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Abstract  With the rise of cloud computing, virtualization has been extensively employed in the
IT industry. Governments, enterprises, and private citizens have moved their business and
confidential data to the virtual machines hosted in the remote cloud. In the virtualization software
stack, hypervisor has the highest privilege and smaller trusted computing base, hence it can
provide protection and security monitoring for a virtualization system. But virtualization also
introduces a new software layer which increases the attack surfaces and vulnerabilities of the
whole system. Besides, the multi-tenant model and sharing of software and hardware resources
exacerbate the security threats of this new virtualization software stack. As a result, the security
attacks and defenses of virtual machines and hypervisor have come under a great deal of concern in
computer academia and industry. This paper analyzes the security risks, attacking mode and
threat mechanism at different layers of the virtualization software stack. For these security
threats, this paper analyzes and compares the state of the art of existing research findings and
technologies both at home and abroad from the perspective of trusted computing base including
the hypervisor-based, micro-hypervisor-based, nested virtualization-based and security hardware-
based, etc. And based on the classifying of the above solutions, this paper also points out the

remaining existing security problems. In the end, this paper discusses and analyzes the direction
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of the development of future research in virtualization security and gives the enhanced security

solution of the virtualization software stack in the aspects of software and hardware.
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BB O RO G S s e 1 By 4 2 R
A AL B A B AR T Y TR IR A A
A

W& 5. WIBGE IS 6T .

Wy R 4R Bk A RS W B i Mt H AR BT
TE ) B 55 a4 . AR B h O LTI Z 20
FE It LG A S A A 45 A0 o T BIL D o (2 B vh oo 1
BLPs B R AR e N DL 5T N ORI BN 5L A
O % Al ok T AE B B AR Y8 a3 Mo it 2 R
U 451 -

T I8 B LR B 6T T AT R O — RO 2 i
i Bt i 5 — SR ik 0 5 2R W 52 Y E IE
FNLL i A0 FE P TR M 45 | K AULBIL 22 1) A k2 420 0 285 A
PR A B3 Ok A B0 1] B UL FT Hypervisor
A
3.4 WML GBI PLE S

P bEfrid e, FE R AENE . XEE N
ARG Z 5 A A RO O TE N A
S8 8. TE A 1Y K S4B A B B R T i
JRE S5 bl e S S I A L LR HEL K P Y P A A R A
&4t Linux OS AN[a]. X 2 K oh 45 1 0L 3L i
RPN RS BN A7, T2 i Hypervisor 4
I S A W B I AE. QE B O AN ot . R UL A
B 555 43 19 26 5 8 R AULBIL P9 S 1) DY A B 55T L B i A0
HLEN ) FRAL A N A7 WL LA Intel 1), 554~ CPU #
DA PN T80 NERE GPT(Guest Page Table)
il EPT(Extended Page Table) i3 hik. & 5 i
N, B 5 GOS Bt 219 GVA (Guest Virtual Address)
Wit GPT % 4kl Hypervisor #2 fit 45 & 1Y 41 3
GPA (Guest Physical Address) ,#kJ5 Hypervisor

it EPT (per-VM) ¥ GPA % 4 i, HPA (Hardware
Physical Address). 8/~ f i MMU H 3l 58 18, 78
BEPEA SR EPT B9 00 K, MMU 58 B hik 5% 46
J& 1 Hypervisor i i 5 ¥ 01 3R H ¥ GVA §% i
HPA.

LAl L, Hypervisor 7] DL} 12 17 1 5E 481
PLIEAT N AE BB B L (ELRR B A9 T4 /2 Hypervisor Jg& %
)T B A T A 2 A B R AR
TARZE XS NAF L 2 my B4 5 8 A2 45 4 1 h 3R]
W 20 X L figp TR J7 S8 EAT TR AN A T GA

4 EMLERERZEHE

RE AL B Ak 22 4 ml 3 o FE DAL B B 8 (GOS,
Apps) F) %4 Hypervisor (B #I1LZE) B9 % P4
JEW . AT A5 HE 1 £ BE 4328 ol B 2 4 5 R W] 43
3T Hypervisor F4£37 (4.1 35) . Hypervisor H &
LR (4. 2 D) LU R WALE A ] {F Hypervisor
B2 B d (4.3 35). 1 4.3 TR £ £
TJETE Hypervisor |2 2 F 51 A ) B 14 22 4 4
e, BB AL (4. 3.1 795) s Ll (4. 3.2 F5) A0
ALFR V7 ) 42 (4. 3. 3 193X 3 A AN 6] £ B2 X kg LA AL
o N BB A HEAT AR 3. 4. 4 32 B0 e i
B 47 AT B GAR . 5 LR Y YR 7R T AT 2 AT
X T 42 A 58 T X T ) 5 3 Y rp B
4 SR 0 i DR 7 ST R G R VA G o B RS
4.1 E-F Hypervisor EH 2R

WK 2 fi 7R, Hypervisor {37 Mg #0046 5K 1F 4R 1)
R Z P SRR IF HHA % 48 kernel fi§
A EE Fry AU & (WL 3R DL 158 R 5 ny Mo T
b AL E BE BN BRI Z A1 Hypervisor Xif 4 3 fiik
55 i W RE 1 55 U A 4 BRASORI 43 B AL 16 15 & Be 6%
TR 2 20 P R ALK B8 U5 0 3 SR A ). PR . DA R
P BAE R B JZ I - Hypervisor J6%E & [ 7 kg 11
BLEY S A E 6. 2 FT 5L T Hypervisor (14242 B 47 iF
FEEREZMRY GOS %4 Pk GOS it i
P HERR LA KA B AUAIL B 48 BOAR X% RE AL I #
PRy Lt R AT S BEAT RN L A3 A

#& 1 Kkernel #1 Hypervisor {X 5 £ Xt Lk

Guest Virtual Guest Physical Physical

Address Space Address Space Meémory
[ 6val | L oA |

(I:SHCSt Exft)cndcd
» Page > age  —» PEN
Guest CR3—>|_Table EPT ABEISGH Table

GVA: guest virtual address Pointer
GPA: guest physical address

PFN: physical frame number

Bl 5 ML B A AR 4

X4 (M ER LEEES
Linux kernel 10000 KLOC Kernel
Xen 450 KLOC Xen-+Dom0 -+ Qemu
KVM 380 KLOC KVM+ Qemu
VMware ESXi 200 KLOC ESXi
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4.1.1 HPBIERGEEIED

RGEAE RGBT 47 A WA B B v 5 S 3
iz AT PR, W AE 3 3 T LAR I A] A 1 55 45 =X
PRAE S AH 2 52 47 B 00 J 0 3 22 2 0% 2 AR i AR
rootkits Wi, WAZ rootkits J&—2Kis 1776 N # 25 ]
1) 0% AT A 5 N AZ AR TR B 4 AL o] B 2 )
FH rootkits 3 gl SRR P SO BB ST
1% 458 1% By 3 5 R AR 2 ik T N A R R P B L O A
A FH T B 4 rootkits ey, B b 4 X il I8 40 15 58 4%
PRI rootkits By 471 55 F2 4 — > 5 AL BR 25 09 $hAT 2R
B8 o AE XA B 1 1 R 05 vh S 2 A SR W R AL 2
SR AL TR A BB OF HLR A B A T R
L. Rootkits BIBF 7 )5 28 A PIFR : (1) 7E AU & Bl ek
rootkits KA i » 4 LA AE 5 (2) 38 3 XF Hb bk =5 (]
() B 2 s BHLIE AR A% R rootkits 1A

