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Abstract: Network protocol reverse analysis is an important aspect of malware analysis. There are many different
network protocols and every protocol contains different types of fields that result in various malware behaviors.
Without the protocol syntax and filed semantics, analyzers cannot understand how malware interacts with the
outside network. This paper presents a syntax and a behavior semantics analysis method of the network protocol. By
monitoring the way malware parse the network data and by using different fields in a virtual execution environment,
this method can identify protocol fields, extract protocol syntax and correlate each syntax with malware behaviors,
accordingly. This paper designs and implements the prototype Prama (protocol reverse analyzer for malware
analysis). Experimental results show that this method can correctly infer protocol syntax and tag fields with
meaningful malware behaviors.
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B Gt AR AR HURE v A 5 R B 3 SRR w3 3 S0 7 k8T e Cavadini 42 AR OI A BAR BEAT #26
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JURR P % i A DA R T el o A8 7 S L AT 478 o A T T SR BRI AN AN T R T R A A B ) T B A A
} A5 BB TR T MRS R A W] Ab BEEAS T- B FERR AT by AR HE i 9, A8 5902 7 BK R (R R AT 1 X

HE 4 B 23 A7 B0 0 28 0 804 R I - A5 AR FRATT R BUKE B 043 D R 3 RS AN (1) SCAR BB,
HTTP,SMTP,IRC #ir¥;(2) —#EHIWM, 41 DNS,NFS Hpi3;(3) YA BB, Wi SMB .

[ IR AR AR 3 180 P 25 A B b R R DX 43 7 2 R AS [ 3RATT T DA 7= B a3 80 07 020 i 3 (L) 4 BaAs
KI5 B W 1) s, HT TP W3 U\ 23 EAS [/ AT, 1 DA ks 43 0 AS ) 7 B (2) il s s 2 B, T B 1(b) i
7N, 0SCAR PR HT 3 A7 Bt i1 4058 1) 7 BUE S R/ B 8 () 1 A 7 Bt o8 1) v B A F K JE 4R
FBCH BT 1 B W 1(b) P “FLAP data” <7 B BV R e BT T ¥ “FLAP data size™ 7 Buff 2, LA A i Fofth =7 B
V)42 o 1) B, AN S 7R - B

2A byte FLAP id byte
XX byte FLAP channel
XX XX word FLAP datagram seq number
GET /intl/zh-CN/images/logo_cn.gif HTTP/1.1\\n XX XX word FLAP data size
HOST: www.google.cn\r\n
FLAP data
(a) HTTP protocol structure in Wireshark (b) OSCAR/ICQ protocol message structure
() Wireshark 2751 HTTP B 4544 (b) OSCAR/ICQ K 4

Fig.1 Different type of fields separation methods
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SES PSR T E A0S b ERAIEAFTE THEF T A RAT SR, RF 0GR PRy B AR A.
DR, FRATTR FH AP 43 A7 R0 40 4 43 BT AH 25 5 100 0 2 6O B 248 2010 AP 3R 148 4, Hd SpE 5 AP I
Ry SR A [F] IR TG s AL 3 07 300 Hopl 48 2 T 20 87 DR A [7] AP I8 FH 22 8] a0 A0 DG 1k, 4k 3505
REAR LR,
BN recv() S HEERAE SR M 48 5045 buff Aric 415 s (i p), o i B4 R ME—¥5 s (. p b R4
P 28 B H AL AR i TEAR P AR B buff b R B I, B AR R A R Y R I B S ) Bl R (R R AR A S BOH b
B s 48, A I TS AR ACCE p,offope,opry. o off & 2R B LR R AR TS MU A ope M4 ETHE 4 1%
VETD opr J R VE BB 1L 1X A0 7 30 AT RE DS R A% 35 1ok A2 MR I 2 B 5 AT I (VDR S 3k Y 6F B 1) JiR e 30
(ENiOETA=
o1 T-V5 AR PRI FR A B T B SR R A R DRI 75 S 5K o 8 O A e R AR B R B U O LB
BT 2T R A BRI SR A A BN B I A N T S A A B 3 B AR T A SR B AR D A
FCIBEAN T Beab AT A B2 Rt PR AT 1A ok — Al 3 2 o ARV Sk o 2t R AT A BB R s YR G p) A Dy — N
AT A T TS 0 BRAT T AR A 72 35 8 AR [ OT 0 Ak 38 5 SRR DA PRV U G p )y X A5 AT AT AR AN A7 o 5 502
FEREUAS AR I DL, S B 88 1) 43 A
T P A A B AR A AR BRAR DG AP T IC S BEAS APL & NS PGi=1,.. k) A A Cs
VAR S R BIME R FATR W HIE 1 From 1077 VR R 5 2 B N, B 18 5 5 A Bm AT 7% B AH 4k 1) b
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FEMT-BLAF R T AP 45 B 10 2108 S BRATRE VS SR AR AR O AP A BT 1R KB S 5B N7 B
A B iR T B R B 4 V5 U DX HRA ok L 7 07 B A0 U 7 B I ) B AR A 7 B R A 2 5 R
VB BRATTRS 7 B 4 Jhy BUO(E B R0 7 155 28 b 2 A F S 8 45 R A T
L L T BRI
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i B AR 0.
Fieldldentify(F.,La,Lt) {
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2={}
bTaint=bContain=false;
for (i=1; i<ss; i++;) {
for (i=1; t<<nm; t++;) {
if (N, 193R [HI{E R, & X ==false ) continue;
for (¢=1; g<k; q++;) {
if (P, A&V R bTaint=true;
if (f==P,,) bContain=true,

