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Abstract: Software testing is a common way to guarantee software quality. How to achieve high coverage is a very important and
challenging goal in testing. Fuzz testing and symbolic execution, as two mainstream testing techniques, have been widely studied and
applied to academia and industry, both technologies have certain advantages and limitations. Fuzz testing can execute and cover deeper
branches by randomly mutating test cases and dynamically executing programs. However, it is difficult to generate test cases that can
cover complex conditional branches by random mutation. Symbolic execution can cover complex conditional branches with SMT solvers,
but it is difficult to cover deeper branches due to state explosion during symbolic execution. Current works have shown that hybrid testing
involving fuzzing and symbolic execution can archive better performance than fuzzing or symbolic execution. By analyzing the
advantages and disadvantages in fuzzing and symbolic execution, this study proposes a branch coverage-based hybrid testing approach
that combines the two methods with each other to achieve better test cases with high branch coverage. Specifically, fuzz testing (e.g., AFL)
quickly generates a large number of test cases that can cover deeper branches, and symbolic execution (e.g., KLEE) performs a search
based on the coverage of fuzz testing, and generating test cases for uncovered branches. To evaluate the effectiveness of Afleer, the study
selects the standard benchmark LAVA-M and one real project oSIP as the evaluation object, and uses bug detection and coverage as the
evaluation measures. The experimental results show that: 1) For bug discovery, Afleer found 755 bugs while AFL only found 1; 2) For
coverage, Afleer achieved some improvement on benchmarks and real project. In the project oSIP, Afleer increases the branch coverage by
2.4 times and the path coverage by 6.1 times. In addition, Afleer found a new bug in oSIP.

Key words: software quality assurance; fuzz testing; symbolic execution; test case generation
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Bl 5 A5 S AR K &, A B 29515 B DA AL 2 4 77 77 T 1, T B T I R AN 24 50N B3 e iE B H 2338 2.
EGEE B 5 N AR EOE N T 38%, MALLE 2016 4E~2017 4EEIIE AN T 14% L HAE IR = A I 402 U
TR B — o = 79, 2w b R I T A S Bk T TR T A 48 SR B v R R L AR T, T AR R
TR P 051308 5 28R s AR TR D I L2 5 A LA AR T R AC I B A N BB AT e, B P R —
B 4R 50% L A AP

BRI IR T DA 1 A R TR JE A 2 1 TR (R R AT ) 38 B2 T DAk 48] 1) AR 2 i 2R T DAAR i R U
TR RS T MR 2 R AR B 7 T oA AR 3 A s AR TS 7 s 28 (W iR ) B 38 . 40 =78 252 56 ) B 3 491 A 30
AR, 24 A AR e 50 22 14 I 3k P 491 7 5 28 vy FLSB BAT @ ok b AR 8 P 7 — B AR B my Sk,

BT 78 35 28] SRR It (coverage-guided fuzz testing)!™I(TF 3¢ o B 2 2] A4 R8I 25 4 3L T 78 75 5
T (BT )5 5 BT (symbolic execution)® 2V AT A Al )2 F 70 R P AR TR R 45 5 T A T3
BB (B a0 AFL T BB A AT B ARFE 77, 30 25 7 25 6 ik 5% A M 461 14647 B AL A 57 (mutation), AA
T 2B T 0 0328 FE 491 DL 1 72 S R R L 3 2 1 B S 2 AR AN i R B RIS BB TR 25 B BE 2 10 ) S ElE
)N 1k TE B A PAT I 5 A8 T, SRS 00 30 S 9 5% (crash), A S BT 3R T BT RO 0 X SR B AL AR S
DRI X DA A2 B R DA 5 380 82 2% % 1 (0 3 PR 4614910 Pl 1 () v, 255 S0 o it LA S 1) 7 9, D B A 2 AR e 27 UK
A e 15 RIS input=123456789. & 1(b) AT BRI 12X 78 5 1 2R s A A X X LA AS: 0 1)U V. error 1 (B Zc )
ZEE0 Y ) MR T AL T RRAL B IR TR error2(BI A7 M 20 €035 ), BOMIINR i T R A S ST 075, R L E 5
Ko W E YRR error2.

P55 AT BT ST R 5 RS 20 TR 4% 1, A5 B ) FROR i a1 Ry A 4% i 4% A ek A 431 451 o, 75
SPAT T LUR 2R 5 2B i 35 input=123456789 43 32 I filt & IR errorl (58 A 4 AH Lk 22 B T R E/RF S
AT FE 5, D8 B AE 28 BUE R, J0 H R G IR SO T S AN B (B4 1 1(a) 1 while JEFR) TG 04T K
BTG T I, T 5 BT £ BN A5 (08 B0 & 1 Hh, AT 52 M 21030 3K FH 461 28 B 1 R0 2R 9 L, 2 g B 7R 7 1R
PRI AT B B, 2 TR A% AR 2 70 15 B R 52 2% 459 240 DROSR A 38 AR M 3R 47 SR AR S ZE B 1(b) P, BB T 0 34 B0 LA
BR B AR TE, 18 AT -5 AT 1R A7 35 B BRI T LUAS: U 298 TR error2.
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int input, i=0;
if{ Input==123456789){
errorl;

relsel
while(i<input)}

e

1

E)

funci):

if{input>1000) v @ 'E @ O
error2, R &5 Bt Afleer
(a) 7~fhl (b) FF 5 AT 5 B A B (c) Afleer 7 75

Fig.1 Code coverage comparison

B ACRS B o R L

MHTOA 2 A TAERT 2GR T IR A MR B 7 v, MG AT AR A Ak b A Ak 450 451 4 DARTLY
SAGE!"", SYMFUZZ!"8IL) Je HCTPMKs BEAL IR 5 75 5 AT — i ek FR AELIK 2 5 32 F) BB AL IR o 9 R 5 e A 7P
H) 7% &5 15 .7 B, DART. SAGE LA} SYMFUZZ #J& T H a4 & Bk U, DART 5 SAGE F|H AL 52
B ST, T SYMFUZZ FI F 45 5 $0AT 50 B BE AL I 320 Muncht 2K 75 5 AT 5 RO M 45 & (B B 7 T
757 BR B 75 2R Driller K TR A AT 5 B0 DI AR 45 &, 3R AR T TR A B AT Bk B A sk 460 A ) 1 |
R 7R SCIE IS A A SO S 4 5 BAT IR B L L2 SO R M5 B 51 S BR R T — R R G AT SO
% AT 1.5 454 1R A R U V.

BRI R 5 BT AT D0 B 8 i 45 6 U7 S0 nT DATE — @ FR T RS 2, AT 345 58 1 9 78 5 28
W R I8 AT 23 1) 0 DUE AR 2 — BRI T B R0 D338 o B ML AR 5 1 77 v 0] DA s ST I 2 4k B 47,
F B 2% B 45 #RT ASRAT BB (7 B 5100 B T — B8 53 2% 00 S A 49 3 A AF AT I8 w50 7 P o BB DG VR A SR 0
T5 5 $hAT T DA AT A0 P9 i o B A 44 25 F 40 S (B B DAY ON B R o7 L A b AR ST HE R i A s i
R R R AR 7 AT B P 1 2 A 5 78 5 10 DA SR A B 1 9 3,38 I A 5 BT Ok R A R PAT R, LR W]
R 7 25 SR WU X o T 25 B 00 3 S A8 a3 i 4 A DRI AN B S BT AR SCRTIR AT LB R B 1 ()R BT
B L AE 1(0)FR).

