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Protocol format extraction at semantic level
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(College of Command I nformation System, PL A University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract: Present methods for protocol format extraction analyze the execution traces of programs at syntax level, which
leads to redundancy and conflict in the results of fie identification. In order to improve the accuracy of field identifica
tion, a semantic level method was proposed for protocol format extraction. The method firstly translated the binary in-
structions into equivalent intermediate language, and tracked the parsing process of field semantics through
fine-grained dynamic taint analysis. Further, it extracted otocol format using semantic level policies of field identifica
tion, based on the semantic indivisibility of fields. Experimental results show that the proposed method can achieve high
identification accuracy with low complexity.
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1
[esr:)]-?-\(/)f;iéh] es @{01,23} —
and esi, OFFh esi &{0,1,2,3} <0,3>
lea eax, [esi-1] esi, eax &{0,1,2,3} <0,3>
cmp eax, 0E2h esi, eax a{0,1,2,3} <0,3>
jzloc_527169 esi, eax &{0,1,2,3} —
1 1 4 byte
esi 2~4
<0,3>
4 byte OXFF
1)
<0,0> <1,3>
AutoFormat'!
2)
Tupni'¥
3)
(SPAE, semantic-level protocol format extrac- NP
tor) Tupni
2

Emule0.48a

[10]



34

5) foreachiinTrace do

6) ilSeq:=ILtranslate(i); /* */
7 for each stmtinilSeq do
I* */
2 B 8) C:=DynamicTaintAnalysis(stmt, C);

9  f:=Fieldldentify(i, C, F); /*

*/
10) F={f} F
I* */
11) Gw:=StructureExtract(stmt, f , Gy);
12) end for
13) end for
14) return Gy
3.2
3
x86
3 30
1)
2)
c David Brumley M
BIL
3) 1 1 load store
program = stmt*
BNF GM stmt = var :=exp|gotoexp |if exp then goto exp else goto exp
1 | store(exps,exp, t o ) | 1abel label_kind | special string
| call exp with argument ret var | return
1 exp = load(exp,t eg) | €Xp a,exp | a,exp | var | integer |
cast(cast _kind, t,.5,exp)
P M label_kind ::= integer | string
BNF Gwm cast_kind = high|low | unsigned | signed
1) ExtractFormat (Trace) var = (string, id treg)
2) letF,Gui=/&  I*F * % W= T bl mod med,, =, 12
< <, <, <. &A=22,
3) trace:= LogTrace(P, M); I a, = - (unary minus), - (bit-wise not)
*/ argument = (var)*
4) C :=InitTaintContext(); I* tig = regl t|reg8_t |regl6_t|reg32_t|reg6a t

*/ 1 BIL
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BIL
BAP!!
2 1)
VEX (LM 2) BIL
VEX (side-effect)
BIL
BAP
special string
BAP
BIL
BAP BIL
(SSA, single static assignment)
BIL
BAP
BIL
33
BIL
1 C <u?,
T,T,>
D nfo]
0
2)? ?[var] var
T, T,lo]
0
aHT,
T,[var,n] var n byte

computation

@)

< current state >, stmt 1 < end state >

stmt h1
computation
computation -
a
w2T,.T, éexpBav,wTh
<y ?2,T,,T,> exp %
w T=tit, Lt, exp
T[n]
byte
BIL
3
recv T-RECV
2
T, T
T-ASSIGN T-RSTORE
& |
T-BBINOP
(+ * mod )
T-ABINOP
(xor EAX, EAX)
ECX, OFFh) T-BBINOP
3
goto exp return

special string

D)

