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Abstract: This paper introduces a novel approach called OPT-SSE to speed up and scale symbolic execution—guided symbolic
execution method based on program function label slice. The OPT-SSE is constituted by two parts. One part is static analysis, which
decomposes the whole program execution paths by different program function label slices through establishing the mapping between
function tags and program CFG. The other part is specified function tags guided rule symbolic execution, which cuts unrelated branch path
timely according to specified function tags flow when taking symbolic execution analysis. Through analyzing specified function label
slice or different function label slices concurrently, OPT-SSE could avoid stuck in complex cycle, which is beneficial for speeding up
goal-guided process and scaling the symbolic execution. OPT-SSE is evaluated on twenty applications from ten famous open softwares,
like binutils, gzip, coreutils, and so on. Through comparison with KLEE, OPT-SSE speeded up goal-guided by 4.238 times, increased the
goal-guided success rate about 31%, and increased instruction coverage about 8.95%, branch coverage about 8.28%.
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KZHNH R AL AT EEEILAE Linux RGN, H 3k /bin” Fl“/ust/bin™ T 14K 22 BN 2 760 7
ZANERIET,FE | FHA T M Linux R4 FREALPIE RN AR, H BS0 T & 8 0Tk T,
coreutils8.22 M 1s F&/7 0 & 54 ANIETI, who F2JF AL & 14 /NIEI, mkdir F2/7 L& 6 NI diffutils3.2
diff )Py 46 AETAE P LUK I, &S Th e 1 Bk J LA T BE i AL A5, 0 A2 S5 v — 38 20 A7 [ AT B A2
BT — AR KR BIFR 7 % 2 P i 24T TN a,b,c,d,e, 2530 T, 453 43 01 11 4 A\ 4 AU AT L6 12 1 3
AERRJL T a JE TR I exe_a BRI, TR e FIEI0 f 25 SRAE ML TN ¢ i F 2 J5 7 20 AR SCHERE 7 (1) iy A AT I T 6
RN ThREbR2E.

Table 1  Parts of applications containing function label random relected in Linux system

&1 Linux RN ABEPLERLE 950065 DI REARZE (1 B TR )7

A D REAR BB A e 2%k
Bash2.1 21 Diff (diffutils3.2) 46
Weetl.16.1 132 Firefox37.0 18
Ls (coreutils8.22) 54 Ssh (openssh6.7) 43
Who (coreutils8.22) 14 Objdump (Binutils2.25) 45
Hwclock (util-Linux) 23 Xwd1.06 13
Ypdomainname (net-tools) 10 Vipw (Shadow-utils4.1.5) 6
Arp (net-tools1.6) 8 Foomatic-rip (cups-filters1.0.67) 5
Zenity 83 Blkid (util-Linux) 18

Sprof3.74 6

void main(int argc,char**argv){ static int decode_swithes(int argc,char**argv){
static bool a_mode, b_mode, c_mode, d_mode, e_mode;
a_mode=b_mode=c_mode=d_mode=e_mode=false;
while (true){

i;decode_switches(argc,argv);
exe_options(-);

} int oi=—1;
int c=getopt_long(argc,argv, “abcdefghi”,long_options, & oi)
void exe_options(-){ if (c==1)
break;
if (a_mode){ switch(c){
exe_a(); /ANAT LT akE oK 1) R £ cascej ‘a
} a_mode=true; break;
if (b_mode){ case ‘b’
exe b(-); b_mode;t’rue; break;
case :
i}f (c_mode){ cimode‘:dt’rue; break;
exe_c(-); case ‘d’:
if (d_mode){ dfmode‘:tfue; break;
exe_d(-); //bug point; casg f ek
} else if (f_mode){ €_mo e:ffrue, reak;
. case N
} exe_f): f_mode=true; break;
} .
Fig.1 Sample program

