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Third party cloud jmmmmm e mm s
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1 REZRGBIRER AN ABIEREERZ

Figure 1 Individual data collection of Android devices

development kit, 41 %\ 1% 7)RGTHREE) FRICEE, Wbk @@ Fron. ik, B RE MRS
=5 ATTER, EAHEECER IR P BT 0 e 5 3K, Wb R @® Fos, iR ERK
P B RA RS

I T A& L s DA R 2 50005 BE R i ARG ™ B4, I E 1A SR VAR A2 R FRFEAL IR IR
WR, AT App Args F REAA RS, IFEAT BB FIUE AN DR — AR e U) BB 2
PRARIE R L H ATFSALIE FE 2 B OCTE FAL ORGP U7 R O 42 HE R X0t A oF FE A JRURS: P A 1Ak 7 FEAF X
b, JEHAEB BN GUR. 1F oy E B AR HEZE A B AR 73, Bl B MR P4t 2 B R 7
NEZEFIFEAL, BEfE 51 ST REMERREAA A0 E B 1. BT 0k, ASCEE RO R 3l B AR PP K RL XU
i, HoE S R B (1) IR b App W RIEEEICERTEBL; (2) WfTiEAl App PIEEE YR
SRS B B AL RS (3) o] fi] 5 v RO OR 47 P R AL

Demetriou 55 2 i 58 2l B2 R 7 2o M 8 v Al AR R 2508 CURAE IS, B85 [E AR SR E AT
R (X B R B TR A SCE s T 5 0 M R 2 I R e 224 T R 1 T R it 23 £ S0 B KV B, ki
AL VEAL H 45 B P R K i KBS ARG AR L. BRI A (1), AR BEXT L 5 38 App Bt EE 7 i 75
12, X B S R EUBCR 70 M 75 R AR T8 A2 W] M 2 F D P cdle. R RD (2), BUATIETEXS App FRAA X
R EALBTTE A AL (1) KB KU PG IF TORE 22 40 XU 5 B AL KURSHR 9 — R B340 (i) 2 T AUBR 19
JRUS B A T 125 AR AE R BOSRASAE 25 BN A G 00 B~ (i) IXURS: 58 SCASTRERS, A PR 17 SRk i e
1 App B FEHE B1 BFXEMET (3), TP BB ARG B AR, U3k 3 P AR 2 2B A
F) App BUSEA, LRI B 5 5 E 2 15 R L B XU 32 T R Y.

BUR A App Vi i) Bt BT IR (38 SRR, AR SCIE R WA PR 13 SRAFAIE B 52 Bl WSRO0, BL 4515
B 6 AR AT, M 52 LT RPR 0 70 S0 R Bl L R e Bl MRS AR . 5 RIS A A B AL
JRSE B A AN S S A TS VE AR B, AT IR BOR AR, 2R TR A R, AR ST 1 S 5Tk in T

(1) Bk TR IR Bl SR e e RE SR
(2) FEH 73 S Bl B TR Py B RA MU S AU R, I E LSl £ BARAIE 1 A 2P An ) A
(3) BAiE 1 F A28 =7 A% 3 S FH 7 5 A B A AU OB LA PR A A2, O 2t e T ik
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2 MxXIfE

2.1 BENAEFRIEME ST

et g L Fe e ) App B8 R BRI R BER, Wk disR . FAEEE, X LU R e bk
App FFRFE F W RIS 58 = D7 R BUMT AR AE 25 RS, 430 App BRI ER 15 00, F2A LR 5 K07

BRI Ar. A7 App T ECHTAIE A O RLBR G SRRk 40 A LTSRS . 10TV EHE TR B a5
TERGHR ML RIABURIE RAA R, DLAEMIAL IR SR G SR 9 7Aoot 51, 67 BRI T, AT PRuist e Ao R A # 3 152 H
TP I A YA 0101 (E 2% 0778 R BB BRI P 20 App AT REISCAE RO, Jo il i i 7%
HH SR (0 5008 A5 4, 1 P T BIF O PR A P AR A A [ ~131,

