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api.normalx|} , SAFE SAMPLE=SAMPLE\ use-
lessevents. 4% I KiE SAF B A AR & VT A
PROPERTY=source.taint->sink.taint->STOP, &
X TAAR B CSP BB FNE Bt Mk % 1 5 1)
X, A CSP B bR IAF S 5 % A2 1)
24 assert SAFE_SAMPLE [T= PROPERTY .

S 245 B W M) s A i, ke
S5 B BUINE, WA A7 AEAE Bt 24T 2, JF H.FDR
RIS 1L BB s 2 ) 5 R LIRS
SIRERAT, IZERARRI AT VR SR 1) H AR fE B
MEER AT b Ab ) 25 R R, A B AN
1EA5 DR AT A

T DA A B o i i A e U7 5K,
SRR JBE B AT R, S T A IS
SR CSP A FDR 451k J7ik.

CL) FE ot B e & 1 2 A4 BUR 5 2R
(source) HMHUEAE It ER &0 Csink) I CHPRs i
BN VA W T N GRS TR =05 R 3 Ny T o4 €/, &1
KL ik FiAE RIE . BRSO E N
TURAE Bk EE 50O, A T M source s 2]
F A sink s RAE SR, BI 4R H I AT REAE AR I B
FBUSAE B R AT, ASCHR s CSP B
Fr il 77i%: Leakage Flow = (sink.{sinklist} taint.
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{sourcelist} |sinklist<-{1---MAX},sourcelist<-{1---
MAX}); PROPERTY=CHAOS(X\Leakage Flow);
PROPERTY [T= Assert SYSTEM. I /7 V5K T
H source it R BIIEPTA sink sUHE SR EEAEAE
NFRGE CSP A (RIS Mkt RESAS 247 o P
19 source AR sink AT 1{F B2

(2) B RN R FPREAT 20, A 75 242
NI 5E source s FIFRIE sink i 15 DI EAR )
ok, BIME CWAE R R T K B, BEx B
PEEAR L, RO T AAAE DL A B A5 B0 U
U, LU AR Ay it R AR R AE, w
J TR RUE M AE R o ASCER N A DL H 4
& CSP % A K W J7 7% :  Leakage Flow =
(sink.sinkx.taint.sourcex); PROPERTY = CHAOS
(Z\Leakage Flow); PROPERTY [T= Assert SYS-
TEM., JT7 V50 1l K 1 € 1) source M sink £i75]
AR RS, SE B SR )6 .

(3) RN R, JAE BN
B ARG B DU LR WL, B4 AE R
VAR [ I 4 22 MU, H 221 source 5o
Biltun, SRR AT AR 1 10 SR oM TR A 3 DA A
b ARBURAE BT, S —405 Bmkee, 1mm
LY SN L EATPE S LRSS TS
e e B AR B T R AR AN PR .
A SRR BER 2 15w R Ak A B 20 B 1)
R H AR CSP ALK J7v%: Leakage Flow
=(sink.taint. {sourcelist}|sourcelist<- {sourcea,source
b,sourcec---sourcen}) ; PROPERTY= CHAOS
(Z\Leakage Flow); PROPERTY [T= Assert SYS-
TEM. BtJ775EE0 48 € 1) sink £, % n /> source

ST S, T2 229 s R A AR Rk
(ERSYN=

(4) AT Al 32 2005 R AR S A 5t
AR BT HHME AT, AT 0 B A
A M E AT RS S TR AES OS] . 424015 R
TP HIAT A A REAAR T Cam i R P sl ik e
TR, b it s S PR AR R, Ko™ A%
et MR UG DR AR IR
UL W CSP ALK I 77 V2:: Leakage Flow =
(sink.event.taint.sourcelevent<- {button.click.OK});
PROPERTY = CHAOS (X\Leakage Flow) ;

PROPERTY [T=Assert SYSTEM.