BARSU, A IR T — A SO (3 T american fuzzy lop!®!, fi#% AFL) 5 255 04T (2 T KLEEP) AR 44
AT IE, I R AR T B Afleer. 2o AFL HEAT btk B BERA I3 KLEE 1K ¥ AFL 241 f) 78 5515 B 4
BRI, 249 18 B R 7 15 19 70 SO AR K 91 0 K& 45 AFLLAFL 38 3 32 HOH 6 00 s H 81 2k T 4R 28 1% 23 SR B8
2 (119 2 A SSUERE 0P K Afleer TH B B4R HEFE P48 LAVA-MPURL K 1 AN SEBRITH oSIPEA | Do #T A 5
TR ARRD 78 55 AE A7 AR ARG 0 BE /7. SAEAIF 7t 45 SRR W1 5 AFL M bL, 22 bRk FE J7 45 B, Afleer T LRI E] 755 4
JRIFET AFL {XRERIL | A B ES X 5 A & LA AR MR A L LAVA-M 7E R UFIE L~
(W1 H who ),/ LB 5 2L T 35%, BAT A 5 e T 492% AR LRI E oSIP W, Ar 3 dR E RS T 2.4 £%
BAEBEERTTT 6.1 5.5 401 oSIP H, Afleer RIL T —ANHHR I O 4238, LR SLIFHF 748 FE T
Afleer [ R,

AW EZETTER AL,

o ASCERM T — R BOMII 5 755 BAT AR S5 A 0 7 ik, B E AR K 0 7 25 A BOR 51 B R Sk
AT I 22, A A R 5 R AR 7 25 2R (RS 491, 3 B T 3R B0 B 2 (R R A IR

o BT ZAE LT TR Afleer, 11T T A S50, AE bR #ERE P42 5 SLBR I H FAEI T A7 v 004 Rtk

o ARICIRNHE T S WARHD T8 26 A IH 2R, 70t 3R Rl L8 7 A5 5 AT AR R (0 A Bk A 2 S R R
HAR MR LA R 5 G 3Rt T 48 SR
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ATCE 2 TR T 5 3 WA AT IR TR AN B A SE LA Y5 4 1 S A ST SRR TE O xT
SIS G5 RBEAT T S VTR B 5 AR SR AR REAT B85, 00 5 AR SO $ U VA AT BU B B BEAT i S IR R R T
PEIELREEE.

2 AREFMARII

2.1 EHNKS5AFLTA

BT 25 26 5] SR 2 — R 80 B 30 A R B A AL AR R 1) T 2R AR R I 4,
RS T 15 B R 2 BT 2B 1 1 Ak 9] 2 75 B % AR B . L P, American Fuzzy Lop(AFL)H]I/E\—%%ﬁﬁBEi%iﬁ
A AT A I TR 2 — JF AR R E SEBR I E ks 21 758 i e R

AFL 7E 4 31 72 o0 X A2 77 HEAT F 0 SR 10 A2 7 1078 2515 8, 40 FH 38t 4% R0V Sk 4 57 A Wk A9 A AR
A AT REER R BB 0 FE 7 R4S 1 A . L R SR U AFL 75 4% 9 3 2 v R A5 R 7 19 4 A 56 AN Bt (basic
block)ifi A —/Nw 5, 24— AN S 43 S (prev,cur) 8 78 7 — VKB, AT R BUin 1(BI trace_bits[h(prev,cur)]++). 1
L prev Al cur 4 B3R IR S AT IE A B 5 Y gl SE AR g% ' trace bits 210 3 24 Bl F 9 7 55 05 B A, R 5
B 7R 43 2 I e 5 4B IR BE 7E BAT — AN A 1 trace_bits A8 3% T RE R HR AN 4 SO 7 5 B R 76 ST
LA WG AFL W40 34 R 545 BEUA virgin bits, & 78 T AT 9 BT 2 461 60 78 2645 Bl
L% trace_bits &5 virgin_bits, AT LI H 2 i i 49 75 T LA 35 BB 0R A AT ok S A2 75 OR B 3 A 491

AFL S# 3 DL A8 S 3 VR SR — A A M A8 247 4% e 6 1748 S i 1R R 490, a5 JFE T DAS 365 3037
RS, AR B8 12035 491

o WRERAE LEIXALBE T T B

o AR IRAE 2 DA XU BOH VU 1 O A AT e A

o WRHRAE 3 MIBR. HHl. BHSEEAABI T

o AR HRAE 4P T BE AL ik By B O R AT B .
22 FFSHPITEKLEELR

BHAPATI, — A EAR 8 H 50 % 5 T F2 7 42 #1375 B (control flow graph, fijFR CEG)H ff) — 2% 42 [l I, 15
B E R BEPAT BIFR 7 9 4347 J9(BP under-approximation).

5 AR 5, 555 AT B NS A2 — A B I 49, T A2 — AN 5 ML X RE T DU LT AR 7 1 2 2k B 4R
S PATESAT IR PO S AR 10— A B8 A2 2% #F (path condition) ¢, 438 B — AN 73 SR I 1% 53 S5 1t p
53 X (fork) A P 4% B 4%, B 45 2% AE A0 S BT A o o b S ¢ — o 383 24 TSR figt U1 OTAT LIRS 5 4% 2% 1 2 15 B ik
AT SR, U B T v SR AR, )i 2% 1 4% 2 ANTT AT B (infeasible); 75 W), WS 1% 43 ST 4 4k B24E T #0748 BIE I, K %
UIEARTT DL A /& 22 A 2 93 S TER IR IR 15 VAR AR #8044 38 47 4 LKLEE T AP B+ LLVMPISEHL i 755
PAT T H B IFE P 4 4w 38 LLVM {205, KLEE B MR 2 45 6 56 9 AH B 1 29 R 45 14
23 B E s KRR

W40 515 il BN B8 R AL T B A HAT IR RAT — AN 1 1), T DL i 3R 0 £ B8 T R
e 238 B Bk K 73 SO AR IR DU AR e o BB AL AR Sk PR 75 42 R A RS A2 1% 2% A (R T ) A 5 AT RS s 2 3
T LSRR 2% 70 SEOR A B T4 1 B AR 2 A, TR IR 068 3 240 AROSR A 245 7T A Ry A2 122 26 A1 0 00 1 P 491 T ok md 2
HT T T A AR i AT 5 A, DR 0, 28 B AR 5 A N B 08 P B0 UL, H DA 9 1 3 A K, AT B N
DGR ETT b B AN, B 3 AR R L R0, B A2 2 Pt 2 BOR B R 2%, L T 20 SRR AR 8 18 2 1 AR OR (1 Bk

L% LRI, A R R A AR AT B, A 20 SCRE 15 B8 o, T B2 B P AS R 3R (K52 002 23 SR BR AR IR TR S
LA B 73 ST AE B AR IR B AR 2 A S 2R B % R 3 2 252 B P AR T7 15 IR AR ST RFAE P ok 58 AR SRV A S 0T TR T
E AR, AR 5 A s R P BB AN AT B 24 90 SEPTLE AR IR BERLER I 15 AT 30 1) 1% 7 SCHIER
2 A, I HL 2T AR AR A ME FE AR 24 i, 175 DT U IR 2 BRI R T O i 1 A MR BR A i AR AR
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T B N 1 4T B LM 2 LI 35 T 44T P

WL (1 B 22, 30 N B 3 43 9 AR [ 1 [ 8 B

T [F) (B N 2 BT AN D 10 B 7). B 2 S R 5L ek

2 T 0B A 1% B 42 TT BUAT 100 0 N SR, Bmd

R A 008 25 5 1 M et 2 2 N BE

BORIIR 2 LB 2L, SRIZIK SR
W 2 F R A SO SR AR 5 4 3K T o

443 3 L BB FL B 2 4 P 5 2 s Il =2

AR IR 4 2 AT RSB 0 128 6 Al PRt 2

R ¢ S 5% 09 24 % A 2 O 2 v

ARG XL ELRMN HENTEEERN Fig.2 Analysis of branch coverage on program execution tree

A R I 19124 B A 4 1 AT 2 AR : .. iy

J 4 S R B BRI B S A S B 2 T g P o SO 2 51

P PR 5136 T 3 5 0 B e T 3 L 47 50 2% R B 86 O 00 (A 2 v T 77 BT 7% ), SN 7 b 7 425 2 238 B9

B IR  H T S A N FPE A T T AT S B SR R R A 4 S

3 FERE

e
L ,‘]’_,.L.