FRFABUER 4. K05 App $RELMBRABOR b 1 8dR & BIRE, H o & g M1l Z 5%
RIS AT A DGR I ARE 5 SR IR App R A, DRI AR T B ARTE & B EOR, HToik
PRI SE bR AAE S AL, 1E 158 = 5 #sh B RS 5 App AT 8 7. 40 Yu %5 16 i@ il % 11 PPchecker
RGKR HAME R RBABCRA 76 % - AER . A—F 3 K.

FRSRAS . B TR ARRSE SEAR 2 b2 A App BIEARTE K, 0t REZN API R4, %
JIETRAN T BB 5 AT JCE RN SE BRECH A5 S r B s, IR TAR B & i APT e 8S Hofh s
WCEEAT 91 L G R (10270 B 55 7 i AR B B AT D9 B EH - 5 S50 B A T e SRR (28290,

NS, A I M App (8 AR R 2% 45 B AL e, BRI B HEShAE BiiGEs . BIA
NS ] N & 20~22) U R 7 o SR B R G HE TS SUB ER RS TaintDroid 23, AN A
FEFAR 25 77751 HY AntMonitor R4t 24 Fil TaintMan 29 £,

RAETH. UL 4 Fh TR EE SR, WASEPRLEE R 7 A App BUEAL RIS DL, AR5
(¥ 75 3047 A L TR) AR b FEANEGIE 261, g, o SR B as ARAD 23 A T 4R 38 e o (R AR R, AR5 A
BN 3 7R — B R WL

A b 5 iy vk e s B0 A A7 £ B BN AN [F 2R R i e it & FLAR B i BRRATBUR 20 i
WHT B IRTE 5 BOR, St AL SS HORLEE A0k R J3 #4045 M vk e it B 5 b 1) AL BR 37 3K
RV H R B RE FEE — Pi FASAAS 23 B R DAL B 5 2, L R 80 i 44 100 A 0 DA 15 0080 17 SR 1Rl M
B B TITENESR N T A AR App 5405 #9245 B A, 208 VORI KL IE o 4, H
FORE I 5 SR N THRAEAR G, 0 YO AT PR, EL N 10 D0 28 B8 4l SO L ey RIS . A
SCOMHTHEAL App 4T A AE T R it R i oK EE =, 5 R P B AR S it R PR R i ook,
WA SR G TITEANE . RIS KB App #EAT 208, AN (i 5 ARRS 40 AT AN mf
7. PORHAR VR R U AL B2 | A RR 43 B B3 00 T Ba AL SR 20 A, DR AR SR LR 43 A7 77 1.

2.2 BEINAIZFRFARB T

5 IR 2 AR PPA i R ) AR YR, I T L R A AT BB A0 R A i 7 A A B o R A AT VR
iy 270 [ B, R RA PR PPt i 1R FE P i M B U, i T R AR T R M B R AR JE R P BRRL A e
PA FE XU REORh RS VAt AN [ T R R i S A, T80 VP A38 8 A 1 R 588 XU, 2 A 1 R R
Az, PRI S0 U BN BT A, TR R SR R A L2 kR, JF S BRI R ) L

