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Abstract

Recently, Advanced Persistent Threat (Advanced Persistent Threat, APT) has become a serious
problem in cyber security that threatens national security, organizational interests and personal
privacy. APTs are difficult to be defended against and detected because of their complex attack
process, high concealment, and strong destruction. Host systems are often the primary target of
APT activities. Therefore, it is of great significance to focus on the research progress and future
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trend of host-based APT detection. This paper first summarizes the life cycle of APT and characte-
ristics of each attack stage and host security issues. It then introduces the types of host entities
and the types of their behavior data. Then host entity behavior based APT detection techniques
are systematically summarized. The evaluation methods of threat detection techniques are intro-
duced, including data sets and evaluation metrics. Finally, the technical challenges and future re-
search are concluded.
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1. 5|8

TR RS BN APT) & —Fh i 5 52 2 AL B e RO I 1 1 o 28 2 () 22 4 Jgl oy o+ RL1E 2005 4F, 0%
I R 2 T A vk SRR e SEATURA) AT A OG22 Ay, SR IRZE IR RIS N FH P 3 2 S e e o 1 ) DX 2 4
. BERIAE 2006 45,  “APT” —id L4 H THRFRIX R Mt o B & 1T A5 BB AL 0 He i) A
Wrisidk, APT CLRCNBUE 5K 24 AR a3 AIAS AR P BERA FR) 7™ B 10X 2 7 ] 22 42 6 55

2010 4B H AR 5 4 BRIV 7 X (Stuxnet) BUi [ 1]. Bods & R H E dil A s kA, Sl 7 0B B A4 25 4%
USSR RN, SEET &S 0N IES TELREH LN R . FE Google it 1.1 FMkt
(Aurora) 7 [ 2] Bty # FI FHE X Google H5E bt (1) BUERE, 50 01 T HUN T 8 2 R FE s iR 5,
HREENFF T 2 I I 55 25 L R, B 5 BUHEAE Google I g7 BUBERHEIE KA 2 H . 2020
F, W% %407 FireEye KPNE BT 1 SolarWinds U= di B & N T /a1 1R [3]. %A
I IRE 7P AT 5 Y iR 55 2 EAT 1845 , 117 SolarWinds P 27 1 18 i I SIEFH 22 A% B 7 il T 40 B DB
5% SolarWinds FEEY, 4BRE /D 30 J5 KR BUR ANV AL 52 B0 o

BTN (CWTBURFER T T ZE oA R b2 w4 AR I 2 T 1) AL R G OF 5 B4 F P 80 .
FH R 55 45 R o) 2% 18 46 25 )1 o e P £ i B S O LR 8, DRI BN R GEl W ROy APT G H
Pro BIEANRFNRG, Wi ol oi BOCHAS BANVEE . S Sl il R BV — 28 Mok i kAR
an, R RSS2SR S LA R, N AR 2 B A LY K A, Bl P A P 2 B3 U P a4
&,

ERORRe FH 2 4 o I ) R A A A T 8 2R ks ) SRR AR (o A 25 ) A N B R, e 8 2 i
BUNR B, AR M DLARAE APT Biili. APT BUdvid i 78 SL Bl B AR 2% th EHAAR G, 2 dE— BRI 0L
FEAE BT (A 2 H IR SR = AR, 557 IR AR50k By, SRGead R4 H FIB ALl . 4k 80 M
BVERURBIERL E FENL, DI KRHEPE SRMNRERE . thah, @i m oS Bk & s Bes, NIFrEk1e m
QU THANESCRE,  DURRRO AR SRR B o

WL T VF 2 H AR EARR T % ASHERE ST, BEZUE RSB A BVRET RGOS, X
APT iy ENUTNBERRA . AIEBR . PP THRESEIAT AR, IF5 I 2 T PR e Rt
FIT o AL EZTTRELIE: 1) BE T APT Adn i, 702KEE T APT AR BAGds A E N % 4
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PR 2) AW 4 T ENLSERSER R HAT R 3) RGREL T HT ST N APT fa il
A4y VAGNT 0 B I PEAN B BRIV Fa AR 5) R AU S A Pk Rk R R AT T R .

2. APT HY&E & A HA

APT 2 — PR AR s B B BGh e 20 Bk, Boh# i e x5 B4 b g3t & EHLET 85
FERE, S5 E I SR B s B A AT KB AR, IR E S AT R 2 3, RSB B AR
ML S et (D 57 U ) . B AR AR APT ARAAF, HRH 7T EMARMIGH T, HEOH%HE
Bl APT (R EIIFEHA — @M, JFR I ME R APT A AN /7i%[4] [5]. Chen Z5[4)52E H 7SBY
BRIy AT TR, THRALZE ., WIEANR. a2 FEdl Bbs. Bim#sh. 5. M Zhu
SE[SIMKRN Ay N FE bk ey &2 H bR B

BT A FRI AT L, FATRBUEAI) 2 5 £ ZAE T S BMaifb B EmRE . BR
BARE) APT il B AR RRE, SR SO BN AL, AR Z ARTE T BB BT R A B AR T R R
[4]o R, ARSCLEAXLCH TIE, ¥ APT WA dr IR )\ B, Wikl 1 BoR: 1) BehisE,
2) LE##, 3) WIIEANR, 4) @A 5EH(C&C), 5) BB S MET, 6) s, 7) DAL
i, 8) HEAGIRIL. XUEILAM TG | APT LM BL.

iy & 52|

Figure 1. APT life cycle
B 1. APT g4 % FHA

Bl EY B, Wl B SIE BN N 8EGE TRAR SRR R, A5
RO PR e JER RS A, B R A R S R P 1R R D D R M T D7 TR
MR BRI SRR RELE . e BT VB BAE 2012 48, REHEEK
THER A (6145, 87.4%M W 2% Mrali 55 B B AL ARG . BUAh, Tt 2 3 vl g 415 i S8 S deh A 1 4 T 4
SO G 4 AR AT IR TR A P SRR AR RN I P 7 7 1) ) SRS« 2018 4, R BT (2 15 22 i i [ 719 21,
TO% T ER A IR A ) FH 2 B XK office 2R AR IR 2 word SCRYS