}
if (bTaint && bContain) Q=02

}
}

return £2,

}

X 3 I s 2 B R G A5 DR, AT S B BB 0V VR B B AT T A R A B A (R 0 R
Z A AR T WAL T I 1R 3 A 2K 1) 715 e 90 kg — A [ 5 A 5 B 3K BOIRA 1 T 32 Ul 0 5 A 24 Ak B2 £
WL 7 55 Y Rl A R 7 B b 3 SCAS Bl BUAR A A S R 7 220 3 5 B o DA X o iy A Ak 1S T DL 32 1, 0 HL AT
DA S 88 52U, S 56 0 B e S8 73X — A

T IEAN L A 17 BOAS 2 R e A B, D e 38 5 HEAT 7 BOHE S FRAT K T 20 B 45 R 2 TRU31 7 B ) 1) 3
ST XA A — A SRR 7 BN G5 T BUR B b X R R T R AL B HE R AT 1 BT e AR 2 B
B BRI H TR R AR O — A T BOR AL PR I 5 AN 2t i R 1O R 0. O HL, 55 Wondracek 55 A $i Hi
AN SCRE TS B E 7 AN [ 2 AT 0 43 A7 7 ik il AL B B Sl — AN F AT I 40 B A 3852 1 HTTPRIRC 2 B K
R Tk RS T o B AT
23 ITAHBXSH

AT 0 8 o3 M B F R AE PR BORVR A AT S 22 18] 3 S 0 I 5 3R 38 s AN [ 5 BT 26 5 IO RE PP AT 8 &
ST AR TR T BUA A P AT 8 AR BE AT B P R ) B HOUE T BORTE R SR
A7 I8 J Wb 8L i 4 - R 2 B A A BAT R I R e AT O 1 3G, BRI E FRATT IRTRE R T AP i T 43 A FH 48 2 40 AT 201
MG A 17 AT AT it L.

T 5, AT BN W 4 - B BT R A R 3 AN [R] e 4 HA A [R] F g 7, R sk B AT mJ LA
FH % ARG 523 T A 5 1) i 2 7 BB AT SRR R AT TR 0 T SOAS B 030, X AN R AR - o 1 R B
BB AR 5E B IRA VG T A BR 3 BB 7T A R 2 5 74 B LU 7 B AR ik i 2 7 BUIA fir 2“7 B Al wou 1
Vfie WAL AL s WAL s<p;p,e PR AT A by A4 7B f; 51 IS R BAAT A e oh, < b 42 3 10 R 5 AT VR
R R AR

LA 2(a) 57 7 (198 JE 4 451, Agobot 75 Wi 23X 45 7 SR 47~ 2R APL R 7471

gethostbyname(),socket(),connect(),send() fopen(),recv() fputc(),recv(), ... fclose(),CreateProcess().

LT e A0 RS AP AR AT WO, Bl 1] LLAEIT Hh 1% 5501 B 2 3 BURAFAT 9 2% B UK B:4F,
B ST PR ) I K 00 5 N SO O B 8 AR R R A BAT A DG 4.