3.1 FHIEHESR

AR SCHTHE B Afleer 515 IHEZR AN 3 FiToR, 1205 v 25 BLALTE P AN B B 2 102 4 VR B 5 12 18 AT B B
YEE — R E BT g BRI RS B LLVM 285 LR $ 4 5 0 7T $047 304, e LLVM A2 68 F 455
AT, T AT AT SCHE I TR0 0 75 B 2 1K 2 LLVM. L% A0 AT AT ST A 0 40— 350, IR BDZE AL i, i 22
HE AR ) S HAEAE (S B AR R — S A B TR B Afleer 4370038 17 ORI R LA K 755 5 SIAT , 2L A0 0 45 A 1 b
A= R 49 O B T4 2645 B (B 40, AFL H B virgin bits), %45 B R W TR EL S 30 T4 Bk 78 7 B B W R A
25 B AE 55— i, 7 T 30T R G0 P A KRR T AT, 22 R IS 90 32 (p,©) A ki 78 5 B, T 2 ek 2 ) 0 38 46
T F I IR 51 42 AR AT IR 0 i 1 A 9 4, 4 B IR R ) T B K LS AR I B Ll
2 FH 91 B A1 A, S (p,c) 0 7 a5 8 T3 0 0 3 40 A0 K RT DA 4k SR R R (p,c) S T 1) 3 S o S T ) 3
R, B Afleer W LU 76 B 5 2 1943 3¢ N THL AT VFELD A48 Afleer J5 i SEIR4H S

HbkY A e 0 o

TLLvm{eag —1 TFeiT =g
THH
() A

-

Hidk ot W

bk . r

{ ks o ' = S

i
it 1517

Fig.3 Overview of Afleer
3 Afleer 173 ZHESE
3.2 KAEBHEHEALIE
FRME— B A5 AT S5 ORI 45 A AT B LU RRA — B B R AR YR SO LR AT AT ST X
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ARRAS H, 75 AR AIE 25 1 U P DA B Ak A A P ) A T 4 5 A [ 49 U AR 7 5 R B IR R — 3

il KLEE fI%i & LLVM {765,117 AFL 0] LSS+ LLVM BHATHRAE, 8 7 FRIE RS B — 8% TAE S
I 7 %@ % T2 Whole Program LLVMPY(f& 5y WLLVM).WLLVM #2& —AN ] LI H 2E & LLVM £765 P 7]
PAT SO0 T B AHZ, BT WLLVM A % LLVM A28 55 AT AT A5 52 43 PR O g 3 10, AN T S5 300 ) — AN AR B A
P B R BEATL A B A AN TR ) 4 e 28 BRI K 5 45 5 AT ok R P B a6 45 B B nz L R R S i
BEFE 4126 0 LLVM 05, 2 J5 B A D 4m 12 B FRAR RS (object ST, i 2444 B bR STAFBE B N T $AT S A& s
1) WLLVM HR AU AE — AT ARE T LLVM A2 6D 5 AT $ AT AR RS 146 A5 B AR 3 — 2L

FRATTRAL IR, 2 BRI A AL S5, BN AR N T Giit- 7 565 S ARRD Il an, 78 AFL #5585 AFAS
AR A JRAR B LLVM i A A 2 ) 8 51T B4R & M S HAT A R B e a) 251 H R E 645 B, A
I, 3K AR 4 23 B K HiLEE I £5F 5 BAT (R BRAT AR IR AT 45 H BV SR SR AT HE A B R B0 4w 5, R Bk A 8
B4

B 1 ¢ TR AFL AT A TIAG A o N LLVM RIS MUZESE 1 ATMHIBR AFL 51 N[44
JAZ & (B afl prev_loc 5 afl area ptr), T X /N4 548 B AR RN AL &, &% A 5 AT BT Bk B4R
R 1 ATH MR R EER R M o 4 — A B AR b MBS AFL i 1 A MRS 5 T4 A S A e B,
AR IENETR A, IR B BEAE R S IDCE 3 17), S8 5 BRI IE 48 4 (58 4 47), - N — 2482 (58 5 17) LR
1£ 1D W{H. BT X% KLEE, AT TE BN N — %% KLEE R X FFHIHE 4 AtmoicRMW SRERAE ID. A ik, 75 485 Tl b ¥ )=,
A TR 8 618 RPN 1 %%,

BiE L M TRAL R

Input: M: LLVM #i$(Module).

1 BER M BRG] NB4 R AR

2 foreach BeM do

3 ID= A AE ARG i A B A T (R G 5

4 T B BT A A e AR

5 N — %454 LLRAF ID;

6 end
3.3 AfleertE il it Rk

L2 R T Afleer FETHIMABIYL Afleer EEY & T AFL IHIE AN A M A Seeds. £ IFE
J7 P UAK R B FF5 AT (38 5 9 4 SE_Seeds. 4 HH A2 AF A AT BT I3k R 4810, 56 o A 25 T DA i RS VT 4 %
N.AFL RV 77 Seeds H [ 45 — NP8 1 seed. w2 o L 47 A8 55, 75 210 397 10 UK A 1 newseed (3R 2 47).9%
B, AN AT DU 2 AR S R AR B 2 A DR 1), AS 2k — SR X B B L 45 R 9 newseed AR JE R P
P AT BT I 41 newseed (28 3 T), 15 21178 355 1B DL LIS AT 25 3L a0 SIS AT 25 ORI 7 R B 7 firk e T
R PG (B 4 AT ). o SRz 0 5 R A9 6 7558 10 20 S A 7 2 CBF 7 A7), UK i N X B 4R A (6 8 AT) I B8
BAAE BCE 94748 78 l— NI F 9 1) Ab 38 5 A A R B A 5 AT IR R BT M R A8 35 70 >, I SRR ICGE 11
A7) B B, 00 Hon N Seeds (3R 1T 51, 5744 SE_Seeds & 7 X FE,7E R 5 PAT & BT 090 H 1 5 108
DRCKE X R 4T 48 5, LR R 1% 00 3T AL B 14 X

BE 2. Afleer UMM BIHL.

Input: Seeds: 2L M3 5, P: A5 I FE 7 ,SE Seeds: B 38 i FH 41

Output: il A 4.

1 foreach seedeSeeds do

2 newseed=mutate(seed);
3 (trace_bits,result)=Execute(P,newseed);
4 if result==crash then
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10
11
12
13
14
15

R IR
end
if hasNewCov(trace_bits,virgin_bits) then
Seeds=Seedsu {newseed};
update(virgin_bits,trace_bits);
end
if SE_Seeds=& then
Seeds=SeedsUSE_Seeds;
SE_Seeds=0 ;
end
end

3.4 AfleerfF SHUTRIR

HE 3 BN T Afleer S AT HE B 1 B AR Afleer B 8 T KLEE HIEE, EIVEM A Z LLVM
M M, 5515 5 virgin_bits, i H R4 B R ) SE_Seeds. B Je 18 — NGRS 1 47), 3% HmA
PR E& A States (G 2 4T). LLBS, AW GG ARZS TF 4R 1E4T 38 [ £ 86 & States ik —ADIRECE 417, X B &R
J3VE ] LA B [R] 1 S m (491 T % B8 A0 2 SR B T FE A 00 SRR 48 ) 42 T RAF B U IR 4B 4 inst, IR 45 45
A (A R B FEHEAT R AT (B8 6 4T ~28 30 47). 49040, M8 & 8 4 SR AR CGE 7 47), IR A& 2 XA~ IR
5 91 TE B B AT 2 A state.pe. TSR T 73 SRR AR 26 A T L (B8 8 4T 528 12 47), WPk A= e I FDIR S MRS 4R
. 4B F 4 AtmoicRMW(K B B0E DI AEITR B A Y SR 5 (38 18 47), 5 1% %% 5 v LU & Ml 4 SO Bk
BB 18 AT~ 20 47T M BT 4 S NG A (55 AFL AP A T 5 25 40 ). 0 SR 78 25 B3 19 23 2 (38 21 A7), U A=
PRI CF 22 47), B E N B 41224 SE_Seeds(3 23 47). 2414648 45 8T (02 305, BATT B 2 RS04k
RPN 24 17), URTERT S AT FBUHT I 23 35, FRAT T AR AR I 2 T2 000w 481 AT SR Ao B PR R DAL UL,
TR R R T S AT A Se R R H At 23 52, AT B A 5 ORI AT (R AL B AR R A 4 AT I R B
K F I 2 SRS ANRAS IR e 203 T H AR 8 2 55 5 AT I AR I8 AH B2 1018 SCHEAT AR S5 04T (3R 28 7).

HE 3. Afleer 75 PUATHILL.

