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Abstract: During the rapid development of mobile computing, IoT, cloud computing, artificial intelligence, etc, many new programming
languages and compilers are emerging. Even so, C/C++ language is still one of the most popular languages. And array is one of the most
important data structures of C language. It is necessary to check whether the index is within the boundary of the array when using it to
access the element of an array in a program. Otherwise, array index out-of-bounds will happen unexpectedly. When there are array index
out-of-bounds defects existing in programs, some serious errors may occur during execution, such as system crash. It is even worse that
array index out-of-bounds defects open the doors for attackers to take control of the server and execute arbitrary malicious code by

carefully constructing input and intercepting the control flow of the programs. Existing static methods for array boundary checking cannot
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achieve high accuracy and deal with complex constraints and expressions, which lead to too many false positives. And it will increase the
burden of developers. In this study, a static checking method is proposed based on taint analysis. First, a flow-sensitive, context-sensitive,
and on-demand pointer analysis is proposed to analyze the range of array length. Then, an on-demand taint analysis is performed for all
array indices and array length expressions. Finally, the rules are defined for checking array index out of bounds defects and the checking is
realized based on backward data flow analysis. During the analysis, in order to deal with complex constraints and expressions, it is
proposed to check the satisfiability of the conditions by invoking the constraint solver. If none statement for avoiding array index
out-of-bound is found in the program, an array index out-of-bound warning will be reported. An automatic static analysis tool, Carray
bound have been implemented, and the experimental results show that Carraybound can work effectively and efficiently.

Key words: array index out-of-bounds; static analysis; buffer overflow; constraint solving
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TR,

@ idx=idx % size;

® if (id>=size||idx<0)..

® assert (idx>=0 && idx<size);

Tt ] ReAE AR — L S R I A SR AN R TR 2 ST T 56 B2 s (0 e TRl BRI, B a4 A #8452 IE 3
T E I8 B L 20 2 AR 4 1 2 AR X 015 I 23 I K 23 W i 3,3 B804 4 U7 2 TR VR RS YR A £ L0 R o 1) B A
TR

1. typedef unsigned int UINT32;
2. typedef struct §
3. UINT32 noisy[12]:
4. UINT32 arr[15].
5. FmyStruct;
6. myStruct s;
7.
8. void f{lUINT32 m.char® arr) {#main->f: m=12%/
9. UINT32 tmp[3]=§1.2.3}:
10. UINT32 n=m;
11. s.noisy[n]=0: Jf’
12. arr] 2]=0. W
13, for(UINT32 i=0:i<n:i++) { i
14. =15 '
15. break: Y
16. s.art]i]=tmpli]:
17. ¥
18, )
19, int main(int arge, char*™ argv) {
20. UINT32j, k: N,
1. scanfi*@od %6d”, &j.&k): SR BRI (APT) pp X R S R HHl i
22, char* p = malloc(j).
23, char* q = malloc(k):
24, char®* t;
25. if (j=k)
26. t=&p:
27 else
28. t=&q:
29, ifarge+2<15){
30, flarge-1,%t). /*arge-1<12%/
31. }
32 return 0
33}
Fig.2 Example code of test.c Fig.3 Buffer overflow vs. array index out of bound
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Fig.4 The overall framework of our method
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Aib 72 7E H: OutState FF Al I, 25 A P IR IR 15 AR 40 1 SC 108 B Ak S0 DU 55 A By S0 (1 B0 4 40 6 I8 PR AR 4
Hr ik i B A A BEAT R AL (ki) A2 1 (gen) A 45 2R
OutState(block)=U esuce(block) INState(s) (1)
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p HEATHRET 2347, B X AR WA 15 40, 5 i) 3020 5 40 AT 1 L AR At A S ) 0 -
o p=malloc(size)¥ AliasSet H[f] p &4t 24 malloc(size), Jf- K+ AliasSet H1iZ It % malloc(size)bric 4y £ 1k k1,
= 1%} malloc(size) 34T 84 20 #.
o p=&a ¥ AliasSet "] p £k &a.
o p=q K AliasSet 1) p B He o g, 5 SEEUE U o T 4R EE 3T q B 44
o p=*q ¥ AliasSet # 1) p i h*q.
o *p=q ¥ AliasSet H 1) p £ b &q.
o p=g(..) K HEN R EL g PR EOR [BIVE R T AR HEAT AR EE 0T
WAL AliasSet 11 70 AL 3 &FF 5, B 11 &p, MITE J5 SR HCHE Ji 4 A vh 23 A3 p WA e =, 4 SRR 460 1)
184 A g, AliasSet F % # &p by &, U R HTHE 4L J*q, ) AliasSet 7 &p Bt 2 &(*q), RUE 4 2 g, LA L 3E 200
Hek AliasSet W) p Bk g % R X AliasSet H R FE(KiIp A4 B (Gen)g.
WERTERREL f 1A 58 L B AL 4 55 I (19 4004 75 B8 ) D) A ) D732 20 A 2 B B0 B o L 3 LA e 28
e, LB e A BN A R AL T AR B R 30 AR SO S 30— AN 4L 4 W] ReAFETE 2 AN S0 B R )
A S 5l 48 L v A — AN 7 WIAE AR B — AN B K TR T AN 4 arr il g e AT R R E
— A K E {50,515+ 550} N T SCREIAGEUBOR T SCRRURE I AE Bl i Al FR R A AN (1) RS FE A B
block )5 4k s A G ES IR AR(1)),iC 0 suces(block);(2) 784> KT B % £ sy, b 2 18] )5 i) Zdhs v 20
BR H5C L E, i suces(F). X T804 4 arr, MAE SR Er 73 T I, 70 BR A IR AR e bb v & 7 B — A arr (304175 9
) AE 39 44 I (RIT AliasSet F 2815 502 38 0 o), B po R AV (R E DAy s, JUPHRE AT 53 s 0 I PR A7 280 b5 50A
FEARYAT B R B R A R R 1) i 2 B Y ek B0 A BELED . ValidFunes(s)=suces(f), B 2302 A S
g FTAERE A B J 47 224 B ValidBBs(sg)=succs(bb). i & SN 4 arr, il F— 41 E K S {s0,51,...,5n ),
HHEAPSG— N KE s 0 328 104/ F 18, R 2008 20 ValidFuncs(sg)=succs(H AT #idk Ak ValidBBs(sg)=
succs(bb), JF L HE S BN R E f RN IEAD bb PEEY arr XN IBAKERSES size(arr,f,bb)={s;,

Sj,...,Sk}.
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n] DL SR P RN R AR B v Y5 SE T(v), 7T BLE 4575 B (tainted) 2% 3 15 44 (untainted), B!

T(v)e {tainted,untainted}.

15 KUE T tainted W RAUXT R AT ZRAE 1,untainted w] DU Af /R 0, P51 b ml DA FH 32 4803 545 8 (e A V ok
TG RE R AL R B — ARk 75 SUE DR tainted, 4N 05 A5 sSUE R tainted.