ARG BT 7 B A5 AR A AR AT SRR ERAE APL (12 5508 F U0 2 807 B, 31X m] LIl ik 3 )7 7 B 11
5 KA, 1 RS 15 A7 A0 AL SR Y R S AR X — R, ZE P 2(a) 75l 1~ 7 host.evil.com 7Bt
gethostbynam()/E 4 244§ FH Ibugfix.exe #% send()1E 4 254§ ], % TEMP%\sysupdater.exe #% fopen()1E J 2 H 1
FH BT A RO 8 2 50 B BR S 1T 743 4 2 - BUE ) P={http,update,v3}.3X L v3 FBrsibr & — a4 24
B T A 0 1% 7 B AR BEZR AT iy & 7 B, R e AR P AT O o SC e ) s o i & 7 Bt 1 A — A i
A BAS AN IR 1K) 2 50 BonT e B AT AN R AT S R L 7 iy 2 7 B LR e B 2 0 B Y R ) 8 T BT S 4
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T B FE AR A B A AE i A 7 B ] UM S R B R AT A Z T A7AE S 507 B A T Tl U 2 55
T BUANURT LR iy 2 7 B R, I W] DLIGE Gkt 2 507 BOR IR 2 5 AR P AT A, LB B 3R (K47 A R K.
RIS, DA 7 38E G AN ) 5 BEAT 4 1 SCZ Tl AR LT 90, BATTRIT A 1 9 3 & VMR T 3 47 a7 Be
1T R SUFA.L R
[=min{H,P-P'},
FerheP 4T oy M A 2 BT RGP RS BE Y PRI R A A BT A BB H AR Forrest 5§
N HRIRIF S PO By 10,9 B, ok 7 38 S S8R 1Y send (), recv() M8 825 B A B (K T 90, AT AP £2 48000 5% 42
W BAT Jils SOF AN ANTE 1E AP I H S H B, 2 2 i e 471 rh AR I APL BT 2(a) i oss 13 5L T 41,
FEWUE N
gethostbyname(),socket(),connect(),send() fopen(),recv() fputc() felose(),CreateProcess().

B Ja AE R APLAT s SCHIAR 78, 3RATTIEAE SR 2 70 i 7 rh SR ORI 3 17 & 7 BOR Y (AR B i, LA
ity L0 P AT I REAT N TR A AR AL H T B R A5 0 B S AR AT N 58 A O A, 3 BV AR Tk
AT I 52 5 e A AT 2 ) T4 6 I, IR ok 9 S kb T ) T JE Y i S A BT (R 1 4 BRI e L8 AT i A rp 2
LI W) 48 A0 9¢ APLIR, A REFILAZ AT P15 rh B3 AIUBURE PP 76 R 0 A7 T 48 i 7 AR BE A5, - 9 B B A5 AT
55 2.2 W IR AT R SRR A T R AT

PRIVMSG #Bot :.http.update http://host.evil.com /bugfix.exe % TEMP%\updater v3

(a) Agobot .http.update message sample
(a) Agobot .http.update 14 . 52

PRIVMSG #Bot :.ftp.update UpUsEr UpPaSs ftp.evil.com /bugfix.exe % TEMP%\sysupdater.exe v3.3

(b) Agobot .ftp.update message sample
(b) Agobot .ftp.update 74 J& Sz 44
Fig.2 Agobot communication messages
2 Agobot J# {5 ¥4 B SE B
24 HRIF

T 58 BGERAN T JEL BB 2 AT G O M 2 05 BT 25303 SR 22 AN AN RV 5 18 40 A 45 2R K AR v )5 A
29— 24, LA FH 22 4 94 e 4 SR L 36 00F B A R 6 ik 7 B 2 X5 Prospex™145 HL S i ip IS0 2 R ) 43
W 7R AN TR, BRATTAE 45 R VA I I AL 87 B A B IR 25 18 T 98 S IR UL S A 12 O A AN
[ 31 JE IS ) AN ) AR A

TG, AR 7 By W 45 R 5 i LA B R RO 1 T X G S B PR AR P 80 VA i R ke s i AT L
&l 2 Fros PSS B o] S i 4 Jm  Hokg Uik an 18 3() .

F T 0 2% BT SR H 4 5 0 7 B 41 800, T 1SR ) Needleman-Wunsch 8275 4 5 17 B e 51 k4T
A JR VI 43 A 208 T g KA A ] 248 200 1) - BEW 5500 Al B A B L DB VR i) B AL PE SRR 1 R i
ARABLEE 43 B, i 191143 (gap penalty) 2y —1, U1 1] 3(a) T 7 I 4 i 501 57 410K i 1 3(b) 7 TR AE X 55 A
X 5 G5 R AT LA P9 45 R A T 10 45 R L S 20 AL, U v T 55 1 2 AN BOAN 7], 50 B 9 40 RV vl g
J& T [l — 27,

TEFR 1 s IR 55 SR AR AR e v 2% I F) (B S T2 R 2% 180 B 2 W 8 AL W 2 B 5 R R AL - B
VEHE, A BIAA R Y 10 5 BT DA S AT S R S B VT E. [R] I, O T oo i e 6 Fg DC A, FRAT TR DT BE A 5 71 43 L Pm>80%
VB R B VEBE 55 75 1) o {0 e 7 B2 Al 5 R0 S DG, R ATT T LA A B el T P 7 B R 5 5 LA R S8
AN ) B0 B AR B 2RI 2 e, R W IR R S R AT A S R TS S B AR R B S B
D FRIFAT R v S8R PT B A7 AR FUK 28 e, DRI o) T W 2B i oA ) — SIS 1RV 5, FRATT 7R A SUAR R —
A HHAE INSEE 2 P AR i & S H0 7 BORBRKIRE AT i SCIRATTPRAT 9 ARBLIR 3 S H A — 28,
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]

ubz(af) .httpd.update message=ZDZDCDCDPDPDPDC 7DZDCDCDPDPDPDPDPDC

[ 2(b) .ftp.update mesEage§ZL?,ZDCDCDEDPDPDPDPDC ZDZDCDCDPDPDPD - - - - C
C:Ain 4 DAY BT PS4, Z A 7 B 1Y

