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Survey of Binary Code Similarity Detection Method
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Abstract Code similarity detection can be divided into two types according to the research object:source code similarity detection
and binary code similarity detection, which are commonly used in scenarios such as malicious code identification, vulnerability
search,and copyright protection. Based on the current domestic Internet environment, programs are usually released in the form of
binary files,and most programs cannot directly obtain source code. Therefore,in related research in the field of software security,
the application scope of binary code similarity detection is relatively wider. Starting from the definition and implementation
process of binary code similarity detection,according to the code representation form,it is divided into three categories:text cha-
racter-based, code embedding-based,and graph embedding-based. The classic binary code similarity detection methods and the re-
cent five years of research and development are compared. A total of 19 documents on new methods are sorted out,and various
methods are analyzed and summarized based on multi-architecture, Baseline, benchmark datasets and detection performance. Final-
ly.current problems and possible future research directions are analyzed based on the development of new methods.
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1 ARESREX

H A EIE M 25 B R AT AE SR B 25 A O TR R AL
TR B TF R 3 AR A TF G O i b R P T R AR
1, BVEE B T & bl ot RS A 4 L Bl B R R
FA) SC A AH AL T 45 A4 A DL P4 AR o 3K AT A U i O R A
e (Code Clone) , XS JRACHT AR — E# L T /™K 1
0 8 VARG A, BRI 0 2 o B4 T k7 AR A A Rl R N S B
PNEBB TG, TRESa P R BAFA L 4, 5 T 1 fott
SfeE ., BRILZ AN, A 2 VF T B4R 5 e T RE 1 2 9 B AL
2y, RHURANER 6 A% Z FIR AL,

20234 6 H 22 H, i1 Cisco Talos #% #& Y VMware
DCERPC 8 i % 3K & 9 1& 1k 79 #7 HE 365 1 s W CVE-2023-
20892 PR Y . VMware vCenter Server 7. 0. 3. 01000 H fifi
FH#FF IR DCERPC F 111 3R Ab #L. 2y B v A7 78 HE 3 3 I IR, 7T
85 B R A0 16 A6 09 I A S A5 S 0k 1 T LRI A okt i T
PAT T RART 6 2R G5 A P 1) 28 4l g AU T
J ¥ DCERPC FEACHS 8 Apple macOS 12. 6. 1 [AlFE £ 32 3 5%
Mo o FE A2 4 AR, 30 2o 4 AT AR rh Y R R IR R TR AR
JAE TG B ARG 22 [T A A A e e s 3R S O IR ARG A
PRI 2 75 2 4, 3 R 5 1 3 2 AR T A AU A ( Code Similari-
ty Detection) . R A B 1 4G T 2% 30T 4F >F #5428 4 o3 A7 4 R
P EE 2 ORI AR R A 01D v A7 AR A AT
L 60 T ) B0 7 L A R AR AR A A S TR XU

AT A= ¥ v 4 TR 22 B0 B8 2 v TS THT it o7 FH AR R DL
AT AT SO T 2R A 1Y 38 TC 1k AR AR IR AR A L B
ARG AE LA A 00, 43 Sy 5 AT A AR 4G DU ( Source Code Sim-
ilarity Detection, SCSD) Fl — i il 48 5 #H Bl P 4 Wl (Binary
Code Similarity Detection, BCSD) , = i X 37 T, I AL 15 46
ABL e G 00 2 X R A A A R ARG I T 2 A A AL A

2 X6 3 1 TT ST SCHE HEAT RO S I B AL AR S 247 7 e
R, A A R AR AR T 2 R B AR
ZH . WAMEZERFEMEFTMHE . 0 C+ +, Python, Java
FoHEENRPFEAENEE. HAS R MR, =
E A AE R A kR A ST G AR, F A IR AR A A
FEE B MR P A5 S, 78 G 128 1 0 2 b AR I S ) 1 2 35 2% T
S AN TR B AR A S s AR AR [ 1 T & 1 43 R [ 1 4 4
B 330 S T S 08 A5 0 AR AL R 0 A A T e e
TR AR A DL A I