Input:M:LLVM #5 virgin bits: % 715 &.;

Output:SE_Seeds: #7384 M3 F #1.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14

start=createNewState(M);
States={start};
while States#& do
state=select(States);
inst=state.ins;
switch instdo
case Branchinst
if state.pcapathCond(inst.true) then

state 1=fork(state,inst,true);
States=Stateu {statel};
end
if state.pcapathCond(inst.false) then
state2=fork(state,inst,false);
States=Stateu {state2};

3077
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15 end

16 endsw

17 case AtmoicRMWInst

18 cur=getID(inst);

19 hash=cur®state.pre;

20 state.prev=cur>>1;

21 if hasNew(virgin bits.hash) then

22 seed=generateTestCase(state);
23 SE_Seedss=SE_Seedu {seed};
24 state.priority——;

25 end

26 endsw

27 otherwise

28 handle(state,inst);

29 endsw

30 endsw

31 end

4 SCIERAR

AT A RS SR 5, B SR 4R H AT AL ) B B A R SR IR W 1 B AR TV R R R IR A SRR 4 R,
e Ja X Afleer (AR BR SUEEAT B8, %8 775 AT S DRI 50 45 & (0 R SR B R AR AT 407
4.1 W

R ERNERE Afleer J7VEM B @I 256 755 AT 15 BRSO U X 7 0% 78 25 258 2 1045 3, AT 30
2 (IR SEIE R R AR B AFLOR SCHR AL A 5 12 8 F 1, T DUR 8 5 b R 2 A AFL SRR % 1,
Bl AFLfast™, Steelix®'LL Kz Skyfire®V &)/ N HEE J5 92,10 A %3 KLEE 1 A3k 7 ik, 3 3 5 A i 4%
wF.

(1) 7£ Afleer i, F2f# F KLEE 438 AFL SR 35U R Re 71 A2 H AFL £%H8) KLEE A& ol i A
51, ] b, A SO A0 B s A o R R T 2 ) ek L

(2) N T IREE, Afleer ' KLEE K% AFL £ 25 1932 A8 sl 20 F 491, D51 bk, Afleer A2 B 40300 38 PR 497 B 3 4
5 AFL A Al it s 31 38 47 5+ B

(3) B Afleer H 1) KLEE b ik 77 200 LAIZ 47, 3 A s 0 I3 F 81— 52 & Afleer 2E i FA038 4810 )
4R, TR 1 P 3 04T LU 3 L

Wb 2 A B 555 BT 53 SRS & B AR E G Driller® L & B £ T B HCTR4: SR1, 1T HCT T B %
I8, Driller X BEW%IZ1T 7€ DECREE [ 3P L IR b A8 BATE A (05236 o H % F 5 H E T g,
TEAHE AR A AT 7 75 Bk AT 4.

RN T 8IAE Afleer FIAT RME, A S 524K [ 25 G R 55 1) 7.

e RQI. Afleer 7EJRIAKN_EMIZCRUT25 AFL A b, 75 T DLAE AR ] /4 g a2 i 18] P9 A6 0 2 58 22 1 U
T 28 6 T (R P IR T, R 75 T DA S PRk A 0 )2

e RQ2. Afleer 7EMNRTE 25 it 71 [ I RCR Q0T 22 75 15 BO 455 3047 0T LA 24 B Afleer 78 25 21 2 (K1 4) 302

SO BUREE. N T 1EE LRI ) LA SO R T AR MERE P4 LAVA-MPPILL & — AN SEBR I H - 0SIP-4.0.0122
VBRI G A LAVA-M WA FE P B ALE T R & 2 R0 IR, IR b v LR SR A 1 1 b 4 4% R v 1) U
TRAS I e 7, SE BRI E oSIP W] A RIS UE Afleer B4 & M DL R Rt H5 HEFE 7 48 LAVA-M FIIIH oSIP 1
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AAREREENT.

e LVAM-M & 4 N4 IRIFA M Linux R4 L A 27 base64. mdSsum. uniq PL A who BHEEEMIEE N
IR — AR HETE AN TR T SR N T K 0 LUK I 21 0 R 3L N IRIR #0E — AN — 2R 5, 2 R T b
fink 2 IR DI T BN 7 R 5 BRATT A ) LAVA-M SR EL# Afleer BA K AFL [RIRIRAS I AE 1, o 3% SL R P 1ok | s
BRI H B8 b, AT IR B 4 SR b AN TR 5 vk A D 7 5 R ) 13 38, TR I8 47 base64 5 mdSsum B, AT/ AAEH T
ZH-d H-c.

o oSTP SZHL T SIP P 28 H oMl PS40 7 k4 A K f2 ) STP 24 43 1 SEBL. th T A5 1 STP Ml i
AT AR, R, AFL 3 DLAE T DLIR I 57 48R 75 0 R A 481, B ATHS A0 AT Afleer 7E1Z 30 H A AR 7 25 BE ).

TG FR. BT 0o YR A W B8 77 LA R AR KD B 75 A6 0, A Sl I LR i B R TR [R5 v

o WA I (Hougs): 75 i & BT 8] P 4K 21 1R IR A 45

o U7 5 i (Hedges): AFL H R0 16 (172 43 3,100 78 15 BUR /R 75 i 7 B I PN 1) 49 S0 7 76 4.

o %42 7E 55 M (Hpath): B R HR N AFL 7E 8 8 I 8] 3 A= A il 38 FH 491 .33 =2 L AFL SR T 78 24 4ifi (loop
bucket) [ AR 35 4 B 42 1 38 FH 9 2 0t (R .

BTSRRI AC B E B B4 W T :CPU Intel Xeon E5-1650 v3,N 4% 16GB,#:1E RS 64 {7 Ubuntu
16.04LTS,F HiZ 17 I 8] [ & 9 5 /N
42 SLIGHERSW
4.2.1 LAVA-M F2/74E b IR AL I B8 7 L L(RQ1)

#1545 T1E LAVA-M 2748 | Afleer 5 AFL 1) bLACZE B H AT IAT 78 LAVA-M 048 SR AR OGS B,
B ATRRTE 4 F,58 2 T 845 T84T H 46N IR EED O 80 IR E0). B85 AT 45 T Afleer R HH
BRI 2L, 26 4 17 (#afleerbugs) i &5 T Afleer 7E%F/NIR H AR I 21 (4R IR £ LA & 5 BT A 0 T B B g o 1
— LRI 7E KLEE " BRI IERI%E 4 AFL, UK FOBE57E 26 3 1T (#kleebugs). i J5 — 1T (#aflbugs) A 45 T 7F
PATARE AFL B BRI 280 1) s T 4K

Table 1 Results of bugs found on benchmark LAVA-M
R 1 LAVA-M F2 4R E i d i A6 i 45 21 Ll

LAVA-M base64 mdSsum uniq who Total
Total Bugs 44 57 28 2136 2265
Afleer #kleebugs 6 0 8 9 23
#afleerbugs 11(25%) 0 8(28.57%) 736(34%) 755(33%)
AFL #aflbugs 0 0 0 1 1

TR 1 AT LUE H, Afleer SILFEIHE 755(33%) IR, H,7E base64. mdSsum. uniq PL X who 437l
I 11(25%) 0+ 8(28.57%) LA K 736(4%) A T bRk 1) AFL 3 A 3% A A U H R, e o A AE who A
T 1 AN 53 4 B 15 = 02 KLEE 7EARHE 7 5515 5 047 44 220 [ B 1w DA B K M H OV, 491 . KLEE
RN 4 ANTHEME T 6. 0. 8. 9 MEIFE.BRE 23(1%)4 KLEE K LI, Afleer TH ¥ AFL AR K HL T
722(32%) M L, I T A DU 8 ) 2 R 3E AR T AFL.

Bl 4 45 T BE A I (R G HERS  Afleer 5 AFL 7E 3 /NI H (B2 mdSsum b 35 248 I 1 T, R 0 R 45 & 34
Ty = 1 00 e 3 P, G o R A DR 5 YR IE AT (BT T A AL o S 0 8 P IRV B L TE AFL AT I AR okt
— AN T B8 27 AR 2 AN B, TR 0, T 4 BT R LA B S 7R R £ (crashes no) 2 T3R8 1 ARSI 2 1R
THEC B 4 BT LUE $1,3 AT H 18- 46 B R0 31 04 95 T H0HS 2 Pg e R 9 FR IR BT KLEE 23 PR 58 il 48 4
IR B — 52 BRI, 5 IR IR SR K 2 R, — B A TR AL B IR TR T 8 KLEE #7231, 1 AFL 75 ik
FEA W b 3R 3 — S IR AL B IR LT AE uniq b, 34 KLEE A& 21 B 43 IR T U5, Afleer I 045 4600 31) 58 37
[1RIR. 5 AFL # b, AE% A KLEE &40 K15 B0 T, JL TR0 A 24T 7 I .
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No. of crashes in queue over time No. of crashes in queue over time No. of crashes in queue over time
25 16 — who-afl
14 700 who-afleer
20 12 600
Bis g 10} : 500
'—Z '—E 8 = 400
S0 S e £ 300
= 200
5 =) E.;n?jw H " 4 — unig-afl >
ascoq-atlcer 2 unig-afleer| 100
0 0 0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) lime (min) Time (min)
(a) base64 Il ;I # 3 (b) uniq i i K ) s 3 (c) who I A 1 8 4