TEBEBI B, T & i i i 77 3068 AU 05 i B e 34 ol ok, BRI ER A RVEHL T
FEENARGH NP EM LG G, SCONRENLHE . Bl # 3 2R M i Bl 7 A il o0 3
M2y Bty AR 0N BBt b, B e EAURT P AT RE 2R Vs ) ) IR Xl BEA TS T
o (ERGMEEAIRG, ERES T, R E SR SR AL B E RS . 2 R I T
o> H BBk U5 DB R AZ 4R R B R M . f)E, &R Ml F ENUAE S AR E AR B
IR i, i EHLRGRIAA, SEBAE BN T B R SRS H M. 2015 4, Mcafee
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S 1) 2 AU R [R1FR Y, PSR R I ETHE % B URL 3t 2000 734~ 2019 4, &1 14F50 )
HRE 22 AR iR A 0148 2018 SEAERHTRBLIE R URL #53 3 124, BbAh, Byl n] DL e
P, KSR M A B IR A A A B A B RIS R, Rk N, R ERR
Ak B30 T #8238 FHLRSE. 2021 4E, Verizon HIEHE MR M A & (DBIR) [10]#K, 2020 SEiESZ )
5250 EEIR MR FA, B 36% 5 MK A o, HETE B KA S — L.

VIR B . T EREFMHIIRE, £ RAENANREE S, Y TARBERIE, FhAT
REM RS 2228 | S PR AR, AR A, R AR BRI, HREAT . Rootkit 2
JPiE. X APT, AMTBRFNANEHEE T OB L EGERET. S, RS M E ARG N EH
MIREEFRET AR, KREFEF— o O3 e w R, BUEd AR & R AR, 1EFEVLRGN
JG G REPAT &P G MBS, s BehE I SR ST P S0 EIE . B s, Fl,
REZMENIARGIRT Zeus [11] (A Zbot) B HAT ZFE AT S, AHEIEIT 105 H i /E 7 L
KSR 2009 4E 6 H, %4AF Prevx #i#E, Zeus NE T EIEEE AR . WL AF . ik
FT BRAR EETAUS. HE A EEBRITEF SR ENL, $EET I 74,000 4 FTP
s o

A SEHIM B, TR RERHE RN I ARG S B EH WG EREK R, FEREZ
V) g N7 — AN W s 3 FH R et 1 o 5 R e ML A0l 8 (s A U i) T L), DASREUR 2R B is shFa o
A e T TR0 R P4, R ) 2 2 i 8 57 BN (S S AEEE . SohZ sl r b — 648
RS A, AT LR AR S 2 G RS 4% . 2 S ishilp B 2 OB R I A . N4 R
B, EREHAS SRS BEEF A LUB D Uy B4 B SR E Eh R,
AT LA FH X 28 I 0 B8 28 B0 A0 1 Wb S0 B s B TR) SRR AIE S 28 1) & L I 2 B, AR 4% 22
AV AT R GE (AN W 25 877 K ) IR s 4%, IR IR AR S BR H 1o R RIR D v S T R . B M
PRI NZ AR TN WA IR D AT DUZ AR T kel b sopF, I i f =ML, I8
Al LA E 3h M NAZ AL B 3 137 6 RIS FEBE R, AT AL — 2% 5 35 By K B X7 1IN 2% 1%
. WX RRE, Yo e T G R A SRR R AL, Wnde A R R T T R
THTH. MR, W REURMEEEES, IR BUERIN AR R A E . BT R ssAR S mT
DI — B (R WA 2% 2518 — REAE T R G180 & 443 i 11, JFaMEE ki ngs, Pk B gid s 1 S AR g
BRI 12] [13]Z5E B EALE 1 BE

WBGEIRBUEIER B . Budi il i #5407 & M AR EVUIRSCE RSt TR, s nfEfiiicy
FEFp, #E— B3R S 0 RGAR B AVE I B R E,  DME L BGH TS SRS B NRRR, A S RS
MUHI ATt . EZ L 77 UEFE Rootkit Bifi. [MEF A AIZE HEBd . Rootkit /& —FBH A,
— 3 3t X N P R FE R (AP HEAT AR J A SRk 2 AR 3R 75 7 P R 25 B AR SE R U I AR, sl o n 8k
R N AZASEHURN B 4 TR h AR 1 R B R 2R 48 PN A R 45 A A R T8 B ARG RIE AT ) o TRISE R A —
Fofustst FE Pt S ATLYE Sl HEAT A A R [ 13] 0 0t 28 38 5 R P TR S 21 S R USSP P I i v« 2L
BSR4 EE R BInEi 4 2 oi T KEM T FTP IS AR SFRT Zeus. FHIK T2 —FmE
PR, R T DL IS R R AR A 1B AN T RISk R RGN A AT AL 2010
B, R B G EE 24 A H sl i S R 14 7% I 05 95 B2 (Stuxnet) [1], 383 FH Windows #:4F REAFTEN
ZAFHIFFZREL T A% B N2 EVL RGPEGIRG,  SUMZA% s R it & AR T KT AR A R 4%

BRBISIME. (EREBGHEERT, KEE SERNE EVTEM S h R i), by KHTE
LR TR AL AR R, TR T B 0 M B H AR AT KBS . S B s B ek
F58 PN R B R Ho B SR AR T . DR SR T P B 0, i Mok 2 d e R AR A T S B B
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SRAFIIEVERBR U AU K5 R0 114 B 258 it 38 P N AR FH S5 I 4 vh L8 AR R L% i3 B,
B E . R R I L SO R SR R LR G A S . BB A TR E R R
GiAM g, ARG 14] ASZRG[15]. WEIRS [ 161 BdEE R G817 R IR 5[ 18155 . i
U — P R 8 3 7 I 2% b R 1 1 B R SRR G N 24 v FLE LIS IE AT R FEAR T o 0% U
BREP LR R AL 3G J1AR 58 . BT, A4 HE 2 1) Love Gate. CodeRed. SQL Slammer. MyDoom. Storm Worm
S0 U L I M T B2 & Windows EAL. 2001 4F, CodeRed i BN EE — K, w36 HE
LI EN LR G i R A S AR S R BN B, AE AN R R BT AR IR AN . B, R
FEENEER A AL r il MUk R R B Stuxnet, 7 5538 7R FLIBC AL 4, HE MR G AZ Bt TAE N A
NN, B 238 A7 i 0 IR iy NP3 2 ) A Ly T P 45

GBI B . UBGHEEMS P TR S, —BRINREGBEENER NG, Sl—2
YA B OGBS B . O U B B B 8 R 2 B (R AR U S e AT O e B
SRR UERY Be AL, TR 2l o B A E WL R 48 B P s sh (o F P B ) SRR R Rl
JEAG B P K-S A o S5 R B BN A, 3 5L D 26 Boch 18 Bk 35 ) 314 I 2508 U in) A PR (n
Kl PR K R0 14 ) Bl 268 B A i T P AT B0 U e R A o 1005 38 Tk )RR % R &R G2 SR A (n kb
P LZ A7 A IR, 3 IO SR S JER S S PRI [ B TR AE )5 R HE BT D A7 A AR X e B b () R Gk
G BB dE % ).