231 V5 AR R

o TG A AT R 3 B (0 4 ) K e RN R T U R R T B AE A (RS AL

B2 NS c R QL bl A B B R BRIV A A

T(c)=untainted.
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£ 475 A).if ¢ then exprl else expr2 ¥ A AEA)h 4R IE I ¢ 75 sUA AL 3B 45 BEA T b (A 15 ) h
) 20 AL A B 5 ) [ B [0 I 40 B AR S Ry B A AR ER B SRy .

EECARER.EERE TG 0 ADASE I AE IS | A2 p 0TS REABES S | AN ES a.

Yie[0,n),T(a)=T(p)).

[ T, i 50 FH R AU 4 R e 50 B 1) 7 RS A 38 45 R FH 2 s Wt 1 70 A

BR HUR B35 7). 2 3R (111 2 A8 e, J0) R 50 [P 5 M8 55 T 1248 8 1R 75 s A 20 SRR R 2 e (4
IR B R 2%), ) bR F0R [E 75 sE Y untainted.

232 AR AT ST

75 BTN, B SR G VAR T T TR S AL T bR A B B A DG I eR R, DA L BN 1 R BT A R T A R
B0 G B LA O R BUAE A PSR RE N IG5 s A AT X FS A R AR A BR B0EAT A1 1) HR 4 U 43 A ) T BR R eh (R 4
ANFEARYL A InState Fn — AN FEARBAEZIEA N TV (175 B0IRA, 2 0T A T IR S A B OutState #1914,
RJAEZIEAYPAT R FTH R L A5 AORES; OutState /R — AN FEA LA iZFEAER 111 975 mUIR S L 7E
ZAEAY InState (WAl b, B FE AR P b 38 4R IR b5 1 A R U TR 7 2 0A 2U S IR 1 4

ol

dl
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SR KIS B IE U mUR A, Gen R 2R iR IE AU RO
InState(block)=U pepredviockyOutState(p) 3)
OutState(block)=Gen(block)U(InState(block)—Kill(block)) (@)
b T4 B H B0 10 BRI AR T 52 4 A JE A E ) InState A1 OutState, B 21 1% 35 AXE[¥) InState 1 OutState [1]
RS BB TG RS 5 R DR OutState A [7]. 1% FE, 3t 1T LA 21 s 2 A BT RIE K 54 W
HREE S 2 A 15 m G 5 BA Z R 3 f IS AU ZE TS().
M THANRELHTESIRA A={a,,a,...}, BE DT ENEE v 075 5RO Tv), AL 7T B8 2 s 4%
T v G BT B HUT T 25, BT
tainted
T(v) =< untainted (5)
... T(@.A ={a |RelyOn(a,v),3, € A}
233 F R G ST
ESEHE N TR UK 2 50bR 0 A v B (0 R J5 N I R BT R, 6 FS 1R i A7 e B30 30 4 P P F 4 41 e
v 388 I bR H0 AL TR R A SO SE 2 1T SUEAR IS R B S, F EAR B FS AN R BUE S 107G UE. D R
A 2 A BOR H R o0 8, 0408 H ek 800 S 807 B R LT TR 38 SE 2 v sl 2 .
SRR F 5 | MBS o Hs A T M Caller,...Caller; HIN 5 2 p; )35 5 8 2 A1, B
J
f caller,
T(ai ):kL:JIT(pi )
B AR b Rk X 175 FORES N, a0 R BR] DB A BV R, ) R B (tainted/untainted); 77
W, 78 % 21k K5 mURES AR T s 8010 T8 2, N R T2 B O s 0% 21075 Sl T@RABIA(S)
55 3 AN IRAE BRI AT A5 3 Je A S S Rl
2.3.4  RBIfEHT
W 2 PR AN B B SE s f sl AR B B S s, B S B S S B R N B A AT S 4
Bl 5,4 AN EA LB W EAL TR0 .y 2 F0 1386 B 30 f EATVS s 0 A, nT LUAINTE f b A8 5 n AT Y A
5 IS5 m — 2R 5 5 main B3 HE4T 75 A0 ,arge AT argy 1 AR R 295 B K. B T main g8 20
2% arge-1 WH R, SRR MBS m yis e BE0,f A8 5 n AT RS L.

Block 5:13

| Block 4:14
v

L]

Fig.5 CFG of function f in test.c
K5 7Rfil test.c bR EL f ATV ]

| Block 5:13

2.4 HAR SR ER IR

T8 — 44107 ) 384 arr[idx], B4 are 55 N B K 512 b {leng,len,, ... len, v, JH 5 20 8 S Bl Bes A%
s BAd y Warr[idx]),Warr[idx]))=T 78 %8040 U5 1) )2 S B S W(arr[idx)=F 78 1% 8041 05 )5
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TS FHEA S
FIEFM 168 FHA V7 75 arr[idx], a0 B A0 4L R br idx ARG G UK BRI R TR — K TS
P B, % B0 4H U )5 A 2 S B R
T (idx) = untainted
{Ei e[O n].T(s;) = tainted
FIEFW 2.5 T HA V5 1535 A7 arrfidx], 20 B 5041 R Fs idx O 3E95 3t B K F & b & — AN HE 0 JE
5 G 10, 0 AR bR /N T B K B A1) 3R R A — A B U B A ) AN 2 T OB 124
;IR o S B4R
{;Fldx)=untalnteci w(arid) = T,Ell-e [O,n],lfixési
i€[0,n].T(s,) = untainted F.vie[o,n]idk<s,

=W (arr[idx]) =T (6)

(N

FTE RN 3.5 T B 20 5 15 38 ) arr[iox], 2 SR B0 A% idx 75 G B AR A n 465504 T AF idx A%
(3 ) M B R P HUCR S1,Ss,. ., S, 45 B — 4 1 ) 4 R A R R IE S M AT R R IE T H R €),C,...,C0, TS T 45
V) Sy E BRI IR BE A H bb Hp SN B2 arr iR AR A A i, B4 K 3 3146l LenSeti= {len;, lens, ... len;, }.
WERAFAE — 48] S, LA S Y idx K T2F LenSet; P AT —KJE (A @) T4 A); k& W RAFE— 415
Si, 1] DAHE S idx /T 0(A K (8) K4k 11 B); B # X B A B AR AN BEHE T HY idx /N T LenSet; T A K (A
@& OFHE KT T 0(AR®)H 14 D), W4l 15 0] 15 1) 2 3 B A B i RAFAE— 4051 S5,
A DAER Y idx /T LenSet; BT KB (A () T IS AT ), IF BAETE— 415 ) S, 0] LAHES Y idx KT 0(A
)V TS A F), U H A U7 W) ) A 2 5 BOE A R

A:(Eli 3, )(c, - (idx = IenL))EUNSAT)

B:(3i.!(c, — (idx < 0)) =UNSAT)

UO

(
(v|,Vk ' c > |dx<Ienk))sSAT)
(V| (c; - (idx =0)) = SAT) )

E (30, vk > |dx<lenk))zUNSAT)