A

(and
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Instructions
w
2T, T, €exp B&,w,THA 2¢=2[var = v] T#= &T,[(var,n)= T[n]]
n=1 T-ASSIGN
w21, Tovar :=exp B p,2¢T, T4
w
W, 2,T,. T, €expyexp, Bavy,w, Tyfid,, w,, T,i w=width(to) wEP(v, W) ~ v,] T= nélT“[(v1 +n-1) - T,n]] STORE
H,?2,T,.T,,store(exp,,expy,tye) B p¢?,T4T,
v
w2,T,.T, évar,argument B &,w, T ﬁé/l,wl,Tlﬁélz,wz,TzﬁL,Tu(P: néle“[(v2 +n-1 = {i,.}] T RECY
W, ?,T,.T,,callabel_recv with argument ret var I u,?¢Tu,T?¢
Expressions
w
. ? ” é 3 A w=wi 3 =
v =integer oy 2 2T, T, Eexpy Beill,wl,Tln w wudth('t,eg) aTn] ~Tu[v1 +n] T-LOAD
w,?2.T,.T, &integer B &, w, A 0,2, T, T, €load(expy, treg) B & (vi, W), W, T fi
w w w
W, 2.7, T, €exp,,exp, B &,w, T,A&,,w,T,0 élT [n=(UTin1UUT,InD
e
— - — = n=t T-ABINOP
w2, T, T, €exp, ,,exp, B &ndyv,,w,Th
w
0,27, T, €expexp, B &,,w, Tifid,,w,T,A &T[n]=T,n] UT,[n]
— — — n=1 — — T-BBINOP
w2, T,. T, €exp; &exp, B &4V, w,modified T fi
VaL.W
w2 T, T, €exp B&,w,TH a T[n]=T,[var,n]
—— = — T-UNOP n= _ _ T-VAR
w2,T,.T, €3qexp B&,v,w,Ti w,?,T,.T, évar B &[var],varw,Tfi
w
w,2.T,.T, €exp, Bé&vy,w, T,fi w=width(t,e]) & T[n]=T,[n] extractw low bits of v;
_ n=1 _ _ T-LCAST
w,2,T,.T, €a@st(low, t,.,expy) B &y, w,T v
w
w,2,T,.T, €exp B &y,wy, Ty w=width(t,;) & T[n]=Ty[n+w,;- w] extractw high bits of v;
— - n=1 — — T-HCAST
0,27, T, @ast(high,t e, exp) B &n,w, T v/
wy w
w2, T,.T, &exp, Bav,w, T, w=width(t,,) & T[n] =Tyn] & T[n]=A sign/zeroextend v, tow bits
i M s T-SCAST
2, T,.T, éast(signed/unsigned, t ., exp) B &y, w, T v/
2 BIL
2
BIL
F 3
(13] F-IF if exp; then goto exp;
else goto exps exp;
w
T T UT[n]
=1
w
{ip,Lig}=UTIn] [p.a]
n=1
14]
. F=F {f<p,0>}
roBDD
if
F-IF
3.4 F-IF
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W ~ ~ .
w2 T, T, &expy B&,w,TA (i, Lig=UTIn] 06f(fol FUf I {i, L.ig})
n=1 -
u,?,T,.T,, F,if exp, then goto exp, else goto exp; B 1,2, T, T,,F U{f <p,q>} F-IF
w
W2 T, 8exp Ba&,w,Ti {i,,Ligd=UTIn] Ofo(fol F U I {i, L,i})
n=1 -
u,?,Tu,T?,F,goto exp 1 u,?,Tu,T?,F U{f <p,q>} F-GOTO
Wl ~ ~ .
w2,T,.T, &argument B &,,w,, T,A&,, w,, T,AL foreach j, {ipl,L,iql}=UTj[n] Of o (fol FUT,I {iP,’L’iq,})
— = F-CALL
W, ?,T,, T, F,call exp withargument retvar B p,?.T,,T,,FUU{f; <pj.q;>}
3
goto exp 2
F-GOTO F-IF
F-CALL
4
4a 1 4(b) BIL
=
1) mov esi, 1) R_ESI := load(R_ESP+
[esp+019Ch] 0x19C, reg32_t)
2) and esi, OFFh 2) R_ESI := R_ESI & OxFF
3) lea eax, [esi-1] 3) R EAX :=R_ESI -1
4) cmp eax, OE2h; 4) T_32t_1:=R_EAX - OxE2
jumptable 5) R_ZF :=(T_32t_1==0x0) [15]
5) jz loc_527169 6) if R_ZF == 0x1 then goto loc_527169 Lin
@ 1 (b) BIL
4 BIL
4(b ;
() cu
2 m? T, .
Lin
T 1)~-5 .
? )~5) Lin
T-ASSIGN
T, 6 . F-IF
R zF==0x1 4
T [{io} {ic} {ic} {ic}] Linux
4
{io} :UT[n] <0,0> 1 SPAE SPAE
=1
2
T,
1 R_ESI= [{io} { i} {iz} {is}] T-VAR, T-INT, TFABINOP, T-LOAD, T-ASSIGN —
2 R ESI~ [{io} /A A] T-VAR, T-INT, -BBINOP, T-ASSIGN —
3 R EAX= [{io} {io} {io} {io}] T-VAR, T-INT, -ABINOP, T-ASSIGN —
4 T_32t 1~ [{io} {io} {io} {io}] T-VAR, T-INT, T-ABINOP, T-ASSIGN —
5 R ZF = [{io} {io} {io} {io}] T-VAR, T-INT, -ABINOP, T-ASSIGN —
6 — T-VAR, T-INT, T-ABINOP, F-1F <0,0>
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4.1 SPAE Intel Core Duo 2.93 GHz
SPAE E6500 CPU 4 GB 32 bit  Ubuntu9.04
TEMU 32 bit  Windows XP
5 5
3 (DNS
eDonkey DHCP) 3 (FTP HTTP
Jﬁﬁ?ﬂ SIP) McAfee ePO
AL 3
R R i SPAE
Limux
W R
5 AR TEMU tracecap
AutoFormat
IDA Pro Tupni
4
3
IFl - IFel  IFol
TEMU™® 3
BAP (1 AutoFormat  Tupni
toil  iltrans SPAE
BIL
SPAE AutoFormat  Tupni
71.1% 79.4% 93.9%
roBDD BuDDY [ SPAE
Emule Hello
SPAE AutoFormat
4.2 Tupni 6
SPAE  Windows Protocol Type 1
3 SPAE
/byte /Mbyte
DNS Query Bind 9.9.0 nslookup (Win) 28 3.7
eDonkey Hello Emule 0.48a Emule 0.48a 86 3154
DHCP BOOTP Request OpenDHCPServer 1.48 DHCP Client(Win) 176 20.4
FTF USER Request Filezilla Server 0.9.41 Filezilla3.5.3 16 2.6
HTTP GET Request Apache 2.4.2 IE7.0 318 16.2
SIP Register MiniSIPServer Express Nero IP phone 2.0 467 247.8
ePO POST PolicyCheck McAfee ePO 4.5 McAfee Agent 3.0 940 95.6
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4
AutoFormat Tupni SPAE
F| Fel [Fol F| Fel [Fol F| Fel [Fol
DNS Query 13 4372 9 1 2 9 1 2 10 1 0
eDonkey Hello 23 17 983 21 0 4 21 1 1 23 0 0
DHCP BOOTP Request 39 25 386 28 5 0 28 5 0 28 5 0
FTPUSER Request 4 2469 4 0 0 3 0 0 4 0 0
HTTP GET Request 67 32996 60 0 21 60 0 21 67 0 0
SIP Register 104 83152 103 0 3 103 0 3 104 0 0
ePO POST PolicyCheck 65 120903 0 0 940 27 0 832 60 1 0
AR Autokormint lupmi SPAE
0 Protocol Type \ B ¥
s ! Lengih v ¥
* 3 Iavioad Type by
g ®
User Hash N
e = Client 11 v il v
26 1CI Port " q N
* Tag Count y J ¥
y 2
I I A e 3ueT]
6 eDonkey Hello
Protocol Type Length
<0,3> <14> AutoFormat DNS 3
<0,3> <1,4> 9 9 10 7
<0,1> <1,3> <3/4> Flags 2
Length AutoFormat  Tupni  Flags
Tupni Protocol Type Length 2 SPAE
Length Flags
<0,3> <14> AutoFormat Tupni  SPAE
Answer RRs Authority RRs  Additional RRs
Payload Type Protocal
Type AutoFormat  User Hash
2
<5,8> 3
<7,23> (<7,23>
Tupni <5,8> DHCP BOOTP 3
<9,23> AutoFormat  Tupni SPAE Transaction ID Server