K1 Bl

B SRS s Ll BE AR RS 1R P A, 0 1k T B O T 5 A 20 A AN Bl 25 0 A P KSR i A 2 M el B
TR O AT 25 g VAU R I B AR A L R A R R A TR AR R AEL E S A 3 1
T AR A3 A7 5 S0 B9 VB AR A AT 5 A ) b e N B AR S 10 B 2 4 T O TR PR S AT A A
7 PR T N B AR S 18 B 25 3 T D5 VR AN T T R AR AT BRI BN M L B A R T REAR A4 L DR i
EPUAR PR 2o 5 o B 2 B g NIRRT 308 70 M 2 B30 1 D e e A R AT 23, AT AR iR PR AL 15 5 AT T A0 T
JE 1R A0 358 A NS R b 45 5 AR B S AT O 2 A R e B A L 0 BT A ) O B 4O T AN BN 10 AR BEBEAT AT
AN WIS B 25 1R 90 SR 0 1K) 2% 1 240 SROEE S A I (K 240 3RZR 48, #4000 40 ARSI Ak 245 ) 5 SRR AT B A6 1 (11 24
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HAERENS 1 3 24 T AT A 0 D A5 0 RS T M UL R e B RAT BRSO T A B, B e b AT S AT T
LA XA T P SAAT B AR 10 7 i, S BIRT P AT )y e v 25 AH O i A 1 00 451 SR At DR ke, 5 R A A VA AR B A
S REAE i S 4 J) A% PR 2 6 28OR 1L AT 5 AT U R S RE I I T SRl D BE AR A8 A I B (EL R A A A A
KA TT A K, — B BRI 5 4R AT 23 W R4 1 5 M A8, JE & /0 AN S0 R 7 AT 42 )1 BORI %A D RE R 25
KA T AT 5 AT AT R P2 Hr s m s LR 3 A )

o IR TN T4 E IR AT REAT AR BRI (KD PAAT B A2 P B, Al LA 52 DL 1 e A2 P R S AT 30 25 H AR .

WP 1 R E SCIE 3, BT BT I B AR A B AL T DD RERRAE ¢ M e IUAH S B A rh, ik FER TR L AL B 1 R
SR (DFS) I, 6 200 [ BT A A E RERRAE @ A1 b AHOG A% 21 R T BEAI S 14 2% SR (BF S)REAT i A 1) I, 4
RH AR R A 1 5 DI REAR RS ¢ A1 e Z AN DI REAR B AN JC A% 24 0k PR T BEALIE 2R SEE IS R 2 BRI
(VIR 1 1% 42 A BL

o A0 200k LIORT S D BEARAE 1 BT A A 5K R AR HEAT IE A PR IR

P 1 AR SO 3, BB A D REAR A e AT RAT B AR, A TR 1 SRABL, £5 AN Sl D REAR 2 £ B A4
AN SR AT o A 4 2R SR, 0V B £ RE Ty BE AR AR 5% B A% 2 SRR IR 7 B 3 — A LB I e 10
DIEAT IR A HRAT, B T AN KR DD BEAR 25 2 18] ) 50 28, Mk LA 3 K 51 1 2 B3 T REBR 26 e AH G AOHRAT B A2 .

o I 3FG RAERAN U 2RI D REAR AN A B b

R BB I AN S Z R IEI G, — BT S5 AT 0T i AN A 5 5 3 B0 R BRI A9 R, LA
PAT B LA PR Dy BE AR A AN 0 R 1) 4 Jm) 782 8 DI

B LAE 3 A i) LA SO AR — PR TR P I REAR 22 V) (1 1) S A5 5 AT 20 BT 77 VA (OPT-SSE), M4 A2 1 14
Ty B SCRY A 37 AR IS 1R Dy B b 46 B 4, R T 28 20 W7 5 00 RE P AT AN [ B e Rl 3 PE R AROR ) L 242 e AN T 2
RERR 22 M U)R AEHRAT B8 AR A7 (R S AN [R] 2 g _E, 00 T 45 8 75 203 1 H AR AL 32 B0 H AR s SR D) ),
LR U) R AR R )UREAT AR AT, 0 5 5 PAT IR B A2 08 % B2 (A ) 3 G0 R 9 S B BE AR 25 il L 3 85
TR AR, ANUAT LUIN I H R s 5 ot DA 38 TR 5 T REASE B 1) 78 ot 0 38 o Zh RE VD (1 ) 4 U 2 3 B
THT X BRI 7

ATCH 1 WA OPT-SSE A SEHUHE SN RE, (] ZE 73 M iz Bt g o P 1 4 1 AR s B R e 284 T 1) 5
JIRIE [ 42 Je 7 i AR T, I 4 A2 I T ST AR U 038 (0 B A SC5R 2 IR T REAR SRR UL HE I VA5 3 1Y
TR L TAT 5 AT M D REFR TR B2 4 1R R 5 00T 58 5 AT S AT A SR AR AT B 455 6
TR A T AR BT A

