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Can we work from the original data and change the
digital evidence at crime scene?

Da-Yu Kao®

Abstract

Law enforcement agencies work in an area of constant change, need to analyze digital
data, and supply vital evidence in all investigations. Digital forensic science provides
scientifically proven methods that can be used to identify, collect, acquire and preserve
digital evidence. Setting an absolute standard that dictates “‘work from an exact copy of the
original data” is dangerous from the 2001 first Digital Forensic Research Workshop in a
legal context. It has ignored the urgent need for first responders to find actionable
intelligence immediately at crime scene. This study reviews some former arguments on this
evidence dynamics of accessing the original data for digital forensic investigation, and aims
at the relevant activities at crime scene. The results illustrate the difference between scene
investigation and lab forensics, and propose a new digital evidence governance strategy to
improve the whole investigation process.

Key Words: Digital Evidence, Evidence Triage, Crime Scene, Forensics Lab,
Cybercrime

* Da-Yu Kao, Associate Professor, Central Police University, E-mail: camel@mail.cpu.edu.tw
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VERBECER D RF G RLFEF DL L

3 ¥

o

PRPEEFERES R BT A f—‘?’—i‘%ﬁ BB B B RAE AR A
B AP F *ﬁTE LR R g Tﬁf"" 2 F’%l“”“%%ﬁﬁ_ﬁr > 2001
& i #7773 € (DFRWS, Digital Forensic Research Workshop ) &=z 2 7 75
PRbcdd o RV RA R R WL e B3y (Palmer, 2001) - 2004 & £
R 74 3 2 (NI, National Institute of Justice ) 4+ # ;3% (DoJ, Department of
Justice) » paE 1T W B A ASR R 0 7 R S S hx ADH (integrity )

(NIJ,2004 )32 & ~ B » AR & foo % 23k amh AR LB BT % 146 17
BEP-R4cEy o WEIRME R X HR TR A o EF RS Bt%fgiﬁ%ﬁ%@ ’
PEABABRI LR F TR F 0 HEOFEE > SR ARA 2L Ry KT
FRIEs FrF @ lRErm et Ao 7 P REARR UL 2R Ol TR T2
BEB Ry | LT g% (Casey, 2011) -

LRFEFIFIOTS > Pl o BEESB AN AT BRI PRI
Hrw Mol BFRR A a0 38 LB 2 SR o e R {7 i A #7289 3 (evidence
triage/preview ) » % & i b F 2 iz £ (ISO/IEC, 2012; SWGDE, 2014 ) - 4

el (triage) CREREFRTRD LURILAG LR S A BA R E

’T R &SR DR RGLE R 0 & 1 R 3] 0 gD I A L )0
i—x\,r)%)%@ﬁ'_muﬁiﬂ_}—? » X f]u_/w\zk\p’/‘% E\"]‘ﬁl’ﬁ ke 5E o’%}ﬁh}/} a2p l’rfﬁjb T
FRERER > RELGA > A F R o Ry TR, F LEHA 4 (evidence
triage)> 7+ FRTEFETPN > BPRER L AEEFC (PRERFAF%RET )
B E 1 EFRAERS 2 % (Pearsonand Watson, 2010) o 7= T 7 e P &
A 5&%,@3_ R BN @F G A 2 AR 2 @R RieEd e
HiE A B F) 5 e 3 B3 (crime scene) 2 #@F % 3 (forensics lab) eiza s gk
Pens 157 o "HRTOREARR - BAERS BT TR TG L RE-H

FooEEREE - MM A AR (firstresponder) #F % % 4~ 17 4 R (lab analyzer)
$ o FR T F AN T Ak L (examination ) ~ w & (collection ) = 3%
(preservation) » AAE 33 A F PIEMS- > 03 UEFF P > B FHE (B )
FRA R MAFTRORLEITELT TR TECERLFN T
v F B R et ) 2 BB (ISOC, 2002; SWGDE, 2014 ) © 40 f Mol £ 48 B X &
RS T e SR E P (live acquisition ) o 374 B TR A B erec R 7]
R TARGEE S VAR IRATRR G SRGBAS BE > PR ER
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R 2R 2 gL (ACPO,2012) -
iéw%i$iﬁ%1'%ﬁ%dm@wﬁwkﬁxawﬁﬁm@ﬂ¥%ﬁ&
YR B 0 fRATR B 1 A S R e P A BE (T RIZ o K 48 L R
E LR L%iﬁg’cliﬁiﬁipﬁﬁﬁ WE TR, e T 2E® ) 3R &
ﬁi%yj”@ﬂko%é%%%?ﬁékiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ&%%’ibﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FH mlﬁﬁf“ ST A g 5 R A 2 |—7* (CRER- Y R & S B o ﬁi-%ﬁ-g F
1r&w@ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ**ﬁ%ﬂ%%ﬁéﬁJﬁﬁ+’fﬁﬁ%@%@#ma&
FRRE o % L&A 4 A1 ~ RJBARR 2 A TINS5 v 0 AR I ST
Rk AT S EA R BRRAEE  Pd KRER R BT 0 L2
B ELTE S o %Fi%:ﬁﬁﬁp\ﬁﬁm °

o

— N B Sl g

B FnE BT E P R RBC FR T A R AR R
H T3 ﬁB?? VR AR lcih&i % ¥ %53~ (Brooks, 2015 Klelman etal, 2007 ) - ¥
BB FE RV R T E et S e A F @7 54 (trustworthiness of
digital evidence ) » *# 1IR3\ F B 3 B TR RE N 4E3F o