HER —>(|dx>0)) UNSAT )
T,AvBvCvD
F,EAF

AR A b 3 AN BN, AR SO S IR 1 R AT B 28 T T — 4 B Ay ) g, 1 S A
FA T bR 05 AL A SR b A A S e 00, IR e R0 1 R 2 A i é&fHUSlﬂmﬁﬁmﬁA%ﬁiﬁz
BT S EZH N A v G I D S v R B RS 1) B G A R T B bR R T R B AR S
i B 0 AT B, 4 A OutState 3R /R —ANFEAHAE IZ3E A B 111 I FIR S %Eﬁf‘ﬁi:%%ﬂii}%m InState [t
LA R@OFRULE 3.2 79 AR A ZIEA AR B2 E 2 T EELUE S B B G B ES
InState K 7n— AN HEAPAAZIEARTN LI FPRE, AKX G) (L 3.2 1), A & 75 H OutState E’Jﬁﬁﬁmi
EEE AT T A AR L B 3 FIER 1 A AR A R A o T SUE AL T 0 B AL U B A4 B B S A AT R AT
#EEH’J/H%.LEIV\JEﬁéﬂcﬁmﬁ*ﬁi}\é&éﬁwmﬁu’WTEH@EZ&L’%%%,WL@E&%&W@/l\z-itztiﬁi,éu;%n%c
I RS R 8 58— AN ARER bb Ji5 ) b4 A7 LA OK R AR pred B, 44 [F BTARSE bb 47T pred [RIMEAN 7332,
AR5 A1 FH 3 S8 A0 (0 4 A2 B 2 75 75 R IS 2 SR A 3R N 10 a5 BN R A 0 ) 4 A DK L T e
53T, 75 WK 2k SR AT S R (] 1) 5 1) B8 U 20 A 5, 75 AR R AR 1) o 0 F R B Rk 4 1R I S ek 4.
Xﬂﬁi/l\ﬁc #, JEFE CFG #%Jaﬂﬁﬂ%i&zéﬂ@iﬂz f H’Jﬁﬂ% B XHE !Aéﬁéﬁwﬁi%ﬁﬁ ﬁu%‘%ﬁ?ﬁ%z%‘l ‘32

T (idx) = tainted =W (arr[idx]) = {
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B 55 T AR SR AT R PN R 1) B 23 M e R D T B i Ml Rk — BT, BRI R A AR S A
Bk B TC B A AR
Table 1 Types of statements related to array out-of-bound checking

R 1 BADBTRNAN G R 1) K

R AR i B VG WLV LIAOR AR5
7 B i) Type idx=expr idx=const I(idx==expr—idx<len)
!(idx==expr—idx>=len)
idx=expr%const 1(idx==expr—>idx<0)
!(idx==expr—idx>=0)
TR 15 ) idx=expr ditto ditto
B A TR TEA) idx op=expr idx%=const 1(idx,;==idx op expr—idx;<len)
S biE A if(expr) idx<const !(expr—idx<len)
idx<=const
idx>const !(expr—>idx>0)
idx>=const
for {if ¥4 i A1) for(...;expr;...)  ditto ditto
while fE¥Fi#4)  while(expr) ditto ditto

Bk 1 BRI

&K #5: ABChecker(CallGraph,CFG,Depth).
% A\ :CallGraph,CFG,Depth;

%1 H - Warnings.

1.for each f in CallGraph

/*in backwards topological order*/

2. bbSet=0

3. for each BB in CFG off

/*in backwards topological order */

4 for each ArrStmt in BB

5 if T(ArrStmt.idx)==untainted

6. if T(ArrStmt.LenSet)==tainted

7 Warnings.add(ArrStmt)

8 else

9. for each Len in ArrStmt.LenSet
10. if ArrStmt.idx>=Len

11. Warnings.add(ArrStmt)
12. break

13. else

14. OutState[BB].add(ArrStmt)

15. if OutState[BB]=J

16. bbSet.add(all predecessors of BB)

17.  ABCSet=intraABChecker(bbSet,OutState)

18. if ABCSetzd

19. result=interABChecker(ABCSet,f,Depth—1)
20. Warnings.add(all ArrStmt in result)

eF #:intraABChecker(bbSet,OutState).

1.while bbSet=J

2. BB=bbSet.pop()

H¥
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3. for each succ of BB
4. OutState[BB]+=InState[succ]
5. InState[BB]=J
6. for each stmt in BB
7. checkStmt(stmt, &OutState[BB])
8. if OutState[BB]#InState[BB]
9. InState[ BB]=OutState[BB]
10. bbSet.add(all predecessors of BB)
11.  ABCSet=OutState[BB]
12.return ABCSet
&K #:checkStmt(stmt,OutState[BB]).
1.for each ABC in OutState[BB]
2. if imply(stmt, ArrStmt.idx,less,0)
3. Warnings.add(ABC)
4. OutState[BB].remove(ABC,low)
5. else if imply(stmt,ArrStmt.idx,notless,0)
6. OutState[BB].remove(ABC,low)
7. for each len in ArrStmt.LenSet
8. if imply(stmt, ArrStmt.idx,less,len)
9. cnt++
10. else if imply(stmt,ArrStmt.idx,notless,len)
11. Warnings.add(ABC)
12. OutState[BB].remove(ABC,up)
13. break

14. if cnt==ArrStmt.LenSet.size()

15. OutState[BB].remove(ABC,up)

&K #:inter ABChecker(ABCSet,f,Depth).
1.if Depth<=0 or ABCSet==(

2. return ABCSet

3.result=0

4 for each caller off

5. bbSet=J

6. DbbSet.add(caller.callsite.BB)

7. OutState[callerBB]=update(ABCSet)
8. set=intraABChecker(bbSet,OutState)
9. set2=interABChecker(set,caller,Depth—1)
10. resultt+=set2

11.return result

WAL 1 e K checkStmt Bz, £8 Bt i 20 A i B vh ok T
it R A @) TP A A B B WL S Beii i A P AN SGTE AL C
YOI AT B B F AL AR 5 17 Bodla i 20 A il e op AN FE%3E B D F

3 BEAT AL B B Ar 3 —
E; a0 B M1 B — Z B A ATE A
L6 5 ) B0 20 A R b, 5 B O 5 AL N AR A SR 1T

RS SRS I R R RS R W I EE b W

BRI 1 RIRT S PTR, B B AR AL R AR
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S AV ) CELFEAIG B 2% 1) RS 5 4T o 1) {9 06 X (B 75 10 Ot 1 308 QR 42 B R 1 3 50 L 78 Wt A1
FeikArp idx 7 B IR Hdls BT SRR O AT 5 2R T 24 sU8) I A A F oL, AN 454 B R4 11 D AN B AL A S
AL T PRI 7 3 ode A 2 A 3(8) 4 i AvF 2 75 s AL, WD 15 B DTG 5 7 3 AR 240 W SR AR O 2, % 4 A A~F S — A
ci—(idx op expr)3R& s, LU $ifiid v 35 S B B S04l U 17 38 ) BT 78 I FE AR B4k A8 ).