(a) Agobot .http.update and .ftp.update abstract message structures  (b) Alignment of field type sequence
(a) Agobot .http.update F/1.ftp.update il % i Stk = (b) F- BRI FHHF 55
Fig.3 Agobot abstract messages
3 Agobot 1% 1 B 5L
Table 1  Similar matrix of Needleman-Wunsch algorithm
% 1 Needleman-Wunsch i AH B 40 [

C D P Z
c 5

D -5 4

P 1 -3 3

z 0 0 1 2

BIE 2. AT 0B SR A S
N EVE S M AR B RS M={m/i=1,....s};
it AT T DARRLG W BRI R G 0={0={my,....m;,.. H1<k,j<s.k #}.
Classifier(M) {
o={};
for (i=1; i<n; i++) 0={m;};
for (i=1; i<n; i++) {
if (m, A A ICIAT 8 X) continue;
for (j=i+1; j<n; j++) {
if (m; A A IRHIAT 938 X) continue;
A=m; [WAT R 78 U API [P A4
=m; AT M8 L APL P HI B4
if (Anu>|Aol2) {0=0m;;0=600m;}
}
}
}
03 B VEFIAT 18 SORH 456 1R 25 AL U 28, FRATT T A P (7] 2891 SR 6T 0 288 v H B ) 5 B s SCAR gk —
A A RN, B T VA28 7R S A B R R A A T G, A2 45 Bk vy LRI SR A B B a7 i e IR ] AR K - B

U IEA.
3 RIS

0T VR 8 BT 700 A BB BER TR QEMUPI 34 15tll T U R4 Prama, i AE it
SRR EAET PR AT T S04 1F 30 40 07 45 AT T U801, D6 3 23 3 5 B 1) 30 £
Tifie.
31 % B

BT R o SIS AT PR BEMTRLRE . 23 W7 BT 5 0751 % 3 AMBESRALAG I 4 . TR
{1747 T Rl CPU MEHe N 7 el CPU ML 28 T L3 4 BT ST 045 & JIX CPU 95 1 B4 W 28 I S 47
R 7 MDA A S T R A4 1 5 BRI 3650 A 42D B 14 M4 M A5
L2 LA, AR 4 0L CPU FH 4 ST 1500 97 0L CPU AL 0L A 1245 B8 O AR A S D ATAR
e 5 BB 51 SR B AP HAHL I RN S T 4 B 4 4B 4R
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Windows

Virtual
runtime

é Other virtual Virtual CPU Virtual memory | Virtual hard

S hardware V-CPU monitor | V-Memory monitor disk

3 4_*_+

1d

z2

o . Data analysis
Linux Control module |«t—p» engine

Physical hardware

Fig.4 Structure of prototype system
K4 JRRRGEHREE

BT 482 7 trid P2 75 22 CPU LA BB B IS AT, 0 T $2 R B R GE 12 AT 280%, AT 1A H R 8L CPU I MR s A
T REHL CPU IR 1 H AT PR 55, 76 20 B H ARASAT I B 25 V) 46 K 8L CPU BB BB AT AR 2K, I T 2 S T A58 FH Jfg 4
CPU P4 8 I B 20 b 75 38 186 1) 43 T 12k B T 3 il i ) 4 I

FJEWR AU CPU e #2838 H TSI API #A AL FRATTTE B4 ZR G 3 A0S P S 0k )9 A7 2 5 AT AN
FURA 210, 20 AT R 3R A P SN IT A AP ik SR 5 7RIS AT AR YR 458 2 (1 EIP ) W 77 75 243 0 R f
AP B IO 2, 2 W 5 B0d, 7R 1% AP R A R (9] B S R (w4 o ax o =X, BT TS T 7 B R 4 ok
AL RAE NI AP . H AT RO R R R E AT B . SO W&, R, WfE. IR
ARG 55 58 A 1) 2 28 AP pR B