1R 8 1 7 58 S 8 28 43 T oA A 7 25 R Bl A B 1Y
6 R P a4 AL 1R B e B L DL SR R &R g b o2
AETE rootkits, SCHR[25 4 7 3 T bR 25 1 42
Uit o6 B DR AP 5 58 % S8 A B %) 0] 4 1 O 1Y
SEREPESEAT Eh A B UE . NI I rootkits MIFATE. %
T3 Z8 1 T A AR 8 75 et 2 AT AR B A
AT Se it Wi FE DR, X 207 R KA R R ARE
Xf rootkits MUty B i T ASR. X, SCHR[26 J48 AR
FREZ Hypervisor(NICKLE) 7 £, iZ 7 £ {E
% 375 B 3 BHL 1 E AR 25 A0S $f7. NICKLE #4775
&F (memory shadowing) #1 il . 175 0 #KF © 56 30F 1) 1B
AL A AZ AT A8 e ) A A 4 DL 31— A B B 1 )
BN 77 HPE £ 4y (shadow). X AR A IAE A9 LS A
TR A B N A AR AE & 0y AE 3R 2 AT I L 3l
it 5 shadow 45 4 #E 47 XF & B rootkits. {HiX
HEERUEACH 1y 58 B Pk, JF H i T 8 I AT AL RS #6
BEEAT O XT S PEREHFEAR K. b 3R W 7 202 X A
FAS AT 50 A AR U A P T i R (H 2 X T ] e
B 235 R T AERCER 45 i U Y rootkits , A BE B 4.

Sy ff ol b A 1) 5, 8 2 X rootkits ik JEHLAY
ISHT ST R PR rootkits A ERAK A B AT R, £
L3 12016 0PN A I A T 5 ) RN A . T K 2 R R
Tl 25 0 A5 1A — A 3 1A A BB AT — B
UG AL AR 25 sl i > FEAR . T i, Wang 48 A7 2
T TR R 9 Hypervisor (51 XT84 55 8096 25
LR 5 %2 B HookSafe. H 778 Linux A%,
B R T 25 R 02 B A A B L O Hoak se gk i 5
HEeBIEAALE T — vt rh, A B SR 1 5
AR ZEE T TR 9. W R HookSafe 1 42 #1] F 1L

A B GULRF AL L 235 A A (0] R« AN BE B H X 5K
P FEAT PRAPT 5 07 e Al i 119 A 6 B 1 M BB 451 #B. Hook-
Safe A fif Y& 7 £ 8 J5) (protection granularity gap)
5] R R B TR B AR AR TR Y SR L D)ok
AL 41 k7 F (byte-level granularity) i 8038 B 3.
HookSafe 1 55— STk A& 52 7 N A% 89 5 & W)
BLH 255 BEF B 5T R 37 BT X B 5 19 1 18] 64T
RR a1 o L 5 VRt A7 30 0F . ELR T 5, HookSafe
HETEL T AT 40 A 45 B T 5 A5 A IR B bk SR S
FHTELAT AN T 19 7 20 8 5 ok £l ) bk 0 17 o
], X 7E A0 % A A AR KRy 38 25 )L AE $AT B
HookSafe F i [n] % X £8 550405 /Y9 1352 I, T X T 5
EAE N2 8 8 908 H B A Hypervisor, Hf Hyper-
visor 474 . B2 HookSafe I % A 45 B
A B i 3 it O R R 40 A A B B (AR =
F , B IE M K AE. HookSafe B — 4~ A & 2 A fE Xt
LKM(Loadable Kernel Module) #4173 & /537

e LKM 4§ P A B B ] gt SC ik [ 28 ] 4 A1t
T TR B AL A N R R T R T
LR %% & 9 Hypervisor (Barrier) ¥ 4t 19 N 7 B
LTI REXT N % i S DL K 3l 38 e i B i A7
iy bk 5 (] ol 2 A A5 AN (] 8 B B AL AN [ ) 3l ik s
(). EI5 A7 I FUA 24 1 A5 B r 72 b ik = ) Y 00 3R A
R H BB S ) bk s TS a] g7 ). 7R T B
AN [v) 3t ik 2 1) B A 52 ELA LI S 8 A ) i
BLAH o B RS T 9505 5 SC %) i i) 7 0] 45 i) B 0] 3 4 )
Wr. 0 9E 30 o 5 A BB AR 4 51 A5 A) L A2 HURCHE. AH T
HEHRIZITRERA 3 A Barrier A BN
Tt s Barrier fg e 7 LKM 28 828 N4 i Ja) 5 If:
HARGE T PRI ML 680 X % SR B . %5
FAEAR RS B4 1 S A R MEBE L PRI T Y
AR 1 5 B (B R B R iZ T R R 2 & T PC
Bl IF HAPEALE] LB E A 5 3 e

iR 3T Hypervisor ) NAZ 52 BRI 7 % n]
JA45 0 3 26 5 1 2= A Hypervisor ) N A7 1 1)
PEALT O 3 3 A% i A B 22 8040  H 4l HookSafe. %
K EFH EPT g SPT £ 5 A RR 15 & A &=
SRR BN AF 5 K. X AR AT 3% AL Hypervisor
TER BOAT A A RE XS IX Se BOHE FEAT B 0 (H R X 2R 7
FX TS M YA RERAE. 55 2 22 IEAE
B IE N BB 1T, KT S, e NICKLE, Xf
N AZ 0 RO 54T 52 1 85 Oy 508 78 I 280 s 44 B
TR T B R, e N AR = R CE R AT
PAT. X FETE A S AT He AR I, I 25 B A )
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Hypervisor H. {HJ2X 277 FE e KA A & S AN RE B )
return-oriented ZE T 1Y) rootkits, 3 H. X 2 ¥t A
RE R TG 3l S B B . 55 3 202l K N A
SRR T U= N 15 I N T 91 R 1 A o 1
Barrier. % & K 1R 2 0 A ik A N A% 3 2502 )
FHNAZ R S Al 9 2 He an s 245 m] i e B, %2
FEAUfE G T LKM X Linux N # 52 % M 19 &
Jily o 5 ELRE £ 5 B B A TR B .
4.1.2  PifoBREE PR E RGN R ol

148 Apps BRI B8 IS B #R1F R 98 N B AT
IS BC AR TR R L IR BE b % R UL N B
1) GOS By i 2%, Btk Sy O 47 30 72 i £5odis A
P HRAE R G0 B A i Y A B e, v AR 3 R K
51 DUAR BRI AT IR LA K D R R R R
3B Ao 0[] — 3 R A 37 PR S A (] Y ik 2 () % T
RGEHNZEMA A XS 4. L1 5P RP N
PR 56 B Pk ) 52 1 AL A St [8) 2 22 4. T 2 o
A5 8] FH P 200 B5H B 3 S AR R DR 2 L AT DA
s LA PE AT DR A B8 B A AT PR B
AR B H h 2 1) AT PR R RIE R IB AT TE AN 2
P AZ S ) BRI b D5 ) = AL DU s i A A B
T R M Bk A (] U7 R AR L 4R J5 7E Hypervisor
M MEHE T R G0 % 1 BRIVE 8 19 &8 4 3R w47 N AE
Vila].

Overshadow ™ F| i T 5% F U R ML % 7 5
f& 3% Hypervisor i) SPT WAETFE LK 5) , % &4~
BERRLE R WU 7 DU 23 0l N R G T K (system
shadow) 1 i F 5% 1 & (application shadow). i i
T AN BT 43 3 1) P A% R R P A R B S B
W SCHC . B8 U Overshadow #2487 P E 2 1 1T
FAB P AR A B s RAEAE— 0y B SORE SO 3)
B4 . X #E Overshadow BE#E A B B 11 18 17
B GOS X Apps fURD HCHE LK 27 47 i 55 15 S0 A0 it
. Overshadow 1% 3 200 & 2 0 g % #:4E X5 GOS
B AT LR GOS [ W% AT 18 2. o PR AIE 2 72
JA B % 4, Overshadow 5] AT shim #L . gt HL
3 BE W8 1330 HE FE A GOS Z [a] U 4 il 22 4. {H 2
Overshadow FFARERT 1k GOS X F P R B #k 4 7
SLOCRIMBR. 53 4b, A AN AR g2 T GOS H
RE V7 IR % 3C, Kl 72 3 a4 SO 28 8 N o] 1 8 Ak B
LR R B G, P AR S B RO
NIC (Network Interface Card){% 3 5| #h 3 W 4% o,
Overshadow ¥ 55K i 8 B B 195088 i %5 )5 1% 34 45
GOS NI 1/0 Gide . 38 J5 GOS W ¥ A iy

B SURE B 2 B 45 4 Sl E NIC 5 & 3 Hh K. X
FE SR AS 3 A B 2 8 ST A8 18 SR I A X %
R AT 4.

