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Cross-architecture Cryptographic Algorithm Recognition Based on IR2Vec
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1 School of Cyber Science and Engineering,Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China

2 State Key Laboratory of Mathematical Engineering and Advanced Computing, Information Engineering University,Zhengzhou 450001, China
Abstract In the field of information security, encryption technology is used to ensure the security of information. Identifying
cryptographic algorithm in executable file is of great significance to protect information security. Most of the existing crypto-
graphic algorithm recognition technologies can only target a single architecture and have poor recognition ability in cross-architec-
ture scenarios. Therefore, this paper proposes IR2Vec model to solve the problem of cryptographic algorithm recognition in cross-
architecture. Firstly, the model solves the cross-architecture problem based on the characteristics of LLVM connecting different
{ront-end and back-end. The executable file is decompiled into the intermediate representation language by LLVM-RetDec,and
then the PV-DM model is improved to quantify the semantics of the intermediate representation language,and the semantic simi-
larity is judged by calculating the cosine distance of the vector. Collecting a variety of cryptographic algorithms to establish the
cryptographic algorithm library,comparing the executable files of the target to be detected with the files in the cryptographic al-
gorithm library one by one,and taking the one with the highest similarity as the recognition result. Experimental results show
that the technology can effectively identify the cryptographic algorithm in the executable file. The model can support the cross
recognition of binary files of X86, ARM and MIPS, Clang and GCC compilers and O0,01,02 and O3 optimization options.

Keywords Similarity recognition,Cross-architecture, Cryptography algorithm, LLVM
. PARE AL AT (7] o 0 B R A BT O Ak RO G R 2 1R oK
A

ASCHR T — 3 1 o ) 5 55 A9 SOR L e U —

B 25 0 102 R B0 S T B 22 e L 2
A B RS A 26— 2 G 50 RS B T Xs6,
ARM , MIPS %5 2 50y T (19 4 06 10 3% % 0 P 76 5 2 g )
BT S oL T P8 T B9 KT 2 0 M 55 4 40 B
55 08 U5 D 40 7 55 AT Sl S AR

LG T 38 0 0 90 0 R 2 3 T 5 25 A 5
S R VSO HT A O v L M BSR4 AT (38 ML
S DR AR IR A T 0 B 5 R T o e LR

F4TH . ERKE SR (2019QY1305)

i SO T S Y U7 1 o S A5 R A BRI Hh L T LU
A SR e s A TR Y T A O R B o O s B0 Ak P D
FLRBIRETT

ASCEETTRAIELLT 3 A7

(DR T 3T LLVM-RetDec JZ I 4 A A A9 Hh ] 2 7R
(intermediate representation, IR) SC{F # 4T L 81, 58 T
£ X86, ARM Al MIPS Z 4244 T 5 4244 Y50 19 H 1 .

(2) MR AN [ 2848 T 2 36 A2 LAY TR SCPR 4 LA K % 1

This work was supported by the National Key R & D Program of China(2019QY1305).

WAEMEE & (shuhuil23@126. com)

220100255-1



Com puter Science FFEHLEI2: Vol. 50, No. 6A, June 2023

PR B R L B 1 T — TS B K TR SO 1 Ak 5 L i
Pe T AN [ SR TR ) SO0 B R IR SRS AR S —
(7] 8L

(3)7E PV-DM #5& 84 i) & il b 3 47 et L 42 1 T IR2Vec
B ZAERLNE TR SCIF A8 23 SR O 5 S8 4 ) 3 1k
U B2 AL TR Y BOR i AR T B B e A RO A U Y