A S0 T ek AR AR AL A T R F gL B 2 B
BT g ol A AL A T AR 5 4G — BB R SO
AR ARE WA 56 3 T R EAF T Z b H A A L4 4
P — I8 36 i LA B RR AT 1] 5t 9 A R M 1128 T 5 58 4 W R
[ A AR A R AL TR 2K, K — ) AR A B A 0 1) Ty 8 3 Sy
FUARFR FEF A AT T B A 3 K3, I )7
AT T AW R AL TR A4 RS TR A 40 28 0k X AR A R A
W AT T 3 BT, AL 45 £ 28 4 | Baseline J5 35 3k 1 S0 45 4
FIPERE > DT 45 5 58 5 TE 85 G A 1Y & JR R L 68 224 17 T8I I 174 ¥
TBURN A K T B8 AR 5% 5 1] IEAT T AAAG .

2 ER#E

2.1 HEARBRHEEX
2.1.1 A K3

— AT AR R T LA R AR 2 A SRR B A AR
AR — A 43 3 FLRE A% d5 K PR M 4% 0 AT 1 46 4 T
PV, —AHEARYGEE BA — DA DR A, A B3
o7 FE A B B 55 — A5 3E ADL HI RF R R R — AR E A, — iR
impsja,jz FPFEIE A . PATEEAR YO RIS B, REEA O
b R AT B DAL

1 R AR B B 1)

400785 jz

40077A loc_40077A:

40077A mov  cax. [rbp+var_34]
40077D sub  eax, 0EGFOBEC4h
400782 mov  [rbp+var_3C]. cax
loc_400930

I

v

400790 loc_400790:

400790 mov  eax. [rbp+var_34]
400793 sub  eax, 17F569CDh
400798 mov  [rbp+var_40], cax
40079B jz  loc_400917

A 4

4007A1jmp  loc 4007A6

v

400930 loc_400930:

400930 mov  eax, [rbpt+var_20]
400933 mov  rex. [rbp+var_10]
400937 mov  [rex], eax
400939 mov  eax, [rbpt+var_24]

40093C mov  rex. [rbp+var_10]
400940 mov  [rex+4]. eax
400943 pop  rbp

400944 retn

400917 loc_400917:

400917 xor  eax, eax
400919 mov
40091C sub  ecax. 1

40091F sub  ecx, cax
400921 mov
400924 mov

ecx, [rbptvar_1C]

[rbptvar_IC], ecx
[rbp+var_30], (DFBBAA26h

&1 FEAH R
Fig. 1 Example of basic block
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2.1.2 R B AR

4% A BeB (Clone Fragment, CF) &2 — s He 4k (19 % 11,
W 2 R B bR SO A TR A 2R B TR A AU Y
— T,

A% B (Code Block) J2 J& 4R 18 A5 B — A 41 5348 43 » 3 #5411
T 2T, i — X KEE S AR I A I 0T G A s
2.1.3 Z#H KR

H5BF RIERFEITEPAI &R HmBRIE S (i C++,
Java, Python %) 4 5 AR A AN [R) . o X A5 2 3 55 L A
TR B RE S B AR AP T AR AD T R0 Ll R kw0
17 ode Fom o H G H SR R R TR R . 7E kA
ARBL A Ao 0 1 AR SC B 5 v AN R B AT AT 0T AT 1B R
B AR T2 X 3 S B S S s PR g A
1037 .