PR RILM B Bl B AERR SR 2% LR, S 7 PRS2 akk S bl 22 4= 23 B LB ERANIIR, 2%
EWESEERG P NS MR, Bilin, BodE nl DR SRS R GR35 i R i B0,
HERIGE TREMSE T H, sl H &S,

TETR MR, SEBRM APT Zbi vl el & LB B 2 08 FR, 9140 2 KB B REUEIE . 1 [ 72
BNAGTECEAE,  For T R 22 o0 fE A A R B SRR AR T S Mo AR & EAT SR AR
DL SBR[ 0T IR 285 1) A2 LA T Bk o

3. ENSKFITREIRE

AT FE BN APT Kl Firish Je B SR AT 8t S LR sdb AT IR g . IE i, O S TAER
TR R KT N, EEEAE[19]48 H 2 28 R & SV RHiE: Volume (K#). Variety
(2 FF). Value (IRME S ) Velocity (7138)F1 Veracity (B 52). Jing Z5[20 6 %4 55 7> N packet-level data
(L2 %3E) flow-level data (2% ¥E). connection-level data (4% ¥4E) F1 host-level data(E LK EHE)
PUANZRI o BARIX LS TAR T OS2 A 0 (s s AR AR E IR, (R AT A REATHAR I APT A I £k
I PR

TESE 2 797, AT APT &M BB H RIS 77 AT T/ el ATLUE H APT ¥ KN4 fl AL
(2 SRR, FEAEEEE A (OB URL AR, B SCR . B, sy A dy e
Fi. ESRHE, XSS IS BAVERE R A APT AT 5% 06 451 % R R4k . T APT #H
SR ME B FRHE LG B BB N 2 R 2 Re e, DRI AT 75 0 25 A WU 50 10 i AT 58 S 2
AR o B AH CSCRRIART R 34T, FRATTHE S8 APT SERZEAY, M\ 3 Nk B 0F 7 B XA 24 1)
R T T4, Wk | B, B, RATHZMSRRTY, HeEdE 208 5 25, B ElA. BE
SCRY L BRI CEEREF AR . IR, BATABGEI B SHRRHIERREEN B 3 ANYEEEXT &2
RN HcHE 1 AT T AT

F AN ERAE LR A IR B 55 APT Zh B Bl o, BRI . TR SRR R 5
PREHE 1 B TR APT BRI HARY B, 11 T8 S R P AR D 2 P AR S 500 U A 0 3 2 5 o B ) S B 4
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. SEbs b, APT HRTHIFBCR A RO Bedi 7 RIRE R VF 2 8 ENNR BRI U5k, A2
Wl al RE A fin & sl MR AR AR Bl BRI LORE AN RE B S et N L R AR AE APT
Weiky, AHEXS T i BOR B R — e B B, AR A A, iR &
BUERER U5 I],  ZadE REAR AT R IR AR AT B e A

Table 1. Classification of data for APT detection
= 1. APT RN BIES 2

T SARRE Rl
BiE KR 2k

N# TR W G5 WA oE )

HE mE AR B ﬁ%ﬁm Bz Mg gp o AE FEN ENN
e I J v N A
S R \/ N N N
T J J J
ERE N Y N
P J g4 J J

5 A B Y B A TN B P 5 A SIAARFAE 3 AR SR A R S R E B AR AR . S IESR
SRR BRHE . QBRI KN4 URL F4AF 8 W RIS, BRSO A A RS SEE R, Rk
PR AR PRSI A hE . ACE RIS A4 . JEAT F R TP Mk, N IXAEE R 21], R TRk S
PrERE TS RS FE . SOMEREME S ShARER RS B E ). Mah&E R EERLART N
FHIE. WEB SRR RGUM A 184K 122] WL TR [231555 2 DI i ERUAN R T o o H 5 [24)

Iy
&,

AR R AR TE RGP RN R, AHE MR EHLI . P20 3 R 7R 4 1R
LRSS MEEE . WTE DNS %4 FRAER URL, TEMZEAZHAL b M X2 5 R 4%
BOCRAVERRET, M web RS FRICHUS M TTIEAS, fEARPEAR S # FREERIMFEHASGEE, 8E
P 2% 22 A V2 3RV RE L LSS T IR, B $UT R R RELBRETF SIS ER.
FHU B AE FHL ERERF AR ZMIBE R ARG F I T HRER IR A2 1)
RAYAT NIE E[25] [26]-

SRERASE BT APT PR RTERA R . Bk, EMZ R RIS E A T A BE S IGR B, A
REVLEH EHLHAFAE APT. HK, BEFEFFHSRN — MR RN T HBGHEH NG ERET . H#E, ik
PRI P I ENAT AE B B, BT RBATREE RS S E R, G R51T
B AR AT R .

3.1. RGITAYIE

RGUAT B EE T 2SI 2R BN P B S REF AEEEAT N, FEAFERA .
AT ISR A ) & AR AT A RN Z0E 5T N5 . K 2 B4 T KB RGATNBIRFTER RGR R HXTH
ki BORISR 5 75725 o
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Table 2. Classification of program behavior data

® 2. RPITARIES L

REGRER &0 Bra b B
RGN W% AR P BUAEE BME3) BEEGE
BIERGCRE TR
REHH V J V J J V (Linux Audit, ETW,
DTrace 1 Sysdig)
REES e V V Y V T P 4% 2% R A

3.1.1. RGEA

REGHRBIEC T T RGUSAR(EIEHRE, UM TP 252 AR Bk R(AEEL, BB 4),
— R HBEUWFAE D RGFI, HIUNFEFE P15 AT FL (P1oFL), Horp PR ZFHAF I I SE A& (Subject)
T FL ARERIZFAF I H AR S (Object). 541 F 4 e B 1) S e S FH AR P Bl 278 RGN A% T (18
WigiT @, FUb RS W TS 8dE . T R 500 F AR08 504 TH 1) R WURE 7 38 AT i)
PIEIRAS, R AT 2 AN X0l o BOR 22 A 50l AL A I . @it 230 RGN AZ I R Y, R
W& 58, B SEmBFFEEBEAT N, BE S 2RERNEFEEE M, KA E Rootkit
Wiki. HAl, RGVARKRSEF ZEFRAEERGCRE T HE, WA Linux R4 0 Linux Audit [25]. DTrace
[27]F1 Sysdig [28]; T[4 Windows 2 i ETW [26].

