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Figure 1 ~ Overall structure of TL-TAM
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2) ASS=Assetldentification();
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JEIX )%l 73 B B
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4) for eachde D

5) for each ass € ASS
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Figure 3 HAOT based Mi construction framework
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HERL G5 R SR IR 7 B R AR AR s e b EEAl
b, B 6)~ PR 18), YUl 1 B B AR K H
JEBRRIMEAA W, H, JRrBah e E
BPRE L VU ACHER RO AR (body) L5 51 B4R ALK
HEREAARE Cexplanation) BEATHAE, 15 EALPR
P 3 gk U P A B RN 3k Chead) S5 BLBR AR EAT
P o T BT RN A, T K HermiT 55 A4
PG| BB t% B SR 4 3 =5 SEAE 4B i 4
B HAT 2 D S H, DR A 7 R SR
T e T By 2% A1 110 % 2K S B S R 1) R
HEDE . JF HLAEBE 5158 0 A5 46 41 B SR I ) < S 4
Mt T VRGN B HE B AR RS, AR ML T T AR S
HRRMPIN
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A B9 (R e ) 4 3 8 e ek HE B 3
TS B R PR BT ) 52 % P B e T HE B 5 | 2 g
HHBRGEEA, RS ARECh N,
HERL 5 |0k e LR B ROV KRS, k=12, IS
TR RIS 424 O(RINY))

5 BB AT

JB P I T LA B O O A 16 2 DRy
fill, WU R R IZARERL, DL B ARk
AN, P T UM R AR A AR AH 48 H
Frise £ UYL, TN — 2 T BRI B H bR 4%
PEHCHH Y. BUPMEFE % AT, BEaT .

BiE3 B RE I A

WIN BB d; SUZ B o A AR Y
TL-TAM=(Ma, Mi)

il B R EIRES
R IR AR AR AP

1) Initialize s=null,

s; P HWR&E

'=null, D=0, dp=0,
ap =D ;

2) s=s(d);

3) D.= NeighborHost(d,Ma);

4) d'=argmax(dot(d):deD.); //VABHE B
(AR B AR A N — B H s

5) AP—s. APy /BRI B4 d'R ) #5-AL B A
LR IR UMM R R A

6) dp—d, d';

7) ap~f"'(dp):
e d Rild, & d' LBt 5

8) for each ap'e AP

9)  if post(ap)< pre(ap")//FIW ik & d' LI
i SR AL B RE AT S Btk — 2D A% 4k

10) create UnknownAttacka’; /612 A< 1
Bk

1) pre(a0)= post(ap); post(a0)= pre(ap");

/IFEHL

12) ap'= ( ap—a’—ap"); 11%%
P UL FE AT

13) else

14) ap'= (ap—ap’);

15) endif

16) end for

17) Return s, d's AP

IRV ER 9)~2D R 15) /5 UMM ek s A T o
IS T ARFNBCL R, 5 B e 46 5 g Y
Ve 2B Bt H AR B 1] (B0 %42 ap 3k
IR SRAN B SR 2 R #6417 T A0 B 7 14
JEU 1 A% ap TN, FOUIN A BL A 18] A7 £ A 1 B
i, RN AT B post(ap), Ja BEALR A
pre(ap').

6 SLI§
6.1 SCIGINGE
HESAERETIPERE, DL AL AS B R SAE

NS e Bt e, SEER IR N 4 PR . i
FRRG M 4 N T WA, BT R IEE D K
B Ke NAZ AN 2R G5 LSBT 1) 42 ) K AAZ RS0
o, DMZ XI55 Web IR 55 2% K AR 25 2% »
AR ARG s T EE 2 A TR R 1 &
SRS, b, ARG 1 34 SRR S5 A H
FUKS, SCPFIRSS s A7fit T Ak B/ 5 &,
B KA SCVR A U5 I WA RS54 509 2 36
BRI, O Web IS5 a e A ISy, A7
T ENV S5, B KBS ARVF Web iS58 5
P57 ) B IS5 #8103 B B, fhot
Hiik i, HAasflne . 29 hessr:
AL SRR BN AR 59 i, Bk
Wk 4 P,
6.2 1REE

SEEGA A ProtegeS.5.0 MR & R 7 Bk A
A, ARIEZANRE LK, Il &2t
PRI, 15k 3 P, MkBE 0 R K, &
WS R OGN EE 4 s, 3R 4 AU L4 ;
M CHR, HRXRMLR 3 PN O RIEAT
ik . AARIATE, 65 sz ) LLRAR
%%, 1 Web Server 1 51 web_1. Hgt X
SEAH) type of (Adversary,att), FIURSAF & E WK 5
Frose