— e AE O R WA RS AT LA SE S e i A al R A L i R

Z RIS R AR ORE g AR 58 4 y?ﬁ%flﬂ?ﬁﬁ%}”ﬂ%
e Z AR, ERAWERFSEENIRT . RER
HARTE IR B S R R R e A 4 IR R %ﬁﬁ
0 e B3 A A Y R LT RS R BT
l@gﬂﬁft%ﬁﬂﬁfi/l:ﬁiﬂ , 4 IDA Pro,. NET Reflector,
jadx-gui 55 , BAR BT AT DL 2 4 40 00 % 48 oAy 54X R 4 it
— e g, 1H*Eg i L T I B A 0 TR ARG AR SR R A R
M

B AR H i o R A R T O R E R R AR, T
WEBHETMEAZ . HEAFRE L E AFIESERE T
TP A A S AR A DX 0T DR AR A iy B a0 A7 4 B0 43
bl NI 2 P N B o < S s - R AW U T Bl
LAY, B — R AR AT B IS A R R T S R ST B FLES S
AR B AR AR LR DU . & 2 S R AR AT B k) e] AT
SO G 126 2oL

AL

B oo =

=

L4 [:> % [::> o‘b

FRAD l l | l l l = BT AT
RS AL T CPU% Y CPUfz % Y )
GCC o1 intel 32f¢ Windows
Clang 02 arm 644 Linux
LLVM 03 mips Android
MSVC 108
&2 PR ) B AT AT SO Y G 1R
Fig. 2 Compilation process from source code to binary executable file
2.1.4 BMEXEZH EHE S Y 08 R O B AT AR AR DM L.l AR
AT HE L R AR b B UE B RS g iy LN (Code Representation) A] DL AR I i f# o 3x A [a) 55,
A o () B 2 PR e S PR BRAT A R v AR B L 3 R 2 00 R A oG ARAE FAE (9 2L B 2 XS SR 4T B AL, BDEE D5 AR A g
RIEIR SR . HE AR vt A AR R M LR I 45 T o AR 3 o b 7 AT e T I — Fh RS T LU AL LA

A % # i F (Control Flow Graph, CEG) ., b8 %4 FH E (Func-
tion-Call Graph, FCG) #1#2 J7 #K #i ¥l (Program Dependency
Graph,PDG) %,

Pl R M B i R R B AR R . AU R T
L 221 RR RO I DU AT LR R e A e B 4 o O 1 AL
R H Y ARG RO AR A LY B A P R A AR A
AT A PR L A Al AR A 1Y A5 2 11T R A 4 o

ORI B30T T ] 2 ke R T b R R B R A R PR E R Y
BB AL R . eRBCE T B2 — A [ B g i
P2 —J R R P R T SE B A A s R B 55— 28 I R A1
%ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁoﬁ%%ﬁ%%Aﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬁﬁ

PR, Horh B — A SRR AR T P — A BRI SR A T A Y
DMN%EE$%ﬁZ@%ﬁmﬁAMWﬂ A i
REE— B .

VMR R L X R Y 1% 4 R i 0 AR R R O R 1 R
LR . AR PRI R & — A DA I O S il A9 L A Rl
B & K ﬁ%AE%ﬂm@*%”EEAWHE
A AR B BRI AR A R — A
ARFR Y A5 22 [ 7 o A4 A8 8 5 A
2.1.5 RAE4E

Tk AT SRAT SO R PR AR R AT AL B G L

B2 2] BN TE 3 T8 R O O S5 A SRR 1 B AU
FAE MY R AE T 7T LU 5 Ak ot 04 3 1R AR R BE A 15 1 AT
B SCRRAT 40 0 fs A QRS B WS Dy — A~ 22 2 2 (8] 1) 4, AT
I R A Y 5V R AR Y S AR I AT SR AR T U AR TR Y
IR AT AR5

R X AT 5 8 A8 A [R] R AR 2 T LR AR T 3R AE 43
4RHNL R THN TR LY 4 R R AEIE A

F 1 OWWM 4 MY RIETE X

Table 1 Four common code representation forms

BRDF BB CREATAE RGN — & FHR

.