1 ETREFNEREY R HSHFSHITONRE

1.1 fEBRIEA

Kl 2 45 T D BEYI T A S AT R OPT-SSE(OPT-sliced symbolic execution)(¥) 32 Z AT HifE, B A& K.
(1) BRI REFR B4 BT CRE (¥ D B SCAY SR ) B AR 2 4 & AN A AT Th e IE AL A
(2)  FRATSHEIG A BT L5 R0 AR R 1 58, AR R AR 1) T AT AR A A FE AR B (A 515 B, T R
TR o B 25 Rl Az 9 I CFG; 30 IR i [ R 4 1 Wl 8 AN R T R s 28 A DG 1) Sk A e 2
JR I BERR 25 T B OPT-CFG; 5 &5 , 78 T it b A il U 1 SE Ml 1,3 )7 A4 i Zh e AR 2 B 45 OPT-Path,
FERHHE P RN AT HE )
(3) HFHFHAT.
> K T AR EURR AR H AR s WL BN R — 4B 2 A DI R AR S K AT
> ERF S PAT ML AR T, 51N 6 T R A 2 i A2 (10 ) 3 B DU S R P A — e Ok AN T
REAR I A2 HE 7 (5 8 1R )5 R0, 7 — ol 2 5 T B AR 25 B A 1 4 8 090 71 S5 )
> EFXRR E Dh R K ) RE AR B I 42, A B B 1R R 491 4 B, IR AT BB A AT
> EPRREE RS H AR s AT H T o AT, TR A R I 1 T A R S A
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‘ Symbolic execution engine ‘
Specified function A

Software code V

Guiding rule
st nabss] | 3

CFG == OPT-CFG ===p- OPT-Path o

Specified function
related test cases

Specified function
related bug

Fig.2 Guided symbolic execution model based on program function label slice (OPT-SSE)
K2 ST R REFR UL R (S 455 AT HE 8 (OPT-SSE)

LR 1 R R, 18 3 FIEl 4 JE7R T OPT-SSE B 7Y i 44k JE AR

W }fi A
(A
hfigh%a HBYIRAE

mxpm & S
é
exe a(
Y
o

fﬁjj%;ii&;? QE) /?Q\
IhBEbRZ AN
P © )

TR 7R 451 OPT-SSEfil 5 5 #%

Fig.3 OPT-SSE—Speeding up goal-guided process
Kl 3 OPT-SSE—/ik H A i il

Fig.4 OPT-SSE—Improving whole coverage
Kl 4 OPT-SSE—4& 14 R iifi %

3 i3k 7 OPT-SSE BERYNiE H Ax i ] 5 o Rt 3 i A 20 A H bR RO & A DI REAR RS (SR R R A 1T 5
AT 1L R AR B4 52 Dh RE AU Z0 BT IR 1 5 L AR AT S SRATHESE TR 8 SCEE X AN [R5 4 () 11 3 7 SCHLIN, 5
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BY TG OC 1A B A% 43 3, DA B 28 R 5 AT 1) H bR il 3 A8 3 o S 2 4 Sk 48 1) 1) B 420 2 75 T2 2 1 H bR i 42,
RIL R IR 70 SR BT BRAE &L 4 138 T OPT-SSE 1Y 7 T4 Ja) 7 ol A< 0o i 200 1o b AN [R] ) 2y REACAD 2EAT A7 2%
I3 F, TR HEASFE PP MEAT FRAT AT 5 AT IR ISR 22 A % 7 g ek AN [] £€) 2 8 AR B gt 47 7 A, vl 3 e - 60
FAS D e AR B 43 A7 b, ASR T4 Jm 78 i 2 B IR I SR ) 22 AN 55 4R T 250 7 S 0 AN [ £ S5 4 5 Sk 41 1) F) B A2
BEAT 5 0 Hr.

1.2 RBEKRENX

EX 1FEFTIRERRE). — AR 5 9 Dy B8 SO th al BRI BRAS T B8 bR 25, 00 B — 5K DO REFR 2545 5 R
OPT={option,,option,,...,0ptioNaum},num A I f&Fr 2 (K14 45 option; 7R A FEFF AR i A~ Dh g AR 48 (0<i<num).