3.1.2. MIEHHE

W28 B R IC T 7R NSRS AT, A EUE BLE B AR RS . W EdE S AR
T I 25 B TR (B L BB B i TCP/P HE Ak bR IALRF, 1P Rk P 5l's, 1ICMP
Kot AL BEE U T BORN 4 IS T B, HTTP SR A A5 R 7 B B AN R 6 I 1) 45 . %I A
BEZERMSRENRIEE . W05 W 48 PrisCEE G IR [ (R RE . 9855 . EBRTE LM &g, 1T
22 IR 28 T 25 (U A2 F80e 1) 708 S 455 D) 28 S04 0, R T 6% I 00 SR A0 o DX 488 S04 mT P 1 20 W 7 i & 5 4 1l o B s
Jita ) 4% B A5 08 B S B AR T . o, SR 65 B R R T B T i B (5 18 ik, i
SRS B T AT B T 1) R B i s

3.2. RPITAYERE

AP AT D9 80 3 2 AR Bk 4 O 20 e IR P BEAT R i A 3l . Bt S ISR G AT O, R EGE
MPEENRH AT, ORI R AR . EHUARAE . R EHLE R S5, & 3 6
TR AT BRI E R R GR IR BRI B B BONER SR 053

Table 3. Classification of user behavior data

3. APITA%IES X

RGRER Bt X B B
HERR KET5 1%
MR  BERS BBz HEe #RRE
JS2 P 75 1) A AR v v V v JS2FH P #8 H AEAE
ENAHRAE v V v R ERE R G o
AR AN ] v v R ARG .
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3.2.1. ARG FERE

FA P 182 FH RS U ) R0 A B 60, 458 250008 2 A 450 1) H 7R [29 ] mPRE H B [30] SN 8s vy il H &
[31]. A BEIMCEAEERESE. Hd, HERERS U H &l TH A4 SR FEERERG SQL
BRI HEPFERE H BRI 38, R IE AT S SN IR AR Mk . R 3% Blise 52 451
B R EEE B o b SR U7 ) RS X T 07 Wl (9 g s s . s bAR AR B E S . X Bl R
T e P 0080 57 ORI BR ST R, 18 7 BEAE R FE Y B Se R4k .

3.2.2. EHAMRIE

F P (0 FEHUA H B VR RO 8 B SR R GE v i H & [32] EHLar 475N H & [33]. EHLAM S
By BUbR. U S50)8ME 0 EB415%5. Hodr, S0 RG05 M H B T H P U7 S s e g 5 .
MRS ElE, FEAT WM BRI, BERTETN. S TMAHEE AP &4 5
H, EFE T WA GAMKSE, FEATIETAARE RS A . ANEIRIE O & B P
BANICT . BRI, U SARRHASE# DU, R Z A TR P R SR 5T T . X
B I K4 BRI IR R GC S BRI R G R SE .

3.2.3. XN ERMiGE

FEL P (0 326 P2 A AL SR 1) 500 2 e FH P (R R 28 e % P o (U R S 1T . SSH %% 7 iy 55 b iz
EEHVIHE, OFEAMENAZM P bk, ZREFHLLA P bk, ZXA 4. AR, B3¢
RS, FZEFH T oA Oh 3 F P IR M AS TG 3l o 3k R H5HE 1Y) SR 4R 2 Bl 5 1F R Gt ic iz P 6 SRl AR
(1 2 501 F RS20

4. BT ENH APT UEAR

A EEN BN CH T RGAT A AT N0 APT FE AR TAE. 8 7RI TAE R RTiE P
v, AT EEERE 71 5 4E R RAE CCF-A/B [3519 (1) 1E R &3P (B, RN 22 workshop AT short
page) LI E . bhAh, N T ERKAIERT, BATWAH T RS L AN E,

4.1. ETFRGEITHROEMFAR

H AT CA B2 T RGUTAE APT RS INHOR T2 KRGt H &, RGUAA H S0y sy 2 1£
RGWIZE AT s, WS, #HRES 1P MRS R R T N, S TEETE
RO FAFIE B G R 2B F AR, R S, Blin, 00 AR King 236 R R K
R J5 (causality analysis) ¥ R G H SO RGUBC R . BN, SEmi i HEFEMF, i
AN EAER HARSEAR R TS RS AR, KPS AR LR IR ROC & o R GEHET T 5 kAR
RAGSEAR(RAFIRE, ST IP); R 1L, AR SR 8 A2 (i, 5 AR A1)
ZJa s Ch A ER B ORI AL R R AN IS AR R 5 B F AR OB R I
HRAAE GG H AT BT AT S, #2007 SR SR 8 2 B2 B e 1 R B A )
Wl 2(a) i, BB FAT process B—file X AHIE A . 22 TFoREEH T 5 ASHN, T IERRIRE
BN R, BE— D MR R, AR B A IR RS T EER) APT BGEAT N, (R L,
N T FHRBBEE SR R SR AR, King SF[3715H 1A FIB BRI WY T R A AR )
R EZHEFIAAAERBO R I DR ZBGE S 2 R KA FF . Hehh, 2 TAESEEL T M4 im 1
RIERFNAT JiB R, LLIE s BN A BTkl . Dy 1Bk P8 R W DA BE R, Wang 55[38]
BEVE— P B B A BRER A, K B P AOGS I (KA — R AR H R, AT AT DA Aff b S5 75 P PR RAT SRR
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R S BRI, KL APT REBERI . H AT, 2T RE0RH H SRR HoAR#Z 5 T LR TAR
IESI