host name 11

5
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L fER AutoFarmal Tupni SPAL
£ Transactioh 11 v W | N
itk ) il X i v
6 Answer RRs
l § Autherity RRs
D Adidional Rits .
A2 Label tenoih v \ A
|3
RN %rl_?, l'”t:ih':]mh ; V:
iy N v gl
X Delimuter N | \
2 Iype u v v
y Class v v v
| wiss I S B
7 DNS
28 AutoFormat
DNS Tupni
FTP 1 26
3 SPAE
5
AutoFormat  Tupni
SPAE
SPAE
HTTP SIP SPAE eDonkey Hello
AutoFormat Wireshark  SPAE 8
Tupni SPAE Wireshark
Quality Factor
( “ g=0.500" ) Emule0.48a
O0xC5 Emule
AutoFormat  Tupni SPAE
3 SPAE
SPAE
SPAE BIL
McAfee ePO
SPAE AutoFormat 5 SPAE  tracecap
Tupni ePO
OXAA SPAE
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= eDonkey Protocol
= eDonkey Message

Protocol: eDankey (Oxe3)
Message Length: 81
Message Type: Hello (Ox01)

= gDonkey Client Info

Client Hash: 0DS23DF7090EA2ZBF27DFDFO985316F22
Client 1D: 26.28.55.55 (26.28.55.55)

Port: 27161

Meta Tag List Size: 4

= Meta Tagl[l/4]

= eDonkey Meta Tag
Meta Tag Type: 0x02
Meta Tag Name Size: 1
Meta Tag Name: Name (Ox01)
string Length: 24
string: http://emule-project.net
2 Meta Tag[2/4]

@ Meta Tag[3/4)

i Meta Tagl[4/4)

12525

() wireshark (b) SPAE
8 eDonkey Hello
5 SPAE  tracecap
/s KB
tracecap SPAE tracecap SPAE
DNSQuery 92 169 <1 19 324 2392
eDonkey Hello 7 453 698 37 1748 417 2368
DHCP BOOTP Request 479 348 2 142 495 2426
FTP USER Request 64 855 <1 26 308 2304
HTTP GET Request 389 491 2 171 667 2457
SIP Register 5812767 25 1502 872 2480
ePO POST PolicyCheck 1984 856 11 1184 1231 2521
(49 AutoFormat
5 SPAE Tupni
tracecap  30~70
(eDonkey  SIP) SPAE
0.5h
[18] [29]
SPAE tracecap
SPAE
[14] roBBD
SPAE TEMU

AutoFormat Tupni
SPAE

PIN DynamoRIO

TEMU
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