et
2 tEXIE

A8 555 1y % A B 2 R 0 0 ) A A AR R4 43 AT 32 AT LA
TR R . D FAFRRAE G I B SR AR 05 A o 4G 0 S 2 A B
R 2 B TE T R XS B A AR AR B A 4R A
HREF . )ETE B AR ARSI R A 7 A D
Bk BTGRP G B R i A A e, 30 T I A5 A 1Y
K0 D7 101 3 MK 42 1 3 & (Control Flow Graph, CFG)
FEHE 7 ] (Data Flow Graph, DEG) , % $i 18 ¥& Rk 4k 11 fiE
FIHE2E KRG T R R o, AR 28 5 i R H . B0 Genius™ R 40
F FHBLER 2 3T (9 3% BB X AU CFG #4743 2 4
BLAS A, T HEAT G 5 B A B R B 1) 98 2% ] R 1 A R AT G
W3 & B, Xu U 7F Gemini & 4 1 3 T Struc-
ture2vec" " i H A FH &L #l 22 I 45 Sy — 30 41 R B CFG A2 B
A T S SR 5 38 b A% 5 B R B ik RV AR R B B IR
B PR VE R B G BE R 1 AL . (4 363 A TS 1
ST AT B 5T AN . 2019 4F Ding %38 i3 B ik PV-
DM SZE T 45 SR EGE LA AR T Asm2vec B8R, 58
SR T A LAY R ) 1 A 5 LA R 3 gk
SCA AR AR A3 AT 1 Y LA TR VA A g A O AR 0 e R
SRR SRS SR K, GeneDiff 45 171 i Biy 3 75 43 BT HE 48
Valgrind 19 35 7 VEX IR Jf #t ik PV-DM K #1358 4 i i
SCHE A TA) 3 38T SR A R TR (4 A BLBE . SAFE A58 T2 )
H SR 1E 5 AL B H A Word2vec #5152 80T 4 15 5 B9 18 4 ik
A P A 3R 22 4% (RNIND SR 4l 1 45 4 5 91 19 B F 3¢

KFRJGEIABEE NS . SAFE HAEAR I 45 E 48 & %
9 9 B SR N R TE i SR R R R Y 12w, AR B X BBt BN R
# BARRL (Y 5 SR A g

3 BWEXIR

ST A A T T R O A 1] A L 45 0 T AR )
H1 GCC I Clang % 4% LA 4 B K [ A9 846 )2 1k (00-03) 2
434 X86, ARM LU K MIPS X 3 Fh 58 S 4 12 56 A= i iy — ik
il SCPF B 4 12 A IR SO, I 2 ad AL B, 3 a3 IR2 Vec 45 Y
I 52 >0 A JRORE I B T] 5 R AR T Ay B S SC A IR R 2 et
U PR AN TIAL B, 3 1F IR2 Vec 45 8 AE B AH DL A9 17 &, e ) 8
b 4 A5 A 0 S A A R ] 3 ) 5 e e v Y 1 e AR A
B A R P A ) S 110 B B R A B P SRR AS AR BLBE . &
FE— A BE YA 2R BE T AR A, DA S AR DL EE
e KB AR A %5 B O H AR AR A 09 B T B E R 28 I AR A
Il 3t o 35 R A 1 R R RE T AR, DA S TR R T
% B ARFEAR TR AL AR B A AL, A R U A R Y R
RHEZR A 1 BT,
= 7 ST MR R R

BEER| = 3t ) R —
:;}ff‘l ‘: —> S E e fE > fﬂ]é% -
B |
Uvme| o] Jmroveel | LA [ Ao
i | || Reudec [T sk [0 #m [ T sR
=9 - N f%@u
X i i

BT R fRfELR

Fig. 1 Overall framework

3.1 hEESHHLE

BT X86, ARM Al MIPS 4L #9 F Ay — i il 3C 144 B 5t 4%
PEAS R T 015 B, LR B8 T 4 13 25 0 Ak A 48 4 28 4 /Y
B, BT L gk S0 38 i LLVM-Retdec J7 4 7% 19 IR 3¢
A X B 22 50, T BT AN 2 R B AL B, LG
F IR2Vec LA,

L E ] Q

A add i32,call... ; |

API: printf.scanf...