BExF App Fah KURE, IR IR 55 FH P H5cdfa 18] B IR 5% 2%, 5 T ALBR 20 O PRAG T 722 H A0 3R 77
M, FEEE 3 ANRZE: BRI S50 XAV, Sarma 25 B R 32 H A CRCP (category-
based rare critical permission) RS {E 5 77725 T AR A0 H 22 A0 fd A LR 20 App XU, ¢ AR
A8 FH 21 B /NBIE. Peng 55 B B 5 BRI AR A FH A R AE SR R A AL U1 B App 77 AE R,
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FrEE T2 H RSB 1 S LG O6 R A5 B ABSAE. AR R AEA R A VRS R B R AR &, 9 5] AR
BRURRTE 3 Rk, BIASC 4.1 /N5 S “BURERURR L S8 AH A A5 38 10 AU (B I ASBR Bl X
Bz, LAY A S P 2 RS FH 28 KT 50% FBLRR 1Ml 52 B IR, DroidRisk J7¥% U AT A 1 [l T AL PR
1 FH 2 PPl App USR8 PR 1, A5 AL ) 8% 2 N FH AR M 0 AU B2 o B % 3 N I XU, Liceardi
5 (6] $2 Y SensitivityScore 7 V2 JUI 1 B % BBURA SR RGBS BE AN A 1, FEEBURRA IR B0 A BURK
SME. Mylonas 45 281 JU#2 H{ Fl EBIOS J7i% 29 /M BUBRBUR L. Quattrone 55 B B TR PRAFAEE
FAARAL AR HK (isolation forest, iForest) 3% B0 Xt App AR FEE AT B AL, DABIR 4 FE R R on HL
BEORA U, EAZ 5 V0K 7% RSBmO B R A A a3, AR SRR H s 550 (A% 30 B R e B B s i
S A, Hamed 55 7 25428 FEA R S AR AR FH 28 S BBURK S, HRZ VAR % App DIREE
AN TR B RLR 22 7. teAb, &8 2 IAT AR5 RS IR 22 5, 1 — 2B X ml i AR ) App N IR
5558 =07 iy R PR A AR, EAT WF S0 A0 3y 12 31~331,

3 HRMERNRSTH

BRI 71, A1 35 0 AR 5 B AL s 18] (R RS 5% 2%, T 7t 35 AU BIR AX) ol itk 22
fik. fiea, 2 TAPRIE KA OCSCHR, TS 2] 6 2 BUPR 7347 S .

3.1 UPREIRSFABRRRSS KX &

Fa AL Jams e LLA e, AN AR BB AL IR [R], HAHE BB A N AEAE. (F R 22 AAN
ME BRI Y it ERNMBRAME IR «— BIlkgs . R34 B0l F vl R fa s A\ & Fiig =
LA, WMo FENNZE . B OB 20 E BB AR E S AN BB Bk, R EE T
AN NBaFAE S 20 018 B AL . A ERRAL . WA RAL . SRR . MAT NEaFA . Hha T AL,
TERAN AR ST A NBSFATEWS 4y 836, 40 M 3 N F RS e itk 8 1) A N R AL 2508, iR o B Ak 247
NSRS 5 KRB, WE T5 BTN ANIKS . BT ERAR GPS Ul . BT &%
B FARIAE SRR . 8 T BB RS B 8T MEAT NEFARH/E H &

PR 2 App 18 3K F 4t BEUE BB (115 SRR, AL LA A B AL B8 Ya s N BB i Foonf R, IF
B SONBUBRUR. 225 6.0 LLERRAS) JFH 144 MRS (Manifest.permission, 2019), A%
B 39 /™AL s Y 0 P 1) BRSO PR Je FEAE 7. X AL PR 23 0 B2 18 28N N8ds, adE H i B s
BERN. ALE . B, BTG 815 A6 W%, Wi-Fi. 520, kP HE. 2P, indgidfE. i, |
W ARS PR, PEE IR AR LR S2 PR,

EX1 (BUBUR)  AAAE L 2 EEFA G H AR AR N BURAR . BUSRRE S P #oR, P, &
N i BRI,

3.2 ETHRAVEEM EIFE

PAASC ISR 3 N AR e Bt SR 0 B, A A2 P SRAE T2 5 1 BB O Btk e A5 . (1) App 2K
A AFZA App FILEA DIRER 2, A AUE KRB RGARR. M, 5 App TR H AR E
FEL AN AL SR U B A N AN BRI, 5 222 XU D, 491 4 37 L ] 2 IS A T SR 5 BBk - A AR SR AL RR.
S AT AN TS £ 73 AR 200 T LSR5 AT B, AR 81 21 S0 a3k, Ak, L