(=) igpspent i g1

B TR AT € FIR PP ~ BEARS s {ERAE S TR - R 24
F e iR i 0 02 BIRE TR o T BB RASE S | chds L EER ) BT i 8
L Rdeddde ~ $hud S g > F ¥ 4rAF & o0 (Zeng, 2014) o bilde > ZATRE D
A S ¢ 7 A AR RREIRES FE_%';& fa A2 WERe 7R
FTHRAHEFTREFBRE > SLOREL TR, Bl PRBERGS 78
P%iﬁ&&ﬁs<¢‘%%deAAWH<%ﬁ‘@ﬁﬁﬂ’kﬁiﬁﬁﬁf
#Fa0 a2 24 (Zangand Mai, 2011 ) o ~ 304 crfici> @i 472 € LI 40k
e’ % (Most analysis in digital forensic science cannot make similar claims ) » 3% 45 ~
157 & B2 > 2 a0 29 B (Palmer, 2001) -

(=) PEESF RIZH G
% «urﬂgtx“f""”*’ a5k M7 % i l?B"}z‘—?'&r’ *”J ﬁé&*vﬁ-‘%ﬂjg‘«ki fvjf@w 3@
FRAsgEd b E o Pk AR T 4 47 (image analysis) & Agh o TR KA § GRS
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FRBREES RS G RAER DY L

% { # & (Akhgar, Staniforth, and Bosco, 2014 ) - ﬁdﬁ gLAApiay o 3B
Encase & FTK % #1 B 24735 ER R R R4k - fred 4 o a7yt
(running program ) ~ B fxid 238 (openport) ~ et if Ak w (netstat) %303 438
Vg o BB H LB BB RFT 0 WERS YRR WER A o LA TR
Bdeirs A md BB T E B 215 Ak B IR LBR
Bl Fah2 B e P RE RS ITA% > FIRE T e

PR AR
(-) FrEgA

3% i & (criminal investigation) & 7 fig* s 418 Hoprengizigl &8 (forensic
science) > e 1> Jo 3 i AL FSR P ES 7 FEd o § AR A ks
DNA %3P & Zi8- AR 2 S Pkl & RABKIe - 2Rl 4 p
SERFACF P S BEFR - AR FHEE PR AF
IR e 2 AR G FEART F O BA g E AT )N
ZE LR RR o

1 PhiHaEpa g

%4 A T
R EO SR BRSNS e A o AR R
cE B E S SRR Je el o BP0 BELE  RTr o~ AT
{4 -

EHEE MR BB | I A E S FREAEER
ARPEA | BERGEDRE O NPT | FHRINEA AR

7 e o LfERR R o
pen BFAEAF Py P BAmp a2 B
RIBG | ¢ PR EEMPERY A
5

iRk o FRE R AR AR W~ Ry~ A7 R R
FEBD AR o IR PLE 2 %3ﬁﬁ,@w?g FRREAT i o
FRPE DR FERFRFERE S (cIaSSIflcatlon) z i
(individualization) » 2= %% (conclusion) ~ 222 3, 2 (opinion) - & i 2 ¥ 2
AT BEPORARESERE o B2 R Y - e FHEFTABRIRD o B &
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SR TP Y

B AR R ke s > 22

REFS %
PR B 3T

Beim etk i - A5 6 i@

P EERATITd N o et B

e B(19)

TR m]-&r'l__@;tif’%”mt’ H j}ﬂ“‘%ﬁ’ﬁ#\%
A2\ ¥ upL“'&}i:f””ﬁ%-lz%*%iii\mppm UN Xl AU ﬂ;iﬁ'ﬁﬁ?ﬁi%?f‘-’d\“

RFEe E AR o bldoik

e kAT T P KA B 425N (Stephenson, 2014 ) -

3~ BB RisEF 2 $EECEHEL S

v BB R AR

TR Tk f R AR iR R o
P BB % #mﬁ:p&r FE e $15 (art or science ) -

TR B

o B Bk iR T R
£ R i e
SRR

-W—FE'

(investigation or science) » 3 AL RiFH T R o4 FIZAFE R LS 2 F > 4
F
BmBERA SN EF AR RGF AV EFERAES TR (dok 2)

2 FP R E gl k- 4
;i;;'ﬁﬁ SR EHEE | A%
o Bl g ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ%%iﬁmjﬁﬁ%
WA | 1999- £ 1 fea BT | L RAES L EF AR PR
AT 2014 (SWGDE) a4 YeT e FRB A LT 24 g
FedTie 4 o
imman | TP TR A SR
& 2000 | &g i | A | EREER L RS
aal AR EAR R E R 2
ffrz -
Tl e i B | P EGERRLEF DT P
2@ w0n | g e g g | EEEA RS RGER T T RAT
(DFRWS) eI If 1 > FE R IR e I o
e b 2 . AHEAREGERERCpEFT
’ 2002 g;t;;j BT e s i 7
‘ MR R o kRS B o
£ FIF R
38 2004- | i AT Y B | M d AR | B S ATLECERARRE > 4 R
2008 | (NN)fe & 2 | e 1 | &R i o

#8(DoJ)
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TEREG RS RS G ReES SR

37RO B R
B BT o EREIL AR
SRS Y T
U T+ ahF R RS

BFRE S| BT T N "
" 3o N IHR sk i 0 A F 1Sk

#7218 | 2007-

OB gy fE
ENe 2012 (;CP:)) § # LA Hizlop F o AfFFRFRT o 4o

R IR AT GRS T
BRI Ed § a4 ek fie
T B 0 43 BT e 6
P S A

e ¥
# 2012 ISO/IEC  Ap B R D T R Rk A R
I 270372012 ‘k}_\ ¥ i;_tk}_ *;: o ;ﬁ‘pq giifi"_éﬁ*;' % g }’%! ﬂ .