I ——— ,
2 3
BE: 123 -

[OF5E-Z73:8

>

?@ﬁ?&?ﬁﬁtﬁ

J, @ HE

X86

)
a Function id

%] =add 32,2

] o, = -
, etargetable %2 = call @printf(
%3 = mul i32,2 LN

%4 = icmp sgt i32.-1
%5 =xoril,0

ARM
RetDec
@Q

MIPS OR%iE A FEIES

d [a] \V(Zd) ,
a, a
pated J SRS b _»[ avg} d
d ; Jd
T e
d [ai] \ a, d
A Y ;

B2 o ab an

Fig. 2 Data processing

220100255-2



RS T TR2 Vee B8R 5 409 2 19 57 1 11 51

Xt F IR SCAF48 4 14 50 BT B A4~ B 4 8 A %ot g 174 3040 2%
R, WA B 1 F RS 2 B — A B AR R I, RS P
YEFF CAPT B804 DL B AUME 3 Fh 8 4 token, 84 MERIERFAS
[, HL 5 0 F B2 BB Bt A TR [, R4 Sy 245 7R SO
HERAE R BRI 2. 2.2 719,

F 4 PEAE B TR SO vp pR B0 RT3 P 4 , 6 A 55 50
T PR AR R — — X R TR R A Bk L 08 T 0 Bh 7
F RS, SR P o o B ek 00 A K R A B e R 3
Ao T I pR B P IR 110 T 3k A s A PR A s 2 v 8 Sk 1
Sk, B NI B R AR R A K, AR SO BT RR AR
FHRBE ) BR 24 o K5 P 5 3 FH R B 0 10, 00 HUBRCAT 10 2
B . X F T R APT B B0 7R 38 & A0 B L APT
PRS2 BRVE R token I A TR 4 v R FEAE IR AL B . EL IR il
AL RR A 3 Fis .
xse%%@ﬂilkifﬂr || armz TR | MlpS%%ﬁTlRi# |

v
[ Xt MW KA E iR

I F 4 main g N\ 0 |
v

FREYAR ., REE S R3]
R B KR AR

¥
| FUALEJG IR M |

&3 IR SCHF T4k 2 i 2 14
Fig. 3 IR file preprocessing flowchart

3.2 HEESRRES

AT EE T ) IR 2 2T R i e i AR AL AR Rl TR )
FA 101 i

IR2Vec #E#J& 3 F doc2vec 1Y) PV-DM #5712t it 11y, 7]
Bt 2% T Asm2Vec £ B 1 A AR K 454N % 00 550 1 R
WAEA]F 45 A WVE SR DL LT SO 48 4 S T3 rp o0 17) 119
B4 W 4 BTR,

IR2vec [ Ab B 5 1 9835 5 4b BN [l 2 4b A AL AE T R 35

T 20 R IE A AR KO TR, H AT i 0 A AR R X 5. A
SRAE TR UT PAT WA B T AR 0 BT R R T
PUAT L B S MRS T oR AT B A B i Bk s ok 2 e B 1 9
FH . IR2Vec BEFUAH . Asm2 Vec 65 £ By & 32 (4 o i 76 T -
DM ET 0 E b BF I F A F, Asm2 Vec J& T 1] I 4
AT AT 18 SCHR I, T IR2 Vee £ T 1] LLVM th ] i & 18
T A7 08 SCHR s 2) By I 2R AT SRR A 35 4 R Ml S R
ARIF S Asm2vee — Y Z 14 B2 B AN 32 15 2 — B9 4 119 91 40 4C
ity i IR2 Vec 7] [6] i 37 45 22 Fh 46 & 2040 F (4 3k 1 72 )5 5
3)IR2Vee ZIE T H B LR F IR 34 M58, KRR 2
ALY IR F8 4 il 8 A (6] b 05K W, ol 3K B A% o SO B o G

e

By SE W %ﬁE
BRI SGS:
) £

]

?/; 2 T T T V2 4 -
E ;:n,,,
sympw | o0
[ 4 B YRR T Ak 3 AR
Fig.4 Single model prediction process
3.2.1 ARk

B 5 o RC4 s ok BAY V6 65 5 op (0] 38 5 2 16 AY X R 2%
AR B L

(DA HFEAY: LA O A B 2 e P78 16 52, 20 i
WAE LA B AR AL o

(2) for FRFR A1 Wi AR e 0 UB 47 0 2% 1 2 75 A2 2 O
e 5E B B RS A B B 45 A

(3) for FEFRIEA L AT IR IR N EUA 57t ol 55— R 5 45
5 R R B for IR FR A5 11 0 07 2 A Ble , LA W2 405 096 2 T
— RTINS AE