Protege5.5.0 %25 I HermiT1.4.3 #fE#{ 5] %%,
SR PRS2, fE SWRLTab 7,
I WE g9 TS LR R S5 4140 2% Ok SR A5 Y
FHRBOG A AR RN, AR5, AR
GUEPATBGEHER, SR YR 4. BURSE
P IR HermiT1.4.3 $2 AL (K JhHI LR X6 24
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Figure 4 Experiment environment

#z3 THIEE
Table 3 Extracted individuals

Device Component Vulnerability ModifiedScore Attack
Firewall 4 Management Software(MS) CVE-2019-1642  CERBIAEND 6.1 ScriptInjection
Admin Station 1 Google Chrome CVE-2018-6116  GEFL5 0] N A7) 6.5 CodeExecution
Web Server 1 Apache Tomcat Native(ATN) CVE-2018-8019 G JWHIE 15 IATE)D 7.4 CertAbuse
Email Server 1 Apache James IMX(JMX) CVE-2017-12628  (ASHUALREETF) 7.8 PriElevation
Apache James Server(AJS) CVE-2015-7611 (BAERGiaAEN) 8.1 CommandInjection
WorkStation 1 Microsoft outlook CVE-2013-3870  CGZFERFRIKEO 9.1 CodeExecution
Operator hw-001 (AR IEETS) 4.0 Waterholing
WorkStation 2 MsMpEng CVE-2017-0290 GZFEAFRIKE 9.3 CodeExecution
File Server 1 Microsoft Windows CVE-2019-0543  CARHIABLFREETT 7.8 PriElevation
Data Server 1 S-CMS CVE-2019-6805 (SQL iz 2D 9.8 SQLInjection
F4 WFipEIKFERER
Table 4 Extracted relations
From Individual To Individual Object Properties
Web Server S-CMS hasAccess(web_1,DS_1_S-CMS)

hasAccess(web 1, FW_4 MS)
trustedBy(ES _1,WS 1 operator)
hasAccess(ES 1, FW_4 MS)

Management Software(MS)
Email Server Operator

Management Software(MS)

WorkStation 1

WorkStation 2

Admin Station

Firewall 4

File Server
WorkStation 2
File Server
WorkStation 1
Data Server

Admin Station

hasPrivilegeUser(WS_1,FS 1)

hasAccess(WS_1, WS_2_MsMpEng)

hasAccess(WS_2,FS_1_windows)
hasPrivilegeUser(WS_2, WS_1)
hasPrivilegeRoot(AS_1,DS 1)
hasAccess (FW_4,AS_1_chrome)
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R®5 WEEH
Table 5 Initial conditions

From Individual

To Individual

Object Properties

Apache Tomcat Native(ATN)

att

Apache James Server(AJS)

hasAccess(att, web_1_ATN)

hasAccess(att, ES_1_AJS)

SR BRI R 5 B RUEAT IR, KA 1A
W E, &n, WHERBBEE I . Ds i
CVE-2018-8019 J il AR B FEREAT 1 W] ,
T AR R T

Device(?a) A Software(?b) /A Vulnerability
(?¢) /\ has(?a, ?b) Aexist(?b, ?2¢) /\ sameAs (?c,
CVE- 2018-8019)/\ AttackCert Abuse (?d)
Aexploit (?2d, ?¢)/\Adversary(?e)/\hasAccess
(%e, 7b)

—launch Attack CertAbuse CVE-2018-8019
(?e, ?a) AhasCompromised(?e, ?b)/\hasPrivilege
Root (?e, 7a)

PATHERE, Bt se ] att SBT3 Bk 6 &R
“launchAttack CertAbuse  CVE-2018-8019 (att,
web 1), KUK, %O R I HERE R
5 B, CLEhRE R HEBAE FH A fARHE BRI
T o g HE b v b A B A PR AL, AR A
BRI J 2 ok R VU BCHE PR AR 25 H P A7 &
B R S5, I 2 H 8 fF A il ik,
FEW R Z B T BEARR, 5 B AR LA R 1
J3 AR AL PR AR X5 A B 5 S48 att 7 19 AL
Mgk R UL, R4 42 W& 7%,
CVE-2018-8019 il 1¥-50 A 7.4, WIZIh e Lk
AT 074,