fa] A DT B Q032 75 5k S A AL H bR AL R AR R IS A, B4 £RA% 24 (idx op consty)—(idx op
const,), H 4 A PN EAERF op — B, il i ELE P AN & const, Al const, S T 4% 4 1A T 3 2 L AR TR
AR, W2 1 15 3 41 o, HAAR A SR 0 4 R

o IETEA). L B AL 5 ) 2 idx=const FI idx=exprY%const ({175 JE, 2/, # idx=const F const KT 0,01 23 2
®)F &AM F T, I 41 B FI4E D AR R W 2 s (8) 41 E i BB len o4 &, H 355
AU B const /N T EGEE T BT A HOATCBE len, IS5 E RGAL, [ IS4t A R A C AN Jar i SRAE A v (1) 86 ik
const K TAL—# m ALK len, U 414 A B, IR 5 B4l AL 24 75 ) 24 idx=exprY%const i, T H7E 2 3 (8)H 4%
f E PRI len [R50 5 & I35 5 & const /N T 80EE T TG B KIS len, 451 E 5o, IR I 414 A
R4 C AT

o ARG TEA). N A AL FEIE A1) 4 idx%=const 115 T, 1 %€ 155 idx=expr%const A [H].

o SAFiEA). R RE AL PRE A1) 444 4 idx<const. idx<=const. idx>const Il idx>=const K15 241N
idx<const B, 11 R 2 3K (8) 1 4 4 E BB ALK T len [R] it 24 5 £, B B35 ) P (1) 8 1 const /T 856 T Ty
B len, UG E oL, RIS 454 A A% A C AN ar. 2 444k idx<=const I, 5E const 215/ T4 K
% len. 24 45 idx>const i, 5 % const J& 75 K T—1; 24 44 0 idx>=const i}, 1] 5E const /&5 KT 0.

HRR MBI 5 HIK &1 cio(idx op expr)F 2 293, 345 2 o B (BT (cond— idx<size) AT 45 £ o sk
i e, T 3 49 TR SR A8 SR ) KT 4 AP ) R A L SR AR AR 1 45 SR UNSAT (S RT3l A2 ), U6 B SRR IR A1 R ¢i—
(idx op expr)fE 2y B, ik f2 i 2 T B8 ) SiBa& T idx op expr i 2 o SR MR 1 &5 J ok SAT (AT i 422), W) 22 1 Ji
SKIIZIH ci—>(idx op expr)ANTT AL X AN [RS8 2 (1) ), 2 A AL 3B 40 R

o IR TE AN 1 55 4 5 Fios B AR TE A idx=expr F145 K0 2 (1) %5 240 11 A 25 45 1 idx(len/idx)=len/idx<0/
idx>=0,#4 i ! (idx==expr—idx<len) & £ R AT 25 2 o K AR 2 UEAT SR AR

o HAMMEIER. IR 12 4 52 5 BETEA idx op=expr FIRFRE T 09 B4 30 S 2 45 11 idx<len,
4 % (idx==idX, op expr—idx;<len)Z TR A8 45 21 R K fift o 34T K At

o SAFIEA] B BT A for” ¥ ) Bl while” T A I K R HS VB A R R 45 1 expr RIVRRAS, £ (R 5 i
K8 A 26 idx<len, ¥4 1 £ 5! (expr—idx<len) A2 25 24 5K fift a4 JEAT SR iR

BTN TR AR . 40 S 77 “for” B “while” 45 A4 H 4R A 2% AH I 250 20 0 T IR AG 7 08 4 FRAT TR A A 202 AR 2
SRR B R for” 8l “while” 4 1 555X idx<var AH VT EL, WA fi 225030 i o0 B i R v, 24 (8 H i 4 1 H
var 24 idx DUHEAT SE BTt 5 2 K 5 A T T ) A e A 1 B R R ) 4R R A A

203 AT G RIS R B AL AR A R AR F AR T A A TARR LU E B
PRV AT PRE L TR I B 338 20, LA S AR S TN 320 U 5 45 P S S5 R LU A PR A, T LA Bh R P 5 50
D3 R b A R A L AR 1 B A SR ) DU O A S SR R AR N S %

AR, W 2 B AR, X T34 U7 T A are[2], B0 AR 2 9 kS Y B Al KR (k) S S B AR 4 )
SERRIN 1,70 78 g B0 B S e B T H 07 )18 ) s.noisy[n]. s.arr[i]TAT tmp[i], Ho B4 Fhx n B0 ik is e 4 5m
ok S R o AT R ) s B 3 AR I 1 2 S SO AL A T 45 R A R (02 noisy F arr DA B4 tmp
TS BB A AR — @A/ T 0, A TR ZEA IS T8 4 Bt ] 5 Bros i) CFGIRATT MR 2 54l
KN RJRJZFEA L Block2 FF4f AT B4R S A% 2, ol 2 MRS H (028 16 A7 AAD R LR 1EAT 40 BT . 15 58 0%
3 [ LA Block2, A R IX HUA R FR i T IR 7 AR J5 4k 4L 17) 1 23 47,73 31 Block2 ¥ 3R E Block4. 82 T K, 3
111453 Block4 HJ5 4k(Block2 FI Block3), T3 3 Block4 th 454 2% (%20 4% &, B OutState 24 16 47HJ s.arr]i]
Hi<15. tmp[i]H i<3.iF Block2 7£ Block4 (1) false 4337 L, BT LL if 454t M1 (i>=15). th b o] AHEH i<15, D5k,



BRAR o T 77 5 SRS 40 8 A 2995

BT 16 170 s.arr[i]W L i<15 HIL SR A5 16 17 s.arr[i PR ARG 2 44148 5 v 8% B ARt /2 ¢, Block4

IR R AR PR AR B 8 A A P T () A B R AEAIG B A MG BR B 5 n R A5 45 A tmp 1 B A
n<4.Block6 H1 #1435 K Wl 4 4115 & OutState & 16 47 [¥1 tmp[i]7 1) n<4,11 471 s.noisy[n]" ) n<12.24i% 5| Blocké
HP R IR AR T ) I AR A W R A A K ST O 16 4T 1 tmp[i]H m<4,11 4T 1) s.noisy[n]H (1) m<12. P51 i, >4 38 31| bk 4
f RN BV IRE R A U BSCZH (5 AN D 2 0 SR AT R B D 1,08 % g A 5 I A R e o 35 T AR AT S R ] R
Jii ) B AT

TE B2 main AR S 2 TR AR I B ALAE B oA 16 4T 1) tmp[[i] T i arge<5,11 471 s.noisy[n] ' /] arge<13.
if A4 E 2 arge+2<15, 4 A TR) PR U HC 792, 0 11 AT () p.noisy[n] i a2 FAG 2 45 14 n<12 W] LAt il A2, I
I, T8 B DTG 77 v v 1R 2 4R “test.c, line 11,p.noisy[n],n<12" AR 4R AH & 12 4T IEER LA n N/ T 11 A4 7] BLRAE
15 AT arr[i]7 B i<10, 8k, 17 R UG T 5 92 A0 20 3RSR R 7 72570 B 224 “test.c line 12,arr[i],n<117k IL& 4R,

B8] b, 24 47 P 7 B UG T 7 32 R AT S0 I BT, D8 9 DC 5 T A Ak B ) e o o 2 R 2
test.c,line 11,s.noisy[n],n<12;
test.c,line 16,tmp[i],i<3;