LA A e 2

TR KR i’t—%z =il
- A @R RAES

"R EERRES | L% BRAGY PRI FFTRINL o2 2
MEFEIPE GRS FEER B W R R ER s v TE SRR

(- ) 2001 # » Hcixgr 3 A5t € 0 A ECFEHROT I

2001 #8 " 7% 8P > %- E#ki-#g3 7 3¢ (DFRWS, Digital Forensic
Research Workshop ) » tefe - ead 35+ (Utica) {7 > ¢ » FHA2iH 50 et &
FLEH  Tredmde a2 414 | e R4 (Palmer, 2001) |

12 g3 8 % (aframework for digital forensic science )

2. fc i@ penty ig 1 (trustworthiness of digital evidence )

3IEA F kL enid B#24h B (detection and recovery of hidden data )

4. g g (network forensics) o

5 P13 ¥ el 7@y (Trustworthiness of Digital Evidence ) » £2 ¢ & & 3t
WAy - EPFORE o A D R TR A Rk fs (Has the structure of
the data remained unchanged since it was first obtained? ) » rosx i34 = B > i 4
FENEFE RREEEF @D T2 @GRS PV A H > (Workfroman
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exact copy of the original data ) | s2%:3#2E 3% (Palmer, 2001 ) - f2 3% A 38 & £ 3% B IBUR -
AY RBEHALF L B E FEM o B R BM ARG TR 0 T
Fd e (2 a30) R A BRI GEE E P RS AL R
M- A BERT R ORI TR TR RS TR RS AR
FERG il EER R R T2 @I RAES o f ORI AR
Frx S HUE MR T A T Fend KA AE o

(=) 2004-2008 # > % FR R £ 5 BRArd 530 B BCBIB ORI

2004 & > # MR 72 #7 7 F= (NI, National Institute of Justice ) =& /%% (Do,
Department of Justice ) 3 73472 1% b 2 i =38 35 h#E= e & 4p 31 (Forensic
Examination of Digital Evidence: A Guide for Law Enforcement) p % » 3% % @ 3 {7#c
PV S AR R P o R S AR R 0 2 R R
fho W SR E TSR EAR B2k Y B R KR RS
A (NI, 2004) - 2008 & # FR % 27 7 e @ iZ3RE R & (B (72 5 PRI
NEZF-RALAR 4p3l (Electronic Crime Scene Investigation: A Guide for First
Responders, Second Edition ) 7z 4 #g i 2 % (NIJ, 2008 ) -

=~ FuBRiES

U RECENER Y Y X AR ¥ SRR SR S S ]
BRI G P R AR R TR AR 0 T MR i R iR R

(- ) 2000 & » £ R A & o PR B RA] > BB EBpF o 2

2000 & > ¥ RPN 4 b ek B B] (FBI's standards principle ) 2. — 5 @ & i@
TR RS R BT P 7 A B AR AR 0 1 £ g
#2317 2. (Anyaction that has the potential to alter, damage, or destroy any aspect
of original evidence must be performed by qualified persons in a forensically sound
manner ) (SWGDE and ICOE, 2000 ) » 34/ {8 B 34 (T it et 50 & - H2 8033
PRASES 2 T g AR AIVR L RS PRI BE RO R R EREE
AR R AR o

(=) 2002 & » kg 3 (RFC) 3227 » #3408 e E A

LI R W E T
2002 # > e At € —B‘F“‘ (1SOC - Internet SOCiety ) #% &g 2 3 (RFC,
Request for Comments ) » $%t 3227 cigdy i & % fiﬁfﬁ;ig 51 (Guidelines for Evidence
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Collectionand Archiving) » = # i £ FTEFCRK ~F B RIL 2 A R 2 kg 2K
TR FR T ERpAEE R a5 (ISOC,2002) 4 & 4 Rk TR 75 ¢ Flik
A F TR BRI FERF VR TR TR RS K ST
FHGT oA SRP RGN R 0E - R R RpEA @Mﬁﬁ%ﬁmffﬂm
g B (order of volatility ) » i /& &g® F ik zad > W& Tk o T %0k SUTE MRS 3
g B (ISOC,2002) » 4

(1) CPU ez R (register files ) ~ B~z % (cache)

(@) #d % (routingtable) ~ =4+ 2472 % (ARP; Address Resolution Protocol )
P a2 R MAC =ht2_zsfip % (ARPcache )~ AJZ 425 4 (process
table ) ~ 1% 5t3+ (kernel statistics ) ~ ze g8 % (memory dump )

() #isA% % % 2L (temporary file systems)

(4) = (disk)

(5) &= E »frE#F 4 (remote logging and monitoring data )

(6) ‘= jikzx < (physical configuration ) ~ #eg 473 % 4 (network topology )

7 ;kéﬁ, %15 448 (archival media)

2% RIS FF  REL LR R TH

YRR F R IUDE R A 0 5 F ok A R R T 23 (ISOC, 2002)

(1) AR En > 2 BRES  WETHPF > BRCHEHTHEMF ~ P&
A SRR AR AR § R TR

(Q VPRI EOINT GG > FiFe 7 P PEFF IR e fE o

Q) &7 € 7 P ATEAL 8 o R~ e A

(4) gzt ser~ F3 K L5 P AP o

ﬁ" (rr

3FHALE LA

ﬁ%ﬁ%éﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’tiﬁ%’1@@¢ﬁogﬁﬁa%jaw9gw
KA VRSB > R ER TR PR A BRI R B %ﬁﬁ
BT E N UER N R ESR AP he Aok AT E R LA 3
P 3% e B et g 3 o

ﬁ

(=) 2012 & » ISO/IEC 27037:2012 » 533 wﬁﬁﬁwuﬁ FTAME AN
ISO/IEC 27037: 2012 2_ 33 Hjbe -3 BB g dp v w) ~ e ~ BEPfoifis

il S AWE T FE R APPSR %ﬂ T kAR H Wk

WK 2R B y erasw] (identify ) ~ qc & (collect) ~ &P~ (acquire) frifkis
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(preserve ) % Bz -5 - 23 4 * B (Digital Evidence First Responders ) ~
i 7 3 & 7 (Digital Evidence Specialists ) ~ ¥ i % & & 7_(Incident Response
Specialists ) ~ #5447 % % # 32 % (Forensic Laboratory Managers ) 1z & F4g R A1 -
SR M Y R EAARE AT~ R Iy AR E IR L o e iR e
BT LT z’Z-:}Ia glo i 2 f BN iE e FavE 272 4L - ISO/IEC 27037:2012
FIE R i 52 RGeS PIEE > & FEddA T i P EP UL bl
ET RN TR S SR AT