2) http://pip.tc260.org.cn/assets/wz/2020-03-07 /ef2dab88-cd9d-4748-814a-a3eca027beba.pdf.
3) https://developer.android.google.cn/reference/android /Manifest.permission?hl=en.
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Figure 2 (Color online) The number of requested permissions under different target SDK versions

R K ER TRE WY, @RESTR. BEK B, R AT 8K SRR
K AETEIFR IS IR FrSe. FIR3R. Bk BN, sk, B3k (2) RN
e, B2 <ERWEEM T EE App. IEH N A2 N AEABRAE R FP 2 SR A& B A
S22 5 B SBR App R E B R DD RE ) 7 BT A O R AR SR A K

TSI R B (1) B2 App KR CERFAL. % S8R 3 N RTRE Fr o He R 553247 P 5 (10 2
ABLPRIE K BRI, iRk Wi-Fi SRR, AN R S50 82 3 AR Fr [ AR SRAE AR 252, W
NN 2 38 RIS RAFE SRR, BN ZAERAE . B IEBR. (2) BN HdE
WCEERFIE. W& 2 B N ANE HFR SDK AR 8 S FH AT 37 8 RO A R SR B 20 A1, K 70 FiR
A Hp T P PR PR 17 SR A 25 9 S KT B AR T T R

3.3 RSN

EH BERA UL VP AL 5 SR, FEAA ARG 25 <t e &2 M B AL e H R PN A 5.
FoT o, 25 RS B M ER AL, VANAE S SCRRIF 2 6 SRR /B JE 0. FEA AT 5 AR SR AA T < 2 B
FThse, #dmittis o BAE, 55 6 SRR MR <SRk R EEA— AR,

(1) &R (BE) RN, App 723 L [E A Dfe T Mg RIS AT e R, B ml L 5 AT
T RBURE B %, DroidRisk 4, Stowaway (19, Sensiticity_Score [3°! J5 2235 5% FiX fif FLAR.

(2) FFENPRSAPRLB A R, 2 JF WA J9AH [F] 200 53-8 App BA € HIAL R BiA PR FH 4 &,
WS N 2 #1iE CAMERA FUE. SOM 91, Kirin 36, K-Means 37 25757 1541 5640F 7 1% J5 ).

(3) MRS ThEe— BRI, T A F Dyfie 75 2R AR SCHF, 1R WDCABLRIE K N5 App T
BERFF—EL. CRCP KUKiM5 5 [ Al PrivacyPalisade 81 77y 5% F b S

(4) RS API ER—HREM. ZFEMUBIRIE KBS APT B ORSS — 8 T API ¥z
AT AL FRAZ AL, Stowaway 101 Fl PScout 17 J7yE35 56 T ot APT FBLBRIEAT T B 7347

(5) TPR 5 Rz AR —BUR M. 2 J5E A AL BRIE K N5 W 4 s R AL — 8, —AUR 5 ThRe
—BUFE NI . RIHHA R App ThReMEE, HoCr N A T BRI ThRerErE B3,

(6) AUPRAMBL 2R R M. £h T &AL PR BRI FH P B AN 5], PR b FAT AN [ 1) 22 4 B 2801 ZEXRFAY
PR AR 3B AT 2 AT B AL, AN R R B 73 23647, DroidRisk 4 Al EBIOS [29) 25914k 77734 45 UL R IT