A FH 24 R R A T v 3R AT B W I, AT 5 1((arge+2<15)—(arge<13)) = UNSAT, ! ((argc+2<15)—(arge<5)) =
SAT, Al 25 4R 5

| test.c,line 16,tmp[i],i<3; |

3 SLINFNSLIG (Y

AR T A K w3 ARV ST — A T ) A B B R R T 4 1 DT A S T LR
Carraybound, 546 T 4% 75745 & 70 M, IFHE I T 4% 75 118 £t 20 M, AT BA R 23 W B2 K B2 IR TR, 51N T 7 BRAIE W]
A Z3U) 75 B SR DU R LA e 24 SR A ) R, DRI AR P 6 TR % LR W BLAE Linux 0
Windows F &t I247T iR /2 i T~ Clang 3.6 ML AR AR &5 Z3, 2 K L IX 8] 73 M #8575 mi 20 A A 4L i 5
SEERIIC 3 ANBERL R B T RTEC B A D RE S BT 7 YA A IR 2, T DAE L BR E HOR P
AT LR () Bt O 20 W RIUR P O F T I W AE Ak« SRIIEAL S5 T 321 T TR 0.

Carraybound
B A o B )

FiiG gt

AL S B R

Hlig s

B ACHE R ] 43 B

e et | || |y s

|
|
HAKEERAN |
|
|
|

Fig.6  Architecture of Carraybound
K 6 Carraybound I H 484
3.1 XMk
RFFM AL R RUBERE PP 2 55 K AST STAF A SR — IR R BN BT AST SCAF, fL 55 AST SCAF I T A7 A 4,
SRR E NAE X T E 4 Carraybound S K MUBERE 7 1) SCRE. LG W1, PHP-5.6.16 7% 25 J74T IR AL Al
211 > AST SCPF A FRATZK IR PR BT AST SCPFINAE 2GB AAFIINLES LR TEVEIs AT 2 T3 A IR
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PIANAEZEIR R4 10 J7ATHZ 100 J7ATACE BFE P, FRATITE Carraybound 1 SEHL T W AEOLAL SEms . 9 AE 040 3R
S 11 D% i S AR AT — A AST BAZIANAE 3 A7 OR B e 6 1 AST SCAF, B PR B 200 A~ AST SC#F.AST 3¢
PR D A7 T R > 3 HLAST BAA I o ok 25 2 ml LA el F P B 7 ml AR A 75 Sk R0 o B0 7 = il
AST BAHI [R5 K758 AL HT AST [FJ N 251, Carraybound K 15 G A AR [ AST &5 AE A7 . 40 AST 7E
W A7 1, Carraybound 23K AST %5 2h EIAS (AR WIS AST ANE A A7, Carraybound K5 M AST SCHEEE N AST
[P 2529 AST BABIIA 3 1 F K 4% i) Carraybound i 5 B 56 S N 1) ASTEA R 1S, A P &E 7 —
AN/ K AST #(,Carraybound K 2% 58 I AR % 3 B AST SO BRItk n KA 2 88 1% P A, P BB R B K I
B K AST i, LAysk > 451 % (¥ 132 4 45 42 1 Carraybound [FI5503.

SR BRI AL 20 W SR A T RIS (1, 0 G 2 0 5 1t U FH 240 SR AR 25 0 7 B 18 0 3 A I T, il 49 R ] 9 g

VEBVREAE, 7R A I AT T REBRLAL.

o BERETFNT IO NE LI K AR 2R 1R A CRAT R B P 1 1 5 B B A R A (R A R R e A
WX AN F) 4,45 AR A B 45 5, T U F 20 ASR AR, 3R R RLOR R Y32 6ok 24 o SR AR 24 1) i FH o 4.

o RS SK R H T AT H o b A B 8 B 1 RO R T R B A A I, B 2 ! (cond—
idx<size) X FF [ 4 3R 45 1128 25 240 SRR At 8 BEAT SR MR, I HIX AL SR 441995 2 cond HH % Z0UAL idx IX /N6 % 4 g
L A4 UNSAT. AU,k T % B 240 SR SR AR 2% T R S AR, AT 1308 T e S 4 1) L T T 58 1l 240 AP ot oK A,
T YEANH A cond HH A ZUEL B idx IXANRE G IR L0 S A, T LAAT Ak 2D e 24 SRS Ak 35 1R 1R L

o Bt (8] BR il PR )T o ) BEAEAE — oA B AR S — S LA R AR ) 0 R B Z3 Y HRCSR A I AT e L A RE R LR
b, 3RAT 1 Z3 $2 4T timeout [RC I
3.2 KEITM

FAIXS Carraybound 52 55 VP4l 3= B2 1] 25 LR LA .

Q1:Carraybound #4152 1%?

Q2:Carraybound %%

Q3:Carraybound 5 O3 77/ T H 1 LL 2

Q4:Carraybound & I ILSE#E (CVE) I BE J) an ] 2

WM RINT RN T VAL Carraybound A R, AT 13E T JULANH I IIFIR I H AE ) SEE0 % %, WK 2.
FH T 70 A DG EAE R SCHR b AR AT w] 09 R D 3R AT 5 40 7T AN 50 44 1 RT DUAS: 7 430 480 7 ot B 1) i 25 0 AT
T HBEAT T W, 008 TP F &S 200 T E Cppeheck!™ . B A0 #7 T B Checkmarx!'”fl HP Fortify?".
Cppcheck SEE X C/CHHEF I FF IR A A7 TR 1% T H F TR A R 8 AT A A DGR 7 6l b, B F B S 4
AR AR 7 ) 5 ¢ A ) JU™). Checkmarx & — AN Y55 (K 5 2 20 BT T L 6k - DU R 7, % T L& 1k
FR 35 AR5 1 76 2 A0 FE A5 AL 185 38 4 181, 4R )5 T8 70 % B Bk AT £ 1) LR IR 3 vh m] B8 1) 22 A U T A 4532
5 0) L HP Fortify A& — A& F MU (9560 225 25 o0 A T SCEESS 25 PR FRiE 5 10 IR 2 Fr 5 i 2 T HL (72
R HEAT T gt 45 R W3 2, 5 CAB-Simple J I 15 ) 1 5. VT T 4 B8 73, CAB-Z3 2 29 3SR AR 4k B8 73
TR AR B K AT LA 3] 200+ 74T BAT Tl i N Lo & F2 05,060 38 2 # Carraybound R 55 5 418 A A
AR AT TN LA S FRER U 2 BB T AR LA FRES A LR AR REA B it AT 1 S
T H I T TR, IR R 2 BIEEAE B3N KRR P, L 3. T HRAIAFER 2 hEF A& 2041 H
TE T B 2 il B, 0 0 N A A TR 5 A TG VE 58 A I A BT A I BRI I, O T 4 Tl R 4, AT T CVE i T
57 i DX IR T A O (R AR 5, 4k 20 R LA BT E AL U B 8500 28 vh X H R FR R LA R B B S TR
A 4.
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Table 2 Warnings of Carraybound and the compared tools
% 2 Carraybound 5%tk T B &R F 1t