1 S @I edZ R A D ARME - TR AL
KA R E S e & gy ip M2 (relevance) ~ 7 F
(reliability) % v+ (sufficiency) £ =B &d2h | » % § 8 B2 2H/XE
32 (ISO/IEC, 2012) » @ 2t vh B 2R3 3RF R 4niBdr - =7 F 5P B -
Q) ApMt: > dpEP & 7 LB R B SRR ATIM > ERBEER
NLEAL GHEBATOEP AT LB FARETIE
(2) 7L dpAEiF L AR R IROE R LA BRI A ALFER
Bort TR AR EORSES L BART BT B ehd 2 EiE
B R E AR - B AR S WE R s F
BRI
B) At dpWE Al R RERFF IR ALNE -
FREFSTY (5% &%) LR ML R B> M2 |1 ¢
TRt R R R RS AN R T IR AR SR o

2. J @I VR IEREF
el kg2 (digital evidence handling processes) @ 5 » & i 7 2
PRILAR A AL AR AR 2 T b 2 e SR R

(1) 18] 1 BIL R el gL o

(@) it LR 2 2 IRIEH I SRE Rl LA S AL

TR
(3) & i3 AEIAILRR ©
(@) * & wdgdian 4 i 5 o

2 @R @R

A TEER EEP R H T A% RSN AE FRIERFT R
P SR G Z TR IS RAIEIMS AR d F RS Bl v R
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AR p AN EE R TP RbES P 2T e

(=) 1999-2014 & > Jci=@HALE 1 (T > BHRFEBAILN 4

FHARREDE LR ’if%%wﬁrm 2 VJ{PE_LEFL&%— WL AEEF
(Fact) AT/ PER ~ #E4 > BB EARMARE ~ FH2 T RiLBF L2 5
BEH

LRRAIY 2 B GBR4ES > 0B 3BR4ES > Bk Zgani gl
1998 & 2 7 > & > B FH AL E 0 nv%z,sg(SWGDE Scientific Working Group on
Digital Evidence )> &2 £ R 3% 4 ¥ B &% 42 K 07 "az@ 45 % 2 3 (IOCE, International
Organization on Computer Evidence ) » + k3 & &%‘Api*mgm HIR2RR S RE
H1 %30 1999 £ 10 43 7 P 0 B RGHRE 7 OR%E rﬁvfi#ﬂ“ B g2 gt
¢ (IHCFC, International Hi-Tech Crime and Forensics Conference ) » & 4% ) i 28
Ppo e BARE I S 0 (AR E RFUE M BT o2 Rdp FZEB’*&I“’”#B% gl
ARG REES c LFEF AT B RAES P TR A LR R G E YA
(Upon seizing digital evidence, actions taken should not change that evidence. When it is
necessary for a person to access original digital evidence, that person must be forensically
competent.) ; (SWGDE and ICOE, 2000 ) »

EpA e (Evidence Triage/Preview) » ik #ci-#dpaipMit - 7 L
]"_J_-_}. AL e 4
2014 # 9 * 5 p » SWGDE 7% *afzs 29 T (Best Practices for Computer
Forensics ) -Kitzd g~ #g 2 3¢ ?ﬂﬁm‘éﬁ 3okt i 2010 & - £ K2 1 Stephen Pearson
% Richard Watson - 5& #ci> 4 #g #=8 (Digital Triage Forensics ) 24— % > ¥ 32 R
Wi o P B R (Pearson and Watson, 2010 ) » &4 v * 7| % 2L (SWGDE,
2014 ) :
1) &lﬁi“‘&m B it
jji/)é\ﬁ{ﬁxw gk B 5 0F S alal Btk 5 A SRS F R
WERTE B b ER Rl R E 2k o B ERARR FE B
éﬁ%ﬁ“ hedk B2k (IR 2 Rk :mﬂn%%ffﬁ A B ARG B
YR eRE A2 A (Cantrell, 2012) © FPRET it 4 ® R (N RS ) @
RARHR A L2 E EEIT S AR FRE‘?"T% K VIR
BT Habl 8 Tﬂ RPN ZYE AR EATRE > R TERS
424 (SWGDE, 2014) -
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) zwﬁ ZRYWEZ S RER
W ALY U EERp A SRS 0 Y

:}7;1/’;\4;\;' WO E AT R SRR A g_fr{;% ERGE o ] F—'?-fé
W™ 2307 A R EAJIE > 2 b & F AR & iﬁ Fs ki p 7k
%ZFF?J » Fp TR o T AEARS Wiik’Téﬁ\m
#iz (SWGDE, 2014) -

() w3 H > mBBE
A T' ,,,75 EE LRV U f—rﬁ{w”“:}%mm% o "‘%/&éﬁ'fr?ﬁﬁ » B
ALFIRNGEA RN GT o FHEpA PR ZETERD - BEEAR
RPFERRE 0 (9T A iEpk G D RIE o AR A ST TARA 0 PP R
#"E BAFR B & N iR o Ry o PR RIE R BThR R AT R B

ARSI 2 p b T R o

(=) 20072012 & » HFRHF =EF 5§ (ACPO) - 5iih Ags iechif § fafl
# W3 % &7 $2 ¢ (ACPO, Association of Chief Police Officers ) £ # B & = {ric
FRRF £ &R 2 2007 8 [ 4% 01 T %+ erdlic =845 9 174, 51 (Good Practice Guide
for Computer Based Electronic Evidence ) » 223%™ 7| ed@#ic 238 5 e 58 R ] > iR &
¥t r (ACPO,2012) » A 453Lp 4

LARI- ¢ 30 B R TS ey FRATEA | A3
LA R RREFT RS v T3 50 chfR e 300 B R de ik
B2 Eep g o
SaE Y ﬁ“wkﬁwé%ﬁ’v@“”m*m?““ﬁﬁ ﬁ°ﬁ