4 RN EHER
FER Bl B IR Fr A it e 2 5t , SRR BRAB SR AT AR A itk B2 s, DRl e vidsd App 1%
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SR PR BBURR A B B A RS Fo V5 0t FH P B A 7 AR 1 & S 0P8 App FUARBSFA R REE. BT <t 72
B M HHR AL EFERRED PR R R, 2175 SRR & 2R 5, AHE R E B BR 4 A%
o BEFABUBREE 5 S A R ASE A U AN SR 1 F i, 92 0 2 T AURR 19 20 2R 0 B 3 B #%
BRORL RS S AL . A BRRL XU PP 7 VRV BB VRN FE R, 5T Peng 45 BB B4 XU VF A 2R 44
(1) 3 22K, A SCHE & H TR 30 R R B P Bl U AL 11 3 SR FEAR VP HEI: (1) [R—3851F, App
A RSB 5 A SR AR TEAHOC. 175 5K 1) B AR R Bk 22 2 7 JL T SRIDU Ttk i 1) B sl R e Btk %, )
FLRERA R AEBR R, (2) 28 2 S BeoRA XU B TR R . 8 B R 18 8 B BN 3 AR 1 SR AR
2, PRI BRI 2 R 4t B s 6 1 B B s I RS AL XUBHAEL. (3) XU B AL 7 I T et

X ¢ MM A = (¢, P) BATERAARK AL, 2888 NI FTESR ¢, € C (IC] =
21), BRIERFIE P, = [Po1, P, ..., Prm), (m = 39, BIEUBAURECE), 55 i MUR p; =1 (0 € [1,m])
RN N R T8 ¢ DMBUR. ARSI A, WBSRARSHERE E A — A BARME pry,, BIESFA
NS (privacy risk, PR), HAEARBA A R8N

PRA(At) = PRA(Ct, Pt) = pI‘At, (1)

Horpry, €10,1], BUESFA RS (E S 29— 403 [0,1) X [8]. App BEAL XSG FEREBR =, pr,, (HBK.

AR 4T 2 R 52 S AL BR AL A 3B A I 00+ AU BIR PR R AU P I 1A P 38 B R S R i [
2, DUBR B S & s G, 730 e SRR BB L « IR K 5) 7 T2 R K ek 3 AL IR A 2 4
EZHNE App FA X APPSR, BRI iR NELT 6 5.

910, TR E R sUBUR A& SR, 25 FEAUR A A AL = AR AN e s, BASEREAT N
AT 5 ZE R A 2 M UR, EEAn el “ROBHEAE" AT A RATERIK RN “READ_CONTACT” (S
“SEND_SMS” PR, E2 T Tlyas 55 B9 CUEBIFERR & 70 A Hh W9 5% 2 g 3 28 ELIE UL T 484 204
ARG EMABUIRA S (RIABERXS) 7 2 R BERA XS, BURR pyi SRR pe; ALEALBRXT pyi .

55 2 00, TR KU 73 2S5 0, 25 FE AR A RS AL UK 24

EX2 (BURBURIE) AR BB BR X 78 VF 5 % L B Al I B fE 35 KD

XA FEAA G F HARFERS A N S0 IR 2R KA [ 520, RIS IS N S i K L. BUR p (X
BRXT pi_y) BIBUBRBBUELIEN s (si5). BUR IR DB Ry, 2o Foiltk i Jm o FH P RO B Al fs T Bk

%30, BTBUR S IhRe—BUREN, 5 FE R B HTRE P45 2 TR T AL FRAFAE.

EX3 (BURSFEHIME ) FEBUR BRI RS R 3 S R e rh s SR L.

P o HRUR pei (BUBRXT pray) BISBMERIZRACHN s (rey). ZSEEEIEE SN HREFE R
FRISEABRRAE LS AL, BRI 26 e, R iz A PR BB PR 1 S0 P 2k 1 364 Th g
W3 FE Y, BEARL XU AR X .

TEX4 (BRI AHL) RS RIFE 3 K (B IR AL A AR T AR )5 58 175 SR A% 30
[R5 HREE .

BB IRERE Ay BURIEHH LN O, BRI s, RoxiZ App WHRIBURA &
5 HIN B R AR Z K.