SRT, RIHEATRE (I firefox) FIAFAE, MEAIESIEERE RO BRI ALV 2 far TR L
MRS ZHTI T EMAABRIRG R, SBUKBURSE, EABEA NS HEWLPAWAT. 1 2(0)FR,
BERE A FAAERRHN IP 1, (A DU E M — A 1P 2 BGR I — #8709 TR AN, — 28T AR
et SEARHT ) BIBOAR . 4 Sitaraman S8 [39TASMO RS F A% 5, H LAy H138 AT 42 A A SCF B b gt
R, RAAER SO BRI AT R RE A BOA R B R A K . Goel S5[401R — bR 2 Byt Py A 4k
P ] 2% B 11 BT PR E O DXBE, - DAV B IR OIS a8 T AN TR BERE X B SEAR AN N N A7 AE R SR R
HRE R EIRPIAT7 RAE— 25 P RIRYE, Lee 5 [41 8 % — MERF HAF BRI, FKiigfr
BERRERI T N2 AN R TT, B UGS AR B — AL N SRR B . AP S RE 384T
WAEHIRE. T Lee SF[41M0UEN TIRIMAAE S, HEX RENZITHE, BARZERERE,
NI Ma SE[4215 T RpE B B RS 450, B2 T — Pl SURBRITRE PP AR E AR B R R 7 R
ZIRESRVEIT RN 51/ 7 S8R R A B R B 45 F SRAR I R GEAT AR S5/ 5 e b, R il i i A R
IMORBGERARE AL B, R EAAR TR RITI S, Ba a7y . 2B E®
RGN IATIE , ERAVERLF . T Ma S#[42] 75 Z0 M AR PP AR AT 2SS . BRI SE F PEAR SR AN
e, UL Yang S5[43 18 2 5 SREUH UL Je R/ A BEREEAT 70 8. BARDy, B Jax) UL e/ (R
RPN AR R RS RN ZEAT IR 04, ARG 2 TS R B R P, R RGHAES Ul R0k
R, JE ST RO UL SRR Re TR gt AT 1l 2y, R DR X BAR A UL FF. X [H
FERTIEIRE, Hassan S [44] WA R TR P4 H B BEREEATRI 70 . BTy, HRAIREFFFFHES R
i HERATRS, A NARER B ESWERITERE, THT 2 X, @R imiE. Sk, —
AR R H B FP FI T LR IKE —NE R 7 B4, XM s i R MR — MR IE
FERL R —ANSZHESS o SRR BRI BER ) FTE Fr AR S BIURE 2 0 R GE W v H B SR, SR a0 H sk
PRBEAT 73 E . Yu SE[45][FRESR 7 MR HEM ARG H SRS S MR T % ANRZAET, %
TEE SR MR B SMA G H T H S MR HEIZ 30 IXR AL SR 208 Ty 28
HAT R, R R IR AT . SRR, REARHELL I A SO 33 Datalog [46]H, HR¥E T
SE SCHIHUMIHERTHT 0GR o I HEWT KOG 2R, AT AR 5 b it HE SN 4HRE FEE  A4RE 1

process A
NS
process B process A
A 4 A 4
(@) (b)

Figure 2. Provenance dependence graph. (a) Example, (b) Dependence explosion
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N T RPN I8, — 28 TAE RS B IRIE R R [ 348 2 AH O I Bt B 42 AN I8 B AN R G 1) %
o Bl Ji 471 T — M S RS, ZASGAEFIREEAR E RS EHE,
B ORFE AT L2 IS AT 8 o 1% R G0 Wt I WA S5 R G0 T SRR 4E A AR 8d, DU 70 A4 0 T By
HBEAT IR0 A7 B G W B AT Ar] S5 SR, e I A AT B T R B A S BB RS, DA BRAE
IR E I/ . T 3 — D RS AL R AR AR 1r) L, T S5 (48 E T AR 2578 75 AR 25 V) i A K
PR AL A) (45 000 A 20 AT Fh el R, RS 3 A5 B AE BR A8 JS7 T (5 BT s in () AT MG
J¥o ZITERXNZA TN LR Z AN HREIFATEAE BRIEER, I SEIE =280, 7 B PRt
TECH A SR, Liu SE[4913 7 —F ) J5 A0 =) A7 ) A SR PR IER 28 PrioTracker, ‘B 7EIB BRI A2 H L5
ERE IR, AT XA R RS H A, PrioTracker B3 T — /Mo it BN RS HEES 105
FRA, DUk EEEAN TG 25, RS AR IR B R S A R T SRS A
RS54y, TG e D B S B4 . T Fw R B R 3 2%, 0 2 SRR i IR R R
DRAAR 22 22 LI R PE S5 R BN % RS 1E, A Hossain 2550108 T SEVERG AL IR RLVEACH, #2045
A IEEIME S tag attenuation il tag decay. tag attenuation FH T~ 21l %o G SEAAKFE FEUSCE B AR A 4 N\ 5 44
(1 tag LIRS TR, tag decay F -T2 [ M S A (R0 6 7E B O 3 SRR N JE AR 1 tag ZEUOL AR « B/ AR
i tag B FERN, Fo R 22T A . KT [FRIFERT A, Fang 5[5 119 85 B0 S AH G e & 5
ANHH I A0 51 3 B H A R0 1) J8 PR AL Can B s e A i )y STk, AT 132 H T DEPIMPACT HEZE, iZAELE
I I A X AR, BRI 7 41 11 5 IR A X 2y Rk, SRR AR i S
S M 8 85 1 Bk S S B R BN I R, e AR AR 5 e 5 S MHE 4 SE AT N 149 s AT i
) DS SR b, s R I