PRI S AT S A R REN- 2 IR AU M R
P IRy TR AT R R e IR

FAPE

*‘"‘*&v%mﬂ?f’”é‘%c b o

2RAIZ ¢ REFRERT o 4ok § BB RETRRBOTH O B Ed F a4
Ik ﬁLf?“;B’sﬁ%f@' » ¥4 H ESR e 173 TIELP ‘\ﬁ’#ﬁiﬁ °

O Aol €A F §RT AR R R G B0 At
T BRUTRG kit bR PRAELS U WP 50
A PR RN [(E 4R e R R B B ek a0 B ﬂf |# 2 %87 534 SRR
ARBE ~ BidEerEEdy o &r%}é‘@‘l’m”“}i P A OF AR R TR 3 g il € T TR
EEPPRARTFE  ERGFE AT ZERRE o G B Ram FILE 5T
TE G oA BT R Pt R ek xg"js_@,;ﬁ»@,&rg_ Lo BACiFRE

ke —

262



TEREGECESR RIS EEREES YL

PEOREY - BREEN 0 FEFET R AT R SRR

BSRRPIZ R IGRIRIE R r‘*f’*’}* L g i,i R A‘ﬁﬁﬂ@s‘ﬁﬁ’ 2
2RI EER R RE R A 2105 2 FRTP R SRIIER
Hor@ e S ik o
LB IR AR AR R PN B KRB gﬁ{ﬂMﬁWO%wﬁ@

Hhp o MR FIREEAREZ B f B e BEREE - TR ARG
FEBRE LR R 2 2 R LA A EATR S 0 ,,“igwmam
.%%omfﬁmiwm%mwkﬁﬁ’wﬂﬁdm%m%ﬁioP B FARE
T R o B ERA LY ARPRIFRAF LT EIELEE S ALY RE
Jb‘g\m;fh R dhad 4 P o e Tl R R sam/zﬂﬁlﬁ"xﬂ‘\ﬁl TR o B aRES R
¥Rk Vies N BRI A By 0 T FR R R G & MRS 2 .

ARRIE D FERPENLF A 0 SRR G T EPRPAILLY SRR T
B% 30er ERRETRA P 3 P ER A FRTRTRAHE TR
mwg§ﬁ;¢%ﬁ?ulﬁm°
CRUDE Nzl €ﬁL}E7E 7 g;}%"f;}%‘-” | el i 2y > 2 (% ~Ioh B2 &

SRR I S - "fP?') ﬁxx: 5rrr@§ )@—f_gl-tmﬁgﬁm@f-%ﬁ%@
TRT TR (4”"4*1 TR B BB ETR (WA 4 S EESR

FI~ R R ) ipe 7 P Eiiﬁvr]% R MG 0 bl BRI ER K 5
L7 dy (4o Unix-like % 525 inode Bl 7 & ¥ ,!rt;rgjﬁsfr%ﬁ?)’ B E Y P N
Hl’ ﬁ'l‘sug’%s:r

B BB RISEF L

i%@%?ﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ\¥$~
PgEdd s LiF T2 @R RGEF AR AERPE L R 2 TS i
%ﬁi%ﬁ%?“%ﬁﬁﬁjﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ@%ﬁ%m”miﬁﬂ%

- ~ FBR4ES HSWOT £ 47

FERACES € R L RAsES IR 0 I A (scene investigation ) 2
SWOT 4 7 » 4r# 3 (Aljaedi, Lindskog, Zavarsky, Ruhl, and Almari, 2011; Hay, Nance,
and Bishop, 2009; Gianni, and Solinas, 2013; Mrdovic, Huseinovic, and Zajko, 2009;
Rahman and Khan, 2015; Zhang, Zhang, and Wang, 2010 ) » %" ifi4c ™ o
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% 3 D & a3 B RAsES SWOT £ 47

?Factorz #7 ¢ (Helpful) £ ¢ (Harmful)
% (Strengths) © ¥ 2 4pRé % % (Weaknesses) : 4% = Ei4
pFRaL 4 # SRR MAEET M T | b ik AR EREEY
#AFITENE © WREM LT

# ¢ (Opportunities) : ¥ # % &_ w4 (Threats) : 4 Z#gid
TR | EPTH MR RRB SRR | R R E S WESTA - o &
?’* SHEEA 4T 0 * it -

(=) pF% (Internal Capability)

1 fﬁ%’“ (Strengths): % $RR1E - MIIE H"*FM’;F;% , ?g'}é‘ﬁiﬁ?if‘%ﬁ‘? .

DR * 5HIE FHr FERY AP SFRRLBE IR L b E%
Eat ’ﬁ«f" oo aEL B e

QU LLEFR  FLF LAPMP G B IR TR ORD - RED S
ﬁigﬁéﬁﬁiﬁ*@?ﬁ°%ﬁi?ﬁ%ﬁﬁéa@%?ﬁaﬂg?
WMo EPT R ARG AL TS o A 7 & EP 2R P o
MOEBp g (image) sh o) o

2.7 % (Weaknesses ) : $## 8>3 AZERIBF #2FHE - R2 Lo

(1)% & #ici>z# 45 - Encase Portable ~ FTK Imager & fz% % “_;ﬁ\-l AP
TR AR AR RN EFRES P 0 A (F 0 ¢ K ¥R o b4 L EnCase
Portable % ¢ * USB £} P11 48> & * paZ % BN B FHRE ";ﬁc}
USB # % % ﬁ—*‘"“——ﬁ CHAEB AN BN SBIEY R RRES AR
PR FOR  FAREFRRY F TR E Fla A2 HE o 2 TR PEAE
Pl F oo p AR T A A RLES > RERREF DR JERE
PAdp T RERR TR

Q*=2EWHREESY,  ARERLES, > Vil FRANE bl BFERT
FHBEFH T o At D LT Fi- e h o A A ERPREED
—;X%A»% o
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(=) *F¥R3%ku: (External Environment)