a HH A CAB-simple CAB-Z3 Cppcheck Checkmarx Fortify

e (KLOC) W T w7 w T w T W T

libco-v1.0 6.0 3 2 3 2 0 0 10 0 0 0

libfreenect-0.5.7 34.7 10 10 10 10 0 0 10 0 - 0

vips-8.7.4 167.7 49 42 47 42 0 0 100 0 5 0

coreutils-8.30 206.8 12 5 10 5 0 0 305 1 35 2

curl-7.63.0 233.7 30 16 15 15 0 0 144 4 88 3

libxml2-2.9.9 23024 9 5 6 5 0 0 96 0 - 0

St 4772.2 113 80 92 79 0 0 617 5 128 5

T W RS AT R EAR T R BT 7R TR AR B b BB B B H R IR AN T RO A Fortify 434

IXEERE I

Table 3 Time and memory consumption of Carraybound and the compared tools

% 3 Carraybound 5%t T HL (1) I [|) R0 P9 77 45
i AL AST CAB-simple CAB-simple CAB-Z3 CAB-Z3 Cppcheck Checkmarx Fortify
= (KLOC) CfH# I fi(s) WAEMB)  IFTl(s)  WAF(MB) I [l(s) I ¥ (s) I ¥ (s)

libco-v1.0 6.0 6 0.2 33 0.3 44 0.8 84 22

libfreenect-0.5.7  34.7 17 0.6 55 0.8 66 14.5 828 -
vips-8.7.4 167.7 411 110 3866 117 3874 4633 1364 504
coreutils-8.30 206.8 393 39 1225 36 1234 5646 6001 976
curl-7.63.0 233.7 179 11 556 12 565 466 1191 429

vim-8.1.0818 838.6 81 142 1785 140 1797 434 1483 -
espruino-2.01 1141.6 9, 5 336 9 349 539 1801 3403
libxml2-2.9.9 23024 50 171 2093 171 2105 30 12 720 108

T =R R I AN R L P 0 A ] Fortify $41 1% SERE 7 10 H 4

Table 4 Results of checking programs with known out-of-bound CVEs and the repaired programs
F 4 N CAELIS CVE JeiiFE e FME 55 R ik & 45 2

CAB-Z3 Cppcheck Checkmarx Fortify
FeRe CVE BERA B BE B BE W BE B BE
FRA R RRA RA A A RE A
file(1)(9611f3) CVE-2017-1000249  (35c¢94d) Yes No No No No No No No
openjpeg-1.5.0 CVE-2012-3535 1.5.1 Yes No No No No No Yes Yes
sendmail-8.12.7 CVE-2002-1337 8.12.8 Yes No No No No No Yes No

H: (961113)F1(35¢94d) K /R FE T git MIRAS)T 5

Q1 BIMEIFAE. FRAT /I TE T AR 15+ 177 £ VT 50 AL 38 5 5 (CAB-simple) Bl 29 3 K AR 4k 22 735 (CAB-Z3)
AR AR O, AT 5 B3R R E N 29.2%, )5 5 B3R IR ZEN  16.3%. 5 B AR A VT e Ak 3 5 VR R R I
B GDRE RATT LA A 3 — P e H R 0 S A A R ) B TRV ) R A A P R R R ORIE T B i
F AR FRATT T 4 T AT A3 B0 R T WL 0 ) 7 B DG 5 Ak 52 7 32 A L 240 oS At UG T Ak B8 7 2 AE AR T 22 5
01 L R 2 i L TRT PR DC P — 6 ] 5 A X PR 98 ) 9 SR ) R R A O R IR 2 SR B TR VE AL PR B
e T A0 T 24 S SR AR AT T R LA 38 5 2% A ) BT R B D B T R AL B 2 PR B MR 4 L A W] DAL B AR P 4 IR

Q2 MEITAh. 4 T VAl Carraybound [ 4r HT R, ATV T W02 3 Fros KRR 1943 B B TR0 R PN A7 #6440
TSR T E Ak 3 5 v E T TR 20 SRR AR, A A 2 B (L 5 0 ] B DT 5 Ak B 7 325 909 FE B 22 1) I ) R P A7 AEL 2
IFIRSE33EI0 T 1.53%, WAE PRI T  0.86%. 158 T 24 A SR J7 3 9 A 35 Js W 53 14D B[] 600 P A2 01 B 184 3 2
BRI kg ,— T3 T, BRAVIAFAi R 2 T 240 SRS AR 1) 4 SR 90 T TG A P 20 S SR A ) I FRAT 1 T Sk i expri—expr2 4
AT 78 T Tl I D T 06 24 SRS figh 285 (0 18 75 55— D T, BT 240 SRSl g vy LA 1l b 1 B A P 1 ) 2 5 ) 0
M FEREAT TR, AT DU H B B T2 4500l A2 1 B0 2 00 R 2, AT A A L BBt 15 29 T4 . a3 3 o, kAT
AT D R I A V5 ) 5 7 DU i Ak L 7 925 R 40 SRS A UG L Ack L 7 2 76 B TRD R P A7 905 G L R B 5 R )3 IR I oK,
I S VG A 1) S DR I BRAT T R T v B AT ARG (W] 9 R
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Q3 52 HAERILE WK 2 FIK 3 Fiw, A2 T BTG R I B4 1 S b, 240 T s 1) I 1) T4,
AN H AT R L X 5 kAL S 2%

o Cppcheck: W1l 3 Fror )7 il,Cppcheck 4R 75 AT ] B4 B SR OC B4 T 480 S 36, 2Bl T <“char a[S];
a[5]=0;” X FF: 17 B R B0 o 12 T L 2 AT DAAR 5 1) 3 3R 0,1 1 BT REA7AE — Se . R BT 3R 2 Bl i bk
DUFR 7,12 T BB R 4R 5 B PR 3R 3 TR, 1% T E BTN e 38 58 B0, 7 7 1m) R, 2 Y AR SR A 1V I [
TEAT R 2 L SRR IR BB 2 2.

e Checkmarx: {11l 3 FT/R )7~ 4] ,Checkmarx A< 5 1T Z0 4R S AH O (R 42 .26 2 Hp B 51 1 gl o e —
W T 617 AL A S 2 i, b g XU 2 4] 25 A, 28 N LA 1A g ] 5B 0 B 20 i A B, 42 A
KR EAR, 2 N THAINE 4 A 0] 5BE R B4 8 AR B 78N TR A CHR A I, R % 1 B TG 32 A B0 RO B AH DG 1)
BT b 1) ) 8, BR A B4 T bR A PR AR e S AE IR B A B B AR S R IR B R R 3 FTOR, %
TR Rk 5@ JUAS 15 28R A 56 1 il B3 288 B E AT R 00 B, A7 £ 1 B A0 K P T ) BRAT 18 FH I B, 1% 1 R 57
FEAR A 1Y B[] o 5 A R AT At A7 LA AR % 1 B ¥ — R o [0 26 7, LU s 48 1) 88 05 7 7 1% P81 B AT 2 o DURS i e
B EAR FRATT LR 08 T B 2 B A DG TR 5 B S Y {E 2 12 H) S 0 4 1) 190 o 2 2 A X P SIS 28 g ot o 11, AT U 25 7
FERCAC IR 7).