() GERIEARZE AT ret fir 4, 1R 0] R EOIH A5 2R

@entry:

storage allocation

br label %check

v

RCA( *strl, *str2, *str3) {

for (;strl[i];it++)
f

@check:

——» %15 = add nuw nsw 132 %storell, 1
%exitcond14 = icmp eq 132 %15, 256
br i1 %exitcond 14, label %for body, label %end_loop

-
t= (S[m]+S[n]) % 256; :: )
k=S[t];

str3[i] = k~ strlfi];

(—True

—LFalse

) @for_body:
i

br label check

%70 = add 132 %4, %.zext

%71 = inttoptr 132 %70 to i8*

%72 = load i8, i8* %71, align 1
%73 = load i8, i8* %.reload, align 1
%74 = xor 18 %73, %72

%75 = add 132 %stack_var, %16

R’
@end_loop:

%st_var = load 32, i32* Yst_var
ret i32 %st_va

Bl 5 B g il i 121

Fig. 5 Basic block control flow diagram

BT SEATHRLL br BRF 152 B ret IR [T S50, &
— H TR AT AR AR R A IR AR LSS R

XF IR IR BB R AR S F B AP AR AR
(DHO>Q>R>Q—>Q - —>O—>@: LA I HEABRIT I

220100255-3



Com puter Science FFEHLEI2: Vol. 50, No. 6A, June 2023

3 JJj 34 for 8 R4 AR W FE A B, #5455 true, A for
TEFR R SEA T, AT for TRFR 4 11 W e A B, B B 4521
false, JE A 25 oK FEACH |

2 D=>Q—@: LA HHEARYTIF 46 [, &2 for 3
F AT RN W He AT 27 EE 0N false, #FA G R HEA R,
3.2.2 4

DAL R P50 TR I 0 TR SCAE A 451 % 7 () 4 4 2 2243 2h
INEAEH AR A AR A KW 48 4 Bk 248 & KA
EIRAE A ZE R8RS, IR UL 64 Fi4E 4. DLW AL
HZ R ARM 280 T 1Y AES #3528 46 4 5
geitmR 1 59,

#1 HELLLGT

Table 1  Statistics of instruction proportion
A 20D
FARAE B 5 £l
7in # 7 i % (alloca, store, load) 55.750
it & % (add.mul.shl,sdiv.udiv, xor %) 17.130
#| 7 2 (iemp sgt,icmp slt,icmp eq %) 2.500
Bk # % (br, call, switch) 12.625
% A 4 #% % (ptrioint, inttoptr, trunc, zext %) 11.875
% % (ret) 0.125

R F 5 0L B0 1 1 B SRR A A I i B A% 0 2oL R o
A A RRMTTE SRR AW . AES 55k /9 i i f
510 BB PN FE AR AT RSO SR A e B 1
Tt AR A N AT R L AR AR AL
D %8 B 1 ) A0 T SCAE T 3R 28 R 1) B 26 48 4 B 3RO
HEE RS RAE S . I ERTE i K B B R
18 4 o TR A e o o R Y O SCHEL AR IR B RS, BT DL
T Ak BB B 0 A A % 25 4R A T BRI SO0 1 0% &R R AT
ik, RBR BB IR L B KR S Y call $8
AR oA 0 Bk O 20K R B R B call dR 4
HER

(DI E KIS

TR AR TR A0 & A B VR AF AR AR By B 5
o) B R AR VE AT R R VR B DF Bt . o AR SR T B4R
FRA d AR ERE . S ERES IR N token K4
VR BORRAE A5 23 B W59 1] 1 Doperana € R NG gperaior € R 3454
it R o', € R, ERAESE token Y I 48 Ouperaor A ERAEER to-
ken BRI 351 18] H Ooperana B T

operand (in)

1
ToperandGmy| 5 Covernd D

D (in) = Doperaior (in) || |
Forb s Doperacor TRRARAETF W] 52 & Doperang, (ORIRMER M &, | FRFR
] i 1 B 42 , o perand CGin) FCF M HT 8 2 I BAEEUR & L op-
erand Gin) | R 1T 6 2 1 BRAE B2