1.4 ¢ (Opportunities) : EBv {0 T4 1385 - CERBELEFT > 7
g:_,a&z. 7 °

(1) redmdhm 37 1 = S Maids ~ #1707 RPA R R IRELE B
B EABFLF ST G g i F gt v

(Z)J’éﬁ’w}’ﬂﬁ 'ri“ PR P R AT T BRI STk L
BoAR 2 Rt s o PR R R 0 MR A AR RS -

2.%% (Threats) : #* 341 L » W@ESFH- > FL -

Q" $HIE T H R B F AR (I ABERES TR P g
15 r@“ﬁiﬂ?ﬁ)“#ﬂ%.‘ﬁ CFEEEAILAHBGFFIE S AT o
Glhei 7 AP E L 1+ Android~Apple ~Blackberry ~Window Mobile~Symbian
EARITE LA B IR B RZREEATDEATRLT ~ AT FT
i ©

(Q# % gt TPk 5Lg p B R e S CD & USB Hi 423k & > A7 %
R U] (273 ) B o BEEBROTIL S §FREA i
ERR P A

= %ﬁ&ﬁéﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁ%%

scﬁx}f—; YRS P R RRR R R E 0 Bl D R TR AT
:b‘;mﬂz"uf C TALGE G R T A A AR o PR

BH FefEP~T] o T ARBCRRE AT THRERY S RI A A #
BH Mpp 1‘4@1 S dhaicr- 7 T N BER S R S 3 2 o) PR S e
HAR CWLBEAERE

amy
\

)—J’.

I;_* ,{.34

‘fr

ylled
“R
Hy

(=) 2 EHEFREES TR BLEFESF » ARRTBAEE L
2004 3 2011 & - % R  Eoghan Casey 1 5k @ 7 iF 3P~ Rdesi e 7 7 51 7%
e H B Rt B (Dlgltal Evidence and Computer Crime)- 2 ¢ % -
B Frp et RS By ’“b%’;‘{@?’i @& Fang Fo iz 84590 (Casey,
2011) - @ SLgRRfHF o DNA Hho 0 23 £ 13 8 9% { miih - 35 15 DNA
PR AR ﬂ‘ﬁ’;fﬁ%}%ﬂ*&ﬂm’fﬁ‘ﬁﬁ ¢ DNA fE4 > i3 & EE fv -
w2 s X (Casey, 2011) R ETS - RS REY o F R HEp
R ERER > RRES e PEES, bgRs ) AT o gt - B R
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ﬁ:r%ﬁ@%%iéwﬁ%Jqﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%Fo#%{ﬁ’%ﬁ
Eedhdmd R ReES R PREAEERPE g RERD - RILE - itk
Shit o BE PRI AR AARE AR T LE R FlL o R kAT IF S
Al ¥ - RIS EAREE KO BEF R RE O TR R - M
FAEZRFEEE - JASITES T ko oHp AP 0 R EE o F oo gl
P LAERERES DR LA 0 Pl e

(5) Feil MR Pt = TS ¥ TR

2010 # » # & R Stephen Pearson % Richard Watson # ! #c > 4 #F #=2:( Digital
Triage Forensics) 2. 3g» F B % A 2 rd2eng 314 (Pearson and Watson,
2010) > 4ol 1 5 #cie s $p F g £ 3 35 (processing pyramid ) @] 1-1 2_ iz A
R HARIIATS » & FORB AT A A BN E A RS Rk B X1 9% %
PR L ERDRE R P TR R TRy R AR A4
G LT RRSE AN UARPIETNF TR ARG RE AR E
fRiE A e cnhdrikdy o M FEER R T B FAEF R T
B R R E ERST o B 1-2 2 Bl AT AR A 0 & RIRSEIT A R
EEBAFAR RSN FEFERE IR > P FERITEIRRE  #EL
R g L BT R R R 0 el L R
DT MR R R E AT L o F FT DSl SR RgUAT R o B IR
HEAT AE S DF TR B kR R BRSO R
Rohd g By W RBREFRARLF: HFP R 27F%E 2 EFH o
% +54cT  (Pearson and Watson, 2010 ) :

*'“(\; \\Xr

A
1
#
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Detective or Analyze
Has to wait for results
From the Lab which
Will be back logged

Detective or Analyze
In this model the Analyze sees the
Actionable intelligence evidence
Immediately. Saving the lab from having
To process non yielding data

Uafrst Responder or'E‘videme Colle‘ctor FistR or Evidenca Call
5 the tools and training to find actionable Forwards allmedia on o Lab without
Inteligence immediataly, Geting the evidence fo the Bxbiaion allenpls, ay
Analyze much quicker
Digital Traiage Forebasics Current Digital Forebasic Processing
Prevending Lab Backlog Causing and increasing Backlog at the Lab Level

Bl 1-1 $cieA fFaEaadime s B 1-2 @S A A
Bl 1 i s SFESRATL £ 3 5
TR k&R : Pearson and Watson, 2010

Lfim g daa £ e

fciz o fp g £ (Digital Triage Tool) - » AL iew #¥2 & W& fctd (Field
Search Software ) » # 4 & * gk P2k (knock and talk ) z_ e 3, 4&% (consent search )
SHEAER Y 0 BB ¥ (diagnose) ~ #hit ad (treat) ~ ¥ ] (monitor) feg 12
(manage) % ;% e gl T f TGk * T o FIf B iFH LT i
Sk o L TRPHENEE P PALR 2 533 P EAR 2R
RoBMERLIOR S RAFTANHARA - NAC A AT AEAETEAAD
PR £(8 0 A2 L v HH s A LA pM P R F %t kA TS o
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2.9 %% 4 (Field Search) e % g
LEH o WA LRFGMN EALERNCR T LA RRS JH Y 5 ouh
WhR Mo blHrohelix WEL ERERF > » ¢ Fh— & o B jidrir £ 5%
Wiy FREIE - TR R TR TS o B A - R BAFAR Y Hii
PBRA > W EEFR > L RER S TR Y TR B A SR B
WA T R
(D)F)5° % BB ATE B I PE > MR T L RS 0 @ % e A
BWIE A CRE P e 2 FIRBRZT R s
TR Tt DI 1B 2
(Q)ik=4 = (remote forensics) » Z L4 » ¥ PR B A 324250 (agent) » >t
CEER LR L S