o HP Fortify: 411 3 i/~ 7541, Fortify R 5 test.c 125 11 4T p.noisy[n] 2 25 v X et H Bk 50, 10 1% 24 5K
B R 3 FLIRAR T test.c W2 15 4T art[i]l & KM 55 12 1T PG IR S 30804 B/ 22 v X s 1 .28 3 B it il
TP % LR T R DO H A BTN T 0 08 Hh v 55 5 2R A DG IR L & o N L R I 2 3
Ji I H 2 A0 00T, Je v Ak BRFNE PR O £ 4 T AR 7 i) [l

Q4 X B 41 CVE LA AR & ELE. L3R 4,Carraybound T DA R [ WCAS (7 4 15 FF I 119 25 4T R 4842, 1
e 5T I RRAS 1R 3 AN P 3 45 B 4Bk A2 3. Cppeheck T Checkmarx X8 & ij J& 1 RRAS 34 A 3 25 A0 B 1)
H 2 8 AR HP Fortify %) Sendmail £ /7 I8 52 57 J5 IRIRUAS 14 25 2 1E 0 19, %) file 723 1A Aif JG WA 3 A4
5 %) openjpeg T /3 A A HE i B BE OB IE 5
3.3 LEiTie

b IR S 5 S B I G AT TR R R AT R IR S A A DS T A B R RS A 0 R E AT A
TE AT LLF B R 03 R IFE 7 v 1R ol S TR PR sl BF 2 3K 8 T L SR R AT RS 160 10 B30 Y 43 A R 249 TSR AR A1 bt
TR X — 2 () B B AT AR K R AR AR

FAIH L BRI BAK X ) 0T $ 7575 28T RSt iR B0 378 20 W R0 240 SR SR, B A A AR S B8 2D 1 %
FRAJEIR ALTEN T A X SO 25 0 T B 02 e iy, A7 1 & I T A SC T2 H Carraybound 75 553 | — 2%
AN G2, FE BT AP R A A T 1T A

AT R tH T 20 SRR LSRR I, 0 SR — Lo A A 20 B, Bl i — 842 (67 32 B I, 240 SR SR AR 48 B JC v 7
AL TR I T) PN & L SR AR s R T 2 B A AT EL R mT ™ Jr i 7 S8 N R BB i 12 timeout I [R] Sk Bk — L&
A% LY AR A (R IR X AT B4 2 B0Z T B iR iR s 1R

AERRE 20 A ST T H Carraybound #EAf P4 4 [ 4 3= 240 45

(1) KB C B FRRTF P AW AFTEE R4, AT H w71 1 H SEE b AR REAR L b Ak 31 0% vl 781, DR 1 7T R
P ECT A BRI AR

(2) B TA LB T N ARME AT B R AR FIE IR B SO R IX & 2 B C iR AR .

(3) FEEREL i1 TSR P AS 20 M1 U7 72, 70 AN BE 3R AT P2 bR 001 U50RE S B IR 15 00 T, BRAV 1K TG 725 28] T 0K 226 2 B 4
() D REFIVE A2 AT BRI 28 26 bR B0 ST 1O B4 30 5 A A 2 0 LR AIE, DR I 25 S B0 AN T C B ™= AR 3R

(4) B5A N FR TR P AR — 2o B e Rk S N A N AR B R, & S 3L B AR R U
T LT EE 7 70, 25 5 IR A TG vk UG JC R A 5 4 = AR IR 4R L 4L bR 2+, T 3 HR T e AR 2 A A
{180 90 T 24 B, TG L TR B 0 2i+j<xx B B 18 )X AR st 5 S B0 . BT LR Tl 97 R 1t 2% 8 6 4 )
KRARBE T timeout I ], K 5 22 B0 AL T bR R 5 2 BUZ R 5 16 R AR R IR AR LL W B0 R bR b B i s



BRAR o T 77 5 SRS 40 8 A 2999

I L 2K 45 3 B0 v ME DU b 1 2 SRR Dy 53 %, AT DG VR A i 7 I 8] P9 SR e, 1k T 5 B0,
4 HxI{E
4.1 SRS

AT RS HT A PSR IRAT AT 53 AT 7 v i AT AR 2 AR 1 HEAT Sl 2575 55 20 BT ok B B 3K A b 1)
W I VI L 021230 95 pt 3 WK T i 3 R K A0 A S i N A DA 9 s 9 T A % B R R B 3K ¥
O Q] £ AR P AT I R v A 475 > SO S (o M A v £ 30 [ b ik s ) AR 8 ) 4 5 a5 ¥ e e
AT AR N ) Aab 45 4

ARG A TR L B AR 15 00 BT DA 2 7 5 B 0 80— 33 4 ST o 195 A A L S TILLPA R — A3
T A TS YRR A 53 BT (KB AL I, Pl DAE 5 ol EL 06 P9 JIR 45 vh (i Wb IR 45 ) A 0 i N A 25080 42 v 1 00
ARBS. Ky T 96k 5 25 40 M7 (0 T 44, TaintPipel® 5 Bh 6 B 2% (138 AT I H AR 10 SR 248 i B I P bl o4 B, 0 e A £
AN, LUK 2 14 77 SO FAT M AT 755 540 75 RO HT. B0 S 15 mU 0 BT RO 19 55— AN il U FE 2 N D) KR 2 5O
(175 2595 25 00 AT L S PRV AR 10 B 32 B0 IR R PP B A X 2% 3 B0 B2 R N A s b I 75 EEFE 2
KEMN T A Ceara 2 NP T Bl ;UMY 51 551, 3 B0 1 400 B 1) 3080 e R st ¥ )00 T,
T2 I S A 5 B4 0 AT 1 B A2 11— S A O A5 .
42 BES

Andersen 5i%PORI Steensgaard SIKPTUE B HACERYE T A BUR K FR £ > M 1% Andersen $5 40 HT J7
IEPOLE P TS I I C VB S HE MR 1 T RV VA MY R R R I R AU R SOR R
(IR B4 1 AT B A% S R v ) LA 1 X R AR N A8 i 5 6 5 2 IR 240 OGR4, Rl i SR R 44
WK REEA WAL 3 AL, T A B R i 0] D¢ R AR T AR B e MR R RES EXR T E
) AR )V N A i 4 AR B 1) 20 T T A 7R 28 Steensgaard SRR — B EE TS0 (04REH O T VL LB
TR LT T 2R B A BT AR AN BB I FR &L 2 BT 23 5 i J S A o M (RORS B2 H A o — Se U BUR ( FR £
A3 HT AR, X 8 T Y S T B A BP0 B i Emami 5920 Lam 5535051 Chase 8602145 A2 (107
LN SCRUBAR AT M H T 20 Hn, BB BT R O IR B AL 44 REAT AR AT 0 B
43 HAWMRNE