() FI W 2545 4

IR SCA4 7 i 4 B 2 4 4 HAR BT AT /2 iomp, HJ2 HI WXl 4
1 2 BUASTR] L 40 7 2 30 o X LR ST L 25 2R A bool 254,

THEE AR A T W 2 g 4 H 0] U3 45 Sy WA 38 4, A B 4E
£ operator FIFEVES operand T15845 3] 19 45 5 Wk (H 25 2k W 10
Ag i, HCAR TS R B TS HG e 3R OR T LA e 4 4 A AR
VEBCPEHE T AL, S A 20 (D)

(O WkH 484

br 84 A Bk A48 4, — Moy B 43 ST B e R 22 43 ST Bk
B, B0y SCBREE — MO BT IR I SRAT L R 5 B S i LT
20y SR EE — AT — SRAR S A LR A LR R B A A
0 M AR DL 4 S (B R e B B — S B AR
AR true, W) B e 20 55 — A 43 35 G0 2R Oy false, ) Bk 5% 2
85 ZANGr 3. br 484 R W S 8 U B9 U L IR R A sk
B ) At

FIR 248 S — M5 br 582 — BT . i 2 W 2848 4 19 45
okt br 484 (Y Bk bk

call 48 424 R B FH 98 4 B U A998 443 APT R EH
E SRR B RS B, X T APTCHD printf A1 malloc %5) ¥ H , 4%
BT Z AL B, ¥ AP o6 804 B AE— 4 token, 5 H
b token — BN LA HT . X T B & SCREC BT R 0k N
B — @ R R o vk R g e i, PRI T 1 4
FABE I 76 1 UGk F7 main BRECAT . 208 B 2 R B AT P BE
CGEBA AL 3. Do BrRURX A E @ R B 98 4 BEAT
Ab 3T B A A E SR AR R 4

0 (in) = Doperaror (i) || Daps Gin) (2)
Horfv, Dap 8 AP

(O I EAFAH S 46 4

— AR R {E =R B B AT alloca 48 4 HE4T 4 T 4
FE23 ] store 1§ 4 2 FLWR A L load 48 44 L HCH 4l HH X LA
HBR ., EIERPAT B ATT H i LA — 20 B e Lo i,
K4 alloca i 4> 0 & o SCXF T8 % 40 BT JC 2 S0, Mok 5 24
load #8445 VESL 2 N store 182 MY HRAE SR 2 HH W] B, load 48
A ]t load #RAE AT By Wl 4t A store 45 A A7 A 19 (B (B AE
B BT A, WA SRR ST WA B B (A
B S WA A ) 4

Y Cinload ) = operor Cimtiona ) | Doperanat (1720, ) When

operands (in.a) =operand; (inge. ) (3)

Hrinea RN load 64 3 inge RN store F§4

(OB AKAR 4

ret I8 PRELE — D REIE K MY T ARIES A
BRI A R AR AR . B E] ret 35 W &R A — A5 AR
. U (in) RN ret BEAEFRF B ] 4 Drervate (in) 7R ret 3R 1]
AL P A

0 (i) = Dy (in) || Drevsatae Cin) oy

VT R o 5 S 9 R MR D, €
R, 0,2 18 U 25 b 5 B 2% 50 00 bR B fs I T R 3 R
8Cin; » HACRYHITHE A in; BTN 1) B R, WOPR AL B ) £
IR G4 P 4182 M B9 Gnyy) s o' Gngoy ) s 0 Gingey ) il
& Cinye W F I,

6(1'71,,f)=%(z§’(i7'1,,z)+’z3,(inf|)+§/+17/(inj+|)+

o Giny ) (5)

3.2.3 #HEEHF R GEE
o J3E BH B 2 4y S WS B B TH AR AR A R S R BY. to-
ken RABEJE . [HoATE 4 JE M token 4, 154 17 B & H A SR