%40, BT RUMUR (BRECE) JFN, App BEAA KU RIE T HAE KR B AR (BUR*T) HIRa AL
M. RN R Ay BT KA EABUR prs (BURXS pyi_y) HIREFA UG RN 5 FALBREUB L AN
A AR, BB AR Ly, K 8 T R A, L REORA KU (BB K. PR AL RR e (BLBRRT e ;)
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IR KUK AN pry, | (pry, ) THEUIT:

DI, , = Pi X 8t X (1= 7¢4), (2)
PTp, . = Ptij X Stjij X (I —reig), (3)

55 00, FTRUIUR (BURECE) JF, XS BUR pi (BURXT pi_j) BORSRL RUSEAT B0, 19331 %
AR FERA PRS0, R e it e 5 0 T, A0 it ke S BB, R B P Bt i SR B i, 7 1
PP BERL SR, I 1 JRISEFH AR B 5 3 AR A 8 ) I 55 28 =07 280 mT i SRABBR R IR P e, HL
IR 5% 58 =07 AL A 5 BAT R RO BR I T e 0 ), e BRI R AR A 08t . DRI AR SOAN IX 7 7 FH A
SR S5 5 = J5 PR PR A Y 22 57, (EL I S8 SCR BR8] FH 8 e SR =% 18 i it Y TRl ot SR O B AL 8 57

EXS5 (BRI S mT IR 2l B FIRE A B sAS BROGT PR 2 I A 2 B 55 25 = 07 RO B

BN R Ay BRI B EBCEICT u,. B AR FEAA RS 2 A0 R AR B R 21 A, (1
BURRFEAA AR pr,, WK (4) Fros. BEAh, ARSCAER] sigmoid BREOG BUBR FEFA KBS A pr,, #EAT N
PARER, AEFAE S AR [0,1] XTAIA, W13k (5) B, B w = Y70 In(pr,, ) /n (n NEERSE B FE
FR8UE), FSREY sigmoid BREK IR AT X [H].

PTp, = Ut X Zprpm‘ + Z Z Plp.j | (4)
i=1 i=1 j=i+1
1

Py, = (5)

1+ efln(prpt)er’

56 25, FT BRI H LS RRESA SRR, TSRS 3 B RE e (R B AL RS AR 52

e PEE R, PR R RS (BB OK, 2% B0 8 FH R P A B AR B R XU O . S SCABGR A DR 2R B2 M AU AR
%, 2 a=05 NAHHEIHNHER A KRR TR, 108 For:
1

Ot + —=tr7o
pry, =ax Oy + (1 —a) x pr),, = 1+e2 i (6)

PUT BAAOSR AL XS B R p B S S AR T Ay = (e, pe) BIBTIBURSE: BURBURE s;
(Si,j)\ *XBE%‘%%UE%E O¢~ *XEE%‘%%M%H%@ Tty (Tt,i,j) ﬂ]ﬂl}ﬁlﬁﬂmﬁﬁi Ut.

4.1 PRSEE

PR UK F B MR T (1) B BURBUREE 2 P28 B, AU BRI BUBL IR i1 B
KR 110 BEE RO R AR S, AT AR R ORISR AR 4, (2) SRR U R 7 2 N5 4%,
EBIOS JiZpFAl (28] AR SO B0 AR BUR 3T 2 X 2y, BRIUCR S EEOR R MU E R (5 RS
H 2 2 58 HIARAE RS PPl 7772 EBTIOS 291 TR A SR AU