HT#RERGENIT NS TR K HE®RA
AEEMEE AR E WG BT,
Ink Tag " 42 H T —Fh 3 F U101 28 4 HE AL, 3 i)
AR H % A I E GOS AT K . R TE R 76 2% &
GOS # L 595 % 4> i $h 17 HAP (High-Assurance
Process). InkTag B K $& 5 7 3% F 2 & 1 4k 19 5
IF (para-verification) ¥ il , iZ #L #l 51 H] GOS H
Hypervisor fil Apps $2iL5UE B 517 8 B 15 B A%
TR X AR KR E [ #&ifk T Hypervisor %k GOS 17
N E Ze V. InkTag f& % T Overshadow f{) shim
JEUAEL M) T 08 P A DD 4 Y o B v X HAP /Y |
T SCHEAT R T A N A DR AT 58 B MR A A AL
PEORP. BRICZAh TR A7 i #2 b InkTag FRA T
GOS X} HAP 7 17 % {H B8 240, X A HAP B9 #5
il Vi 52 B PR LA 2 B GOS IR, InkTag JF A K
Iof HAP $dis /A0S 5 GOS B8 &5 /4 BIL ) i 42
T T B R Y U ) 45 L] Cattribute based
access control). T X FAL I . AT AT 2L R I
BEE AT HAP {9 U ) 45 i 5 B D SO 1 B
PEAN S8 B AR A 3R A S {H Ink Tag 5 2 X GOS
PEAT B, Rl X HAP SR AT S e 5 (i H 3
FRlBR ARG . XA & W RSB
PAHE. 746, InkTag 1 5 Overshadow — £ 1)
A B DLW B A 9K S A1 HAP 2 [l 4 faf fi# ke B
SCHNE SCIR) . e o s 248 W & InkTag 77 B
2 GOS WERZ 5. X h DoS M 24t T ¥l e
W GOS W BB 26 6 5 B % % 245 Hypervisor, [ i
Bl AT GOS 5 Hypervisor 28 B # 1, 8K T
Hypervisor i Xk 1) AJ fiE-

TrustVisor® & —A4~% A 1y Hypervisor, & F|
FAAE 14 HE U1k 09 48 P Al TPM (Trusted Platform
Module) Jy ot 7 A1 P9 A% 42 41 — 4~ Bl 0 19 38 17 30 5
2 & PALs (Pieces of Application Logic). X~
B AIAET B 58 BE % O IR HE N B0 B 5E R 1R R B
PE. TrustVisor A WA 5 H s« fE 0% X 0 i 72 1)
OB RS 2 4T 4l kL B A LR B s Hypervisor Y
AR E AR /I, ] DL 5 gk 47 8 AR B0k X AR K
B Hi /N T TCB. Iso-XP Fl Intel [ SGXP¥ 0 HR 4t
FHT el iy SEREL. LB 8 SR AT PR B 1 Bl S 2 R 2
o A5 A 4 E PR B B T BT DU R g R )
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Sk 36 100 22 4 fUR Y [ FH (security sensitive
application) & fit |7 — A~ 4 $4T M 5 (AppSec).
AppSec BE 14 I I AR 7 19 2 AR 3 F P iy R A
BAE AN AL BB X 5 InkTag F) A 17 7] 42 il
PRAP SO ) SBAR R AL AppSec Y 3 A>T B HE T2
(1) ) P B s AL B 1k P 5 2 G884 28 B 1 B4
POB R NAZAEAR s (2) /45 T — A TR AR B 1
RYGE. AR GRG0 O A g R AR ASD
it HA Z R4 9 R CRr R AR BE A2 U5 W) 21 B B 7 11
HE R s (1D FI(2) By HT$E 2 1/0 B4 38 3h il X
window k5518 177E — i BB L I R G
(3) Overshadow il AppSec & 51 A T % 4N 28 7%
Ff . H& Overshadow H 7 )5 8l i xf I 7 72 % 19 58
RAMEVEAT 1 50k JF BOA 1E 13 47 X 3k 5 ) A5 i
FPEHEATIR 3. AppSec RE % 15 iz 47 I 38 3 77 6 1
Hypervisor H ) i A {8 4 3 5 ) 25 8 e 72 )y A7
B AiE PR UE T Sl A 4 PN B

258 AR AR AppSec i K B8 U Wi ik
Hypervisor ICSZ 04 1z 3 72 19 o w45 2 (A
AETE T SCISIED . Ry fiff D2 R) 8 3% T SR AR 3B AT I
AN HIFEFF B AR g A 5 b R S8 T 24
BERSZ R AE B, 2 GOS WAZ R 2 R 37 N AF
TUHEAT VIS » AppSec £/ GOS i 7 Huhik /& 75 18
7 2E R 25 7 W9 U5 R0 51 L 22 9. 3R sk B 1 A
FHE T B A X 7 A B AT MERE BT
Overshadow # InkTag HF&. HiE. X1E—E KR E
B JEE PR UE ECE R LA . R S AR R 2
AppSec X AT X 53 A [7) 25 48 98 T 2L B2 AR B &% 42
FHZ B0 H R AR 1 A X T ] 45 3] 52 0 4
FEAE TE 1Y V7 0] 50 ' R W E AT P
4.1.3  EMPLA A (VMD

VMI AR C @l #) Z A, 4 Amazon
FiI Citrix XenDesktop. Hypervisor F] FH EfIHL B &
A A7 (6 GOS PR AT o AT 45 A 23 s
255 ARSI R G (IDS) X 12 R G AT By
P E AR VMI Y #IF 5 3 B 28 9 A J7 T = 2 7
—~ VMI i FHE 48 5 5t xF H & /Y 42 42 gk i #)
VMI $52 A 3k BOAH B A9 8040 - DA 2R A7 &R ¢ B 3.
VMI 4 AR & I Hypervisor 2 48 BCHE AL #Y 15 2.
it SRR G 1 A 51 e Ak D e O ) A R UL
FROLiE L AE R GE ).y 7 5 ik i X
— e, VMI SR HC 3 Mg SRR B 7 25« AR 48 T 42
PR E BRAE RGRYTE UE B 1E GOS FhRHs i 45
AR UEAT 1R Xk 5 Cout-of-band) 5 7 GOS AR s

B BB A5 B 4 A 45 4 £ (in-band) 5 38 1
RS AR T SCAR BN 7 R UL o R I 5 2 9
(derivation) , AR A F 2248, X 3 BB &5 5 i
BT P 0 D7 YA P L 3