220100255-4



RS T TR2 Vee B8R 5 409 2 19 57 1 11 51

T SRR [ B T token [ 5 S 8 4 1) B 3R R R FE A Y
AL AL L CHE B B9 tokeen 2 1) Bt T LUK B 45 B 50 vfE 6 )

IR #5418 X 4,

(D F5 4 G b

R CIRTTRNE - e =N U

(7 -/

fE,: | t=1, || = ——2——8Cin; + ) (6)
70 230 Ging s )

Horp, [ e=e (| AR R B 20 57 0000 285 2R ¢« 2 45 5 15 1 14 T
MEEA:, —8E =30 | =0 | =180 | t=¢ | =0, E
T P O oR B, 38 S SR B0 B 0% T I0 25 SR AE T A T 25 2R op
I ME R A3 5],

MR AE AR 48 1 R, BT L3 1 B SRR R O SR e D
TR R, BTN 45 R 0 i) 4% BB AL R AR B A SRR T
IE REASTE BT A R AS CLE R A A0 BE AL SR R ) SRR AR B R b g
MER, R B 0, BB T .

JE _ S o
a0, k+1

;=2 | — X'o,” (7

;B(in, )
Forh, S R RAE BB L AURIEFEA AR FFEA

(2) token 2 A% Ji

R T 8 4 b B [ SR IR, AT LA B 4 4 BT o 4 0 45 1 4
B BE TR T N 3K (8) T 7R, S5 d 4 Y B 1B A 00 A6 R T B n
KD PR

I JIE
Ok =(f[J[o:d71j (8

I Voperaior I,
JE 1 JIE
- — |[d2d—1 9
VDoperans, | 0Perand| (g?jl/j[ ] )

(3) I Im] A& 4%
T 0 5 - 2 17 4% 5 O T BT WO WU ER B G L 7 I 4k R
R A8 B 2 R P 2 2 BT T 1 e S e 2 2] RO 4R A Ik R
E AR
IE

o 0y = 1o

A0
Her, p RFFETR, 0 MRS r RIUNGE RS Wi,
4 ik

4.1 HXEE

BRI T Torch *F & #5 @, 7£ Kaggle V- 51 J§ GPU #
RN S5,

AL IR SR g 2 g, AR 42 n e 3 g, )
%% T. H o ReDec,

* 2 MRS E

Table 2 Test environment configuration

Operating system Ubuntu 20. 04 LTS

Python 3.8
Torch 1.8.1

F 3 p 3t 13 BT AE Linux-Intel 28 X 4% %4 F f#
FH 9 Ah S 7 4 2 3% £ (Clang3. 8. 0,GCC5. 5. 0) LA K 4 F A )
B AR 2 R (00-03) 13 5] X86 A $1 A7 3C 14 7F Linux-MIPS LA
K Linux-ARM 3¢ X 4 4% T i i Clang3. 8. 0 Fl 4 F R [6] (1)
HALJZ k45 5] MIPS 1 ARM A9 1] $447 34, 3% 208 4~ W]
B PR

3 Mg
Table 3 Test datasets

Cryptography Category Cryptography Algorithm

symmetric AES.DES.IDEA. TwoFish,SM4.RC4
public-key RSA,ECC
Hash MD5,SHA1L

Substitution Affine, Caesar, Virginia

BT LR B EIEIT LT 5 450

STE 1 B IA] (X86, ARM, MIPS) f¥3H 1]
5085 2 AN IFRR (GCC, Clang) BY R 51
S 3 OR[EME AL (00-03) R 1)

SR A4 X R AR A AT R

5085 5 5 Asm2Vec A SAFE A58 3JE 15 % Eb

4.2 KGR

FE 53 BT X Ll 45 R, DA R T2 S N7 A 2 T R v 1 Y
THU 1 9% B A DL BE B v 1 B TR — R R AR . N RS TE
ANTF ST, 45 530 45 5 A AH UM XS L

SCH 1 SR A )

Hi P 6 AT, fr U 85 5 3 1 1 Clang g i3 HOAS (U
ORI B0 T o 5 % L 55 125 Ay R) e B 8 ) 1 LU 35 ORI R
HiAE LB TwoFish, AES Fll Affine 3 %% % 34 1 04 AH L % A
IRFN 0.9, HARAAMLBE FeAHTAE 0.9 LA I, 7R 51 2 6% 55 1k
55 LB S AN T SR A Y L AR A BT B AR TR AH A
AT 0.7,

[ 1X86 vs X86
[ X86 vs ARM

[0 ARM vs ARM [ MIPS vs MIPS
N X86 vs MIPS SN ARM vs MIPS
10 mo .