IbAh, —LETARELE APT Rl A% sR AN AT o] A Bl 4. 910, Hossain 55[52]4 tH—FhJE T
RGN PR AL R D) APT AW 777k, ok, BTREFRGHHHERRENRGMKBCRE, Hit—
AR SLAR R R . SEMAT NG BRI AR B 45 S BARAE, DR MG AR A E . SRR
T E AL SRR P00 S At o AR SR i IR RH I 100 23 BT 43 0036 B % S o A () e Sk A A3 b it Js
F. Hassan Z5[S53]1UN RGP RS FAFR I T SE LR S IR AT G 0. BTk, flfiTeyseigd
—NFEIEE BRI AT AR A DURT R AR T SR . AR5, T P S A ]
R — MR E FE S IR G, R NSRRI, RE S BRI E 1) 578 4L
REJG 5 BUEZ S EH M B R . BERIEZ S5 0 80 e S EE 2 TN EIENI
i FfE. BIERCOAHR APT KIHAR F Rl Bt F a2,  TRiEuR 2 B AR Bod B Be (s N
REEL, i SEHIBEE), Milajerdi Z5[541% APT Aoy A IIHE i AF N E ST 792 1 APT 1
M A4 HOLMS. HOLMS ## T —/N&E i s KHSG), HAF4ER T MITRE ATT&CK /) TTP (Tactics,
Techniques, and Procedures), TTP s&fiil ATP IR EIZAT NbrifE. )5, HOLMS i#id HSG ¥ R4 A
PG H B Sy (i 206 R APT BYBL. XFFRIBER HAR, Milajerdia S5[5514 APT A5l i & 7E
A R PR ST 1) 75, b A 1 B34 R 5 25 30 Pl (query graph)HH 338 ALK 2 48 SR % 2R Bl A R L
X B ER T 10C K EAi](Indicators of Compromise) [A] {55 & . 10C J L2 [A] )26 R 5 B0
Wi AHIE ) CTL AR 2, AR T APT 528 B B 7ERbIEAl b, D T 5 Ik i () 32 R =
16 10C Z[F 5% R, Zhao Z5[56 K A B ML M 422 5] 10C 2 [MEE IR AR, K%k RIRAE
R Y ) i 23 (), d i 0% ) a2 ) (R AR AUV LU A I APT Mok o b4k, BB E] CTI G HAIEE ML
B, A N GURMEMSCA B 25 2., Satvat 25[57]32 0 — AN A S LIREU T A Extrator, | H4R
B E IR CTI R RS IR I AT A, 2 5 G & M AR AT 15 SO, BRRRIGTRAT R
R, BJaBAESE M ORI R K, T APT b, S RBA 1) APT Rl ARk
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R A A B, Han S8[S81KF APT Aaril] i U 115 A S5 Ak P A0 it el e 5 A ) R0 2R 450 SIC B 4l 08 100 4t /4]
W5 2 ) BB IE T AT R HOmt B I AR AT LU, WRAEE R R 20, WA AAE ST . K —
I 221 4D A0 360 P LA ] e A /N AR 88 B S SR T DA R0k A I T T8 o Alsaheel 25591 & IR R4k
0 P R AN (R ik 1) B B AT REAFAE A AL AR S, X SRR I NLP H AR B4 7 Sl A . FEAR I A2
W, 58— ASET SRR S, S AR SIS RGEAT LU, e %7 A2 5 A Bt . 7E APT 42
i JEL S R B 1) B ) S SREONL 28 25008 (1 OB B, Fang 556018 H T — M 101 B 2 B 1 I & 4t LM Tacker
LMTacker @il & 7 R4 H 1HHEM ARG M ie HE, W T &F EHURH S0k s R aiosiEl, 24
Ja R BENATE BRI 12, JRE IR IR, 5o (6 B ghd i 25 SEIn L 1 5 0 1 B AR A .

— e TAE LR T8/ APT Al s SR (A2 47 I (R FOAE A T4 o B0 Ma %5 [61]7E Lee %5[41] TAE R
Ttk L 98D K6 2R B A2 AT I IR RIAE A T4 « BUAARA), ST 72 K ASE RS SO B m) Ah R R R B L 5 4,
TEWAIR B AR A P R e T H AT ORI, T 1 T s SO A 4 B A S A, SR Lee %5[41]
(PVZRL P SR BEAT S ORI o 127V B T RS 9820 T 98.72% A28 [ F 858/ T 93%. Xu ZE[62]il1d &
ARG B HEZ KB R, LUEETE RGN A28, R RE AR o A A B e . {5
&, AT R 4 A ST A AR IS B, g R AR IR . Ak, Hossain 256318 4 )5
PRA5 JE. (P e ) ek 9 1 s ) B 2 R O R AT B 9 o LAy, o SR AN S 2 T 4 T 1 Ok R A A I
AR B AR R, T B4 R B B R AT G 9. IRAEBCRAHEL T Xu Z[62]3 5 T 5 5. AFTF
PLEPASTAE, Tang S5[64) R RGUEER A, HHUR AL B SCPFM S B8 H T bR I ia 1k,
EATFAEEE M EMEE S . AR T eEfe REm, ERGmE b2 oRumTy s, kL
BRI IR BT FE T, AT B AR R U7 B RS se kAT & 9, DA D A7 A T4
Fei Z¢[6517E LA B =/ TARRIERE |, [FIB 25 RE SR il S k4. ok, 175185 write 1 Execute
FEAR S B SAR T S RS . DAL TR AR 2 T ) S F LA AR Ve 7 %€, Hassan Z5[66]42 H i A 0 i s R 4t
[fif 77 %€ Winnower. Winnower H /G ML AU : EA MR RGH, AFRFHLN S8 S PATHER
RLFHFEFE, A CEAR R RO 50, BATE TR RSN (R EITR) . 25T Ik, Winnower R H]
Deterministic Finite Automata (DFA)AEY %2 ] FIR X M 4549, 2 Ja¥g b — g5 H BA& RO E
ML, DA A EHLRIAEAE A o A B AR MR 58 H bR 0D R Gk R, (H 2 7E M B 2 ATk SR
T BESCER RIAE At K2 AR I TUAR A, 3 B T AN 0 (B TR R At FE 8 - Ma 8567 v 23 HX A ] /.
AT Z B R R RGBS T — DA I8, BT NEZENHEITHER
HL(KCAL). KCAL ZA7 B BERIKBIF R H1F, HRB RN TTRME, — BB E TR, KL
ZIEEF, ROREH 5 NS BUR