Fig.4 Increasing of bugs finding on LAVA-M
4 LAVA-M s A 0 95 14

WA LAVA-M RSN AR, AT T AFL S LU I IR 17 Afleer BT DAKS I 21 3 7 11 S
A .LAVA-M 54 N\ 149 1 1) A % 2% A4 =8 202 41 0] JBE R 7 717 (magic  byte) (1 bL 4, 1 701,0x6¢6 1 7564==lava_get
(253). 15 it 338 AFL 1R M FEA X £ 43 50, T TGV 3R BRI M 7E Afleer H KLEE A LA A3 A BukH R
%l 0x6¢617564. 7 H.,ix LR 2 8] 2 6 — 8 1 2% & 1,51 40, AFL 280 KLEE 3% 1332 F 451 0x6c617564 )5, 7T
HER ERERGAR T — AN A DU 55 21 0x6c617562==lava_get(255) [ (L R — D2 H =R AR 1),
I B A 12 2% A4 BT Ab 35 FE 0 S 00450 4, 76 uniq Hh KLEE 32436 7 8 /i 2 I T A0 038 FH 497), 0 AFL 32 F 30038
B 3358 R BT IR 3 3 B R R R i & A IR TR IR A 91 5 KLEE 2 A8 s ik A 9 78 =35 AR 22 1R
IR B T35 SR SRS ) AFL T ik T B A= T O IR TR 2 2R L A TR A L KLEE 0K AR X 8 2R 2% A
B REYT Afleer (04 2HE.

[ B, 388 3 43 b S 005 P 48] ) 7 5 3R FRA Tk — 2D 3R AT T A IR R A AR 0 3 0 SR R, R SR R R TR
S AT SRR A 5 1 55 AT SR oy SO DA o6 B L, FRATT AR S AT S5 AR I P TR AT
vaie

(1) IS HAT T AT 2047, B R WA R R S 808 26, 7 5 ST T I R A B JE il L, i T — ) 7
PR V) P G v A i T 1), R 0 T 92 AR A L PR 481 G K, 3 A 4 S S A AR T A R ) T A A R
I e 4y S AT DAY 7 75 B E 7R S AR N, 0 S A M K I TV AR B R, TR It 4 S BT VR A R R PR R
FA 15140, KLEE 5 AFL 7E mdSsum & /5 b #0355 8 D0 0I5 I, 34 R PR 28 2% T2 S8 I AR o (97 s A o) 400, D9tk
HMe LAZE o5 3 & A IR T I 4 32

(2) TEARTRHIIR 7T, BT LAVA  HHE 45w #0502 5 1 25 7 U e S At DR bt A0 0 3K 388 5 B AV 78 S AR g 2R
FSAF R 54739008481, WA TG G 2 R IR s V.

16 Afleer SILR I 755 NI A BT 755 AT Aflee KLEE %3] T 23 A, 10 B AR Afleer Afl
HRENT 722 AN H 5 B 775 04T TOH KLEE A, Afleer 2 K BT 722G 31 )4,

T ERHRATINN, BT 44 KLEE 55 AFL,Afleer 5 501§ ] KLEE K AFL A b w] DU 25 12 & IR
R 1 B8 1 (BP 3£ T LAVA-M PEI4E AT DLEL AFL £ &% 81 754 R, B KLEE £ & 8L 722 ANRR).
422 LAVA-M F&/74E LRI 55 58 71 L EL(RQ2)

AR EATE KR ELE Afleer 5 AFL 7€ LAVA-M F& /54 L5 LB w5t J1 UL LR R B he ).

Bl S AT 4 AR IS E] 7 v 1) 43 3078 36 e 34 T L o R AL g B [ G\ A A 9 78 5 04 49 SC B A T B
% #,base64. mdSsum PLK uniq -, Afleer JCHH & 32 i, @ 0 WA ARHD, AT b T B FEER A A T:(1) RESE
B/ 1 base64 uniq LA K mdSsum 23 B4 E 350 17 700 47 LA K 1 000 1T 72 45, lEES Afleer 5 AFL 7EAR A/
1] P gt T AUSCEE (2) — SRRk (1) 43 3 720 KLEE R B, BBt Afleer BEAY 235 AFL 043 5 78 56 8 1 ARBL, 151
W1 mdSsum £ & WS A TH B, 5 BUS T8 53 SRR T R A, I B AR I A AR U BIME AT R IR (LR D). 77 % T who, H A
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T 4600 ZATARD, ILET, Afleer BH E T DL SR BE 2 10 70 3 45 1, 90 T LAAIAMNE 75 3 500(35%) 13T 7 3.

No. of edges covered over time No. of edges covered over time
493 md3sum-afl ]
520 md5sum-afleer
492
. 491 . 500
2 E =
i:-j“ 490 E“ 480 |
= 489 -
488 460
— base64-afl |
487+ - hase64-afleer 440
0 50 100 150 2000 250 300 0 50 100 1500 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min)
(a) base64 7 X HE T (b) mdSsum 4332 3 i
No. of edges covered over time No. of edges covered over time
337.0 13500 who-afl
who-afleer
3365 13000
25
= 3360 Ll
L — ungji-afl = 12000
213355 s aflee o
j_:E!n ungi-afleer -3" 11500
3350 =
11000
Cactd 10500
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 S0 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min)
(c) uniq /> X 7% (d) who 7y L 7%

Fig.5 Increasing of branch coverage on LAVA-M
515 LAVA-M 73 378 e 35

# 2 BIR T Afleer 5 AFL 7£ 4 ANT00H 43 5 A2 e itk F 4910 e 2 b 72 1109 Afleer 145 B, 148 AFL 1)
SRR AW ST T Afleer 1 AFL 5 KLEE 43 7 5k (#5050 F 49 = £ (R Afleer_AFL 5 Afleer KLEE), ]
PUR I, AFL AR B I 38 49 22 42 2 22 T KLEE A2 i B0 F ) (KLEE £E 4 A5 H o143 5 5THR 12%- 3% 21%
DL 3%), B0 40 AR B T 24+ 10~ 20 LA K 26 AN 1. 75 B9 B W, 78 Afleer NIFF 483217 B ,KLEE 1 AFL
[F I 384T, B, — 2825 5 B 55 (0 73 SO AR AFL 78 75 (H R0 %6 KLEE 482 I AT A s I i F 4] 1K1 ks, 371
Afleer KLEE 05 f 0 ) A 42 /& AFL A DL7E o5 B Bk 120803 5 AFL 45 R BT LR (5 —41)) AT BLKR
I, Afleer £ base64 L3EFt T 42(28%) £ mdSsum 3T T 94(35%). fE uniq L3&H T 4(4%). & who 32
THT 699(KR% 5 %), Bk 45 K W, Afleer 7 B8R T A8 77 B A B R IUIRTH U0 A0 B 6 has ! T R AR 78 75 X i 35
P AR AR 2 S I 1), A AL R S B AR 7 T

Table 2 Comparison of the total number of test cases generated by Afleer and AFL
F 2 Afleer 55 AFL 4 i 19 il A 1) S B Ll 3 45

Afleer AFL Afleer KLEE Afleer Total AFL

base64 171(88%) 24(12%) 195(+28%) 153

md5Ssum 353(97%) 10(3%) 363(+35%) 269
uniq 75(79%) 20(21%) 95(+4%) 91

who 815(97%) 26(3%) 841(+492%) 142

T bR f 3k 2 A 6 (970, Afleer 15 7) 37 5 RE ) 5 BR AT AT 55 BE ) LA A RIREFE AR T1 A8 R L8 T H
e RIS i B A B AR T (L AR B i B U0 B S PR T IR e, Afleer T AR FE 4 R Y ) 7 1 AE
71, AR R T b5 KLEE AHLL, 7T LUK I, Afleer o AFL STk 1 55 2 (IR 91 (4 5~32 £%).1%45 R
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FFE AT T, AT AFL ] AR A ek 85 2 2 DI 81, 0 KILEE |y 370 7 ek 22 P b 3 2 1 2 B
AR P 1

No. of entries in queue over time
— md3sum-afl

No. of entries in queue over time

350 md3sum-afleer
180 300
L. 160 . 250 /
2 D ———— 5
= — £ 200
g0t | 2 /
2 S 150 |
120 0t |
I|
100 |_ — base64-afl 50 |
— basebd-afleer ol
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min)
(a) base64 %1278 o (b) mdSsum #4278 %
No. of entries in queue over time No. of entries in queue over time
953 — who-afl
[ 800 who-afleer
90 rI— 700
i ' 600
& 85 g
2 £ 500
£ 80 2 400
75 l = 300
200
7 — ungi-afl 100 |~
ungi-afleer ob”
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min)

(c) uniq BRALHE (d) who B 178 3%

Fig.6 Increasing of branch coverage and bug finding on oSIP

6 LAVA-M {278 Siea K

423 EFSEFRIUE M HE(RQL T RQ2)

AT Afleer B FHTESEBRITE oSIP A1, 3F K I T — 4SBT KI8T H 3T O 8238 45 GNU k#7651
96 e BRATTN S N B HEAT T BRI (B S N R 8 10 735 B 128 7)), 3538 1 AN 1) f) iy N B R 2 #
ot 78 25 B8 77 UL SR TG I BE T RO S .