EX 2N RE S FTHEEM). M T RS9 3R OPT={optiony,option,,...,option,,,} FIFE ), H ThAE
FM ISP 5E 4 AFAR T OPTeondition ik JH A £ R il i T2 e AT — 23 S 5E 4% condition Xof J¥ it 635 5, #
YE4T operators Jy i) 1 5, #/F 4 operands Jy 15 £ HE 23 SO E 4 A1 condition S 15 O D RESE Y 73 SOHIE
A AR LU S54SR A&

Joperand(operandeoperandsaoperande OPT)=conditione OPTcondition.

EX 3GEFI=HIRE). P EHIR B CFG A MU JC4L(N,E entry,exityZ 7, Horp N R R iZ I B 3 A E
MRS entry K AN BT exit LB H 5 fU AT 17 JUR IR o — A S U AT 08 ) (1 Fe A P, 3L b N
entry 5 A0 KBRS — 45 ) R 43 SR A AR AR — AN ROR YT R ng B Ry AT RRAEAE SRS IR R 1A
ROy, A o A ny B HTOK Ny S ny LR G AR AR RO LU 2 EET K L H R 2 A WA

EX AGEFRITEER). W+ NP K CFGALE AR R IR 88 1047 71 AU ), AT 55
AT BT R gy W2 AL 43 4 condition, i X — Ny S AN TR E AT R4 4 Path JLAT—
BRI AT BN PR AT (N 28775, 5 S 2 oy 0 G AL

(n;;....n;) € Path = 1<iA<J_conditioni AN = {entry} A n; = {exit}.

EX S(FRFHITIRERE). ST ARBFEERE CFGH A MM B4 i B &8 PathSeg, — 4440 AT %

R B BRAN 7 50y, np ROR, 8 XK

<nl,,..,nj)ePathSegs3(n{,.,.,n{<)[<nl’,..,,n;>ePathAHi( A n;:nx)j.

i<x<i+]

EX 6(NEEMRFEEFIRE). — NI aetr s H & OPT-CFG m thfR) ¥ = Hl &l CFG i i £F fi, FH PU 76
41N’ E entry,exity 275, Ho b N IR Z R 105 R4 O R N R 9 U OR AN T B AR A0 o E A Bk Y JE
AYUE R KA A entry 7R N T Rsexit Rl B LR A AT P S0 ((nf,ng)) A, 2R AT ] E
WL NG ZNAAFAE I HRAEAE — A DI BEARSE PRIV 19 5 nf B9 i n| 2 IAIAFAE— 2 DO REAR B2 P01 1) 78 2 4%
PEh RERPAFAE — 25 W] B9 AU BIE nf 3 A (I PAT B 42

EX TCHREFRERITR). X T A Ihashr 4= 5l Bl OPT-CFG, I Abn B AT Bk 124 &5 1l OPT-Path £
TR AR BRI (nong )y AT 8y AT 25 5y, DA Z5E L 2 AR 4 constraint 5 X o —@
JUAR— S BRI IR 3 35 2y n))) 3R, IR I AL

«nf,...,n5)) e OPT - Path=_A constraint; A nj = {entry} A n = {exit} .

I<i<j
MR LN REFRFEHATIRARE). X T 850 0] AT R 8 nf,, AL G constraint;, — & i 2 :
Vp(p econstraint, A (0= p, Ac A p)) > AP E OPTcondition A p, € OPTcondition,
=j<
«nini )Yy = 3N, n N, n;) € PathSeg An =nf an; =n;, ).
TR 2(F OPT-Path ¥F Path #1749 2). 74—~ 4 W50 Path ] OPT-Path [ B4} 3¢ R:
HX)=Y (XePath, YeOPT-Path).
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E A < G SRR AS T 5 8 R e, SRR P R I 1) CFG AR AT #4285 & Path; L) g A5 25 4% il i €] OPT-

CFG LRI REbR 2 AT B 4252 15 OPT-Path X TAL & — 4 Wl $hAT BR AR X=(ny,...,ny) e Path, il i il & 3L o i) 15 2
B 93 SN AT U 1) TG SR R I R 95 45 2079 A R R 40 ((nLeam)y BT L Vi <i <k —1A(n,n, ) e
ENAI ! = {entry} A n, = {exit} , MR HEE X 6 AT%0,Y = {n],...,n.)) € OPT - Path . A I AT 52— 4 AT HUAT 445 X AT
i R B PRI B ME— [ S DI REAR AT IR Y. O

EX 8URFRRET). 55T O={=<-} HIARFIR 53 30 010 J5 2247 U KN KRB [/ — R M AT —
P 2% AT B AR R/ SR R 1715 1 n(93 3245 #Fh condition) ) true J5 2275 11 n Ml false J7 22719 20 ng WU E XA
NNy py o g =Ny g 5 (0N (N, Ng).