LibVMIY" 3@ 15 %7 XenAccesst HE47 9" &, 32
it 7 —E M4 GOS Hl Hypervisor i 398 i 1 i H]
JE. LibVMI $2 it 1 %f Hypervisor 72 3 #F, £
& Xen, KVM #1 Qemu 2, 5 24 §if B e )72 1)
VMI HEZE 2 —. LibVMI (3 31 Jit 2 IS 1] 58 Hb i
/DX Hypervisor A& B, BEWE 15 W b 4R U 7 1 40
HLI N #45 E (Linux 1 Windows) , 3f H N E )2
PR AT APT #2 1 RV R g 5 @ . SCiik[39]
FT LibVMI 42 41t 1 5 046 30 55 F 59 A=A I &
. ARG AN T AL G0 FE KA rootkits I &
GERYAS L I FLRE 8 TR J2 U 6T HE $ULBL PN S B S A
JEUHE CLE B rootkits) 3 AT 52 A I, SCHR 40 15 %
REFUHL B A8 FAR AR T — b mT LUK H B BB A5
BT RAER TR S %00 5 #hk y VMI-PL. ] P #)
FHAZE 75 0T LA J7 (8 b %) 1 AL 09 P9 A7 28080 A5 BT
A7 A LA ST R 2 AT P AR A AE VMI-PL
FHP LA R G PE IR Xy 17 FH 3 A 5040 =8 1 A B
Ui = 2R, T X = 2R E VMI-PL A A] Bt
B P REAUHIL A A B R AT PRI, s m] DLOR H g A
i iy DA B SRR AT . (H 2 VMI-PL A 1 BE 461 #E
AR PEREMAE 35 1824,

FEMAL B B BEAR S o BOIE R 0 I 2
RTKDSM"Y | Fi B F BUIE T. 2 Volatility® fif g i
S ) ) A, A T T R S BIL ) PN AR A B A
Bk A 5. 78 RTKDSM H £ 7 9 Ff B =X 3
VMI 52 F W 8 =X 38 ] VMIT By — A4~ %
REFUALAN T VM Jst 5 /2 48LATL A 8 ) 5 30 F A7 32
Y, iy s 5 A5 22 ) Hypervisor FI EPT 513230 4
A BRI i P UEER 96 AE & A T 0SB A% S B g VMIT
BUTRIAT . AH I 1% T 28 02 55 T SO PR 4P HL ] i s 45 1Y)
X GO IR B 32 W 4% 00 P H R I s
I 2 A A e 7 A AR B R PR RE B AE.

6 JE I &5 T Hypervisor i B4 i
RIHEZR . Hypervisor WYL 2R GE 7 003K
SE BV I UEASE B 5 R 438 1 A B DL R R UL 4 5D
M7 T EERE S Rl T BB AT R A
PLIEAT W 45 AR R I L IF 1l 4 5 1DS ., 2 A%
BAT R RGE W R FEAT W B 4. X 287

@  An advanced memory forensics framework. https://github.
com/ volatilityfoundation
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ZAEAE X GOS Y% 20& B s A5 - (H Ak RE L FE L
i 2t — 2 B AR, 74, Hypervisor B B (19 % 4x [n] 8
RINMLLZ &

Applications Applications : . 3

(o] o] [

! TR |

Guest OS Guest OS 3 [CIINE

iR oak

VM VM |

—————
ypervisor y TCB

K 6 #:F Hypervisor ) OS Bjj $ HE 22

4.2 Hypervisor & f iU & £ R

4.1 I BB E R GOS 1 Apps A 2,
IEBA ¥ WAL B 5 1 BUE (Hypervisor 4§ AL
O A4 B 5 AN N, ik oy B R Rk
RE DL Z 8] 52 22 42 B #5109 O LR UL A BB X IS J2
) Hypervisor #47 B IR, VMI £ AR ££ 2 F) A F5 4L
B E BN RGN X GOS AT HAE #R B
Sy, SR . BL 4 Hypervisor #i 4 # R # Z 1 C 14
R Wk A B 0 L 2 A ) H 35258 @

B X5 R AL BB 142 4 U, 2 R = IR 5% 4
L8 K R BB T 40 T 0 7 2 e SR 33X AN Y
gy Pk TONE i Hax ROy i HagB e e A
A (8 U il % T B e 50 AE B IR AT 2R TG RE R
1. RO RESUAL B B 1 22 A In) @, B SR BT
RE AL TCB G 2 Bt 1w AR ) 79 36/ A g 4046
H & 58 8 R4 S D7 T
4.2.1  WwWoNBEmE

Yo & AT DL 3 7R = 7 & 5 R AL B 4 X
Hypervisor FUEEAEL #4725 Ak Hypervisor &
Yli 75 i 09 55 — 38 B 4k Hypervisor Fl A S5
A E R s w2 A )2 0 B KU Sk .
Hypervisor it 5 fifi 2 58 1Y 1 98 8RB 2. AU
Wi, g1 T Hypervisor X i {4 %t 5 i 47 4 22 A 43
e HE AL 22 A Hypervisor #EA7 41 % 1Y 52 .. 4R
1 28 H. B8 22 52 3 Wt i) Al REPE A0 8. M 48 D4k, B
FEFAALEE A ) Hypervisor ff 32 22 J51 5 (80 %6 Lk )
FETURRRA 1/O 3R I 0F 50 4 10T i 22 3t
fE 7 — Pl 5 AT B /NS 1 A e T Y R AR R 4
), H R A2 b Hypervisor AU i A1 1
AL JZE 1 25 18 DL 20 % P g P15 Hypervisor 1Y
L.
1 Xen HE AL ZE 4, Rp AU (Dom0) A P 4>
UIHE - B A BEHURN R SAMLAE 2. 78 58 iR SUPLAE B 2
£, Dom0 i i #h Wl 5 (foreign mapping) ¥ H

FH P B RE SULAIL Y A A7 D0 B S 31 | B 25 ] o, X (A
A P R 55 1 (AU 5 0O 19 DomO W] 4 it 1
AR B e R AL B Bk Ak PRI Sy T B Ok
DomO X H & g LA T By IR , SCik (42 42 1
4 Dom0O MREFIML)Z 1 TCB o Bk, % T & £ h
BB T 3 MM e n s T B (T A
N V& A W 44 1 RS & A8 BT &
N T REAUALER B 22 42 19 AT #1858 . Dom0o R
REVT 7] ] DomU #y % {5 B (Bk DomU % 4 45
Dom0 y P AF KR Z 50 . )R Z .24 DomU il [ £
5 R D S 2 X SO AT S R IR L AR S A
TTECHE U 1) s B Lk AR B R ik AL X T AR B N
17 W B Hypervisor 5 il DomO F& AR . 1 51 .

TrustOSV-Y [l £ 41 XF Xen fE4L, 5 76
FUERAE— AT PAT PR B 1% T 58 AR R A )
L 98 /0 HE UL TE 3 47 I XS Hypervisor (8 47 % 52
H, T80 Hypervisor 808 & RE LI L2 5
BEL1E N EB D3 A P R LU Y N A7 A 15 55 v 53
WO, S S B H B — 788 3 P R L 2 i
TrustOSV 75 2% RE UL A B 46 AR 285 2547 I8 R 56 i
B PR As 47 19 2 F P U Y KE UL, SR )5 TrustOSV
SR JH B8 990 4 TG %) 5 et o B0 AR 90 P P R B A DAL
TrustOSV 42 {ij ¥ CPU #.L» Ccores) Fl N 47 43 iT
% R A BL. BE IR TR 4y BC ML R D TR AL S
Hypervisor B H 238 5., 9820 T Hypervisor #§ I
FHL . TrustOSV #Y BT I8 9 53 FiC 5 W BE 4 By 1L B5
Sy 1) A5 K ALY Cache Bifi. TrustOSV 1 55
— MR T AR R R IR 55 . BEAR I P
(YRR [l R4 2R, S ik 3 H 19 =, TrustOSV %
A 5 R 28 45 ELALH] T2 A T — A NIC(E 4
PR GO BT 58— W 48 B 5% . TrustOSV YA
UEAKHS T Hypervisor Hr A ACHE. 2% 77 22 R 4 A7 9
EFLH| (memory lockdown) £ {IF A% P ) 58 4 4, {H,
J2 Qi) S S R R BRSO B 4 R BB BR
Iz 5h . %5 Hypervisor 42 {125 DA E AR B ) K4 m]
RE A M A E 5 DA R B Y AN ] P 3 P AS BE B DR IE.
e HE R, TrustOSV i i & i GOS i 3¢
R G AR UE#E B 1/O B 22 4 A8 I A PR GIE M 4%
1/O dhs 1) %2 4.

