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A Classification Method for Executable Files based on Comparison of
Undocumented Information in the PE Header

Jung-Sun Kim" - Jung-Min Kang™ - Kang-San Kim™ - Wook Shin™

ABSTRACT

File identification and analysis is an important process of computer forensics, since the process determines which subjects are
necessary to be collected and analyzed as digital evidence. An efficient file classification aids in the file identification, especially in case of
copyright infringement where we often have huge amounts of files. A lot of file classification methods have been proposed by far, but
they have mostly focused on classifying malicious behaviors based on known information. In copyright infringement cases, we need a
different approach since our subject includes not only malicious codes, but also vast number of normal files. In this paper, we propose an
efficient file classification method that relies on undocumented information in the header of the PE format files. Out method is useful in
copyright infringement cases, being applied to any sort of PE format executable file whether the file is malicious, packed, mutated,

transformed, virtualized, obfuscated, or not-
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Fig. 1. The flowchart of the proposed method
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Fig. 2. The offset of the Rich Signature in PE Header

Ontﬂ-i
5 00 00 4C 01 04 00 . ..o N PE. L...

2) g3 NayA 2 dndF
g2 Aoy & ¢ngFe g3 2o Ay3ydy
S YHFYLE Wob AP o] 2X] Ay}

HEO| HIIE B3 AWMY 25 ¥Y 45

A A 2g& A2UAYE de Aee dudE
A A2y 9 dolHE XOR vtAgtes tzgsd 2
A AlavAe fFEAE AAE d§ dEdgE g3 Aoy
A g whakgoH20].

4 n2]F9: GetRichSignature
g Ay
=4 dacy g3 Alays

1 d8nde] ASE 7tz

2. 48 gde M Dos Headerst NT headere] A2 E
oo},

3. Dos Stub t}& $1X1 %8 NT headerd7t#|¢] 40 &
F&ao] 2A AladAzt slex Hdalgc
("Rich” &Atdo] =4 #Ag})

4. YA AaUAE BAsA Zad @x] A2zt
gicke o8 g wrglgi.

5 & AadAzt g %3S XOR vh2a @2 F5¥

6. #%% XOR vlaz #%& o839 2] AlayYAE
]zt Dos Stubths $131(0x80)%-E NT Header &
“Rich” #2472 XOR vh23ghe o] 8-3le] qujo]|EX
XOR3}e t]sg @y

7. 929 E A& 4u}oE gho] "DanS"A HAMELL

8. "DanS"7} ohdW FE 8 A A2YH Yolng X
Alaux g4 g ghe vk

9. "DanS"¢l ZA$-t A4AQ A Alayolng fagsd
24 AlauAE eEd,

FE 42YFS 58 d=9€ A Aoy de
Fig. 3% Zt. dadd gx AadAas Az #4449
"DanS"3 £ A4 "Rich"7} glemg 2§ ZAie
RS A AZUYAYE 9T F glen, 022 HY
g 12vle]Eg F 1579 #H=Evt EFH UASL &
AF F QUoh. AYgnde AFg gL ALALG FIH
AN ZE Qriet WAooz WMPHo Aitgch
Z, ¥49 "Rich"zh2 0x686369520] 1 22} "DanS” &
0x536E61440| o},

A3 2Rte

S mm
R R
mm “—

oo | o] oo | s

MJD'\ 01

DO He gz gs & ERg

Fig. 3. An Example of a decoded Rich Signature

YOROp23g}

KIPS Tran Comp Comm Sys



46 BJEMCEE=EA/AEFTH H

33 FAKE A4t

£ =RdA Agste $Ee didads £737] sl
AYAe FEF A Al2He FRE o]83}o F
AAEE A4t #A AladAe] xEE FHode JRE
ol &% HFAE ANt 4 S.& Equation (1)& Aelsta,

FZ3F AVE o] &% FALE A4 F4 5,2 Equation
Q)= Hejgch
B n(A-NBep)
S5.(A4,B) = WAUB,) (1)
Y |Agla) = Bgla)]
Sa(4,B) =1— —2% @
% 3 Agla)+ Y, Byla)
aE AN Bp aE AN Be

