A R 35, 5555, #Ekz R
BIRNIIRR o

DU gt i T Ay s A . A — AN TR
AFARHE ST, AR O 0% 5 38 A7 77 39 1 58 PR,
5 DA A o 1% SO PE RS SR R SO S R . &
A 45 ) T AR 5 e b e U DAL R AR
T, A OB TR BV S FH TR A B RATTT HME LA A TR
1, FEHFNA AT T B EFEBRIH . STk
18 FH 15 22 1 B8 £ A0 55 Windows ~F- & PE 3% 241 1)
BIG 2015 ¥{#li4E. Malimg HIEEM 255 APK
R Drebin BHRAE, Ak A, X%
PN TF R AT S HEAT T % ¥ sl I8 S b B, AN T
G 3 J SR U R I 453 R R AR 2 B, L DR R A )
AR, OO VR R M o BRI 4 Kk
FRAE S AT I . MALNET-IMAGE & —MNM&Ft H
TSR EGAE, B 47 95 696 MERIKAITFR
W 120 ANERE L SR EUR, ARG )
G APK SO ) P S R 4 VI 2545 2110 4 S 2
e AHEAT TR A 28 R0 &5 SR A R

5 KREKEE

55 H AR SAN LE, R0 R AT PR A K
i bt S 10 225 T R o 12 I, B A SIS 22 57



BRI 25 ST EE AL S AT B R L5k

7 R PR AR AR KA ) L R B R s B
B 1 R ALl A PR 2 TR A 5 A7 PR M i) A, A Jst
AT LU D R ARG B AR AT A
HAbX G2 — 8oy, SRR G ARG
PO A A T B R I SO PR ) BRAT
AT AL I SRR R AR PUIRE [, B
AT BB O AR O L R SR L TR
VSR ) BB ) e AR SRR TN
FE 3 2 RGBT AT 1R 3 Tof 5 A R ik R AT P A T
Yo WTRESSVE BT IS ) (045

BRI DL A8 . HiAT DL R Py 713
FEWE NGB, HEE T ARES . B,
IS X SRR ARTZ R B AL BAE 55, ML AL
RIBERRL NS 2 (I 28, XA XRS5 EE
RERS IR BIANES T N KI AL B . AHXE T W] AT 8k
PRIX IR BAELOAE, BB A B LU E, &
AT A HECLSE T, ity BER L AR A REZ B (4 H
PRXSSR, HMELL E SR O] SRR R SCBRrAE . HL
DR 2z A N AL JsU IR, o ik R4 2 % 22 (1R 11 &k i di,
SR ZRAT 2 B AE 200 S LS 2 A oI i
(Fif e o SIS, AT /0 (1) DL A7 I ek
TOALR IR, okl Mo R AT %Az A
AN AEXS BT o AR ST W] 25 FE AL TN JI ) DL A,
AT BUAT FR A OB I AR OF T T O3, B T3k
DU R FIRERIG, PR HEPLATRE o

o R R B . B SRR
TR G0 3 32 DA TR BOR 152 i, A2 Ff ol R
A 5 R BB 2 T A AE AN B B PR LI X 470 5
B TSI R AT I 17 5 S % R IT KB 4T
B ISR 2 IR, AT RGCE AT I R A N
R TR AR, ES . R R
AR ERAE, A kIR DL BRI R Ge i & 1] e
I PUREAS o T 3t o i A A9 8 B A =
HANGS, A L S A AR T 5 Pk o AR AT 25 e
FURE LB R A U R 0, R S SR T
o ARERFE . TR A7 e, A3, L
L3 2 =T AR T AR OC RN, 2 ey X A2 i
BEHAEAH RLE E AR e ). T EEI
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