TrustOSV H 2/ 7% P ERIYLS Hypervisor

@ Black Hat: Mind Your Hypervisors, Says Security Researcher

(Eduard Kovacs). http://www. securityweek. com/black-hat-
mind-your-hypervisors-says-security-researcher, 2014, 8, 8
@ Hypervisors the clouds potential security achilles heel
(Steven J). http://www. zdnet. com/article/hypervisors-
the-clouds-potential-security-achilles-heel /2014, 3,29
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(¥ 58 H. . i NoHype!* " i\ Hypervisor () 32 % Hi
2Py U RS % VR Ve 1 S N Y % 17 o VAN N A
F. Ktk . NoHype B ### 4> Hypervisor Mz R 1k
V- & th A BR. NoHype FI R £ 1) i UL FREPE
A4 B A5 AT W BB B AN B3 E. 3X FEAE NoHype #E
Zeh g g AL AT DL 2 U7 0] 658 . H LE R AL A
B BB B F AN I Y Hypervisor 58 BUAE
G A0 2 8L AL PR 43 il NoHype #5687 B SIALZ
[i] ) BE PRI = B A i AL B N2 9 CPU ULl
PN XA 1 1) T RS AR 80 40 i e 7 21 1 AR
AR L TrustOSV S2 3R B ) 11 i€. NoHype
TR EAZ . KK T Hypervisor 114
RIS IS N C: A WO Y C AR ER S N P
7 LA R 0Lk Y S A T X T W A i Fl GPU
B R AU 3 7 25 1l B B X T R 40040 o= T A B A
FIZR (3D) B4 A 7 480 1) % 77 R A Bl . NoHype
WARA I I R FE.

NOVAU & BT 9 4 4% 1 AR, SR 43 T — b
/N RE ARG I HE SR T — A RE R L
BeIt IR AR GIE A9 AT fE BB £ NOVA i1, {2 48
i) Hypervisor # #f 43 4 A [] i 155 B, 32 284 0 7
43 : Micro-Hypervisor . {2 43 X 45 % (root partition
manager) UL & P 2 VMM (Virtual Machine
Monitors) F1 ¥ £ 9% 3y, H ' Micro-Hypervisor i&
F17E CPU root B A% J2 - A I 55 408 LA gE 752 )
Xz 4778 CPU root A M F 2. X 13 NOVA
TEBE 5 4 A PE Y [a) I AR T IR )2 4 1Y 02 0 R
NOVA 44> fig LA A — A2l Sz /9 - VMM
HERRE 55 2Z 0 W 3 5 R 1 358 B 5 AL R B o A T B
H7E— A7 A s b i TR R g L R R s
FATE M P a3 8] 6 T DMA Yoy s HaE 2 m 3 5 &
(¥ HE S L. L AE . NOVA B F KURE 1 15 7] 42 11 . f
1A R A e 3 A AS (6] 1 7 ) BB & A 85 B AR 4
AR AL 0 A d5c /NRRAL L By 1E 1 HEE DT 1)L (H NOVA
i/ Hypervisor B 7 A9 [A) 4231 36k 7 Hypervisor
ZhRE . I HAEZ P REAUBIL S5 R H I (VM_EXTT)
AL E Y CPU B3, i 75 Z D) 4 CPU (11217 %
B, 7358 s NOVA K38 53 J5 K Hypervisor (2 REFE
GBI 2 3k FO N s 1 X s A B T
] 5 e I AR AR B[R] B 75 2 B 4 3K 2l S R
HTEE RS HEEZE.

CHRLAT-A8 R4 X KVM & &, % %
AN [F) 3t S0 kg 004k 2 AT B B B9 NOVAL T
B # B X KVM /A% 3E 17 0 #1. SCik [47 ]

(HyperLock) $#2t T — % 4 | F& B /) Hypervisor
iz 17 55, HyperLock i i3 X} Hypervisor [/ 5% %
e AT 250y o (A5 15 A S BL AR X I — > 57 B AT
i) KVM B A (shadowed KVM) , 1 H 7E X 4~ 7t 57,
8 I A bl 25 1] b R AT A BR Y 4 4. SCk[48]
¥ HyperLock 1) KVM &Il A 3 17 5 57 el it . 4%
KVM 538 1 BB oy - AR Fe AL 2 KVM Ga 1776
J2) FIE R KVMGEITHE N A% 2D . %7 B
Rl KVM 3EAT S0 4 o 445 454> kg U HL AR 90 A7 —
ANl ST A IR AL KM 52 48] 56 180 T 78 0 4004k 2
fE . 00T B ik Uk B o JBARL, X 5 NOVA iy
VMM S Al— . H 02 58 i ik = 8] B e b et
R 7E— A~ AT 42 90 BT PN 1 BORR A 4> | o I S o A
1 R U0 55 vy AR AR A 2y 3 = /N Y R R AL
KVM 5¢ . 33 75 F 8 B0k ) R BRI T Hyper-
visor [ A] {7 5. H & IX 28 7 2/ L X KVM 1y
HEAT ROWR B B ek 3l L O BB KVM g A5 7% 0l 21
Jas (] — S MERE R HAB I 2% ) iy AE.

SCHRLA2 Tl g R AU CGE L R 50 R BLE 2
(1) TCB 5 AT 98/ Hypervisor # Yot it 7] G
PEFNBIT 1EFEAE S 2 7 ke 40 LB 19 57 B 22 2.
TrustOSV #448 B R 4t iz 47 18 43 BC 1 B A 9% 9
wh I Ho g ik 2 kg UL S Hypervisor 19 22 H. By 1k
PP Hypervisor B 3. L4k TrustOSV
PR AL T B AR AN DGIE 19 ik 55 . A
FURIE B 4L T & 1% 2. 5 TrustOSV A 2K
2l fH NoHype & M BE 5 1) 1 B i &, BB T
REFUAL )2 ¥ % 7 HE U HL B4 G847 A T4 TE 174 A 4
BEE b H S BT B BE AR R AU SRR A 2 A
73 NoHype iy B HEE4ERFE BB )2 K. NOVA 5
i 3 A5 EAAE  NOVA Z X i I ALHE SR 4T 1
FOFT BT R R A% A JEAR OB R SUAE 2 3 S
SHMMA B L. T HyperLock i i3 % KVM
HEAT RGBS 1A B 5 NOVA K119 H 1. NOVA
HyperLock fifi 13 i #AHL A BE B 4% Xt Hypervisor i
Fr¥ti. IF 5 B AL R — A P 2 1 R S AL
BRI B TR R R NS EA S
7.
4.2.2 Hypervisor 5¢ 8

H1 7 Hypervisor i T M AL 1Y 5 i 2 - 12 58 1
P B B A R AR 22 4 () I o Bt 7 T I ) e
J& — TE A2 B 2. 8K T s 0 B0 T S e o8 4 IR
UERE AL 2 19 22 42 Rt o7 S 4R Ak 22 AL R O 4
Hypervisor HJ4 4.
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A5 3 g 96 4R IE Hypervisor Jif 8 () % 4>
M AR JE Hypervisor 32 47 B (14 g W £ 4 &5 )52 i 41
B. fIE Hypervisor iz 17 I (1 % 4 fe A 30 B
(14 97 3 Bt A 3F Hypervisor 38 17 I 1) 52 %& 1 , HLHE
R LI 7.