—He AR T APT A4 R el TR, MR (5 N2 2 AT 47 . 9140, Bates %5[68]
N Linux #F RGEiH AT SL PR 1) APT WlUEAIHY(LPM). LPM REHS SN W42 HEREAT i3, IPC. W
ZIRF M AR, N APT WIS At RIF3FEE . LPM 324t 7 BN M iV IEA IR 8iE, SeBl 7 4
AR M. UEAh, LPM e85 RGP H e e LA R, ARSI SR L 2R, LPM
A SEEAN I N T 2.7% B PERE A - Kwon S5 [69 15 Hi T BRI SRAEWT AL A (MCIT) . MCI AR A 2 J8 it 43 #r LDX [70]
MigfT4s R, H LDX & —METRPATHIFE R LR R4, LDX i SU i A\ i (1 & 4018 F
HE, SR Mg AR AORAEWT R SR 0GR o MEER MCT A5 R 65 Fe k4IRS AR R G R, LG58
FNAEHEBT BRI A . FEBCHAEWTBY B, MCI B E B EH T R A s iF H &, R 512 8 0 R K
WORER, HET Lee [411H1 Ma FE[42]H2 H I B 2 B Ba X MOMHERT I B2, BRAK T 0BT HEE . Gao 55[71]
Wit 7T —EH T APT Boh I & A H1E 5 (AIQL), £ Bh e 443 i N R M R Gi i i H &P R UHAT .
AIQL 7 T APT [FEARHE, BIEZI B, R R T, MR SCRAR IS iR 5C R A
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W KR OC R A AR A . AIQL D& HE R 1 A MIEIEE, W PostgreSQL 1 Greenplum 4.
B T X A A R SR RS RN S M i S 2 i, A AT AR AR A A 22 4 i A DR
fige, T3 HE LTI H AR R X AT O, ik X ZE[ 72142 T T ) APT B0k i 25 7 B 2B R (DEPCOMM)
DEPCOMM A 22 G135 PR A il — /> 45 W) 58 o 17 vat A0 5 B AR 108 PRI (R 2 1), T PR s B b 1047
SE . MR A AR U FRALHE =N B 1) AR E SUAT AR BRI A X T 2) R AL T B E
AT ARG 3) X R AT N @ TR, A i N B REE PUE R H Bh AT R

4.2. ETHPITRNENFEAR

X FET RGATHRMEAR, BT H AT A IE AR T 78 TAEAXT A, ReRl&IE 5 Fm i
B TAEE M. FERBTHPITNENGEE 2N, FHZERRRERZA, RAeENZ2E, XE
BSERMR A S R, BETHPATARINEARMRBET: BAEFEEMEN, gz eair AR
KoM BCH AR . AEER, AT T R OCH 10— 5T F AT R B AR ) & iR = 0 7 T AR
AT oA 4 .

— e T AR AT R SRR AU R, BRI 5 A1 AR BE T B F AT M. 9140, Holgado
LG 73R B Dy /R B R A3 T B AT N5, B SR e SN B S 2 USRI IR 5, AR i
FEHIHR A2 T Bt . [FIRE, Shen SF[ 741K FHUR B 52 SI AL LSTM XX 4 77 Hl AT A%, 148t
RURENE THMH 9 P AR S o8 . BIH AT, O TR Rkl S oA, Tk HERT
HOPOG A PSR, NIk Shen 257518 F IR A S ACKE S5 440 3% [F) B 161 R SComAD A R 4E 1) i & 2 ),
2 Je I AT e R AR I R 2 TR A 1R 7 AR HE T A 1 R e R

1 o — 46 TAEWE P AT MR A o I g5 0, SR 5 R B e 7 iE AT AT 73 Mo Siadati 55[76]
FIFH FNUE A5 o] B AT APT Bl i (A RS B Bt . OB T AR 1) — M IER A
PR AT AR R T s 2) B B s U IR B g Ul A — 8. T, AT
NIE R B SR NT T WA B SR, AR T A W R T EHLZ RN B 38AT N, RIEMH T E G
D59 RAG I 5 Ml o 4% 65 S G5 AR — S R B 5% . Bohara 577 1R A EHUE s AT 0 BB 460 APT
Bt i A SR HI AR B s Bt . B, B E SRy AR H O A T, e SRR
W FEAL SORRFREE & R, WE PRI a4 SR A s 1T A RIRHE. 25,
SPRAFEFEATARAEAGAL ], FFA T MBI . e, SRR T AL 20 00 5 A 7 vk U0 5% L. Liu
ST HRH I T EHR N A E . 40RiE APT K0l R4E Log2vec. 1 %%, Log2vec M4 F 47 0 H &M%
PO R P AT R E . ik, R BB ARK A E AT 87 iR n & . &G, RHER
HPGFRIB I R AT N SEAT RS, WEBE R A S T RER S R, e 5
WAT . MAh, Liu S[79150 0 Bitias iR M sh Bok, A P4 28 I 208 5 R 43 T X 4 v L P L8 AT
Ne W, BRI S ARG T ARYE B AR 37 5t ik HRE R IS S B RV E N T LS SR
BR. wE, KHEME M RSN #EF NV & 1 55 BT 0T, R
S B AT NI G E AT BE AL
5. VYA

AT FEAE] TV APT Al 20 i T AR S R VPN 48 5 o
5.1. #iEsE

APT A% FHEE AR n R N =R2E: REGTMTEE . WM& EdE. P EHUT A EE(EZ AR
VilEl. WTTIR. RGtarS . AMBURIESE) . ASCRHBHE N E 4.
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Table 4. Datasets for evaluation

4. IFNBURE

— FmRR
REHH W 25 K4 P EHUT A
ADFA [80] Y
NGIDS-DS [81] ol
DARPA 98 [82] ol v
KDD CUP 99 [83] v
SEA [33] Y
WUIL [84] Y
CERT [31] Y
TWOS [34] V V
RUU [32] V V
LANL [85] V V
Garg [86] S v
DARPA-TC [87] \