%;é;; BB FI AR A AT R AR R W5 R
; (Suffix Tree) 5 4 # IT B ¥ %

EFELY  ARGHTER SN HRD K BETAHEF A0

RBEE 5 FIHERGRE. 13 L token

HFERN AR IR SR AR R E . RF A (AST

REFAE  R—MFLGBEERET R

grmyy TRARTHRAENELORDRE AL RD U

Thmag SNBSS RRRSHE LG W LR

B ¥ % % H (CFG) %

2.2 KEzESE
T AR R AL A A I S AL B AG I AT A SCA )2 T Y
ARAULE i EL 3 2% 1B AR 7E D) BB J= T A AR UM . 9 dn, A B
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ARA T 0 4 AR 1 5 OR [R) L F B 7 OR [ ik S5 4 8 1
S BUEE AR RE AT R T AR [R) 0 R AR T AR R A 2R
LA LARRH S T A8 JZ WA AR Bl . AR 7E DI REJZ T b i AH (L E
e LS R AR D 28 8 7 X R AR A A I o T R A 1L 4
U A TR S0, O Tl R W R A I 2 B Ml 5
W7 AR TE B AT B R I 280 < A5 57 B HE 1 K 5
BB I AR B RS TS T LB AT A AR L R

T K 4 AR RS B AT LR B L Bellon %01 £ T Type-1
3| Type-4 3X 4 R 15 5 B 25 AR 7 & AR 18 19 A BLE 3% 2
BT T 4 A R R X,

M Type-1 BUF| Type-4 B 5 B, P14~ A Fr B ] 19 22 57
AR R AR A T Y X 3 T . AR H AT AT 5T
ZE R % T Type-1 BUA1 Type-2 B o5 B 69 A7 DU 46 ) 2 28 7]
LIS B BAF SRR L T4 T Type-3 BUA Type-4 B TR B 4%
0P B A R

AL TS B R B Type-3 RTTREM E LB R 2. A
A A X AT 09 385 W 2%, i L 45 Type-1 Z4 A Type-2 A 5w B
TR S A X AR IR AE 44 BRI B 44 25 R R A R S AE B L
61 ths VAT A A A B E T i Type-4 B 5 B A WA A

22 0] RE DT R R 5 T AR R M A A B . AR RS Y
ZEMSEF  Type-1 B, Type-2 BRI Type-3 B o8 f 45 & 15 1% )2
TH AR BL . T Type-4 %9 7 B D) 2 38 2 T AR B o

F 2 RIS

Table 2 Code clone types
3 KR £
Type-1 # AARG R B R AR G0 R EEmR D
7 WA REETRE LML %24
Type-2 & BARG A BERRA AR RS L LR L EHLRE
b3 THE REGEMFMELELAT LB T L2HE

RV RD g EIATIE R e R R R

Ty;‘; BRAERRAE AR AR L AR AT
FIARE M, %24
Typed B BARE BRI T A AR B KRR E
% AL ok 5 e 2 At R 4 R R

Bl 3anih 1 4 Fhsd BE B AR ). 5 G AL 7 BEA
L 7E Typel BITERE D AUAUM £ TR 1 53850 248 18
Type-2 BITLRET M B R 1,a,b TNy jocod, KRR
TE Type-3 ZUsa e b, M B 1 B 2. [/ IS 34 im 7 #4> puts O
FAEA count THEAR s 7E Type-4 BUTTRE T 4 for JRIF S Hy
while ¥R, I 1A [ B 7 9 58 52 B0 -5 A AH [ B9 Zh

B f B

/L
if(a>b){
tmp = a:
a=b;
b =tmp:
Jelsef
1R 2
a=a+b:
1

s

1
s

for(int i=0; i<10; i++){

l l

Type-1 %! 7 F& Type-22 7. &

l l

Type-34 7. & Type-4% 77,

for(int 1=0: 1<10; 1++){ for(int j=0; j<10: j++){

. 1AL
s

by ifie > o)t
tmp=a;
a=b: tmp =c;
b=tmp: c=d:

\ d = tmp:

! jelset

clse{ ’° N
1R 2 1R 2
a—atb: c=c+d:

1
1 5
s !