B 7 8787 oSIP FEMIARELN 10 ZH75 128 ZN M X B EaHE . IKEE RS B LU R N
B EL S AFL ML, Afleer TE AT 10 50/ X B HAE DRI T 1.3 5 A E R IIET T 54%;4
HNBUN 128 FHET A X GEIRFT 2.4 S BAEGRIRAT 6.1 5 ERIFERNAE ) B 95N
10 775 B, B T4 N BB A /0N, 8] b 0 A Ay 00 H IR L 177 244 % N RS AR Sy 128 47 B W BT Afleer P LUAG I 1)
1M AFL 358 A I 333 2, B 7() From 19 70 22 AN 0T D ke & 3 9 40300038 FH 4810 0 )8 - fil % 1R] — AN TR VL RT3 ok
Bl 5 AN [R) fi N RIASE 1) &8 BT LA IO, I 5 i N RS F 7 R, 3G W DA A s k4900 850 4 2 38 B e, T A7
B9 3 5  BE A5 LA B AT A 00 K PR IR R 2 4

T, A7 T Afleer 1 AFL 5 KLEE )% H STk (id v KLEE/AFL).H A 78 M 461 28 p 75 T,
LN B 10 7R R 60778, 4T N K BE D 128 FTHT R 2/680. 7] BUE B, 78 4 A A B /N K LEE 2> PR s
Az B 22 B 50, DR A 24 5 A FE /NI KLEE O 20 5 23% B 5006, DA T s 45 3R gt ok B RSl 4 o FE R TR R
Bl 5 L KLEE ¥4 & B iZ i,

RRSR UL, Afleer 7E5EFRI0E A b AFL A1 KLEE 7EACAD 7 35 68 77 SRR A U 8 77 B #8 B B3 i 7t I
BCUFBA T Afleer FRT 4™ & LRI A1
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No. of edges covered over time No. of entries in queue over time No. of crashes in queue over time
700 i —osip-af]-10
5 130 0.04 osip-afleer-10
120
- 600 " = 0.02
£ 550 2110 g
= e —osip-afl-10 =, =
000 nsi[r)'-;ll'lccr—llj L1100 F: 0.00
Z 450 & o]
o 90 —-0.02
400 [
2 0
350 8 —osip-afl-10 ~0.04
300 704! osip-afleer-10
1] 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min) Time (min)
(a) oSIP10 4} 3 7 o a3 (b) oSIP10 #4275 5 a2 (c) oSIP10 I i 78 2 %4
No. of edges covered over time No. of entries in queue over time No. of crashes in queue over time
70 }— osip-afl-128
1000 osip-afleer-128
o00 60
900 <00
JF 5
% 800 % % 50
2 — osip-afl-128 =, 400 —osip-all-128 =40
g 100 osip-afleer-128| & osip-afleer-128 | % .
Z 600 TSRS = TR E30
500 200 20
10
400 100} -
300t - : LV
0 500 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Time (min) Time (min) Time (min)
(d) oSIP128 73 3 34 (e) oSIP128 4% 7 i #4 %4 () oSIP128 I i 7 5 #a %

Fig.7 Increasing of branch coverage and bug finding on oSIP
7 oSIP 73 37 it LA I IR A I 3
43 #E—HTR

AR S B S ge g Rk — B BRI Afleer A RUME 1 K 3, 7E Afleer H KLEE )77 22 18 2 04T B 10
AFL ()75 2222 7 K A 51, IR 0k Afleer O 2 1E 52 1 - KLEE 5 AFL A S48 HARFEF LR AR 52 R

M KLEE i Bt R HAE A0 BRI 2 A7 AR R IE 1) 8. 24 H b5 43 SCAE B ARRR 7 I BOR 2 B I KLEE HEAA
Ty 18 R B1% 55 3, T A B L FE 0T 91451 2, P 4 v JKILEE £ T 48 IRy 1R bR 31 B 3 Aoz B 1) ) A A, B A
CL AN FEAN 73 SO L7 o B (H 2, 00 AL T BOR AL B, W KLEE 794 AE AR 2] — 2% 0] DL 2 1% 73 3OO AR B 42
il sk T FoAth R A I 3 AL KLEE. 76 FIR B IR) A 1 5 DA 0 34

M AFL #4208 B 75 PN 72 1) SR R 0 2 M B K AR B KLEE B8 5 H AR 70 328 il i€
RIBIIF4R 22 4 AFL, 30 SR8 S oR B8 i 73 S A0 Ik 4910 55 2 i P A9 S TR Tt PR A i (R A ALUE 452 ), )W) AFL Ji
1o A S m] DAAR AR i B LAt 70 5,0 HAS SR FE I 5290 B £ b — 755 i iR 3 2 o KLEE . A2 AT Ik T 431
0x6c617564 J& ,Xf T 53—k T iR A B 1) R 7 o 73 3¢ 0x60617562==lava_get(255) IR 414 2 21 {5 /&, AFL Ji
ot A ST AR b R 3 AR sl i 48, 7E 0 B who FFUKLEE A AR H 7 9 AR, 72 LR B AFL 75 £ 4600 3
727 NI (R 1) A 2, tm SR A 23 S0 K 451 55 =2 i I 4] 5 4 AN ) RIS AF L i DIE el A8 55 224 i 8
FA 8K 78 5 3037 43 3 A9 40, 7E uniq 1, Afleer 3% 1) #K H KLEE.

SR, 2155 PAT A I AN AT 75 1K 70 S, T RSB 2 1% 20 ST AR B S 2 (R B 20 SO XY
gha 177 20K 2 SN AL 2 KLEE JoiE 2 BIR 7 5 /K7 3,80 AFL JiEFE T KLEE A8 f 0l ik F 1) 4% 21
522 (R A9 I X7 &5 1 75 R AR

BEAR7E Afleer ) BETHHT KLEE AR Z AL4E T:(1) X T AFL 2% i B #9314, KLEE 1398 7] LLEE %34
B A 2 A I 5(2) %5 T AFL K78 i 1032, W00 A8 sl FH 1) 0 & 1% 45 AFL.KLEE 7£ Afleer "7 H5E
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JENRFAL M AFL 5 KLEE AR 2 5 Az 1 i) ik FH 490, i A s e A4 2 e B Sk F, 2R KLEE S 447,71
KLEE #2565 52 A~ AFL A [ (130358 A ) (18 15008 A 1 45 658 P+Q,P R/ X AFL %5 5y 78 35 2 1) ik
FBIEEE,Q Fn AFL B &5 B A HI8EE). T ULE) AFL I8 RHUT,P 5 Q HUAT AR H R 4l 7 55,
BH 6,4 BH KLEE AR 56 A4 BT W R AFL Je 84T, )0 P K B AFL $Ros A= B, It KLEE 7 38 [ i 1 52 38 33X £
WA P 5 A i PA R A AFL s DUAE sl AR ) Qs KSR U6, KLEE 5 AFL 58 5 AT I P AX 52 M) P
EH IR 8 3 400 4 A2 B T % T AFL Ak DAAE j B0 F 481 Q3896 _E TR R W8 43 S AT L R B 30K B KLEE 4R A

TR Afleer IUA B AR SRTT BL BLR JLAN J7 T H#E A7 250k 78 7455 30T J7 T, 7T RASR FH N B 25 4y
B (140 SCER [31])2K 51 5555 AT 52 i 0 4 R B BR 5 068 VA2 52 W A4 5 AT IR A e 0 1) 2 2 TR 22 i I N7
BR (3 V) 23 A 5 e 45 T DR i 0] R R R 5 U0 20 BT RS AR S RPIRAS AR A5 5 AT P i I X SRSt 2
Ty AN —Fh 7 1k 0 T BRI ATAS A 5 AT ME DB IA 1 43 3, T DL VR G BT SR PRgs 1), B AT B AR IR 3D
{7 B8 0 2 BT ok TR B0 1% 43 S B AR AR AU AR 7 T, RT BA I N B B BER, TG a5 4 AT (Steelix ),
Angoral®®). 5 [ IR (AFLgo !, Hawkeyel®2) LA & i Ath 55 & (Sky fire!>*! AFLFast™ ") sk 42 s A5U481 8 (14 B 11,
AT 2 i VR 0 P A 1 e
5 MExXIfE

AT BB MR 5 AT DL IR A IR SR A B O A AR AT B 4.