& n(d): Y A9 249 7%,
Ag: 9K A8 Hoiale Anel WY,
Apla) : 2 A% AU AW aol @ Az
EECR

Ayt BF AHEEHE FAEE S v g3 4
Putd A, B A Aoy EFFE FAdyH FR F
old A Bol 35o2 ¥¥d #AuYs IR FE A B9
Adgey Axe §AF 2 UE @itk Ast B/ §
g Agge ARE NG Sa4L 1o Ha Ast B
g3 ARy AR7} e Yobd S.ae 0o €tk
A}t Bol 2%5cz ¥gd Hude ARst #EFE #4
e gon, o g 1d 7Mhe & RHeET SpE HA
4 5 A BY HE FAE @& Adlsted AHREH,
FEoz ¥3hd Ao AR ds A4 F=3F &
o] vk} fAEA AT Sy Soatel 191 Ay
of dig WAy MEEF AHEE Ast Bl ¥FLE
e #AnYy AUt dgdd S, ou7} glemg o
Age e 022 Ao} A9 Bl ¥ELE EFE A
gde] AR Zzd oy FERPsE BT 2o S
1o] v, #ARd Hx 22 diF FEgsc] H21
Zol7} Atk o] & 00 7HhE & vk wep v
4 39 A¢t Be A AUzt ¢A3 FsHE
ST Spake EF 1o] ®rh 22ln As} BY A A2
Yol z3e #5de] Few Sl 5.4 10
i Spake 03 1 Aol ghe] €t

34 MY MY L BF

Agnge A9 2 BRE 339 FAE AW ¥
dolejuol 2ol AFE ARE olgBch ¥F Hol e
zole ERE dA AaUA Fus dgsdel 4w 2
Ade JuE Ao

! EM AIAE H2® RMI1=(2013, 1)

¢tag]Z9: ClassificationOfExecutableFile
4= daad
&9 2iAg

1. GetRichSignature 2312]%E8& o] &35t 4l auele]
dacd 2A Aadx g Y58

2. GetRichSignature #3ell 2571 WA
wiatal s Fa P

3. ®F dolgslo)2o] AAE YA AAYUA FRE shiy
7k &,

4. A¥saidde] dacsy 21X AUy ARel 5
HolEjwlo] 2o A 7hA & A Al2UH AWE o] &3}
AL S.F A

5 713 2 FAE Soake dYste JRE AR

6. £ deolEdlo) 2o Y BE A AlaYA HEE
FHALu AR A 2 ~ 45 PEc

7. AT AEE FAE @E wadc

8 AdE fFAEgho] YAgRY oW BF dlo]E o] 2

EARE sdolnz M2 2438y aFeR
st £7 dolguelze] ARE AR ThE
FTHRICL

9, Meg Falzgho] UAgET 2AY gow P
AgPade Helg FAEge] 2 AaYA a2Fez
L iae

10. FrALE Spgkol 10] obd A4 A% 257 glo] Fado.

1. FAHE Soatol 19 Afelle fAE Sp& Aldste
AREFE d99d.

12. FAHE Seatel 181 A%-E 278 A $48
Agolng FEI

13. FALE Spakel 1o] obd Afole MY #7E s
ARE A4 O Tk

S dgs

I

GetRichSignature % 721%2 o|g&ato] ula oy a5
Yol fmeEd AX ATUA FRE YSetn, £F d
olEjulo] ~o] AFE A ATUH ARE Fojer) A5
4 2741 AuE olgad SAE S8 Adsn A9
<7 gH(Threshold)el @2t 2578 a3tk AAgRE 03
1Abole] grolth, A% R/l Bad Aol FAE §,F
At Aol d A 2FHE FdPch

4 o8 % Y

4.1 A4 dlo|g

Ay dolgE gt AyYudy otdas YR 2FF
oln, Aut AP #§F 20109Y(hwpexe), MS 7 &
olE 2010(powerpntexe), V=S 79 EFH =EIE=
(notepad.exe), 7I47|(calcexe) EZREIPoln, HPIE=EE
Stuxnet A€ Stuxnet FY AEF #U 670, Duqu AFE
39 27}, Flame AE 54 117}, Gauss A& 3 1074 =
A9 agx, odace] £F A8& 98 CNAIFE



HYEnY s BMBIEIR s2 HEO HIIE S 43N EF Uy 47

El[21]01A4 AlEsteE AAHIZE ol E AMEdth HY¥S
A 7 dloleuo] 2o vlEl /¥ Duqu, Hwp 2010,
PowerPoint 20102 AE7} AZso] gk AgHsh wyle]
AL g /1 FE AP0 BF 48, dA42E 27
A3, 4%, 2=y 2 dxstd A B 4F, A
g AojaelA E7g d3yggde] BF Ad)el g F
Pt

< EfstAch 800719 AdwEolH F 28879 UL
Rich Signature7} EA3}2] @olA Atd BYO2E 7
g F U 283 FAE S8 A== BFRE A
AA%E 10, 09, 0862 dFste] s ed, AA%e]
1090 A9 &7 23 AHY EF2 7H8.