Xu % NBIPEH T — R n] LB A RS2 A5 AT AL 0 b AT 40T A 7 4,12 5 M 1 I S s 1 i ) o
NI RURAAS BRI L P 2001 Detlefs 25 ANPHHE T —FlEl b 5 WL AR o4 5 10 i A 75 o B 5 3041 P Al
Ly ZSPREN RS R 22 R FERR I P ) O R A % T VAR R R LR, B B A LA PR AN AR T A A
Leroy A1 RouaixU M Hi T — NI AR, 38 45 i J 35 T 270 s 47 I 4G A JBON = LA S 42 1R Keellogg
2t N\ BSYEL LE 7 ol £ G 135 T G 00 250 2 e 7 (10 2 B 00 6 0 79k AL S Sy T 3k Bk M I E I 1), 2% 7 VR T BT R
TS REAR A5 B B FE P P45 B AR L2 R 3RATT K )5 2 R % 4 T H 7 100 57 ABCDP 7 A 42 75 1 53 C
(B2 1 A A PR RE BRI B 45% 11 Bl 25 100 FAG 7 4 4 I AT LS B B ARAL 1 A A

2 A7 A VF 22 A TR B4R SO Il T B840 Chimdyalwarl® %5 5 F 7K 785 550 20 8 7 0 i A5 20 1 L
AT T VA I Bk TR AL$E Polyspace FH Coverity; % A T.Hy ARCHER, AR AN ETFIE T H UNO Fl
CBMC.Polyspace & M:—Joll i i) LI A H T8 0 A A7 25 4R 20 23 T, A B8 DA IRDRE 1) e RS 29 i 30 K USRS 17
L AHEZ R Coverity 1] BASCRE FT AT 50 IR ARRS 23 A AEA7AE R i B4R UNO  [A] I A7 S SRR R, 9 LA BE Y.
FHAE AR 7 L ARCHER B FK 1] LUIEATAE 5 JIAT 900 BARED b A 23 BT HF AN 56 3. CBMC AR 25 45 EAT
TR 2> BT, ToVETE KRR 1 B3k 2 M R RS 12 Nguyen 28 NPPHRH T £ %) Fortran 8 35 15 20 B AL A5 40
2 7 v5 Arnaud 25 N BB T B0 N 2R P RO B TR 2 1 5 A T 0, I A FE R 20+
JIAT BT J5 20 AL B AT AR P . B TSR B A (1 A CGS A2 R4 NASA F2 3 5 hil (1 b s L 2L JF HAE
FHT NASA PIYEFRE AR 9 18 06 5, DR b B 48 S 36 v BEAT 5 % 7 1A T LB A
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4.4 ST XEULR SR A28 i X i HH A

HTAA AR 22 96T G2 b XU H ARSI %) T A K 22 BB AR A A 0 2 v XY HH 1A [ IR R ) 5 2 e st e

Tance! & Hy 7 —Fh 28 g 41 A IR 7 IR I 22 v [X 36t U V. Dinakar 2% A U2VHE S ok 6f 4 A7 JEAT 410K
181 23 S AR AR C/CHFE 7 Bh A BB A A B (32 17 TP 8. 41 Loginov ™ VAT rtec™ V4 L T3 Bk 1) 5 ¥ fig 4
BT AR A H I b X 3 AH R X e T A BTN B E AT B RS, M T AR Ik 1 2% 26 491 01 Logiinov
T H BB TS 95 900%.SafeCH*). Cyclone Ml DangDonel M FH 4™ i (T8 B 7R, 1K 229 i 40 & RN R 5
TH A VE H FRRE S 05% GL RIS R R /N AT X S35 B TR e AT K B 5 e DA F A 350 2 3K 226 40 38 22 2R
HT0 H R e I R T A R T R D7 2 e A G S AR (%) 3 2T T T 42 BRSO FH LA K U [R) 4 JR) AR e BRAE i
A TP A FR A P R 0K U T R A X L SR

5 B A S — b 57 1 3041 ol 4 R I A0 D7 92 481 4, Stack Guard ™) Al 6 76 K D 21 HE B 1 1) 3R 7] b
HE4E A 55 5 AR RERE B AT NPT R EAE U7 B B BB AT IS TR BRI A 3K L T T T R U IR R AR
8B 5 1 A A CFTV SRS 7 5t 2 10 42 0 15 0 JAUAT 08 TR A 50 o 3 5 BRATT 1) T A I et B, BT 1 A H
1) 2 5 T 25 2 W R IR 5+ 1 B3 A 7 e s
4.5 T3 E4E B R AR

FOWA (fuzzing) MR A2 2 A WA A 458 By )32 1) B AR v 22— A% VE AR RS I 5 4 B0 5 B 2 v X i 1
i) R0 et A A R A P U057 o T o R 3R D00 A L G B O IR N AN B A SR
FF U SR Ji Bt L 52 T 4 iy N A 3R A5 00 S i N e B R0 T t AR OV I 35 2 K BRI R B A, o T
Y ELAT A2 8 N 425 K (R P i N 2l ) B0, 30 o 35 T R i N I 2 U N . Godefroid 2 APUELH T
— PR AR SO 7 1, 65 A R AT AN S AR IR A . BB AR AR I3 mT DS I 21 25 A e A R H — A
PR R A A 5 A b A, — U 21 S ) 58 T R L RGBS ) X, DR A s S S0 W, R AR
TP R T T YA 0 B T R o L R AT ) 7 VR AR T R, T DA SE L R AR T 5 O LT DA IR [
RGBT Fr Tt

5 ZEipFARFKIE

ARSCHR— T — PP TG 8320 AT IR A A A B RS A I 5 R IS T — /N T BAFE Windows A Linux
PeE R4 LTI A S L # A 00 #F T L——Carraybound. 1 S FE 5 H A7 76 B 2L A B B, T ARG 11 25 AH 7 )
YA RV 0 ) B A 3 T4 A B T O A L B SRR R R UR AR D SR VA Carraybound T H. . SEEG # i &
B ,Carraybound R DAL Ig i 15 76 FE e v B HEAT B02H 10 A6 2 B0 T bk 764 F 20 SR Al T R I iR 3R K
214 16.3%.J3% Carraybound A — 2R fR FI YR i, 15 & 7 DL Ry D F2 P 03 N LW 2 AR 3R 7 v ] BL$R
PR S8 0 1) B 2 3 A A S RO L R LS B AR R L S N O A L BRI Hb S £ AN DA BT R R B A R,
AT DU R 5 S MR SR IL A R 7 ok 5%

H ij,Carraybound FH T~ 22 k& 25055 J R, ) B85 SO R T 2 ok 50T DR RS 1 175 0, m DA% 18l it v 250l 22 55
F5E R 58 TS e R R T 502 S B s W, o T PR TG VR PR A 0, T DA% 18 B B 28 K I D v ke ksl o —
7 T, 50 20 70 L e 8 e — SRR A P G ol X ¥ ) 5k B, AT TR LA 2% e e 21 0] 2 o DX i ) e o PRS00, % AL T
ZZ 0 X it AH OC APL AN strepy memepy, P BAIE I G2 SO 45 o tH 4% 1, 1 3728 i DX vt ASE B, 7R FH o o 40
AP R F 2 75 75 AH S 1478 S0 A 8 40, A TR 00 4% o DX 36 S S50 B
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