5.1 RN

H R 7770 AR 22 56 T L IR R 56 T2 25 R 51 T MBI R T L, 1 i AFL™, libFuzzer b & honggfuzz'®.
15 4 T (taint analysis) T2 HTR2 R N\ 52 7 1888 A R 96 &R, B AR 2 52 T15 s 20 A (0 07 5 240 k4
AR IR B B J7 . BuzzFuzz WA & FairFuzzP Vil FH 8 25 15 02 W7 (0 5 320K 52 N rh B B i) 745 bt s
FEUN X s e A R AT AR S AT B 78 2038 Taintscopel® 3 33 15 55 43 H7 Sk 1R 591 58 41 2 56 A (checksum) B0 10 43 32, 3F
S i A A i VA SR e ek i e vk DL i 1K) 49 52 . 55 BuzzFuzz Fl FairFuzz 2800 7F S8 72 56 A0 1 Aar 36y J , L 1R 791 HH
N B A 4 R O B 2 7 1 36 4T T A8 57 Dowser It % i [X i H IR I BE AT R 2T 1 VS A4 B AR A A N
SR BB R SR 05 s BT BAR T DA S B B R A R A5 H AR R 1 M R AR, R IR R AR
PR I PRAT 15 SV UzzerP 8 15 1540 M iR 51 H BE R 71 (magic bytes)ZEH N [RAL B WX X 26 2 3 34T
A S R R B R BN B0 A B [ 52 1Y) SteelixPOE [ T £ B 3 i 4R R B4 25 7 R AR A AR F
JEAR AT L BCRAS A, — A 32 A B AL LU AR TT DAAE 0 4 A 8 A 2R 1 brAse, DT R JBE R = =14 11 I/ i Je
JiZ,Steelix & FH T B A 747 Lo g b 28 B BB R 1 N 1937 5t AngoralP MR it 1 — R A IS 775 AT SR SR R R 42
LY J7 3% 85 V5 A0 W A5 B R T B SR A8 2 T LA 2 2 SR A 1 R A L R T R A b ET L LT
75 s AT A DS A ST ) Afleer 119 B AR ARARL #B A2 B X HfE LA 55 1Y) 49 3k A el al F 9] et 35 42
T, 240 SO AT A AR i ROk B i N T B e T i R % 43 S Ak T AR R ) A B AR AT DA R A ) 3K 45
W 53 3 56 A P 18 A T 4 N8 & (4 BT 719 B0 KO T 350 43 2719 19 2 2 R ML T3 s o i I O 0
H 22 R34, Afleer 381 755 04T W AT DA RORR Ui 0] 7.

B2 A0 BIF FE N B IR $R T R e SR 0 3 R 1 5 72 451 2 Rebert P14 A LA Ke Woo 25 A\ DI 45
A0 e A5 Bt 00 4903 3% A B 1A B 5% W O B U IR A U % 7. AF L Fast?®* & AR 38 7 K 348 43 i ik #4578
S 2 AR, T AR A R 380 PR R E 6 % A, IR okt HC o 1 4 7 R RN 28 i A5 ) DN P 461 T 3 B 22 P e (1)
T8 SR AR T 3056 AFLgol g — R Bl i R 5 bR s (A Sk s AR JHC 38 ek g T R 4900 37 o 38 A7 7o 200 11
A3 Bt 1 (R Skey fire 2T EILAT I 451 r 2 5T 4 3 T R (W B R SCRIURGE i (probabilistic context sensitive
grammar), A 45 5 45 B 5 B 110 45 44 BI04 9. ColLAFL IO R Y 7 — Fe 7T AR e B4 00 3k w1 422 lf 3 (path
collisions) ] 75 (1) 77 ¥2:, B A7 Tl 43k 7] R 3= 22 P 4 258 i 78 0 119 B A B s 5 Al At Pfr 32 380, 92% 1) R 2 %o 3 s VIR ke ) i
PRI AR LKL TR Afleer fFTEIEAS R R IE T — 35 TAE T, IRATAT DLk — 25 Al G ix L6 U7 v R 42 7
Afleer "FARTNB ¥ B8
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52 ST

FSHAT OB R A IR Tl A5 2R s B 7 AR 24055 TR 5l . KLEE®  JPE!' . CUTE!""),
S2EMU. PEXU LA K Angrl®®V45 255 $AT I f5% K A 1) RS R S R Ve B3 B 42 1B 1, B BT, A7 6 AR 22 o6 32 il A1
W7 TAE.

A5 PR B 04 2R SR R AR IR 2 AR A 1) B A — b 7 3 5t BE ML B AR R R Y IR AR SRR R UL AR S
WRW T H G BRSNS S N T — 05 T35 5 o0 300 B AR IR R 7 1R R IR IR 4 AR
TR AR IRV R 5] T A0S R S 2 RS AR T — b i S 4 2R D i 3 A B A AT R
ANTE 5 SR 70 B S N HR T — Bl 3 B A 100 AT LA 3% T 4% B A% 1 05 325, N TG R AR 7 IR A4S AR JE i)
F SRR A 485 SR 3 B X L SR W T DATE — 58 FE B % il AR o 1% ) L

3 TR 5 240 DS R AR ke 6 A R O I A A — b T R T R AR R AR S T IA B A R A S 2 i IR
T LR A AR TR U AT AR e AT Z B 4% H KIS N T — FOAR B 5 Dh B2 AT U1 A 4 W7 1 05 4% 328 i
51 S5 B PAT H LT IR A Trabish 25 AP H 1 77925, 0T CAE 755 $h4T d A r Sz b 3ot 908 6 S A QRS M 1 42
R A, A I ARt R R i A S AT R I T i A, R B 4 TR R A A 4 BRSOy A
W R A I B 4%, AT J8E 4 R L 08 2R B R B R R I A 2R R o 2 A, — SR B T X VR A 1A T (concolic
execution) ALK 1] FEE7- 3815 4 1 AR B A vk 5 5001,

AHMEE H, EIRE XS PAT OB TAE S AR 1 Afleer RIFFAFLE IR R R BT —2 TAEH,3kAN
AT DLigE — 20 @G i e 77 75, 35 Bl Afleer B8 iRy RUHL R 28 B R 7 55 (19 4 52, T HE T+ Afleer 1305,

53 FEHITSEMNIRLEEREA MK

H BT CA 1R 2 56 T 25 5 3047 S5 A58 00 (2 B LA ) 485 & (V8 & M. DARTV 15 SAGE! 7 it i AL ) ik
FEAE— E R E AR A B, 2 JE R AR B 2 RS HATR ARG HEIE 7.5 Afleer ML, DART 5
SAGE {5 HI B L BA IR A AT, T Afleer 5 FH A5 5 04T 55 4 T4 35 22 1) 2K G0 DART 5 SAGE 2 5[] (1,
FA K Bt AL I 38 A= e 0 03 451 B T VR & AT, T Afleer 2 X TA1 A8 L1, IR UL BE 8 B R AR Rk
1. SYMFUZZ" 38 1k 7 5 #1047 40 47 W AN 5 N 2 T R 5% 28, 35 T AR 015 I8 B 00 5 491 £ 28 S 2R 3
B8 HLIN A SR B AT A 5 .SYMFUZZ A2 B2 55 BT SRV 45 & 2 H A5 S PAT IR HE — e iE R
SR R BEHLIMR 1 2K Brian 25 NONE H T — Rl 45 & 755 AT S BDIIHR 1078 & R 5 1% 5 Afleer S ] (1
FAET (1) &7 VA% BE LI XAz s I P 451 > 300 3 A6 D5 A B A5 5 ) i 7 . ik T A5 8, R 4955 3T ok
2 0 LA 55 10 38 A8 1T Afleer B 3648 FHABCHIMA M 7 5515 Bk 18 A S HUTHR R T E.2) AR TS
BN, 78 1% 77 3 AR ORI AN 12 AT I 61 ) R SR B AR T A SR IB AT A5 AT AR BRI i 45, DA I 2
JF S 15 H TR 35, DR b, 3 o 78 4 R SO U 45 S T AR 35