EBIOS J7iZEF 2@t 3 /PR 20 e B0t AU i g B =26 OB RA il . R e 5 | Ak 1) e fA XU
Kot A R TT . B e A B SR ) RIER 22, 1T BB | AT Y R AL RSSO, AR il ) LB RA X
W B . A P AR ) R A ) R, LR A (0 nT R IR RS A S H AR ASCIE T EBIOS ikdE s
BURBURZE R0 4 ANEH: v 2R HIR. B3 TE, 40505 MAUREURE N 1, 2, 3, 4. I
3 BUPR T RTURAHE JE J fes TE RE P A RIRE B0 4 NSRS, W P 3 0 (B ARD N0 48 D ek I P A PR 0
WFhFEMRLR S3 s, HHILASCN 39 MUK B AT TR A2 B A fa T AR BT 23 0 PEAG 5 49 B e 44 1)
BUOPRBURE, BRI E 7B MRIER S4 Bror. ST RRXMBUREE s, ;, HAESE T B /M EURBUBR 1
JnAn.
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4.2 WREFNESEE

EUI R App BATRFE RIBBRIE KRB, AN Ay FrigsRUR P, X T2 ¢ R
BRABSRAE AR 7 8RR E . BUBRAESRAFALE P, 1057 W R P PO I 5 A I SE02oR A, (AT DU 2 (1) AL
BRIERIIF Ay e idis; (2) JeHa s, BB PAEAER 2> 5 . Liu 55 B0 $ IS AR MO 22 &
T e A 0 0 M B 0 S A DN B2, AT P I 1) A 3 PR ) SRR R A — A i R £
FEAH, iForest SN MAE oAk g H -5 e FER R BE B0 BOANAL T, R — 208 iTree
32 U b B L R X $ e St AT VDR, BB RN MU R B AIAL, S 1 80 i D) B A K
(BRI 73 RE) 2omiZz i B SRR B SR M RE SE . vy PS8 DX s et s A EL e 0 7 28 B 2 AU
A REMANSL, PRI W R A DI BR AR Rl W D

CAWETC B AR Z I 2 SR e BER, 32 BAAAE W i (1) DABLBRAE R A LA A
By NAFALL, e A P AR AT R O R SR HE R R BRI (2) BURIE R BRI E App B0 i, %
T HCMURIEN, F2E5T App HIBURRIE R BB, HRH KT ROZBAR. 2T K 3 752K App
HOEAE SRR RECE T 1A Sl R, ARG RBER D 552 1 App fEBAT ) 50%, il
i 2 BE AR A SRR PE X ROR, PRI ELR A A 2 A & S BBURIE SRR /MY App BT R WAL

DOMFRIK A R, AR SCER & T UH 5 App BURRSEH 57 M5 App iForest. 1ZHIAH %6
AEPRABRAFAE. (1) FAAERELE, LA 4 RO IR B B AR A SR A A RAAIE. 2 TR R A2 A0
o, Wl R EIF 18 AHFSAEUE A BURIE RECEAE T RHE, RRRAIE4ERERE 2 14, (2) HFAEIL
gy, DAYERET BHE BARBMEAEJURAIE. O %% 4 5 i BOR BB R B 2 5 /0 B, JEd LS4
FERFHERE T B B AC LN RAAE B, T3S I LA B NI B s ) DT A

HR, SHIET iForest BAKIMHERBINM LT Ay = (¢, P) FIBUIRIA AW . (/] h(A,)
TR Ay TEFTH iTree LYIFIBARKEER TP ME, h(A,) BN, RRZ S DI, A, 5T
JERKR. ne, RamF o, WITABBIMIREFEE. HRMEN ¢ PRI 8k mAE T
iTree ERIFEIBARIE s(n,,), FIRIREALEEE /1 A, BT RIBRIEKIE h(A). s(ne,) TFHUIT:

(o) = 2 (ng, — 1) — 20 =), ™)

Ne,

H(nct - 1) = ln(nct - 1) + 57 (8)

) H(ne, — 1) VML, AH In(ne, — 1) + & TG, ¢ ABKRLIHEL, 9 0.5772156649. - T1H
s(ne,) M R(Ay), #5 h(Ay) HBN, A, FEREBOR, B O, (K. O, \TRIRH

_ h(Ay)

O, = 27 e, (9)