BEAN AEREAT WSS 2.3 F5 IR (1 B ORAP B 1K) A7 B AR SR IUN, B T 32 34 2R 48 A7 23 DL e ORI 10 5% i,
H LTI AT e ASTE R A0L P9 A o DR, R ATTHE B AR BT i I 7 22 i g A AT I s AT A N T2 e K BT A
ZEIRHR A GO HR AR 2R G40 N AH G DU, AN 1T 3t S ITCB ) B3 45 A 56 4 AR5 MNHE N 50 B0 3 37 TR SR AT, DA R
AT U1 1) LE A R 50 . 5 4% 20 1) ik o FRORT 2 AR SR AR N 1 L (OEPR) HEAT it 7' Ak 1 1 U7 XA B, FRATT I 7 v T 1
L IE R 48— 1 2 A PR A B A AR LA

I B BERAE KL CPU | R ALL P A7 55 1 40 Ve o SRR S0 A7 P15 v 10 00 10 073, AT 10 2 A L B TR 7
B2 53 BT SR A AT ATART A 5, At AN RS T 2 40 28 496 1A 50 11 5 Pl Rl R B £ R 1K 0 i 3 AT AR FRATT v B4 A L 35 J
T SR T B8 B AE 6 T SR 20 B 20 A T ERE 23 BT AR ) v a2 W A R ARG R R T v IR S 3
AN A5 TR A7 TE, B % I 70 A0 SR P58 v 10 3 SEAT A 0 A R AR I I 2 T O 0 A 1 O VR A O T R A
BRI F W DL
3.2 LB

ey

Gatewa!
Internet Y

FATFIH Prama JRA R Gext 2 T R AFEAT T 5240 0 b B
@ PR3 BT PR IC B R 384T Prama [ HT EHLE 4 T Intel Core2
Duo 3.00 GHz 1] E8400 CPU,4 GB N {7l 64 /. [¥] Fedora Core
Analysishost 10 Linux ZR 4, [FINFE Prama FIERIHLES L 2e8T 32 L7
@ Windows XP 3% 40 B FI b 1132 17 R 5. 520 90 46 B35 P
S

5 Jras, A T B iAW 48 % 4 B B P AR, FRATTH A A
Attacker Auiliary host BB HIB: DNS 253 2 AN I 2 4% 705 1) ) S0 6 B = L,
AR B N LIPS T HTTPSMTP,FTP,TFTP,IRC, TELNET,
SSH 45 [ 2% i 5% LA 4317

R 5 I 10 2H Y R A7 U R A N FRATT B AN TR I S
BAEFEA AT 40 BT o 25 A 0 R S V80 AT ml Rl ) i 0 S R A 0 SR, I e it N TR A 4y
AT 45 B (0 M R AT ) T 5 TR 3R W BRATT 09 7 2 R 8 AE 0 U0 K 2 B U B BRI I R P AT O 1 S B AT
A SRS SR I FRATTVESN 43T Win32/ Agobot3.BJ Al Win32/FTP.Mini. A(FE A 44 42 ESET Smart Security

Fig.5 Network topology of case study
5 SER M ZE IR R K
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v3.0.669.0 TH I 3RAF) P /N AS (1 52 6 4

A) Win32/Agobot3.BJ

FEAR A Z—ANHEGIE T IRC Vrill i 7 R B B8 k) 7R, Agobot 4 (18 i S St % 2 107,
PEULHC PRl a4, HAT 2 F0J7 31 DDoS Fo W #4145 D fig L K HTTP A1 FTP B Rl 77 2 L7 N 4 AT Wik,
A5 22 Pl IR IR B0 RS, B S R A U RN 28 % AL AN 2 PeiD(PEID 0.95,http://peid.has.it/) i 7] 4 UPX 0.89.6-
1.02/1.05-2.90 JnFe ), I B AR o i 45 SR W3R 2.

Table 2 Analysis result of Win32/Agobot3.BJ
% 2 Win32/Agobot3.BJ 73 1 45

Received network data
No. of packets | 1377 | No.ofmessages | 148 [ No. of Agobot commands (manual analysis result) | 65
Result of static analysis
No. of candidate fields | 7055 | No. of overlapped fields with dynamic analysis result | 76 | Percentage | 1.02%
Result of dynamic analysis

No. of fields | 1022 | No. of different fields | 126 [ No. of command fields [ 78
No. of message fields
Average No. of fields per message | 3.89 (exclude separators) | 7.32 (include separators)

TR AR P AT IR T 1 377 AW REAHHE G 1) 199 48 B4 €0, 30 v B 458 9 A 119 oy & 4 1l B 1808
YA HTTP Fl FTP Wp St Bl (0 UL e TCP W2 S5 £ 00 X 27 W AF B AR IR S 0 W M L3k 49 T 7 055 &7 5,
o Ag 76 45 ELAE T B b g T, oy s b 45 SR 40 1.02%. 3 A& s Ml B s 4Ll % T 1 022 B,
AT T BECE 126 N HEBR 2 RAT S HUE K64 T BARA S 78 AT BB N TR Prama =L 195
Frid s8R, AR ML P S 65 MEARRAA A &7 B MAMER 5 T PINGNOTICE,PRIVMSGKICK,
NICK,PART 1 QUIT 3t 7 M5k IRC Bl sy 47 Bt,.EDU..Edu..edu AT id 4t 4 NEE WS H 7 BLLL K v3
WEFRIL 2 ANATARH) 2507 B a2 T BOR U IE R 2R N 92.3%, 5 I FRATT A0 43 M7 77 v EL A AR e A vRe i ek ik 3 3
ST H T U FE AR SR B ET R 1y 2 I 2 0 1% A A 5 T S iy 2 AT 55 28 LU AR AF FRATT AT LR S R S