’ Applications ‘ ’ Applications ‘ :
| SRR
Guest OS Guest OS !
VM VM !
Hypervisor+ KRS\ IN -3 AR5 ‘ 3
, TCB

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Kl 7  Hypervisor [1) 58 % P {7 5 HE 42

HyperCheck™ fil HyperSentry™" 3% F 5¢ % 4
Bk iy 7 2, S R IE Hypervisor A gl 5L 2, B
0 rootkits T4, HyperCheck $244t 7 —fp 3L T8
T4 B 1 Hypervisor 58 % PR IAE 22, F| H] SMM
X 2 B8 A A F AT A a i VR DRI SRSl 5 NIC K
AEEIE K 3% 45 i B 08 o B IR 55 4 3k AT 20 B (B
PIAF AR BBORE o). S 7 3 T 35 IR B oA A 1) B8
HyperCheck $i i fif B £F 5 & 1 % f7 8% 19 7 &
B 1k X #% D1 -7% 4k 2% i (copy and change attack) [fij
BIBCR 1R B CAF A7 4 B0 UE B ) 451 4n 3 o 5 AN 2
A Hypervisor [ 513 , i /& i 15 2 CR3 %%
A AE A DA — AN BT 0 T 3. 32 i 40 AT AR 55 4 3 0 X
A PR IR0 M T 35 Hypervisor #5858 4 . [ B A1)
FHH7 ML ] Cout-of-band) Wi I X NIC % £ i) DoS
Bt G i 8O A8 Bk Jr v, S8 Bk S k45 A E 75
Ly Hypervisor H B filt & . 33 3 4] A] B A7 75 4 08
i s BIVEE 52 48 1 56 UE 22 i il 7 45 B H I el IR

i HyperSentry™" #& T4 %}i24 7 Hypervisor
SEAE PR B B RR B i AE 2. 5 HyperCheck 4 b,
HyperSentry 34 F] ] PCT ¥ 4% . 1 52 R 1 5 AF
AAFRY T 3 X A ALE R B T Hypervisor, BE % %)
Hypervisor iR 1 HE S50 45 25 1 98 17 B A 19 L 5
IR F) 56 B P 8 . HyperSentry i K #9637 2 F
HEEF & 0 (IPMD BB fbh % B 8 #:4E . B 1k
Hypervisor [ F BC i R 78 . DA i 3 B 45 Bk e o5
HyperSentry #f lt HyperCheck 55 — @l 3 J& 2 i T
F 08 PR Y BRI 4 4 T 5w R v R R AR
I A5 BAE fih & SMIM 2 4E B % P g SUBLAE 817
A5 ar 5E %t Hypervisor 553k

HyperCheck #1 HyperSentry H 52 X% Hypervisor
8 e S Bt B R AT DR A IR S BB B B 3h 2 B il

Fn R Bd. BTN %45 & HookSafe 1y A1
XF gl 25 Bl EAT S A B i M Ah AT HER A T
SMM #Liil, 281 SMM £ 8 5 1 s B - M fig 2 1
WL T 2 — s £ SMM 5 VE B i B2 R 45 r 1
) CPU #%.0 s HBEVIIM) 4 GB Z N YY) BN A7, X 45
RESUALHE S R T B ORI Y RE L AE.

TE 4. 1.1 5 R A5 B S B AR DR 1 T A
fifr, 58 B 3k R BE PR IE X Hypervisor Ji BE# &
B 38 5% (B ARBE BT IE T AR SR, X itk HyperSafe™
PEH T AEREAS A A R YL B X Hypervisor (Type-1)
P 5E BEVE R B PR3P J7 58 OR 5 1AHT Y BCRE ).
HyperSafe $2H} T P OCHEE AR 8 AT # S8 30 1 N A7
1€ PL | (nonbypassable memory lockdown) #l 5%
FR B8 51 2 5] (restricted pointer indexing). 1 JG4&
AN A SR 5 1) A BUE DL PR B Hypervisor B4R
it 0 25 B i A BB 9t B . — L O T B A AT AT X
XA U R 7 2 5 Al . T iR B A A Ok X
Hypervisor B BEAT 18 B sl 5] A SRR ACHS | 3% 2
7 M HyperSentry 5 28 0 i) A4 RS 58 B P Of 57 4L
il AR A GE 3 1) N AF BiE AL PR IE T hypervisor
PR P S8 B 1 (L 42 ) 20 4y A% A7 T - B804 1l i
BiRe. i T AR BIUE MU DT AN B R 0 3 T T 3 %K
P4 HyperSafe 12 5 5046 8 € 1o AL H H i
24 2 A B % e B4R £ &R 51 (restricted pointer
indexing). MXLLR 5 {H & i 2§ P47 Hypervisor
T A% 3 0 AT It . 3 9 A0 8 PIAT A 1) T e P IR
12 VR Z N AN AT S8 5 /Y N 77 B A A2 BR A 98 41
KHIRIE T Hypervisor 42 il i i 58 % 1. {H 3 &
HOR VLI T A% 53 AT 30 O 7 S e BT
JE TR Y T B 4R R T R A S R AR R
FRAE.

SV R U, X S T 58 T2 R 5 o S8 R T R I T
Bk & B4 %) Hypervisor B X5, il 40 rootkits I
i A A R AT DMA B4 22855, HyperSentry
e HyperCheck & B Z 4076 3 F 1 688 45 B9 48 7%
tb an IPMI. LAPIC LI K 1 6€ it %% ( performance
counters). fH 2 B ATTMI & # A H T 68 14 9 DMA 4§
PEX) Hypervisor B A A7 3EAT 94l 95 DL, X o I
R A R AL T AL FE T EA IOMMU g
fRAE R U 5 22X TOMMU 3 17 e i 5 B8 98 X
Hypervisor # ik %5 [8] #1797 7). HyperSafe 70 iR
T HyperSentry il HyperCheck A& J& ., fE % B 37
return-oriented 28 B i) ki, {H HyperSafe ) 5 443
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B o 2 AT AR S B3, RGP A
4.3 AREEMURETHZEBHI

4.2 9 FZAE P AE R I Hypervisor 58 B P Hil
Ul /N Hypervisor (14 Bk 113X P A4~ J5 167 B 3 K
I BEHA & Hypervisor )4 42, Hypervisor {j9K fF
FEE 4 T W F0 e 55 M. Ik, 78 Hypervisor A W] {5
(16 0 T Q] PR E kg FOLBIL Y 22 4 D) Jed A5 0 o B L
4.3.1 T RR s AL Y B 4

EA Rk v AP P 3 p N R S A1
T N A 25 B (memory deduplication) #L i 5
TR T3 — R 7 P g BB AL =2 ) 11 ol s S e
Hypervisor 4845 (1 , T 7 A 7] 5 19 g #0046 R 55871 [7]
— W) FRAIL N K AL 2 (] %) B 5 P M LA ORAIE 3 7T g
S AL AR EOHE S 2 30 ) 4 o O AR
S5 B S I I 9 B R R R A SR A X
ML EAT 2 A b s o R 28 18] 8 fv 7. 78T 8
Hh S PN A R PP E S A BRI L 1 42 A A S
R ) N AE.