Table 2. Experimental results of malicious codes

T=10 T =109 T =08
42 d3nie &% A8 num i Error Error
~ Group | Files | Group ; Group :
Aot g o] g5t Ay 2F AEEL FYH 4 Files Files
she Table 19} 2tk 5 A%o] A8E AF HUe o Ll L N0 | i
oz 370¢ TY(hwpexe, notepadexe, ClasmAV.Trojan. £ B ol & L
Duquinfostealer20111108)& A&stel FAstgon, U j ; f; 2 3 1;* iz
&2 09= dAside Hde @S FAME 5.9 AAtgtel 5 g % g 3
o, fFALE Seate]l 191 Afe BE & FARE S 5 1 n 5 6 2
Askste] ®AIEAL. 8 1 3
9 1 9 1 1
Table 1. Experimental results of executable files 12 1 12 1 1
Fies [CDUU[GIME T COONER Tromasr M1 2 [ B | 2 L [
Samplel | 1.0(1.0) 0.15 0.14 G_DUQU_2011 16 1 16 1 1
Sampe2 0.15 1.0(1.0Y 0.50 G_HWP_2010 20 1 20 1 1
Sampe3 0.15 0.35 0.70 G_UNKNOWN 21 1 21 1 1
23 1 23 1 1
A%8ZA3 Samplel € Duqu(G_DUQU_2011), Sample2:= 36 1 36 1 1
gk2 2010 (G_LHWP_2010), Sample32 <&A# ¥ 2§ 60 1 60 1
(G_LUNKNOWN)e.2 AdHoz FFHUT. Sampleld 74 1 74
Sample2?] FAHE S.9F A= SREJ:OI 2% lojung 2§ sum | 205 512 198 17 173 127

dolejsjo] 2o HAE ABol FU3 APl s tolg
4 9ok 32z G_UNKNOWNSe=Z 273 Sample3 34
& 25 diojHule]ze] gl ARelmz EF do|gHo]
2ol AEA F7reoh G FEQ Duquet BAEY =23
A= RFAIEE 0152 @A etz =233 Az}
 O2A% 7150 FAM FMAA Z2a 3 2010
o S EJE 20109 FAIEE 05022 =4 JE) =
g z2ad AL gYsta AlE A7 BlE 39
EIE 20108 :=E =9 Sample3?) FAIEE 07002 &
A vetskch oebA, dgade] SA46) w2t gAge =
Aste] Sample3®} WY EJE 2010 FUd A 2FALel A
Mg ZgaPor REF/HEEE, Sample2st H9FEJE
20102 FrAME 7158 e BAAA ZRaogowr EH7)
7Vl

43 AMIE 27 AF

Table 2= CNAIF2lEllA AT dHolHE o4
fIE 7 4 Aot 4go) ALEE HolEHE 2012
d 3¥e 38 o z=dA 0ME Qs AHEEA
o S HAZRaYe HAE A 604E dHa=
2 gAsAen Aty dyor BHEF A% 512709 5

AAgke] 1091 A9 F 512709 o ois) 289 ¥
257 4 2§0] 15070, 259 2571 6074¢] 2§
7] $22 £75H F 205719 a2§ez EFt 2
ey Algel we A% ERE A4 2Asda, oA
@ol HETE £F 1FFE Hojx1 FE EFE 09
Tt WobAdrh ¢Agke] 092 A$= 33% (17/512)9 2
71 2Assien, dAgel 0853 = 248%
(127/512)9] &7} LAstdch A¥A GYzs E{HE
A% AAge 097} 0851k E}RES AT 5 Q). 2
i Z2 2§00 FHE HUEL EF fAIE o
gdeolrt. 4§ 0], 9257} 60719 25l £ Y
2 W4 Z2aPer ERolEriz EFHD BEAZw
o] #UEL BF UPXZE #HAd sjdelr},

Table 32 Z233 Az FAoly Aza £ a2
=g ERdte P2 ol 429 dyYuyd BF A
B3 FdstA vEFE APHNEER 5 dlolE o] 20
AZE £7d A99Y 2§59 FAEE vusld 599
Z2a9 AREZ € Z2aY AR £ o o4
FAEE AEgnh Age ALSE HES A A2
A AR 2829 Age AERAEo|. a2

KIPS Tran Comp Comm Sys



48 BENMEISBI=2A/EFE % S AMAH H2E H1=2013. 1)

et FHE FYdFo] OE F A7) WEo] de sHH A}
g sYojgog T FAES o8 I§ BF Agd
A AHgE YAIFS 08502 AAF o] AYL GHIE=
Eo| drht fARRHAE BaE7] Y SHolmz as
Efehe 249 dARRY 3A Ao 4P o
Fol At o Stuxnet® Duqud) FAMIE Al4tste
%"-’“} a§og FFEUE Stuxnet¥} Duqug 7|2d 18
o A@A L FoslE ZAZ AT & ot