T IR (B A5 B T, R RE
g 4k S DL CSP B I (145 Ak 0T, i
FH IR AS U S S A AT 42 4 D e

FESERRN FH A, AR A SR X B F RS (1 95
FEHEAT 20 M7, T4 R APK SO . N2
HEH SOOT HESE, HEHK APK SCAF4ALA
Jimple "HAMCAGTEL, FRREAT/E4: CSP A
FDR #3473 47
4.2 FERRMERRIE

A SCAF RS AAS I TR FDR X @7
WAFIHEAT /3 M« FDR B 32 N T2 AR A0 T
WS, AEPRBURIRISSE . R A RAE . BeF
WIS T RS T A . FDR SZ3LT CSP
(19 3 ANIOUERI, 3 ) A AR | RS e O
FURIG AR, 3 AN AR 56 UF BEFE () S5 A0 P 1)
TP N L0 PR S B AN B i 3 1 . F&
SE OB ] LG UE HEAf 2 PEAT R, W E vs 1k
IR/ R TR IR s DR R A N B i 51 30
RO 3BTty R B, SEBR E A & S pr A7
FER G, 1 T 50E 4 M i B BZE, )
REBU EAAEAEN , A58 TR R B 55
11 FLEREAR O] DAXE “AAEAE T 1S A 22 A1 )
A 2 S BT IR AE o BT DA SCI%E 2R
TUVE IS UERE , SX A AT LA 52 2% F% HLRR 2
AR SCIR 2 A R

FDR PN 538 ik A7 FRAR A RGN 1k 2 A B ik
Wr S R IERATE,  E A R SR ) R Ak R
RERKFR o W T AN AU, R T AR & A4
ok m, BEAANECH n, WELF CSP XM A
BRCRASHLPIR A Bds Kok 27, REASIREA IR B
5 KA no FDR RS AR AL S5 S )
I HTRE T I AT BROIR S AL M1 A2 4 Jg M A BRIk
BHL M2 ZRIMEM SRR HREHRvz
AT AR SR G 80 08, T M1 6
ARES quor AT M2 R AATEENIRE 205
WA R E AR 2", S FR—ANEIEN g, B
TEFTA MR I 2 5, WIS 5 i
N e FTLLR IS LN RIS TR n2®™, B
WA K ARG AR A BT, WA
BLRIVE ST RS A nx 2™,
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FDR K H TR Z w2k 77847 700k R
AWIEYESHT, R MATARR A Tk RPIR A s
REELEFA, (U5 explicate (F%5), sbisim (5#
TS FRIC EAESLD, tau loop factor (FFFRAVHIR),
diamond (ZZ Wi %), normalise (hr#fEth) Fl
model_compress (i SCEEN MR o TEARSCHEFTH

F R T, RO A RS AR A
XD, KRZHCEREZRAARE, BT T i{ER
B, XEJEIA R A RN, B L5
REBIEWAANS KA. REATERE Y K45
DA PR, EIREIRAS L S B 5L
HHEASEBIL 10n. Frllax S BRI H
FEARAS BT IS 24 BE . b, Ko B
(ETIE AT /NN AT R TP (A5 IR S0 i e =i Bl
ST, XSRS HAUSEN . S UEpT
A MIZIRE ) RSN, EARFEdE— KR
B ASCHISEEGERI T FDR ERE BARRIE S
WA B R AP IR

5 SKEITAE

AR 23 508 AR SR A B o B O ik adk
AT LI VEAY, 53 S DR iR M R iy 58
I3 e AT IRUESEES S AF () — 301k, AR ST S50
7K H T 5 FlowDroid AH[7] [ source 41|38 1 sink
Y3 . SEEH FlowDroid ¥ M 13 7 2 2000 &
# 1R,
51 ZIhgeMlid

DI REMI T H A2 50 E A S H A R o
M7k SR D e 2 1B, BIAR SO S
W IERPAT(E B Hr Dhfe, IEAR 5 Bt
HE AT

SCHR[32]4H T — Rl S N AR P h S i &2
HE TGO, SCRRZA45 (1) 20 55 I R 7> O 2 SRR
WIS, AHEITT IR 5 6 IRS5 9 S IMEL IMSI
TENBIH P BURE R 53— R R [
R T X IR DI T Ik o P R e
# AT Internet K% [ R % 3 15 2% TR 5
(IMEI, international mobile equipment identity) .
br# sh H 7 iR (IMSI,  international mobile
subscriber identity) {7 EEAE, (HPNFME SR
RERAHIE, Wk 12 Bros.