3T T L

HERRE - BEFERBE I FEGAPFRTZA R > BR A figr
PRI R RIS 3 §AZE 23 P GBS A A | - WhEE
B F 288 dohBHr 0 anm s d AT WK L3 ool
o RS TR G He R dem I L1 8 o REF IR RS AEA R
PR e P o R R

L~ fei B rE S e Rk

B b RS EG- fi 0 B S Y R B R SRR B
Pept)e B kB AAFERR o KA 4 AT - RJEARR E AT EUNZ B o IR ETE
PR R ST vE o o] 20 T UBRFA SR EDE 0 G RAES  PER
REPZ FRT  SEPMORLTE S % 0 S4540T o
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A féﬁ“;?’ FRRE (%2 A ) S ER
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el
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ook ek
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(- ) @Ak

TSR A BB R R 10T F R R R P 55 i Iy
(digital evidence)) £ # & & » BB TPF 7 iy TS 2 B (7 8 TEm 2 o
PRI RILH F Vo R FEFS  THAZFEE REZEP %ok
TF 0 o0 TREEIR 4 NG o AT FIIRBY - ,T}@g PR Beie
PR A2 FR A R ik 123E 444 (chain of custody )

Ligg*4

oHH - ERPREE By AHERE O ARG A4 s R R
PHNES A RS 0 F A e AR T RE A SRR K
»F R A A A W PEFER A o

2E¥51

BEEVEE SR EL I SR I B2 RS L% 4§ R (strength
innumbers) BE > B THEFAE ~FHRA T BEFFLEI R ITEIE bl4o: T4
FEER  ARRTHEAR FdIRG FERLE%RT- HAARETEL
EERERTAE - T BEORAY IRD ARAAREFAEAL AR G fiEF

e

x °

3.p-iE w3

B E 0 FERT RRE VRGPS P P W ﬁ:}f;&w RoR s g
A F AP @S BEHRE o ek B LG T A % (triage) ﬁ (preview) »
Bl VT - TS o SRR LR AT 7 e BT BT B
FoREARRFE T %«ia‘s‘“'?ﬁr}% O RS 0 TR IR e
Ao R ﬁé%im%%m@’w R SR % o

(=) R4
11 E %4
Beimgaha B F2h a0~ 3 fF o T AMAE 7 BT > 1 B~ B UTE

o BRERE PR \F'”\fﬁ'iiﬁv‘ K BES RPN S FelFR I B AT A
FGEATR A AR ) F o A AR SRR { eyt o W g R i
FAL e AERRI B A A AHNE PR AT L E O iR - BORAE
FLEAFTR BB IEE SR 1 B iH5EY 0 MR VRSN F 0 © B
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HBM B o e T]] R BRI R 0 Y R S B R
Prirgs P LR -

2B F2

4ot PR M AR R B IR A | 0 AR A R R %? AT A
oo P74 d B PG R gnsan & ﬁﬁfi #ﬂmﬂtcf” AR FEE
o - HTFFTAE FALCER <Hmﬁﬁ IR LA

;AL

AR AP RAT S AR HITE R ¢ g B el B RPN R R
B FEEgT A B A A6 FeniTE S g A BRI a e
RIBREF I T8 AF L H TR IVE R AR A H TS
FHOE AP TR AR v B2 RIS RS AR 0 A TR AR 27
oA R e AR R

(2) BhEEd

1LREsE

RAEEDRY O EEERAD S G Jﬁﬂisa]:’!ﬁﬂ CAELHRE R T & R4p
MBc B s AR N o WA FECF CHPER CREIE E BT ER
ApFEE A R R A SRR R I ERY O IBNIEE PO o FL R
R A S N e ’ﬁﬁM$Wk%Wﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁn%?W&Aﬁﬁﬁ%
TR R > DR % o % R ;}%Mfﬁ? e 2 ,;t*{raw 7Y
PR kiR~ 2 FIEE R (% o

2R ¥V

ERETIvaE T RANER - (2) 0 P A SR 245 2
P E AL~ R o B FRATITARES O E TS ARl 0 A& Fe 3RS
FPLE o FANEE TR AS - B*Fé‘*ikg Bk e b T Awd BT Ere s g
- B % g?cfﬁf"i;ﬁ4 f{i.fbmﬁ.p ERES E %W:@ﬁi“ A SR Ti%,‘ ™ 'ﬁ%}f?lmi i
LR S R Eh TR AR R R A T
7 X ¥ P88 (Stephenson, 2014 ) -

3. 3 peip
G MW RO L - R B S AL k) R b o Beim g AR
ARTERRSE b o Kf JRREEREE s S B R G h » AOp R e H v g IenT ol
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PR AP 0 R ETRTARE FE S > FLRARTRE LT R

AgRsT

FHEALG HFEId  J7 % RikdnET Rp M TR T LRA
2R A2k o HEFDRPA D ZR T HEELF > TREET A
B L\ BRSNS o ATRBTEY R A2 A4 b &% (general
acceptance ) ¢ it (T 52 F FEMFNETY o F FONRA R FEAZEF T T T E T
%78 (Stephenson, 2014 ) :

1) AHEAA 2T P E RIT o

2 7 BEFERFAELAGT 2 o

(3) %7 % B F SRR e R O TgRAR o

(4) = v ¥ i 42 5 o

() &F § b -

6) Fxz 3T L

= RIEARR

(- ) BINLERHRZTEBOSWOT £ 45
Hciz gk 7 (digital forensic analysis ) ¥ % 4 33734 & (scene investigation )
2 5% Fak (lab forensics) A #F 0 2 fet 397 F35 8 > LR RELT I
(Rahman and Khan, 2015 ) » 4c# 4 2 030 4 % F 56 % iz ki d@mana i 4 o
4 BIFALEFHRIFEPZ TR A