EX I(EFEFIRBATIREZARE R ER). FEF IR w2 A AT BR AR, o0 oy, 0o, B 7
AR I HIE 5 ST

k(1 < k < min(i, j) A 1<fn\<k(nlm =) A M M) O (N5 Mgy 1)) = Ny s M) O ANy Ny )

€ X9 RN TN A R P AR R B AR, S8 AR AT FE AN 43 XTSRS — S AR AT true 2332, 55—
AR INAT false 73 SIS A AT true 43 SCHIER AR K T 0T false 43 S EEAL, IXFE AT XS —ANFE R i A7 A 7] 14 )
AT H AR AT RN R AR HE

EX 10(TNEEFR EHITIR AR F X FR). W TR )7 AR B WU B 4% D e AR 25 AT IR (N Ni)) Nt s
Mo ) KT ERAT B A A7 L0 A T3] ) O 3 DK 2R, 08 2 3K A 4% ) B s R AT It A7 1 AL ) s 3 O 2R, BRI A -

Ve B (s DY (D)) = s M) A N D) = (e, ) A
(N M) O AN, D) = Ny 5, 1)) O LN,y 1))
MR 3. [ — R T, AL R AN A D RE bR 8 AT L AFAE M 37 2R AR
VNS N2 )N, )y € OPT-PathA((nyy,. .., Npj)) e OPT-Path)—((nyy,...,n i) O Nay,....Nop)).

A BEAFAEN (Mt Nxp) s (s VD5 (s M D (N s 1) = 0 s D), (0505 1)) = PN
) = (N My ), (s M )) = (e Ny ) B AL 220 () > (D) IR, (N ) <y ). AR B
BB, — R AFAE Nnoy(1<y<s))ELE nyg(1<d<<i),ngy AT Ny 6 AP 22 /D47 — A5 5 B AT DA AR TR] 1) B REAR 28428 il Ut i 4K
TR E X6 AT E RS AL T A AT RS A D RE AR 2 AT I L TR AE A A J 7 K 3R O

EX 1(HEHSEBHFSHITRE). F5RITHE M ERMEFREES NS RS SesH fcdl
(5.p,0.00)F RIS FARE S F—BHPUT I, oA S IR A O, o RIS S 75 578
RS ERMUN K R,g KRS S T B HEG T RHEATE Bf Ra0RE S T 86T 12 GEAR 2.

2 IhEEmRERHEIFEZE

I REFREE R AR A BRI HE S 535 OptPathGenerationAndSorting 25 1 47~%5 8 47 18 ik o) 4 A i 75 A 4 41 3k /&1
HEAT S P A4, SR ECR, 5 T e b 28 43 ST 8 R PR 2 A B, T3 368 a7 o) 3t 20 A %0 7 6 A T e A 25 03 ST 4 1R I i 4k R
AP N EI T REAR 215 RS OptNode 1358 9 1Tl I i H] OptCfgGeneration %%k AR fik F2 42 il it BT B [
Difehr s dili il OptClg; 28 10 47, 35 11 ATXH 1 KINRehn28 B A2 0 s B Wl h 0,28 12 47 i A
OptPathSorting A= B HE /7 I (1 T e bR B B AR B 7.

IhBEFR B BR 124 B AN HEF & 5%, OptPathGenerationAndSorting.

N PG Pl 1.

%t :SorteOptPath: HE 3> 41 1 Bh g AR 45 UK.

1: OptNode«{EntryNode,ExitNode}

2: foreach Node in CFG

3: if Node is from opt true branch then

4: OptNode<«OptNodeu {Node}
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5 OptNode.Map[Node]«{Node}

6 Node.succOptNum«0

7: endif

8: endfor

9: OptCfg«OptCfgGeneration(CFG,EntryNode,EntryNode)

10: PathOrder<«0

11: SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum«-0

12: return OptPathSorting(OptCfg,EntryNode)