%1 FlowDroid 3B &
Table 1 Parameter configuration of FlowDroid

staticTracking true
implicitFlows true
enableCallbacks true
enableExceptions true
accessPathLength 5
flowSensitiveAliasing true
computeResultPaths true
aggressiveTaintWrapper false
librarySummaryTaintWrapper false
enablelmplicitFlows true
enableStaticFields true
enableTypeChecking true
ignoreFlowsInSystemPackages true
inspectSources false
inspectSinks false
stopAfterFirstFlow false
BRI Rk

A A

HttpClient> CHttpClient

K12 RAPEREE AN R AT o LR
Figure 12 Behavior comparison between benign and
malicious applications

SR, R App TR IR ERAT K2
HCR F AR HZ 2t i 7 2o A SR [32] 32 it
(1) R ARG YRR TN, 45 SRR A S
H RS Tl U R R R 25 LR A i %, g
W5 TERIAAT 2 BUBCIER AR A o S A5 B b, JF
A r i 5 RS AR . AR SCGERHE ST
P s T H FlowDroid #H4T TR, HTFZA T
ANAME B ¢ 2 DL RIX PR AS N AR 2 (AN [ AT
M, FlowDroid JoiZX 73 = NV HFEFAT M -

ASCHE M TV R TS BT i,
DAL B A A L 23 17 777 FlowDroid 1 4 5K

SINK
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UsRANEws e SR R AL TR sl ESITOR RS b
BT AT

FlowDroid"*/& Android [N T2 ) i ks 15 i
DE R TT7E, SCER[18]f#H T InsecureBank
APP HI DroidBench A, WA T v 1A 2hE
MHERAYE . ASOTTEWR A AEX A S B
FlowDroid #EAT% L4 #7 .

(1) Bk InsecureBankv2 1 2 I3 FH 4]
AT SIS A0 M, MRAAS SO EIZ 4 R 2% App N2
5A5 HIRERAZIEE ST« X InsecureBankv2 HAFAE
(19 A HL AR A5 S AL vt i e A T I ) 5 SR
K1 Pm. Kb ik Zos B T F B EE AT
S A RN, PRPE B M TR R B T
B IE B #E B2 . UE AR ST VA RERS 1P
AT1E B M UiGe .

% 2 InsecureBankv2 {8 Bttt BRI 25

Table 2 Results of information flow leak path detection
of InsecureBankv2

15 Bk R ) 44 B FlowDroid AR TVE
Insecure Contnt Provider access * *
Insecure Webview implementation * *
Sensitive Information in Memory * *
Insecure Logging mechanism * *
Android Pasteboard vulnerability * *
Android keyboard cache issues * *
Android Backup vulnerability * *
Insecure SDCard storage * *
Insecure HTTP connections * *

(2) $ FkF|H DroidBench2.0!8u iiF 4 3
TIFRAZ AN App N 2 4405 R R A2 M BE
DroidBench2.0 & — AN JF¥ S HEMNR £,
F TR EE 4 Android R B A T HAE
B Jiid 484 N A ANEAE S5 T R R
I3 HT Ik g 2 A5 %PE . DroidBench2.0 13 43K
S 120 AN R #R B H T ARS8, SR 25
B 3 Fion. Hh, TP R IEMIRT App 17
TE 4SOt 2 B 42 80, FP Rl ¥, FN %
TR

B AR B3t 115 Atk A
FlowDroid FIA LI #7540 KB T 101 45 %
12, {H FlowDroid 4l T 13 £&ig15, AW J7k%

T 10 4&#1%. FlowDroid R HA 7 idiA
I 3 4% 8% AR S B b AR H B AE WK )
Unregisterl/Callbacks . Exceptions3/General Java
F1 VirtualDispatch3/General Java 7. FlowDroid ¥
EEp R S Ol I N N B O R D S i
I T7 i A P2 B RS W 0B . A3 BT
THERIRI 10 GBI BOHURL R 202 sl 5 3
B ORE SCHOUE S ANHER R S 0] il 44 73 745 o
TG EORIAAA TS, B s b i A
P I AR R )75 bRl , X 25 T SORDRLE R I
Al 4 WiRHR. FlowDroid FIA SCHEH 15 B2
B 75775 5 S5 L DroidBench i SCHIVEBE £, 1
getLastKnownLocation. findViewByld . getlntent
&, DX PR TR ERER Tk 21 source, T
DU SE R 5 RS P .