TREE BHR A % g A
EIR S TAIFERE R TS %
3k A B 4% (poweron) 1% (power off )
. ERED) X kAR i)
Heep . , .
(primary memory ) (digital storage media )
o PRRS ERT R AR
e . i
(crime scene ) (at lab or office)

T iR I T

133 & (scene investigation)
RED L SHBPR LR R FE G AHF R E 50 7 &g B w3 (crime
scene) > *TEE 4% (power on) ;K AET o TR F R ITE PN A0 e
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(primary memory ) » iT# % 233 & (live investigation ) » #-i# 3 4058 M 229 2 A7
BT LR RAES R RER BT A0 N AGRTHL D LAY
FHE TR AT o AT 0T R 22 ARBITE fehy - 2% > F5 2 TR
E G mm,&(ﬁ&—m"’;@‘é’umg #ET Azolptle & (7agrsl *’h’h‘ff/f% )’ 13 }a Eﬁj}‘hg
/FBU%& Pl YR GlAog AP AR AP LT FJZzMJ:?(DoS Denial ofService)
P AR HLT T R )I*g i€ @A w@zw‘ 2 SRl Lo Rl A

WIARRE AR 0 4 € R FERpTEP 4 R T FHE I E e
2. ?.Eﬁi;ﬁa& (lab forensics )
- (Iab forensics ) » &M B 48,1k fE i LTIy FE EELR S &

R %3 *# % (atlaboroffice) > >k ¥ (power off) k™ » 3% i Fom
B A i s 4 (digital storage med|a)a iR 45 15 #28 (dead forensics )
A FEATREREY SRR RN FRRXER 0 LR PRI 0 € FIFERE
P38 %) ff 4ol (backlog) » ¥4 f g7 e

1..

(=) ARgZA B p F28EE TEBREEP
FRFRAITLIT AAd V- P ATRINE EL T 50 R @
G E >~ T Mw CHEFTREZ RBEEEE - ,?i&ﬁﬁ#'r % o ghp ;%}p;t :
ME P~ ok gt o HAER RS ol R 0 3 FRRRE o
o R e mlacﬁsmmg_#wmz » 4o 5o

=~ i

BB hEREA TS L LR PSR TR &’*éﬁ%ﬁ%%%‘ﬁ ' &
TS S EIRE RS EE > R L2 WMF&EW“ T Sl F v AR
PR R hE bt o G T X F Rk - PPRF 5 0 ¥ & NirSoft &
Sysmternals 1R prL P ET T»m#*—afﬁﬁﬁw TR A Tiepytel
i 2t (network-based communication) ; % " A4p Ak i (host-based status) | 2
& (Brooks, 2015) > M4k & G ALRkin > BRI L FTALE & o D L (scene
investigation ) &% ik A 47 > "R **”Tafﬂ‘,h B A prEURE R
ZEN . P AR o F %k & (labforensics) e i A 47 0 AEP Ak i
R G R B R TT R RSB AL H R
BT Foes Y RF E T & 3477 & (Rahmanand Khan, 2015 )>4-% 6 22 SWOT
B AT o
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1, ¥ %(19)

5 WMEAEEF EQ;Lg-‘;ﬁ\‘ml?B"}ﬁ'&r’]g# v

ﬁ’tl%’B% B H = - _’a > A 7 -3 -

g ILH- 4 (scene investigation ) # 5 % @25 (lab forensics)
. R (temporal )~ #4 5% (functional
. éﬁﬁbi’ﬁ(tnage)é’ﬁﬁﬁg p.)IMf ;‘)
e (preview) » Poig B4 * - F % B % (relational ) & 17 - £ °
P P % R

AR | %-s: s AR (firstresponder) | #5347 4 B (labanalyzer)

R ¥ %Ekﬁa heZE e ERGEEY Y R

2 #ﬁ (power-on ) 8, (network )
i# {7 (dynamic) sk

%*" (live) #

Eﬁ‘

i (power-off ) ~ # 4 (host)
7 %8 (dead) £\ # 5 (static) * i

AREH | AREPAE (RAM) 35 B F | it 5 4548 (ROM/DIsk ) ~ 248
e #L (volatile ) 34 (non-volatile )
At b @ 8 335 (crime scene ) FF 5% (forensic lab)
RURLEY AR | Rl s FhaEyE
o AR .
(trustworthiness ) (backlog )
(1)2000 & % TR F 5 el | (1)2001 & i i FoaFT 3 3 6
A S J B (FBI’s standards principle ) (DFRWS)
A | (2002 #pcti B2 (RFC) 3227 | (2)2004-2008 & % R 75 2 77 5
(3)2012 & ISO/IEC 27037:2012 = (N) fe2;23% (Dod)
. (1)1999-2014 # #ci- 4541 5 1 732 (SWGDE)
TS (2)2007-2012 & F & %% ¢ (ACPO)
LRI T
%6 WD KEDHRFIBNSWOT 447
AdrE ek b S =
poRR | BEL | P L REERT TN T LA R
FlF | | R gL % PEAIE « gk 4§
bem | 8¢ | 4R R R R
BE | P | WBRSTH- o &L G | f %4l (Backlog FkE 6§ )
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32 7 FA e MR LIFR > FRERE B BT A ﬁg{f—?v}gﬁ
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AR R DL ROZARR A R FR SRRy 0 LAY § kBT RS
LHEZFEFTFTLFRGERE  RIT FELFAF R ’bé‘b;a'»FR‘?FFw °

REIRES L R AR RS 2L Y-SLAS S SRR a3 O s R -

TS 0 @ % - PRI B VAR AT A o - g~ 2
ErLEAMECEE c BB AT LG A 24 Lk RSk
P 35 MeEEY o PEEE R PRSP gl M RO 2R
FEH LR ATHRE G EREARE c B BB SFINGEY 0 SRRy
o N EBEER SRS AIIFREE - G F D RGEREF €
B AT BRSO EAF R o L LB ETE
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