() ruiru mlm

Table 3. Experimental results of Stuxnet

- Fies G_DUQUIG_HWP_CE’RP%OS,E Resilts
E20i | 2010 [Co T (T-085)
1e17d81979271 cfadd G_DUQU_
U aanasoterzzas | 087 | 015 | 013 | gy
76 Tc5d89f 1654965 G_UNKNO
2 gisdflazboos | 014 | O3 ) 00 gy
| 68ebbd3adcd9da0a7 G_UNKNO
3 | gaffzo0obbbbea | 17 | 064 | 046 | Ty
74ddc49Tc121261b G_UNKNO
4 | saoecosmzdoc1s | 00 | 0% | 054 WN
5 |cclabs360109deabs| < «  |NORICHSI
57654207d262cal GNATURE
(8153747bac8hdaedd G_DUQU_
6 | sxreernimaisie | 087 | 015 | O3 | oy,

AEA3 £38 2829 gAY 3= PF 671F 2719
FA(19, 68 #Y)3} Duqu dER=9] FALEZ A Y
Epgton AgAY GHISE Duqu FAHIES} FAE
Stz aFoR RFIY webd, 2g24E AR
Z239 2§FY DuquE A Z2aYP 3§ AR
7158 e H9e AFed GHm=g wENLY, &
~zace7 FAEA & dAdz=9 EAAN Duqus A
g 2FL 282Ye AR 21§57 FLI}AY F 2F
Atoldle S¥E d@BAZ ddz §F8 + Ut 59
gge A#gsgde dAguiel FALE FH ALEEHE At
gz ARzl g7l HEd FAEE AN &+ geH
NO_RICHSIGNATURE & HwIAAE EH&ct frA=7t
=4 yehd 2829 AF 3A(1HF 69)S AAR 4%
st} 2o AHESE 7Ad dde FEA =Sdfoly T2
Yolv], £5 dlolefulo] o] AAE Dugue] A AZYH
= DuquolA AHEEE 59§ 539 72 #4e FEA
zz ol

Table 4. Experimental results of Stuxnet family

Files Stuxnet(6) | Duqu(2) | Flame(11) | Gauss(10)
Stuxnet(6) = (0.87, 0.14) | (0.45, 0.09)|(0.45, 0.15)

Duqu(2) (0.87, 0.14) = (0.36, 0.21){(0.36, 0.33)
Flame(11) (0.45, 0.09) [(0.36, 0.21) = (1.0, 0.58)
Gauss(10) (0.45, 0.15) | (0.36, 0.33)| (1.0, 0.58) =

Table 4% g WHo2 Stuxnet AFe] dHI=E
e FALEE AN Afddolnt B3¢k A= AFE
9] mte & oujsln], MEFE fAlEe Hugy HAge
(Hdlgt, Faxoe=2 ARG, 2827 Stuxnet®} Duque)
Ho FALEE 08701 Falme®} Gauss® Ho FAIEE 10
o2 yehgo 284y, Stuxnet® Flame, Stuxnet3} Gauss
o] fAtEE 0452 9l YEbgten, Duqust Flame, Duqu
9} Gaussd FAMEE 03602 oA vebdch gk, 3
St W o2 Stuxnet®} Duque) @4, Flamed} Gauss
o] d#4o]l EES FUT + oo FHE dHI=E
DY Fg3ts o] 27| o] FAl=7F g2
vehdt. §AIE7F 1002 =4 Yuehd AZ sge
Gauss®] winshell.ocx, smdk.ocx, mcdmn.ocx®t Flame2]
msglu32.0cx, adventcfg.ocx, adventefg2.ocx FF o]t}

44 & IEWHE I HSsIE Ao 2R A

Table bt ¢, Iy 2 Jdssid dgadd o

w7 A% Aol A3d AHsE AgadE dx 7o
1‘%’]‘% Ax7) Z2%Y9 calcexe FHYola, UHEE A4
A&l Themida} VMProtect Z23Y9E o83t A¥n
dof s M= O §4S AYsty 4z 2719 4gad
< AAsdd 4859 £F dejE o)z o 479
Asfutel dojg o]z A4y AR FIHE AE AHE
sk AddoAq ALEE AARLE 09002 HA3ic)

A& A3} Themida®t VMProtectE o]l = T
HE3lA 7] ALdE ZF fAIE 1002 Q83 T3
A7) Z2aW(G_CALC_W7eg EFHc €3z AlayH
7b A% € PE dlg 58S AF3A gt A9 AN
diyog Aoz B{7 sbesid. a8y A Aoy
A7k A4 PE #t] F8& ¥Ase dF d43sd o
e Agrs wies E{F7 E7bssth

Table 5. Experimental results of packed, code modified and
obfuscated executable files
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Table 6. Experimental results of recovered executable files
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