Ty ReAR 2 4 1l Uit I8 A2 i i OptCfgGeneration 7 A 7 i i [F7 MR 3 445 il U 1 2 1l 1y e e 2 i) ¥k 11, B
VR VAT~58 134T 28 1 R 5 3t g 25 ) Ty R A A8 428 TV L 1) o ) 2 e o L IR AN DO BB AR 2571 sl Be L L 22
ANFATR] R 3R A S5 14 4T ~58 23 A7 38 0 R AS Dy BEFR 271 R BEAT R A, 68 T H I 22 AN 4 ) B i 5K A
T REARRE T i, S AN 30l 44 Th BE bR 285 A, IR LR Dl B8 b3 28 5 IR RS OC 3R, IR A9 R 1 37 D e A 28 AR 1
MBS ST AR

I BEAR 2 12 T B A B B %, OptCfgGeneration.

i N\ :CFG: A2 )7 Fas il it el

CurrentNode: 2417 5 £4;
CurrentOptNode: ™ §ij Iy A5 25 7 55.

%t :OptCfg: L BE AR 25 ¢ il it F .

1: foreach currentNode.succNode[i] in currentNode

2: if currentNode.succNode[i]e OptNode then

3 if cuttentOptNode.succOptNum=0 or (cuttentOptNode.succOptNum>0 and currentNode.succNode[i]=

CuttentOptNode.succOptNode[CuttentOptNode.succOptNum—1]) then

4: CuttentOptNode.succOptNode[CuttentOptNode.succOptNum]<«—currentNode.succNode[i]
5: CuttentOptNode.succOptNum<«CuttentOptNode.succOptNum-+1

6: endif

7: if currentNode.succNode[i]=ExitNode then

8: OptCfgGeneration(CFG,currentNode.succNode[i],currentNode.succNode[i])

9: endif

10:  else

11: OptCfgGeneration(CFG,currentNode.succNode[i],CuttentOptNode)

12:  endif

13: endfor

14: foreach OptNode.succOptNode[i], OptNode.succOptNode[j] in OptNode
15:  if OptNode.succOptNode[i]=OptNode.succOptNode[j] then

16: New newOptNode

17: OptNode.Map[OptNode.succOptNode[i]]«<—OptNode.Map[OptNode.succOptNode[i]]Jw {newOptNode}
18: foreach OptNode.succOptNode[j].succOptNode[k] in OptNode.succOptNode[j]

19: newOptNode.succOptNode[k]«—OptNode.succOptNode[j].succOptNode[k]

20: endfor

21: OptNode.succOptNode[j]«—newOptNode

22:  endif

23: endfor
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P 38 1 712

-

1

Bty @v
AN
:¢f;¢> /// é \\\ \?
é Q ‘9 2[1]
» N

\‘°< —~ =¥ Exit

TREbs B H TR

L:Entry— 1—2[0]>3—>Exit
2:Entry— [—4—5—Exit

3:Entry— [—>2[1]>3—Exit
4:Entry— [—>6—Exit

Fig.5 Uniqueness generation for function label path

K5 DhREAR2E i AR e — LA L

Ty REbR 2 WL HE Y 3% OptPathSorting X Hy e b A8 42 i At Bl V8 82 3t 113 A= 13 Dy e b 25 i A2 B AR B A2 2 1k
(K125 J5 P IELF I RE T DI RERR 28 B AR IR D7 X 2R

L RERR K HEF. OptPathSorting.
i N :OptCfg: Th g b2 il 1 ;

AN

Ne

% - SortedOptPath: HE /7> 4 11 Tl g AR 25V .
foreach currentOptNode.succOptNode[i] in currentOptNode
if currentOptNode.succOptNode[i]=ExitNode then
SortedOptPath[PathOrder][NodeNum]«—currentOptNode.succOptNode[i]
SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum«SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum-+1

else

SortedOptPath[PathOrder][NodeNum]«ExitNode
SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum<«SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum-+1

: PathOrder<«PathOrder+1
10:
11: endif
12: endfor

SortedOptPath[PathOrder].NodeNum«0

3 ETHSHITRITIREMRZIRF MM

AR 5 SCT 1 ol Dy B s 268 AL 1) 32 O ) < T k£ SR ) 0 RE A 25 3 o 3 O DU 5 G 8 2 BE s 22 W i 5
FE AR ) S WA SEBL T 3 Fhie & A0 BT SOOI -3 1 54 Ak BETE SO 23 SCHR -4 Ab PRE SCREI . oAl
A b B SCRU. oh 0 SR 4 A BEEE SGB KRG DL 2 48 2 58 SC T R P A FET B0 B 00 JE AR A 5 A N AR R
SCA A AT 25 AF A T A R (R 3 R 40 i AL 45 A IR HRCAE JEAT ok, I 6T AN [] F o A 28,3 5 4k 3.