ADFA 454802 W FI Y [ B 2% B R AT 1 — 8 EHLBNZ A EHE S, 32605 3 TN
FI| Latex SCR 9 4H 55 1E G 3010 R G0 FH &S, DL T 1) Ubuntu #:4E R 40 & 40 FH 4% - NGIDS-DS
BARERITAE T 2016 453 A 11 HE 2016 £ 3 H 16 HEARF MW (HE TR E£F. AR, H
SR RIERAT ) W9 2 R AR IR X 28 5040 . Haider SEEUSCEE AR R B 1 4 N E IR CRUE AR 2111 s v]
FEME, AE AL R AR TR B 2 it b ) IR N 48 E E), LRI X . DoS. g H. KRSy i
2, REA. JEI%ERERELNYE. DARPA 98 HEAE[82]7E 1998 4 rh 36 [ [H By i Je#Ewf 78 00 H J& 2
i, FTFXRNERN R G AT B LV R P, FEAFENSREMRGEITHE, Kb 7 FEE
RINZrEE, T 2 FEE MRS . KDD CUP 99 ¥4 #5832 i 38 [ 2% ZE7E — MR _E SRR
9 AMZEREIE . ZBIEE AR IEE Mg ARG UE . WS ARG . I AL A IR
Vil SRR . b, R SRR A 7y 39 MG RAY, o 22 FhBCE AR GREE T I, T Ak 17
Fh B A BLE MR e . SEA dE4E[33]/2 1 Schonlau 25T 2001 £E IR ATT o % 8 VOB A #83%
A NIRAERI DR, 125 T 70 > UNIX FI P a2 8EH &, BAHA 15,000 s S 4Eid 5.
FoBEMLEEIE SO A0 PR IR L, o 7R R F P 80 s BE AR N dr 2 B R T . B
P HEHIELL 100 a2 NG 150 MR, § =02 — 8 TREM P IEFAT R, s
Oy BAE R BEN R AN B B E . WUIL BB 4E[84] 2 7E 2014 “EH Camifia 25 Afi. iZEWEEILR T
20 N 50 R Windows FH P ZEAS [RIF[A] B S5 1098 5%, B3R Windows XP. 7. 8 i1 8.1 24
A RGO L LB . BBt 0 IRt . PR =2k, CERT B4 (311 H it
BiE K 2 I ] B UG PR BUSE I st R AR, B T I AU SR AN . IR B SR Eh A% SR EE DL D
PRy WL ATRE BN RN AR IR SE . TWOS HHR AL SCHR[34]FH 2, BRI T A" N H
FPiGsh, A R, FREACSCHERE. MGRE. BT, EYEFEMENSERE. A
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B B FE OS2 AR AE . RUU B0 SE7E SCRR[32] B3 J, E04E 34 ANEd F R0 14 AN P i 22
FKENHEBIE . ZBIEEREE T AR Windows EHUBARECRAE, FE0REMEIEEh. BRI
FIEHEE, %10 GUIL. XCEVi . DLL FETEENSE. LANL H¥E 585152 35 [ % Hr by 7 55 7 [ 5% Sz =5 7 e
P SEALI 25 2R 58 RIS AN R8s, EEAS Windows EHLUNIEA &G #FEE s AE
1IEHZE. DNS &R, MERE. LKA, &k 12,425 M. 17,684 S1FH ML Garg &
MRS [86) 4G 3 44 F P BERLIEB . RARRE Al s ili . RIS AT . P @ &5 48dE, adfE—1 A
FAOBCHE e NS B SR A T . DARPA-TC H ¥ 4 [87] 2 35 [ [ 9 & 56 #E 07 5 0 H = T
2018 A, FEAFEM Linux. Windows A1 BSD R GLE P JE P REE R R G 18 H 58
5.2. {frigHR

AR FH ARSI 14 REFE AR B FE R 2 . A 156 RRR(FPR) K52 . F-7%(F-Score). AUC %5, L,
HERA A8 IEAA O AR A o5 SRR AR I LU, A R 23R 48 TR 000U (¥ IEREAS 7 SR AR LU, R R 1
R BNERE AR R B FREA 5 BTG SOREAR BRI LG AP, G B SR s TE AR IO (¥ IERE AR o BT T A TR A 4 e 43
F-73 R A 20 A [ 2 R FIME , AUC 28 AR FPR, A4 454 TPR Fridl H i) ROC #h4k T~ BITHIAR,
HAMK, RACRLE. DL EFRbRIEE T gk 5, Horp, TP RO IEFEARTIIN IS, TN FoR
B FREARTN A 128, FP R FAFEARTIMNIES, FN R IEREAR TN A £

Table 5. Calculation formula of evaluation index
F= 5. TN ERTEAR

(=LY HHEARX

MiRrEd (TP+TN)/(TP+TN + FP+FN)
FERGIE:S TP/(TP+FN)
i FP/(TN + FP)

5 TP/(TP + FP)

F4 % (1+ %)« PR/ (P+R)

6. REERE

KX ARG T APT [ dr A ENLSLR R HAT O EEE . 25T BN APT R B AR PR 7
%o BUAK APT BHlEAR, EIRREFROMR O T VF2 MR, (B o T SRR IS K AN 5 P AT 19X 2% 22 1) T
PR A TE S, D vF 2 PRl FATMELT =ANT7 I W A7 OBk, I 48 B R SRIIBIE T 7 17

1) ZHEMS. APT Uali M Z BB, Hoh Bl Beb B AR B T BT e R H A5
PRGNSR RS R GOR A SR, EHLREAE S B SN i H K,
U SRRSO U B 2 pal R Bt H B b Bk, Rk —Ff H BT 200 ek R 5 B
APT HE, WIRTELG LM HEIIT . —LTIE[60] [88]CASLI T 2 H LR G, (H2MhA]
REERGR M HE@, REEAHE, WEREHEM DNS HES). Fik, SR HE"
FERGAT N HEMA AT H B S, R—ARKREZERHTFTT .

2) HESIESRM. 25 H BB I B0 BB, R H S5 S 7 Bt s BSR4
PR AR . I B LA, 13 H AR R G ROR I G 5 S K AT RER R S M AR, AL A I 345
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SERENERT AR T RAE LB IR AN AT, IS D3 T B AR SR — AR R el R e (5 B A B2k 1
SRS, BURTE B EAE BB R LR QAT CRAEAS DI AR Y A 5 1

3) KB R, T, 2R I S MR I DI A A5 AT TR B R B2 S T B 53 . 4R
MM, PREE IR 2RI AIE WA AE T B2 SO R OGS 1 o 47057 3 R B ph 22 W9 2% i ) A 1 R B, AE R
UEFEAR AR A 3 B 7y AR AN 5 SR/ O, R AR XN BURE AR o 2B AR R
Yoty o Hehbh, AW R W2 I 25 AFAEA P B B 1 XU [89], RV IAT e 8 ik 1m) Y g I SR B8 e N
MRINGFEAR, ZIEERER ISR T OSBRI s B0 2R . HATIR 2 APT Rl HoAR R A
L LEAAY[56] [59] [74] [79], PRS- HT ik SERBE RS ARG S5 1, AR HHL £ BB AN 52 06 B Mook A1 4% 5 2 i 4%
IR ATk M) 1)y A RS IR Y 2 AR R 7 2 R RO
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