4.3 HRERIEMER

MAINREF A BIBR prs (BURXS prig) BISAMER A 7y (reag) FRAESA ¢ HIERBUR pi s
(BURRXS peiy) WREBNRLFHRER 5200 ¢, HARRE BN AR P IO LU, B RE RIS ¢, WIRLERLRSE
T W PR A e A RS 2 LR P FT RE S ML BRI I R i AR, TSRS U U 265 ¢, o
BRI 53 1 RN T BIME 0 BRE s N AL .

o l{Ak}Ct:Ck,Ok<97Pt,i:1|

Tti =
|{Ak}ct:ck70k <(9|

; (10)
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, . |{Ak}ct:ck,0k<0,pt,i4:1‘ (11)
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i |{Ak}ct=ck,0k<6|

4.4 PPRAAEHEZE

TR A B J i N IR 4556 =07 SDK $5) Al i AR i SR A 7 £, 2 TSRS o0 i 7772,
AT ) 2 13 % L N FE 7B (Android application package, APK) 53 ZYEACHS S, L4522 g L
S B S SO smali. 8IS AT smali SCHF TR AR AL B4, F Timoe 4 I & IR 55 26
=J7)J5, 133 App LR N 6097 MRIAHE, 1) %28 SDK IR AK 5%, ik, 4,
WALBRIA I SIRACN U = (Ui, Uras - -, Ur g} (9 < 6097), FEBUR BB EEN v = |UL.

5 SLWHEHER

AR PR A AT R A A R KV SRAIE, 2375 7F FC St s AR PR S0 7t FEE R 1) 45 B A AN
R RS BSOS 3 2% VAl fHE DU P36 A2 1, 4RI 55 =T N FHT e s T A8 Lt P IS R DXL T A SR

5.1 BUE&E

R sl N R P LG T 3 N RCE R N . T3 N B 5 o R 4 — e B e R S B
SN FHFE R, A28 =5 R sl N 7 i) IR e EdE (5 B, B8], F8E. A%, %
HIA 326785 N ZREEANHEF A APK SXHHISIN HFET, 4 Apktool T.HS 4% BEARNT H A
4 fRA . BFF SDK FRAFIRRASE . N T ARIF 1T 8 S BN, fRE BEA e M T HENT
100 HIF BN FHAR T, 7331 8980 /NFF A SLI6 25 M HIF Bl N FHAR 7. 208 5 B AR AR B8 45 ok B % = A
W3 VirusShare® | R IFMHTFE] 12170 AN SCHAE B, ST LT8R B, 8980 Az M
HAEAE 364 /> TR HH )0 S AR, 3% 156 BA 1T 37 B FR AR AE o0 e i L, B AR s B A

4) BFERHE . B3 360 FALENTF . AR HTEIE . 228 M. M.

5) https://ibotpeaches.github.io/Apktool/documentation/#introduction.
6) https://virusshare.com.
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Privacy risk quantification of mobile application based on re-
quested permissions
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Abstract With the prevalence of mobile devices and mobile applications (Apps), service providers have become
increasingly enthusiastic in collecting user data, which would cause huge privacy risk due to the invisibility of
data collection. How to evaluate the maximum privacy risks of mobile Apps is a key challenge, which not
only contributes to the regulation of App market, but also helps users to avoid potential privacy leakage. By
investigating the maximum data leakage of an App, this paper proposes a privacy risk quantification model based
on the requested permissions and the principles of App permission analysis. The proposed model introduces four
important parameters, namely, permission sensitivity, anomaly degree of permission list, utilization rate of an
App, and number of permission callers, to evaluate the potential privacy risk of an App. We conduct experiments
of privacy risk evaluation and malicious App detection over real datasets, and the results show that our proposed
model achieves better performance against state-of-the-art solutions, which demonstrates the effectiveness of this
model. Further, analytical results also indicate that this privacy risk quantification model can serve as an effective

privacy risk warning mechanism for user privacy preservation.

Keywords privacy protection, mobile application, privacy risk quantification, permission-based analytical
method
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