4 TP E A NI AR A

1
2
3
4
5: OptPathSorting(OptCfg,currentOptNode.succNode[i])
6:
7
8
9
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Table 2 Basic symbol definition of rule (as precondition for any semantic description)

2 PRMFEARF 5 58 SO AT T8 SR (¥ B4 2% 1)

DEDINITION

s: if condition then bb, else bb,; bb p1: pAcondition
Strue: DDy; b P2 pA—condition
Staise: 0b2; bb So: one statement
f N ) PN,

o’: rewrite o after one step execution

Table 3 Precondition truth Table 2 on branch instruction processing semantics of

function label flow guided rule without ordering information

R 3 EHAR B0 Sh RERR AU ) T A rh ) SR 4 Ak AT G SCRT B AR 1R AR 2

3267

condition [6] 9]
i=k false false - - - - L - - -
1<i<k true true true true true true true true true true
g= ni' true true true true true true true true true true

g=¢ false false false false false false false false false false
pPAG true false true false true false true true true true
YN false true false true false true true true true true
bb, =n; true - false - false - false false false false
bb, =n/ - true - false - false false false false false
bb;eN’ true - false = true - false false true true
Bb,eN’ — true - false — true false true false true
Table 4 Precondition truth Table 3 on branch instruction processing semantics of
function label flow guided rule without ordering information
T4 TS B ) REAR R U ] 5 B0 3 32 iR A b BRAT OGS AT AT HAE R 3
condition
i=k false false false false false true true true true -
I<i<k true true true true true true true true true -
g=n; true true true true true true true true true =
g=¢ false false false false false false false false false true
PIANC true true true true true true true true true —
p,AG true true true true true true true true true -
bb, =n/ true true false true false true true false false -
bb, =n; true false true false true true false true false -
bb;eN’ true false true true true true true true true —
Bb,eN’ true true true true true true true true true -
Table 5 Precondition and related output assemble
F 5 HIE SRR B AR A
¢(s.0,0,9.h) pre ¢s.0,0,9.h)

Bislzisialnisiai=is]E

USies 1505, £}
{(Stuser 22501, T}

{Spe> 21201, )}

{(Stuser 02,01, )}
{(Strue.01,0,9.6)}
{(Statse-02,0,9,1) }

{Sues P10 N5 T, (Spier 22,01, T3

{(Sues P15 TN, T, (Spise» 22,0, €, T}

{Siues £1> 585 T).(Spueer 02,0,00, T}
{(Strue21,0,6,1) (Statse: 22, 5,6,0) |

S = B = ] BT B
gl & Bl = E EE EHE

WS ies P50 Mps Fu(Spapser 02,051, T}

S tes P10 M 1s F)1(Sper 02,051, )}
{Sie> 2150310 F)u(Spuees 2,001 £}
Suues P1:T5 415 T, (Spues 02,06, )}
{(Suues 1,06, £, (Spuges 025031, £}
{{Strues 1,0, 9,1) (Statse- 02,5, 46 }
{(Strue-21, 0, %) (Statses 02, 5,66 }
{(Strues01,0,88) (Stutse,02,0, ) }
{(Strues01, 55 1) (Statses 02, 5,8,6)
%)
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B X HAR DI RERR SR T = (nf,...om) FURF5-IRAS S=(s,0,0,0.0), 1 6 FIAT BRLARASHUB A I 1l 345 & g R
S IV AR MU R 5 AT IR D ST (S A HAE B B A A5 B SR B S A R S AT I
THia I ,g AR AR nf (BRI T REAH), 2R — 2D AT B e 21 DD BEAR 2517 5 Bl AT T S AC R () R —
FAR R 9 NTT 5 & WIZRHT S AN AL, 04 M 2B AT SRS W R g AT S QR W S 3 A2 DI REAR 25 AL .