’ Applications ‘ ’ Applications ‘
Guest OS Guest OS
VM VM
’ T REME I Hy pervisor ‘

[# 8 Hypervisor X [ 4L Z (8] P 77 B 25 HE 52

BESX Hypervisor [)4 42 sl AR ME B 37, H = 4
AT PR BT A SR /N A R AR ME IS Y R 4 BF 5 2%
4 Hypervisor HL] CiE D F1 5 (2 ) ST 53
5 LA R AR B R ALY %2 42, 3 F 11k Cloud Visor™ ™
TR TR R SR AR A B RE ) 43 B L 3 W N
AL AT R 4. CloudVisor J5 % F 2 A P DTk
I i 2B M DL 1 AR K 5% 9050 A8 L0 AL R 42 o Rl 2 5
PR T AT oUE Y R B HLBE 25 AL . Cloudvisor
FI I #% & Hypervisor™ Pl ¥ £ 4 Hypervisor
TR B 25 K )2 1/ i i 8 Hypervisor, 3X A FR
il T4 % Hypervisor X} i # AL % U8 1) B 42 Vi ).
CloudVisor il i ¥ % e i) g UAHLAY VM_EXIT A H
FEMEE Y, XA CloudVisor 5t 1] L A% 3K fE 81 H11
54£4; Hypervisor B32H.. 78 I3 #2 H . Cloud Visor
i RAH SR BT IC R A0 LA J5 2 2 A i g AP
SH AL PRI 32 12 G5 1) Hypervisor. Cloud Visor 2

TR R AL LA S g AL S Hypervisor Z [1] f§
B3 E 43 TE DT T B R O A 9RO I e 3 2R AR IE — > Tt
mREEEE T — 1T B Bk Z 4h, CloudVisor [R
il Hypervisor Xf fE ##HL EPT & 1 5357, By 1k %
Hypervisor 7 Jx T J& 3 M — 19 J5 . CloudVisor [d]
&Y T Overshadow i % #L 1 , 78 Hypervisor H
I BB EPT R, R i &g 35 EPT AN UC e &
SR N B 2R AT 0 i % T DMA B, Cloud-
Visor W7 IOMMU | H] 1 5 A7 B 25 40 L 1Y
Bl CloudVisor ¥ M #AHLHY N AFE M TOMMU i
R B, 24X 2 Lk i DMA U5 [a) B, ) 2 7R A
IOMMU BT 58 3% . 28 5 2 i Cloud Visor #4748 B,
i X LML Cloud Visor G % {47 K $U AL 19 B 48
AN R AL G . SR T AE R AL b R AL AR
P 5 hypervisor #4738 H. . X i 15 CloudVisor
TE UM 7 R PR RE B AE 8 K. JF H B T+ CloudVisor
FIA TR A2 A — B B3 T M #4164k
P 1 52 2 B N 7 2 4 T i)

5 CloudVisor 25l . SMMUP™ F1 H-SV M9
%) CPU 247 3% $i 47 Ji 52 3R 40 AL 10) 1) Bl 2.
TR BRI AN B TR A2 A E R RS
ff.CPU Fll Cache S {5 H-SVM Jr &% T
CloudVisor HAfF & EHLH . I HET CPU ) SMM
A7 A 2R G S B0 T R AL A T Y B L
H-SVM 5569 i€ 1 N A7 73 Bt (map) FBE I Cunmap)
184 . 1£ Hypervisor #E17 N A7 B, 5 2294
SMM H et , A5 38 2o % 9 B 0 Jg = 1 W A S5 A
REVEAT AR A7 20 L. H-SVM 5% T CloudVisor %
WA I JE 3 1 R ER PL L A OPT & (Ownership
Page Table) it F &Y T 1Y )8 3. 7 Hypervisor
P8 F map 23 BC N AF I, H-SVM 15 S5 i 4 22 4 N 7
) OPT R HWr Hypervisor 3 FLHY Y L U2 7 2
A FE. AR A B DU A PR D) 53 TS 453X 1 M
UL, IR e H g 34 1R AL A 1D, XA R IE T
TP BT RE43 FE 45 — A R AL, H 2 X T R 40
PLZ 18] Ak L HL 5 Hypervisor 2 [A] ) 35 52 Y 77
H-SVM &4t 7 — A 0 it p g il g i &
M= 7E H-SVM i )5 s v A& #I T SMM
1) P 5 1 R AR A R — 2P X H-SVM k47 T
PR 2 i 5 Hypervisor #8471 58 42 i .
{H SMM 9 i 53 2 21 5 WL 9. H-SVM 77 %
Hypervisor fit & 2 58 LA X XF Hypervisor A
&L H A 18 HyperSentry £ 3t B2 B filh & A
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fil. eAh H-SVM H 8 B 6 3 1 12 Yo i - % 4 22
Wi TEREN J7. NoHype "t A FH T B 5 1 JELAR
P R BRAE B S5 BRI AE — > 2l S i 2R . 3
ANTF 9 42 NoHype & X ) B 9% 5 1F 47 40 %6 B 25 5 45
F 7RI M. NoHype AR LA By 1k #5 38 N 7 U5
[0] Fl Cache L2, 34 A DL skE 5 % P 5 480 AL (8] 79 A B
AR

3R T R PN A B R R R R T I Y.
Iso-X"?/FI Intel SGX™ ) 5@ 35 %f CPU #47% 24"
JE B YA DR AFORLEE 45 /31 T B ] (segment) , HAR
PRGN PR R WAL R DR 6 5 6 N #
HERR R . 7E Tso-X Ml SGX 5 v, A4S pE AR 1Y
Hiu bk 25 5] B 3 50 22 A 22 A DCIURTAS 2 4 X3, 31X
B0 X I R Y R g SRR T I E . X R A R
J¥ DL HE A 1 4 AR RS S8R 1 [ 21 48 2 1 ORI
A 22 4 X0 ARG X a3 2 R BN AR 10 T 1R) 25 5| R S
. Iso-X | FHAL & A 1 BE 47 A6 (i) > % 55 A4~ 4 28
AT IE SR H PR XA TSR E T — 1%
4 DX S AR B R P AU 0] B s B X 3K A BT Y
LU ARE 67 3R A7 A 900 o 50 W] DA AR TEAS BT AE X3 1 (0] AS )
TORE . Tso-X At Intel SGX, BB 5 X 42 42 X I,
B TR AT SN A 8GN L 7E SGX rh— B[] 9k 6] 22 00
SERVIEAT B AN A YT R SR Intel SGX FI
52 L RE 98 X B R AT UUE 0 85 45 L By 1k P 5k
T 40 L SORN B B 3k T A SRR 2 AE CPU j A7 i)
Xof A R AT 0 B o T i A G U A S ORI
PEREIARRC K. & X WA 7 R BN G 5
Ui Pedn L & CPU B {8 N Mg AT 2 B B 3, &
F M 85 2.

H-SVM ¥ % 5 CloudVisor iz K ) A [f] &
H-SVM J& 3 TR SC 8. BRIk Z 40, H-SVM %
FUR AL A T 206 1Y IS BORC E 4 1L 1 Cloud-
Visor AN G L B ML Z 8]/ 2=, fH & H-SVM 7
% Hypervisor J& i SMM 1§48 4 % P 47 43 e il
FERGHAT IR 75 B Hypervisor 47— & 72 B 1Y
B, I H il T SMM 9 KA Sl 4 H-SVM [
figkr 2%, CloudVisor i@ 1 # 28 VM_EXIT R 77 %1
Hypervisor i) 2 5 B 7] 58 B kg #0041 22 [ 79 Bl 5.
NoHype $& ik iy J& i S B =22 18] Y 4 3 B 5 o DR o G
LoV . Iso-X il SGX AN [ F H-SVM 4
J5 %8 S 3 W 7 58 04 DR AP ORE B 2 B (] L AR 3P 0 g i H
A [v) B 90 /0 1 A SRRSO DR e i 5 RE 1 M B (H X
PR 7 S A A T R S it T 5 — A B[]

4.3.2 FETF LS 4

B AR B AL LU0 AL BE A S/ B T RE 5
6 » (H N BE S I 3 By 35 9 BRIk TEAL 2 CPU 38
FEyHF o PR S8 AT e T R 119 22 2 0 T M TS
LW CPU Ab B AT s X0t ) 26 2 vk AR AAPE AR
AENGIE. H G #5548 CPU fig % 4 B4 A7 P 19 Jn 4%
Kol W Ty ZEXF CPU BEAT I/ i 5 % 2 9 g, il
A A HLE S BE 1. CPU %2 4 4™ ' Al LIAR 4 3t Ay
= HE AU R B 2 A3 py 0 F B0 B F 199 ] {5 B B o AE 2
Bl OLIEL 9 TR,