% 3 DroidBench2.0 {5 2 titt A& 45 R
Table 3 Results of information flow leak path detection
of DroidBench2.0

DroidBench2.0 2]l {%/\Eii% Howbrow e
" TP FP  FN TP FP  FN
Aliasing (1) 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
Arrays and Lists (7) 3 3 4 0 3 4 0
Callbacks (15) 17 17 1 0 17 0 0
Semsitviy(n 2 20 0 20 0
Imequ-ig?og%r;mu- 330 0 30 0
ICC (18) 19 17 0 2 17 0 2
Lifecycle (17) 17 17 2 0 17 2 0
General Java (23) 20 18 4 2 18 2 2
Androi((}—;peciﬁc 1 71 4 71 4
Implicit Flows (4) 8 7 0 1 7 0 1
Reflection (4) 4 1 0 3 1 0 3
Threading (5) 5 3.0 2 3.0 2
Emulator Detection 6 6 0 0 6 0 0
(3)
IS8 115 101 13 14 101 10 14
HERfI K Precision=TP/(TP+FP) 88.60% 90.99%
75| Recall=TP/(TP+FN) 87.83% 87.83%
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FlowDroid FASC 7k T 14 48542,
FEE R — SRR PR A B R R, ARl
AL fF C Singletons1/ICC )« ICC  4b P 2 I3
(ServiceCommunication1/ICC). &M UH 1L Tk
( StaticInitialization1/General java). % fbFE ¥
( StringFormatter1/General java). SCF R 41 ]
(PrivateDataleak3/AndroidSpecific). J¢ H [
RAME B T B A (Reflection3/ Reflec-
tion) TG RUALREAENG L o

AR SO AR R T 7 VA BRI 56 v Y
ANy 87.83%, HEMHFAN 90.99%. FlowDroid
KA IR R 87.83%, (HIHAERIH{LA 88.60%.
5.2 MEEMNIR

ASCHPEREIA 73 72 04T 6 #% 1.10 GHz,
YR 17-10710U0 AEFLER AN 16 GB AAE I THEEHL
E5E.

(PSRN g TSN ¢ TIVASER A g I AU
FERTLAE N PR REFR bR, S N AT VR B B 55
FEREATPEREMIAIN , A SCAISREL FlowDroid 25k
X777k, LU DroidBench2.0 ks8R 4E .
PEREMNAST SR K 4 Pros.

DroidBench2.0 £ 13 ANK5H), Wik 4 5
— AN, AR SO BEAS R B A IR SRR 4y
AT I IR . R 4 P AR OR
FlowDroid ¥ [A]7H#E, d 31 2&% APK (A
1 \ FlowDroid Jf 5 & 384315 5 LK A2 () 1) (7] 5
53 GBI 5 B R AT L 3 AN SRS
S FE R TR],  BPACHE R4 . T XAk AR A
ORI 73 0 WS FERT IS 18] s B J — AR IR AR SC R
H 23 AT D7 VAT RE ) I ) o 3R BT A SR B 2K
Pa 3 BT BEAS APK SCAF43 s 4T 3 IRHCT
fHI 25 R

AR 2 48 R0 T XA AR KR T30 29 I i) >k
A 10 A Ah BE YRR, AFL o S A R I TR ()
L /N, 43 500k 3.61%H 2.18%; A5 7R A i
I3 RA ST i AR DA R BEER 4, W
G A1 W 1IN SN 1 1 T 2 S s R T S B = Rt
94.22%.,

S A AR, AR SRR AR DR A AT T
BAREHABTE AT 50 R, W RA MR
WA ) @, A 5 4 G245 5 4 A 7
FlowDroid AHLE, 7EW A1 FEAH ZA KL R

F 4 HREMRER
Table 4 Results ofperformance test

DroidBench2.0 35|

FlowDroid ~FYIFEN/s AAEHAT-SIFEN /s JEXMEBP- 2RI /s BERUIIP- 2 FEIN /s ASCITVE BT FEN /s

Aliasing (1) 266.51 9.62

Arrays and Lists (7) 272.97 9.74
Callbacks (15) 253.05 10.24

Field and Object Sensitivity (7) 262.97 10.98
Inter-App Communication (3) 281.27 10.65
ICC (18) 302.77 10.10

Lifecycle (17) 296.91 10.44
General Java (23) 305.59 10.78
Android-Specific (13) 304.88 10.89
Implicit Flows (4) 306.32 10.31
Reflection (4) 300.34 10.52
Threading (5) 294.29 11.07
Emulator Detection (3) 269.85 11.42

SEHME 285.98 10.52

5.50 259.98 275.10
5.60 263.96 279.30
6.06 256.41 272.71
6.83 261.04 278.85
6.50 273.98 291.13
5.90 294.47 310.47
6.21 292.82 309.47
6.56 282.13 299.47
6.73 277.82 295.44
6.14 290.75 307.20
6.34 291.95 308.81
6.89 272.22 290.18
7.24 254.32 272.98
6.35 274.76 291.62
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