Majumdar 25 AP 1T —FIR AT 5 BEHLIAR AS B AT (0 7 L (R HCT), Hai i B LI A4
FH A, 224 T AL AT S5 R (B TG v A= s 1 0 A 480 ) 8 B9 5 AT . — ELVR S AT 3R 2058 1 X A 48], 0 3 ] i
HUIIAR 4% 229047 Yun 28 NIRRT —FlE &R S IR A BT L E QSYM AR A 24T T 52 1 8 4 Ik
9 32 B BR300 BRSSO AT IR % 07 v S IRAT I 7 #5428 I A2 0% R, 18 o 51 N e et (19 VR & AT DAk 07 v
QSYM, ] LTI Afleer #3844 2% .Chao-Chun % A 7 —Fh DL & BUIR R 8 B ks (038 & 47 J7 %
CRAXfuzz. ¥ 4o 5 — b 55 22 4= % Y AH 5% 1) B 238 AT hook, 1 40 malloc. strepy PAJK printf %5, 2 J& 3 T FAFh 7
HEAT IR A BT MR, CRAX fuzz SR H b7 9R 30 11 14 2% S B R A I 4 hook 1) bR 50 75 LA 2 4 ) . 41 12 24 i
TR R IR, ) P A I B 1555 AT A OB A R AT 224K

55 Afleer FLEZZMAM TAE & Saahil 25 A Hi 1977 Munch.Munch /2 ] KLEE 5 AFL #4745 &5k
R AR (10 78 5 2 AELR K O 3 AT IR K IR (1) P KA FAE T B AR A [F, Afleer {5 T 32 5>
7B 5 T Munch {0 55 T 472 5 B B0 55 R K I, Afleer S 400k B 78 7545 BB 4> 52 78 76 )k 48 5 KLEE Y
422,11 Munch SR FRURLEE (1) 2R 45078 55 5K 51 5 KLEE 4 & (Rl sonar-search).(2) BT AFL BOABAEH 2 308 7%
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515 AR oy 378 5 A B DR Ukl i 4y S SR U RT DA . B Al KLEE 5 AFL 45 & .5 U, Afleer
KLEE W48 %R F AFL 14 388 7515 BT 51 5, AT e 48 % AFL V78 55 1) 49 3. 5 G K LEE i A48 5 it
FA— 5E /& AFL B4R (1 A 1) (122 000 X 491 4 3 55 AFL SR8 55 1943 3). R G, Afleer 71 AFL 5 KLEE i id
2 YN A HL, AT DABE fp 2K 4R v 43 S 78 35 26 TE AFL R 25 8 oR 4007 25 15 S, Munch 1 9 SR s #4840 1 & T
Hu 22 H(BP KLEE #| AFL 83 AFL #| KLEE).IM7E Munch [s25e &5 R (JE 0 )T LLR LB FERER
SABHE EAEOM Bt A R 50 B 328 3T R, Munch P 7 A SR 9 SR b AFL A B 2 IR B . T a4 R 1 7 2515
B Afleer £y > B i LA W E$TH.(3) 5 Munch AHEE, Afleer fEJRTR & B _E ¥ B3 HEH M H K AR
TR Ak T ME AR 55 1) 43 S T I R AT e M 5 TE 2 0 S 2 T AR 5 i BV AE 1V IR T BR 08 1 5 TR R
I B &R BN 7E Bl 1(a) 1, Munch 3 22 H bR ok 808 25, B ] — A% T 123456789 1Y input
HAT LS H] 100% 1) 2R £ 7 25 2% (A0 2 /T B0 S func BRECHR AT LARE 7 55), (H A B8 I A5 1+ input==123456789 F
HIJRIR. Afleer 8343 32 78 55 1 51 52, 00 AT DL B BRI iR T (4) PR T 2 AR AN IR (B E PR B B —
5E I HAMAE B I Munch B 5% 78 25 3 78 35 1) 2R 5 98 5 TEZ R BN R Afleer B 3R G0 14 Mk AT W0, AT AT AR
A AE b7 55 BR H N A0 40 S A G0 2R SR 19100 T 1 v SR AN R Ak T 850 R )= R £ (0 ©0), ) Afleer o KLEE
S SR R AL AU R B ME DA G B VR A B pR T W SR E . Munch J6 i R B b0, T L E G R, N2
TR b &R I Z R

Driller®V ¥ 8 &-4047 1L B Angr 53 T 7 35 K10 AFL A45 4.8 251817 AFL,24 AFL Joi% A4 s it ik A
WIEE, ) Angr 326 B— AN 032 5130 AT TR A 30T, B 2 R 3R 590K F 491, 2 S s 8 B DUk 9 - i 22 45 AFL Sk
GRELEAT X WIFT S Afleer Z8BL AR @ I FF S AT AR A AT 5 K &R/ B LIRSS &, 0 B 3L B
HTC A [A] #) /2, Afleer 55 Driller 8 F 7 A& A, 8 1tk v] BAF 78 25 %45 Bk 1B B/ 5 PUTBUR G HAT I &,
BT RCR T &L Afleer 5 Driller (AR Z A7E T :Afleer 84T VS |, 1] Driller 847 7€ 3k #l{CHS k3 H.
Afleer {88 FH 2 455 5 AT, T Driller 18 FH B2 1R G HAT IR G AT L2, 40 SR AFL 1 45 5 A e s i &= 11
WA AT, A BT 4R 30587 9 S AR S2 B AT 1 2 v, AN 2 B A 0 4 P 4010 40 2 v o 140, 90 - B A 0
0 FH 481 7 42 il 3k B B AT AR AR 7 75 00 43 3, AHZ K A A9 E % B AR R T AR IR 20 R SR T R RE A AT 4 ST 5%
H A5 B39 AL, L IS gt 2 5 e 255 26 TR ke, G — AN P AT R FR, BN R A BUAT AR SR LS 00 T AT DL 4R B 9 5
A TR A 1 3 S AR B 6 2% 11 TR 2 3K B 1Y) AT B A TGV A 2 VR A S HIAE L T IR A AT, Afleer WA K
FAVR A AT J7 30, T 2 4 P A 5 BT IR IR 8 3545 B(B) AFL S 588 1 SO AT R oM (48 2% R I i 2
AT DAPRAIE B 3o b 78 55 3 7 B B 40 3[R B T 7 56 4SS DA R g i vk B T DLis P B e A R Bk )
TR AT B

6 BESREE

ASCIRNA T T A 555 PAT S5 BB 000 B 2 8- T — Bl 5555 AT 5 080 K AH 45 6 10 3
ik AfleeriZ 7 VL 45 G I T 7F5 04T 1T DU w52 J4 2% 1 10 8 00 B8 03X v DL 26 IR 40 3C (R 66 g gk i 2E
A 78 o5 R Il A 8 L A ke BRI 3K T LR A R K B R 8, 7 S BT 3 T RO R 1 7 25 (S
BT R, 11 R BB A 55 43 3 I AR Rl D3k P 481, R 0 22 T AR5 5 $AUAT 2B A 1 K P 49 4k 7 S AR
SCH Afleer F THRHEFE 755 LAVAM-M LR SEBRIH oSIP i 28 45 RIS AIE 1 1% 7 1 1A 2k

PAVE T — 28 TAEF B NFF 5 AT 5 HIIHR A B AP AE A R 2 A R, — D35 58 Afleer IIRE /1.5 %8,
PG I B EE T35 50 AT LA H B 14 04 55 B 42 A 38R0 4K b, 3 T DAt v SR 00 S Ah B 2% 43 S I R ) 3
VR 0 B8 38 20 A7 15 5 8 T AR DS OV i 81 755 5 AT v, LU IR 77 5 AT A R0 A I, S 4] 356 T BR
HAE B RIE SRS PAT IR R F— 0 T E E SO
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