WORALAR 2 Mi=(P,A,E,Pr) ¥ U 6 Fis,
Hep P={p}, A={a}, i, jEN H i€[0,17],
JE[0,18], Hrr, ¥, Z¢. B RN

Explanation 1

Explanation for: it launchAttack web_1
web_1 has web_1_ATN
CertAbuse exploit CVE-2018-8019
has Domain &%

CVE-2018-8018 Type #4355
exist Domain 4t
exploit Domain b

HEm

(7 (20}, FAER(7C), has(?a, ?b), exist(?b, 7¢), SameAs (?c, CVE-2018-8019), Br(?d), exploit(?d. 7:)‘3&.&[?9) aun
i , 73)

R g TREB S W9 28 41 et 7 A6 1) 1y
1ERE AT

A 4 il 55 4 (1) MV 55 B8l S SO il 45 45 1)
BLEE TR B S 30 R L%, RIREE 1,
BT B AL R AR . T R G 1 UM
Fy gt I R 2 7 Bron. B ETE A B bR
W, EAAWS IR ER, & B
o UL e Bk A7 A HEA An 5E TR AE rh o, S 4
25 201 T B R AR B B VA B BT i b
FE R R (R BNEE o AR VB AR MY RN b B R L 1 I
hmEfEREs, 0.7 21 ATERE, Al 0.7
TARSEIRAS, Al bAgk. 3. 4 =R,
Hy 3 R R SR B
6.3 SKILSAR

HRGEE BoRIEAN BRI bany, RS
V5 3 AT E UM 2 1R REARAS I TN B )T
— Ut H AR KA NAL IR R AT . 3R 6 B T 4%
JURER T BRI, AN I A AR BURE G L T 1 B K e
REEZN (M EZTP N

b, TAESE 2 (WS_2) #ibant, S53HA7
PRV 25 V5 0] K R R AR e # v, SCPF RSS2
P fer, ARIMBRA AR, 2 Ja 3REUE SO IR 45 4
Ui I AR TG ] R IR, % 18 3 v e A I
AR A ARG R, BRI, T AR 2
SCAF RS A AP AE R F B ih ap: launchAttack
UnknownAttack Oday(att, FS_1), Jh if1 A7 5 BAL
PR 235114 pre(ag)=has Access(att, FS_1), post(ag)=

o mised(?e, ?b), hasPrivilegeRoot(?e,

afl hasAccess we
at Type Hrfia
web_1_ATN exist CVE-2018-8019

HRIEHBNRS!

K5 A E BRI R
Figure 5 Identification of pre-privileges to atomic attack
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Po: hasAccess(att, web_1_ATN)

pi: hasAccess(att, email 1_AJS)

p2: hasPrivilegeRoot(att,web_1)  a:
ps: hasPrivilegeUser(att, ES 1) a:
ps: hasAccess(att,DS_1 S-CMS) a:
ps: hasPrivilegeRoot(att, ES 1) as:
Ps: hasAccess(att, FW_4 _MS) ay:
p7: trustedBy(att, WS 1 operator) as:
ps: hasPrivilegeRoot(att,E'W_4) ag:
po: hasPrivilegeRoot(att,data 1)  ay:

launchAttack_CertAbuse CVE-2018-8019 (att,web_1) a:
launchAttack_CommandInjection CVE-2015-7611(att,ES_1)ay:
launchAttack_ServiceScan_null (web_1,DS_1) as:
launchAttack PriElevation CVE-2017-12628 (att,ES 1) At
launchAttack ServiceScan null (web_1,FW_4) ap:
launchAttack ServiceScan null (ES_1,FW_4) ag:
launchAttack_businessScan_null (ES_1,WS_1)
launchAttack_SQLInjection CVE-2019-6805 (att, DS 1)

pr=0.91

launchAttack_businessScan_null (WS_LFS_1)
launchAttack businessScan_null (AS_1,DS_1)
launchAttack_PriElevation_ CVE-2019-0543 (att,FS_1)
launchAttack ServiceScan null (ES_1,WS_2)
launchAttack CodeExecution CVE-2017-0290 (att, WS 2
launchAttack_businessScan_null (WS_2,WS_1)