Y §

5

for(int i=0; i<10; i++){
/AL inti=0:
if(a>b){ while (i < 10) {
tmp = a; a=(a<=b)?(a+b):a;
a=b:
b= tmp: ifla-b>0){
puts( “swap!” ) a=a+b:
Jelse{ b=a-b:
a=a+b: a=a-b;
puts( “add!” ): }
count++; i+
) j
)

B3 4 Fhod BESE LAY HE 51

Fig. 3 Examples of four clone types

2.3 HEMUEIFENER

g YO U b A R R A A R Y P i B O R 4R
T A4 FPUE A 8 40T R Ak 52 58 Jr vk 9 S BRI RS B R
(Precision) . f3 [0 Z (RecalD)  #E#i K (Accuracy) . F1 730 8 (F, -
Score) o X LETEM 48 b A THE T5 AR 5 B0 28 50 DL K 52 bR 26
S 5% BN 28 531 Oy T 3R 7R BT AL 1500 Sy AR o B, S B 2K )
h TE ) 7 5 s 2 LA A AR B B

i MU 28 31 R S B 2 ) B AN TS O TT LA S 4 B 2R
. HBHME (True Positive, TP) L i BH 4 (False Positive, FP) |
HME(True Negative, TN) i B ¥ (False Negative, FN),

FI3IHMAE T TP, FP, TN,FN X 4 AR IE M EMAKA X,
%3 TP,FP,TN,FN & %
Table 3 Meaning of TP,FP, TN and FN

£ 5 2 R
HAERMBELANFELR) LN E XS

A& i EF
HH (TP iE iE

I
{6 1 £ (FP) iE i MAG R AR FERS RN E X7
H A #(TN) # it AL TE B R R B AR R R L KR
18 ¥ (FN) 1 iE HERL AR MR IE K AR AR K O S K A

RS 3 SRR A v 45 U 28 031 o AE HL 52 bR 28 ) A A AE
A A A Btk 7 T A T 28 591 S IE B AR AS Bl R T o Y LR
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H T AR 8 3 A0 R AR B O T A TN 2 531 A I B A AR B
S T SFUI AR A AR A AT F2 00 PR IR At R T U R
LY A 2 Ok JR R A BTN A S8R . R B R X (D B

TP
TP+FP

4 18] 5 SOPR A 4 3, 45 B 288 391 0 IE L 5 B 2 il O IE
4 A A BB 7 T A S R 2K 591 S IE B A AS B R BT o Y LA
1 TR T3 AR AR B BRI A S R 28 1) A IE B AR AR B
S TS PR A AR AR B A L L (R e 8 W1 AT LU A %5 0L
14 A 2 A JR s A B PO Ay 28R . A el 5 An 2 (2) s

TP
TP+FN

YA ) 8 5 50 0 7 i A RE R rh TE B 43 25 Y LG 1) B IE A 5
N 4 A 00 Ty B A I L ) A 0 3 RS 2 A AN [
P AE A I SRR 4 R MERE 48 A M T AR AR X 9T A 280 1
A3 SRR BE 5 RS 6 5602 SR M BE A0t B 56 T I R A A 7
E 250 - 4 T A A L BDASE TR T O G 28 B M RE AR R g £
DIREIERIEZRA], fEFR M) iR .

Aecuracy— TP+TN
Cwracy T TP Y FN-+FP+TN

F, 5y BU PRS- 7 F 4y %0 (Balanced F Score) . 1 T 78 S bR
Jof FH R B SRR [l 53 R R — o A L A Y 38 A B R
WRrTBE SRR A MR, R Z IRk, N T 25 & 7% 83X 4~ 48
b Fy 50 5088 SRR A 22 R0 (8] 232 B 380 R SF- 35 850, 2 09 BUE
AR 0~1, ARIFFIHEAE L, For 8o O Fs .