’ Applications ‘ ’ Applications ‘

Guest OS Guest OS

VM VM
’ hREM ek Y Hy pervisor ‘
y 38 FH A7 OB S R 50 \

P9 ) F Jon gk e 7 L 9y 2oL T8 o A 2

Bl =5 & R WE SR B T IR G A ] CPU
2 Ay AR REUPLAY &2 4 97 SR i) L2
Cache.TLB A H kb 38 32 4. Bastion™™ F A {3 4k 3
fr 2k insi Hypervisor #8474 B X7 F1 AR #F 2ot O
P& AL RE TR HAL AR B2 (0 S s T DR 4 K S BL Y
PR ERE A ECHE . 7E Bastion SEZE b, N HIFE ¥ 20 W 2
B RSB S B 5. Bastion 7 CPU
i) Cache Fl TLB w47 T ABLHFIS MG Y™ & L R IUE R
A RN ER B RE A2 U5 1) B C 9 £ . {H Bastion
H R A s, OF BN IE T DR 37 8 A4 ) gk
F0RH P ik 2s A] B . Secure MESY 8 %b T Bastion
A, EfE% T Overshadow A B, £ % Hyper-
visor FIE F RSB43 50l 32 B0 R A [m) i s B XL 2
Overshadow 7E {4 | 19 52 38, 1 4b , SecureME i
T TORAL R BEAT I i L R S AN [) i A =22 ) 1) 22
4238 {5 0 4 2. SecureME ¥ i AISE ( Address
Independent Seed Encryption) N 7 fill % & &
BMT (Bonsai Merkle Tree) W4 75 42 , {4 1E 5045 19
BLSE 1 A 58 B M. AISE B8 #5402 8 B 326 % 45 9 0
A1 ma o FJm 2 B X R ) seed s SR 5 RN % G
[y seed 5 4048 53 87 25 4% 3C. Seed Ji M bk Al 57 Y
IF H B 85— WS 2 & R B, T BMT & & %)
AISE fF7ERY . 7€ BMT th KX seed 1 20 i #B 43
AT o8 BEPE LR A T AS 2 % A B0 Al DX sl i A7 R 3.
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SecureME #| fi AISE #1 BMT # & #h 38k /N T 1 fg
1 #E FI 25 (Bl 5 #E. (HJ& SecureME 5 Bastion  —4>
L [E] ke 5 BIHE Hypervisor JUTE T — > F B 1Y 35 58
i TCB 1) —# 47

HyperCoffer® [a] £ #| F§ AISE #1 BMT {§iF
R ADIL N A B L3 1 A e B k. FEIZ T B b N
17 AL A AT (5 19 Hypervisor H i ok . 15
A48 BRSO 1 8 SULAIL X PN AE 1 1 Tl JE R, X
CPU Mg 4L 2547 5 0, 1 XA [6] 1) K L MLAR S 45 7
ANTF A AL 3L p A R R A R SR R X
IO WAL AT 2560 - b B AL X 1/O 42 8l £ & AN
Bl AT R T AEASE SRR 1 25 RT3 T L 58
5 0 52 HL L A AR R AT RE 22 1 Bl Ak T AR IR
. UNARE B L 7E HyperCoffer g 4> i 40 HL
PH B O MHH K. HyperCoffer F| ] K., %f 1 ¥
(seed) HEAT N4 77 4 — K — % 1 pad, 2R J5 I ]
pad 55 PUAF LA Y B A S 57 A % SC. T R I R
P iE ik BMT i Ay 8 58 B BMT 44 (9 4R (root)
TRERBHLES . CPU A B R Kowm 1T
Jnfig 25 F1 BMT {47, Ry 173k 4 CPU F i LA Z 6]
A Y4 . 7E HyperCoffer 5] AT VM-shim #l
il 24 M K AL U) 4 B Hypervisor W), 15 5% H] H
shim #£ Hypervisor Fl [ 8 Hl Z ] f% 328 20 B 1) %
P, T (15 B SUHLAS 75 18 2 B AT 7 HyperCoffer
FiEAT. X TR 1/0, B TE Cache F N AF Z 0] E
117 0 25 45 L R shim AN 75 5 0] 356 286 550 4 38E 17
file % Sk T LA B4 S A B & . HyperCoffer B4
B B Hypervisor £y o a] {5 5 19 — % 43  H 2 51
AR VM-shim HL i 5] #3858 7 7745 5, 9F H VM-
shim 1% 5 i LALE L TR {5, 53 5h . HyperCoffer
FRYTIN ik 5 BE 0% A DR W ASE A B0 2 4 I O N AF R
AEAt B B50HI 0 02 %8 3. H SRS rh AT AR AL B X ) %
1/O [y iP5 5.

Intel B SGX F FH T KL BE B /N (1) P9 A7 A7 37 0L
il 78 4. 3. 1 W 2 &2 3 SGX AL T Fg = Al
il o 3 ) T H5 43 a8 26 AL i HC0E ) B 5. Intel SGX
(89 H R S SRR AR s A7 TIOLE — 1 B 8 R A T B B v
MK AT IR i CPU A7 R, 17 525 340 R
Ui I SCBRES A 5 o S AR X B e 2R AT A 8 A B Ak
T RE M. AESCRRL64 TR, B 5T i s 7 Windows
RGP —4 SGX I FEH T SGX £ K,
DL ORIIE I 2 3 BB 10 28 4 3K 02— IR SGX
UNVE SOES: U oani 2 )

Bastion #l1 SecureME i i 1& 2t Hypervisor, 3f
S5 WEF2 A g R S BN R FULAIL PN P ASE B A g A 1Y
47, B8R Bastion il SecureME #f Hypervisor /E 4
H & TCB [ —&B53 HIE X WA 77 2 #8% Hypervisor
WAL TR HLH]. HyperCoffer B R ¥ Hypervisor
HERR £ H. TCB Z 4k, A Jj&2 HyperCoffer 5] A T
VM-shim #L# 3 H AR A0 502 i UL, FERT 4 5%
{2 K ADAIL A A8 18 #8128 e RN P A 1 # 0 mT A 9.
AKX T R & A TRk I dF 19 )5 5824 Hypervisor
FUE LI GOS #AME R TCB ) —# 4. Intel 1y
SGX IE &t T itk B 19 o R FH A8 4 AL i £/ 3k i LA
TR HERR B9 & 4 R PR B Bastion il SecureME B
/N SGX AAUAE AT 1 B B AL %) 22 42 F 3R 22 42 i AR
5 B AT 23 L 0T BRI s AL ) xk Bt AT B
% PR UEBCHE B AL VR B W) B . H g SGX
FIM T % M Cache HLHI . ¥ % 2 A AE T EPC
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Background

Cloud computing using the virtualization technology
dynamically organizes the physical infrastructures to build
shared resources pools for providing elastic cloud services in
the data center. The benefits brought by cloud computing
model include but are not limited to: reduced support and
hardware needs, relief of the burden for IT management,
universal data access with independent geographical locations,
and less environmental impact etc. Cloud customers or users
lease the resources in form of virtual machines. So in this
multi-tenancy mode, virtual machines belonging to different
customers while running at the same server, which poses a
great challenge to the security of virtualization technology. If
no appropriate security solutions are proposed, this flexibly
computing paradigm could become a huge failure. In recent
years, there are various state-of-the-art research works that
focusing on virtualization security, include hypervisor-based
isolation and

virtual machine protection, virtual machine

access controls etc. These researches have gained lots of
achievements. In this paper, we systematically summarized
and analyzed these research works. In this survey, we firstly
analyzed the existing security threat in virtualization software
stack of cloud computing. And then we assessed the advantages
and weaknesses of these research works in detail. In the last,
we discussed the security threats that have not been addressed by
these existing research works and gave suggestions for the
future work.

Currently we focus on virtualization software stack
security, including hypervisor integrity protection, virtual
machine introspection and virtual machine isolation.
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promote the security and applicability of cloud computing,

and meet the government’s demand.