[ IS 38 B0, i S 0 AT R I 5 R T AL 5 T R R AP 44 L s Ak i 45 1) 5 25 B R JUh 3 I 2 S 5 R
o EA A A RS B S S R R A A IO T R AT R BT A 1 T strings(strings
version 2.18.50.0.9-8.fc10 20080822,GNU Binutils,http://www.gnu.org/software/binutils/) % £ Kix 5 7 45 )7 71
YE RS AF B BRI AR EATE 0 S 50015 s B 19 73 B VR U0 2R B AP I 2387 J AR, AN i A R

EREAR I AT 85 Bk Bon 5 B 2 AR 5 8 0 “http.update” 1)y & 46 ) — A~ B — b BE, T
BHE— LIRS AEWNE 6 FiosiH R, 7B #Bot B AT A, 7 B (55 ) B I AE A A, DR e e
T A A T8 S R 7 B 9 A BRAT T S B http.xxx A ftp.xxx 2 5l iy 4 1) AP R Al % 15 bot.xxx 8 il iy 4 1 1 I 4%
WY AR, I HL AT B R AT 3858, RAE e B 200 A A bk B /N B DR ok, A R 40 1) iy 4 AR ]

BE b (R — A RIS A 2, N X SRICIFR )P 9 A B A5 SC A IR 20 M IE S8 T 3% — A58
C D Z DZ C D P D P D P
PRIVMSGD#BOI Ehttp.dowmoa}j ﬂ‘http://192.168.5.154 D./controlleﬁéxe DC:\Wihdoi/vs\system32\winb.exe

Fig.6 Message parsing of Win32/Agobot3.BJ
6 Win32/Agobot3.BJ i B i# T = &

W SRR, FRATIE R I, A HT il T b R SR I A R ME—V5 SRR IR @ AREEIE AR E p AHFTE SR D
(), VLA FE AT R B B 10 p I N REAT T 2 IR R R A a2 AT R AT 1] S0 R )3 U B A7
A2 I VR B30T T A A e R SR P I A s 5 DRt i e T K i ) T R R AR R BUT AR K R
T AN R 2R 9 2 B A 1R AN [R) ¥ T IR b i

AN B B B,y 4 7B ddos.httpflood 1 ddos.synflood #B7 J< kB9 4% A1 AT Ay, 10 V8 2 4 58 AR AL
ddos.pingflood,ddos.udpflood,ddos.spudpflood A1 ddos.stop 7Bt HN AT, 5 3047 M8 Lo ks FL & b P2k %
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KA AP AL SR A AEASAE AL B AT P A A 2 I 7722 T KB send(),recv() T, AL BRS 4 A i 2 I 21
WY P iy &l S AT AN TR (AT D4 78 SN T B FEAAEE ) K B, ddos.stop 4 5 BURE 18 O AN IR 7,
T3Ah 3 A i A K B B R R R 0] A A B AR AR B SEILIX 3 AN I DI RE.

B) Win32/FTP.Mini.A

FEAS B & — A BA FTP RS SR IIREM ) [T AE S AR (1 FTP B, B W SO BAR . R,
2 MR VLR B st MBR ST kA8 Bh bR dER) FTP 2 5 s 8, JAT TR 2T s AT FEA SR FTP 428 4l B
WHEAT T 20 Mt

M 3 I HT e R AT LAE L FER B SEHLIY FTP 561 Hh s B F 28 iy & T B A (31/46). - H 5
FEAC A 23 HT 45 AT L A B R A 70 HT S IR ik 128 7 B B A 20 i 45 R T 48 LU e AT 1A X
5% FEAR T RER N B — A SR SN APL &L ks AR N A 4 R AT O

Table 3 Analysis result of Win32/FTP.Mini.A
%3 Win32/FTP.Mini.A 7 # 45

Received network data

No. of packets | 413 |  No.of messages | 162 | No.of FTP commands (manual analysis result) [ 33
Result of static analysis
No. of candidate fields | 415 | No. of overlapped fields with dynamic analysis result [ 31 [ Percentage | 7.46%
Result of dynamic analysis
No. of fields | 723 | No. of different fields | 46 | No.ofcommand fields | 31
No. of message fields
Average No. of fields per message | 1.99 (exclude separators) | 3.98 (include separators)

BT FTP WS EL AT, AT 20 B T E A U000t T s g0 B vh IS 30 I i A7 Bl - B sl 55 FTP 3
WU ARHE RFC 959(RFC 959-FILE TRANSFER PROTOCOL (FTP),http://tools.ietf.org/html/rfc959) i 45 H 1) 33 iy
AT X LG, RATRI a5 R IR T 26 ANFsUELG tH a2 7 ARSI a2 BH LI [ I e A
LT 5 A RFC 959 HiRsARAE h A S th If dr & VRAR 45 R L3 4.