09
08
07
06
05

Similarity

04 -
03 +
02
01
o -

S 3 S S PR S % o
PR I R SR g R R R

6 At %] 1
Fig. 6 Comparison between architectures
Sy 2 ANTE] A LU
H &7 WL R R S 9 A Rk AR L BB 430 4 T Clang
H1 GCC Fi i, £F X86 Z2H4 T 4 Fh Ak JZ2 R (00— O3) B fig %
A RO

10 7

09 s . .
- | S he u s el
08 N e
3 z =
07 N =2 e e>g
>
ju
E
7 04
03 1 - 00
] . o1
02 o
01 v 03
< NS eo® b <D D P PO
S S e S T W

[# 7 GCC Ml Clang Xt Lt 52 56 550
Fig. 7 Comparison between GCC and Clang
S8 3 N FEMR ARSI
£ X86, ARM, MIPS 3 i 424 L } Clang FI GCC Wi Fh 4
PEES P T4 A (UL B 8) TF , 1 TR 531 2% A 50 ok R X Lb B vk 4
S A AR A6 2 vk, AR LB $ AT 38 3] 0. 7, Hoh O2 Al

220100255-5



Com puter Science FFEHLEI2: Vol. 50, No. 6A, June 2023

O3 (RSB B LF, 00 F1 O3 IR BRI 2%, 7E 4 Fdl G
i, X86 LA T H GCC g i (UL I 8 (b)) 1% 15 51 AH 0L 3

BB IEARTE 0.7 L BLE O2 Al O3 59Xt H A AR anH:
fih 3 A A

100 vs O1 =100 vs 02 [ 00 vs O3 [N Ol vs O2 HEE Ol vs O3 M O2 vs O3

10
09
08
07
06
05

Similarity

04
03
02
01

0

Y 3P P S o>
QQ)?‘ 600 qfv?' ?~C°'U,e‘»’" b\\\o ,.ﬁ‘l\ 0@‘56\,\%{\‘@@ Q\O ?g:(:ﬂo\\%

(a) (X86, Clang)

10
09
08
07
06
05
04
03
02
01
0
R R R R R D

Similarity

(¢) CARM, Clang)

10
09
08
0.7
06
05

Similarity

04
03
02
01
0
P oot o 7 o P P S e*“zq,o\@“

(b) (X86,GCC)

10 7
09 [}
08 7
07 7
06
05

Similarity

04
03
02 7
01

S (@ G P o o P

(d) (MIPS, Clang)

8 AFELAR L

Fig. 8 Comparison of different optimizations

SEHY 4 R AR R AT R
I FH A 4SS R 0 I 3K B4 AR 4 R 46 B WinRARG. 0l
FreeArc0. 666 i 17 % A% 53 1% 1 50 M 3K (WL & 4), £ Win-
RAR6. 0 P EHME & AES B 1555 2, LU H AES %1%
Bk 7 FreeArc0. 666 F1 2 181 & 1 AES 1 Twofish % i
F L BRI AES #l Twofish 38 %
A RGN G R

Table 4 Compression software recognition results

contained identified
WinRARSG. 0 AES AES
FreeArc0. 666 AES, Twofish AES, Twofish

Software

FH 5 5 Asm2Vec F1 SAFE B8 % L

(D) R X L

TE 5 — ZE A T A A [R] 0 3K 8080 28 b SR RS 1 8 (Preci-
sion) . A A1 % (Recall) \F1 {8 (F1-Measure) DI & 5238 # T 4E ¢
fit ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic) {E & ¥ 1 48 #5 2k
PPAG I L B 4 Y IR2Vec, Asm2Vee il SAFE,

# 5 IR2Vec il Asm2vec, SAFE B8 HI %0 %) 1
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