Precision ' +Recall ! ) !
2

(@D

Precision=

Recall= (2)

3

F,-Score = (
. Precision » Recall
Precision +Recall
R T g8 BRI i 4T 2 T T RS B SRR 3 [RD SRR [
FIANE , T2 A5 F o 80e oy an = (5) Bros i i B =

4)

Precision » Recall

B« PrecisiontRecall
M p=1 0t NGB NF 38 p71 i B i f
B A4 IR PRl e 52 . B> 1 Bb RS Al 258 o 40 0 AL B B L B<<1

FyScore=(1+p*) - (5)

A [] 5 5 4 A TR
3 ZTE RS AR LT AR

3.1 TR AR MU T e R A2

Whalel" 7 1988 45 5 B4 H 7 A A AL 4z 00 i 3 222
At RS AR AR A 0 Ay A A A X A R R 0L G S R A B
B, B R SCHESE 00 R BT & R, B &% o 20 R B 2 > 45 A G
F AR A 3% W kA 30 AR R R R 4 i A
TR 5 3 A B B - T AL B AR SR AE RAR LM TR, IR 4
Sk 1 AR R R A ) B A R

TE T AL BB Be , 3 25 A0 45 400 1R Ak FRR I £ 0P AN 25 3R
W) U A 75 25 5 55 AR AR T 53 T G B A S, D I A 2 A AL 1
5 00 KL B 5 R AIE B RO 2 0 IDA Pro 55 T HL i 47 3 [ 43
BT, B B 3 1 ARG Y — 5 P T AR R T A S TR R A
0T 4R R Y A M B R SRR S HLA B 22 S
FRAE 2k 5347

AL RAL S R AR R R — L, BT
GG b A AT AR AR M B A B Y B A A A A R A T
BEA I 7 AT R R AE . 76 3 T SOR FAF 1 R AL T,
WO T BOR AR SO 4R A IR B o ) R SO
I 745 B TE R TR B ik A (Code Embedding) i R 1E /7, 38 5
FIFH B 9% 15 5 4 ¥ (Natural Language Processing, NLP) # 5¢
75l BERT 45 T Ak $IRE R K A% AT 45 AiF 38 AF 24 2 [0] 6] & 5 76
B F I A (Graph Embedding) i 3 AE . 38 & i FI — 30k il o
B R A A 1 e SO I R R A [ A ] 4 R 4 B
REERHAE , I K HZRAE Ay 25 7] ) 4,

TERRARLPE TR B Be , B R A TR 3 IO 133 5 12 A 2 o —
B L3 5 0 A R FH A 3L A AN AR 3R AR 22 ) A A B4 ok
B P AURS Fr Be Z R A AR . 7 B T SOR A 1 7
Ff 3 R A B DG TC SR R A S AR DL L 17T B AL A
SR I T, K 28007 6 AR 1% £ 23 1] ) 4 R A 2%
AiE 3 Ffr 23 [a] [ £ Al BR REAE 7] 2 (Feature Vector) , fi J& 8 i
THERRAT 1] 42k 22 18] 4 F B 1: ofe Al o A0 A5 B A AR 4

L TOETFRATH

<

AT N -_
— . ;Iq
-— = AT RESHEAN
QQ R HAE 423 PR R

AT 2

@ ¥

R i 8

L ETHEHEAN

P4 ot ol AR A AL A A 0 1) B A O

Fig. 4 Basic process of binary code similarity detection

3.2 HiEmENACEITTERE

FRAE A A A RLE ST B O R R AT BRSO M I
(Minkowski Distance) 4% 5% A (Cosine-Similarity) #1 45 1
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Fig.5 Geometric representation of cosine similarity
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Table 8 Summary of multi-architecture,open source situation,Baseline and benchmark datasets
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Fig. 6 Analysis of multi-architecture binary code similarity
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Fig. 7 Commonly used Baseline analysis for binary code similarity
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similarity
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Table 9 Performance analysis of binary code similarity detection under BinaryCorp dataset
K Recall
7k
00,03 01,03 02,03 00,0s 01,0s 02,0s Average
Gemini 0.263 0.528 0.768 0.322 0.441 0.518 0.473
SAFE 0.770 0.902 0.951 0.795 0.891 0.891 0. 867
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OrderMatters 0.417 0. 740 0.903 0.481 0.692 0.677 0.652
jTrans 0.941 0.970 0.981 0. 949 0.964 0. 964 0.962
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Fig. 9 Performance analysis of binary code similarity detection under BinaryCorp dataset
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