BARAVE VTR N M REAR K% T R4 RFC 959 BiMSbmdE (8 B8 th T BE AR e A6 TR i &
F-BN I — R I LU, AT B 20 B TR S R T AR AR FTP b S B R A v iy &, AT AT A
FIFH 2307 5 SR CEAL A AR 1R B SE A 100

T I 53 AT B IRAT vl SOORIE S AL, FRATIZRAT T %A A SR I P i8R 74 iy 2 7 B IR AT 0 v UFP 471, W3 5.
M RF BLAER, BL APL J7 51 2R (W AT S FrAE 4 S ) DL T 308 i & - B BRAE & 3 JF HLAT & S 8 3 10 1%
AT AR I 55 A8, WREAR A 1) PostThreadMessageA(),PeekMessageA()% APl & T] LLE H ZAE A & 36 F
Windows 7 S E R 4204 1) 2 e FE 78

Table 4 Analysis result of command fields of Win32/FTP.Mini.A
% 4 WIn32/FTP.Mini.A it 4 7B 4 3

Types Commands
ABOR, APPE, BYE, CDUP, CWD, DELE, HELP, LIST, MKD, NLST, NOOP,
Supported commands in RFC 959 PASS, PASV, PORT, PWD, QUIT, REST, RETR, RMD, RNFR, RNTO,
SIZE, STOR, SYST, TYPE, USER
Supported commands not in RFC 959 P@SW, XCWD, XMKD, XPWD, XRMD
Unsupported commands in RFC 959 ACCT, MODE, REIN, SITE, SMNT, STAT, STRU

Table 5 Behavior semantics of command fields of Win32/FTP.Mini.A (partial)
F5 WIn32/FTP.Mini.A fir & 7 BcAT h KK 73)

Commands API sequences Explanation
LIST FindFirstFileA, FindNextFileA, FindClose, IstrcpyA, PostThreadMessageA, Get a list of files and subdirectories
PeekMessageA, TranslateMessage, DispatchMessageA, send under current directory

CreateFileA, recv, WriteFile, PostThreadMessageA,
PeekMessaged, TranslateMessage, DispatchMessageA, send
MoveFileA, PostThreadMessageA, PeekMessageA,
TranslateMessage, DispatchMessageA, send

STOR Upload a file

RNTO Rename or move a file
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33 1 it

1 ek 3K45 Prospex™ Polyglot™ A1 Tupnit g iy i3 165 336 17 43 H1 T, DR bk TG 32 ) P 3 46 05 92 06) 31
[0 0 A R AT AT 43 W AR AR IR AH 2 ST (0 48 3 T DR 03X 4 5 AR ST I 5 VR A T R X 5,
AL 7T R I A T A R TR v A S EL T 85 R TR R AT RS B IR 2 AT BB I AR A
T b3 T 12 08 S 2 I 8 K o AT ) 2 2 A9 AN A B 1P 20T T A 11 053 2, PR Lk e DAL 3k 2 7 1 DA 4
THI R 230 23 BT ARE 7 R 88 S0 T AR 038 A5 B 3G R U FRATT I 3 A 45 AN OLEL 5 P B A 5. P B R N 45
PISCEVEFNE S5 B AL B 07 B X 7 (R 06 A AT D bl T W AR AR 3 58 I 43 TR R (40, T
TR 1) 3 AT M S R KT A R b, AT IR 43 A g i3RI T R S B OV AR B v RE SR T B
7R AAH AT J7 12 e O I56 7 B B R I (1) F2 3 AT 4 V8 S, B85 18 7 ST T S 1 11 T 4% iy & - R P W B 56 R,
) 265 Tp 0B AR R0 R R PR AT D 23 T 0 T I A T X A5 B IR A W T VR T C VAR L .