pio: hasPrivilegeUser(att, WS_1)  ag: launchAttack_Scriptinjection CVE-2019-1642 (att,FW_4)
pu: hasAccess(att,AS 1 chrome) ao: launchAttack_Waterholing_hw-001 (att, WS_1) - AR TRIAA
pi2: hasPrivilegeRoot(att, WS 1)  aj: launchAttack ServiceScan null (FW_4.AS_1) - e TR
pi3: hasPrivilegeRoot(att, AS 1)  aj: launchAttack_CodeExecution CVE-2013-3870 (att, WS_1) I 7
pis: hasPrivilegeUser(att,FS 1) ajp: launchAttack_CodeExecution CVE-2018-6116 (att,AS_1) - AL
pis: hasPrivilegeRoot(att,FS_1)
Pis: hasAccess(att, WS_2 _MsMpEng)
pi7: hasPrivilegeRoot(att, WS_2)
K6 SIS EUME fRiE AT
Figure 6 Micro trans ferlayer constructed by experiment
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Figure 7 Sample of threat development prediction

hasPrivilegeRoot(att,FS_1).
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6.4 XtLbo AR
AHUE TL-TAM 885347 2 A P AR 1)

PERE, LU AR S35 Chen 29, A Ip)
J B (R A TR B, 5 SR 7 .
o, Chen 251U LK) APT 20073 WA 21 ik
TARGHERI BB, BRI A5 B Bon] S 2 H LA
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Table 6 Prediction of threat development trend
W4 d R FEBIR s THHbR A JE P FB 4% ap! H AR 10
web_1 i DS_1 a,—ay HAl e 254 b 25 B
ES_1 fisfe AR ag—a—ay—a13 a5 SCAT AR S5 IR SO
FW_4 & fe AS_1 a1g—a1—ai B SS Bl 55 Btk
AS 1 Yo DS_1 ai Hdl e 25 b 25 B
DS 1 i — — HAf e 254 b 25 B
wS_1 ifg FS 1 a;3—as SCAT AR S5 PRI SO
WS 2 fisfe FS 1 ao SCA AR S5 IR SO
FS_1 F — — SRS #S L SO
F=7 ML
Table 7 Comparison analysis
R R IEHa BT CEEEETian g TR eI e A7 T
SCHR[4] x x x x x
SCik[14] — x x x v
SCHR[17] N x x x x
AL V V V V V

{100 2 il 2 L e J 2 AR A B B K 43 (R Ak B
A% T UL S e AT O 18 £ 49 T804 Il i 1) T B0
AR, FEZ0 T R AR R 15 45 ) e JE ol P 12
HI R RN, BT BOCRE S A R RE A
JUp A 6 A T

V4 i s TR L (0 R T Tk R R 3 2 U
BTREIY,  ERCAR N X 468 ik 55 0% 28 7= A 1 Jg i A i 1t
T T 00, ABRW KA & TREX e 48 14 K
o DAARSCSI IR A K12 ai—a—ag
—ag—a—ai—ars A, FIHSCHR[14] 77754 1)
g5 ay—as, BEAR LG K, AT I, TL-TAM
AT (1) b B o MR A 78 2 %ot Pl A i 4% 420 20 e A
JEH

4y R APT-HRMU LR [RIRERI 43 2
G 3T 208 T JEAEAS [ 2 0 A FRARFAE
R G AR B i 5 B 7 S T s R
g, ks & B RS 5 c i Bt i .
1l TL-TAM FBAY Ge % S Rt wil, - L
B 0 A S0 Bk AT — s R B A T 43

7 HERIE

AN SO XS BUAT I8 73 BT A5 284 G 25 ) B 5
APT 85 15 0 22 A U (1 25 LA R 3 B AR 4k

B, FECCEA ROE M T80 2 MU R ER 7 A (1
e, et 17— B0z g 7 B TL-TAM.
B OERE IR A AR, R T TR
iy PR A DUl B RS2 AR (Y il
150, PRI FIAAHERE 5 [ SIS (1) F S,
PR BIIORAEARIZ S 1 BUbME R A2 Zm (1
SR AL b, BEVE T e WUB R T RO,
SR U R B R R, T Ry
B 5 FEE Y B WL JRE s AN [+l 8 954 T8 o I M )
SRR, JRI A AR 3 i SR AN [] I P st
Feo 2 P E R A B KU REE ), S5 Eiladhay
Hrivs B A TR THER . foeJm, ASCPEH T
S XUZ R B A I SE, 455 BUPME B
o2 TR A AN MAE B AT 4 J2 T ALk A
X4 RGBT, P AT RELEHR Y H AR
o ALFRERAZLL L HARTE AT T I 3T .
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