FLURFRAT 5 v LA 5 0 00 0 W R0 38 3 W R 3R 2 i A 3 o T 9 VR 00— T S b, b T30 w0
3BT B EC, AT AT BT I [ >R 2 75 12 INF [R] B N AT 1) 9 2 38, 80 49 il i s BEATE 2 IS 45 1) APL h AT
FIR) 1) 0 7 HG At AR o (8 AT I (7] > b5 BB IR 48 4 23 At 7 VA BEAT BO AR 4 1 40 A O (4R mi R FE A b — 15 1)
PIMEA S i B vh FE AR A 2995 58% (1 AR IZ AT I [RIVH #E7E T 32 = 1) AP Hh A B A 27.5%. 1 T 5484
B B FT ISR IAR LG, 51N AP LML) 8RN, TR AR SCIR 43 07 5 v LL s ati iR g 4 3 17 U5 v
TR B4R T 20%~500%. L0 FE AR B 1K 43 B 0 48 mig b ATk B AR 1) MFC AEZE X K2 API
T SRR SN T KR AR T35

TE 53 AT 66 77 75 T, 8T 1 % T AT AR IR A4 53 B 5 ¥ mT e 52 B AS 7] 4 128 35 14 A0 05 A= Bl 3 066 1 5% 1w, 3 A7)
X} F i MSVC 6.0-9.0,MinGW GCC v3.4.5,LCC-Win32 v3.8 Al Borland BCC v5.5.1 X 4 XL 1) C/IC++4 %2
FELE MR HEAT T o A s 56 5 SRR W BRATT 14D 20 BT U7 R R A BT K 22 B0 e 4 1R BRI 7 A R R AL A3 BT A
B 5y 5% B Gt B 25 P 20 R0 44 1R 34 0L 11) 5 ) B AR FRATT IR U v R O TR P AT IS AT B AR AR 2 0 B E RS AL
{15 MSVC Zm i85 [/MT IR0 23 3 0 4 1847 FE bR B0 S A S B 0E N TR 3045 APL 2301 ) G vk M s 315
LR AL, SRR A T E AR A

WA R B SR WA e /T UR R B 252828 AP BB BN S AE, I8 /D> APL R T LA 23 M.t T4t
K0T B 0 W 48 B AE . HEFE G 8 SR M A AR ] R 40 AP SKS2 I, 3 H 2 S B0 A R I K, D51 s DL 52 4
eIt AT o3 A7 5 v R FRAT T A 7 J5 2 5 b i s 4 & 0 B R 4, 2008 48 4 4 BT R BURAE 3 T 22 1) 15
DL 33 i A 350 5 A1, ER T 52 30 40 A Jk A PO 2 1 (1 I 65 3T ) el 288 R 50 D R T R A [ — 2 ) 4 B A
AT R0 7 B A FH O R AT B8 A B Ak, TT e T BOERATT 0 23 A 45 TRANE A THT, 33X 2 I 46 W 38030 17) 43 7 o 37 3l 77 A
{14 ) LB ATT T LA T LA 43 7 45 SRl I Fuzz Jy v = B il R I 4% 28 B R SR A e 3 BT 1 5 2 R AN AT 4 AT
B AR

A0, FATT 23 T 3 R ) 05 3 A A ) IO 28 A 1) Ack B 2 R P IRDAE P 7 925 93 W T 0% A8 T ) i, D) T
AR BOR i 08 A e P2 10 1 R 3 L, S0 o 2 A 2 WAL ) 48 50 AT S B S 08 2 A B A/ 5 B N B, S 1 4%
S LA FAUEAT B R L FRATTARAR , 20 38 2 A R, BT 1 U 2t vy LR T Ak B ST A A 1D L S
AP AT 55 A Tl S A B Ak L

4 B %

ns

W0 22 M ISLIE 1) G AT AR 3 AT DA 20 #7028 S 23 T O A B 20, 7 W N B AN A B 4 i R T
fE PR A TR 2 G, B 22 7 AR 030 OGS I (R R P AT S AT RE A e AR HH A 20 R R 1 I 3 31
ARSCHR T — R I Bl 2R3 20 M S AR TEAT W 48 B C80 17) 7 AT (4 7 4, 1 7 3R 8 3 A T 5 1R R A AT AR B
IBAT A AL R P T I R R T 0T o0 296 s 1) Ak BB, TR Al 2 3 A B IS0 B R R P S i
5 I SRI B AL B F0S I PR RE AT DA A B ATT SE L S5 B 2R 8 ) S48 23 A 3 B, AR SR A PR TR RE A AR
HuAR HOSCA P SR TR AR SR, [N, 7 B SR R A R P AT A T S A oA 1 b 5 e B0 512 55 SC AR AR SC 75 12 3 K
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(K045 58 AT AR D R AT R AR BRI, X 29 R AR SR IDCRI T s R R A I 2328 (R R R R 20 JRAT T3
RUHE— 20 ISR B 16 20 B 2R 48, 3 e e A B S DL 0 12, AR e B2 20 7 B PR A RE 0, JFWE 9 ek — 3k 11
PSR A S AR G 3 T ik
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