(2) (3) ?)

start

D):i=1(2): BB REFR BT sSSP AT AT SEAR IR T — 4484
(3) : WG B IEAR BT Fnli=i+1

(4): I g — MAH I g AR 25 AT E

(5) : BAE BIAAH I T BEFR 1Y

(6): Jo 41

Fig.6 Finite state machine model for guided symbolic state information conversion

6 FF SR T BRI AT BRSSP

THFIE BT REAR E TSI SR -
Guiding Rule without order information: {s,p,,9,f)— (s, p,5,0,f)).
ARIESAIBIE M
F () {bDe gy 530D 1} F () {0bg gy 3-+-3 00 e}
(Foan380-2:0,9, ) = {(bbe i . 0.67. 9, F)} (Fi80. 0,0.9, F) = {(5,. 0,079, )}
VAR 2 A S S 1 HEIR K2 2 A — AN eR B (8 56 T A5 RS IR AR A5 0, T F 48 4 A BIE S 2 HE IR 11
2 2 A BB RIS RS TR AR A 1 0L
NEEBSLIBFEXHMM:
(8,009, F) = {(Sues 21,01, )1 7(8,0.0,9, F) = (S e P10 My (S 02,0000 )
(8,0,0,9, 1) > {(Spes 2250001 £33 7(5,0,0. 9, F) = {(Sper 0105110 T (Spen 005000, )3
(8,0,6,9, F) = (S 0,00, )1 (8, 0,0.,9, ) = (S 21,01, F).(Sppeer 225011, T}
(5,0,0,9, F) = {(Spees 22,01, £)}7(5,0,0,9, F) = {(Sper 21,0501, ). (Sper 00,06, )}
(8,0,0,9, 1) = (S0 £1:0:6, )} 7(5,0,0,0, ) = (S 91,08, £),(Spueer 22,0511, )}
[6]
(5,0,0,9, f) = {Spue» 02,0, 6, T)} ' (8,0,0,9, F) = {(Siues £1:0, 3, ). (Spue 02,0, 9, )} '
(8,0,0,0, ) = {(Ses P1s TN, T ) (Spies 02, 31748, 9,0, 0, F) = {(Ses 2102 3, T (Spier 02508, )
(8,0,0,9, F) = (S e £, N F)o(Sieen 22508, 10} 7 (8,0,0,9, F) = {(Suer 1,065 (S 2,0, T}
[9]
(8,0,0,9, F) > {Syue» 21,06, ). (Spyer 0550,11, )} (s,p.0.9, 1) > {Sirues 01505€> T).(Spuees 02,056, T} '

<Sapaaa ga f> - {<Stmcaplaaags f>7<sfalscbp2ao-sga f>} ’<prsaaga f> *»Q .

(]

]

=]

=]
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W E AT AR R GR )T s iy B A (1] 0 B ik 50
SAT (i =k) = false A SAT(1<<i < k) = true A SAT (g =n/) = true A SAT (g = ¢) = false A
SAT (p, A &) =true A SAT (p, A &) = false A SAT (bb, = n{ ) = true A SAT (bb, € N') = true.

Bl 7 XA T 43 AR A A FRE SO AR 45 R LB S 1 RIE X2 R HUE — ANy SR AL O B 4
B 2 H 5 T BEARZE VT B (R AH G T R S0 3 FE S 4 Fom HUA — AR 43 SCRT 2 O B B2 Bk 3 AR 1)
RERR AT 203 30 5 ME X 6 R R — AN A0 SCnTi A2, JF HEL Bk B 5 H AR D REARRE VAN S B D fig
BRAET 1T S 7~ 319 RIORPIAN G143 S AT A2, 40 0l Bk 3 55 H BR Dy BE AR 25 IR0 ANAH DG 1K) T BE AR 2519 50
5 A AR REAR BE VAN SR I D REAR AT 1. AR T REARSE 1Y A (0 %A 4 5 15 00318 3 20 R 9 A7 5 IRE& T —
5 T T M IEARUE B g=elt, LM 1Z 5 5 7 5 R A&

. | \ \
X1 B X2 X3 X4
true false false o true false falsejé true
)

. e C
‘.\7/,“ L //‘ . /
| |
\ \

1
X6

false

5

1 1 | W10

7 i X8 X9 Y19
true true IO true true true true true
|

| | |

|
I I v \

=3 s ) s ) %20 A PUTERE HA — - Db
Sy, Y = 1 P - -
" Y17 X8 \1 ° REENRERRSE g H5E T REFRE A
VAT S T B ko s
o true true true o irue . @H/\zk KM T REFR T 4T
C EEEETHE © Huria

| true AL 1% false ANV AL %
v 933 el ST

o 0 o /*\ A\ B O ek
| | |
¥ v

Fig.7 Branch instruction processing semantics of function label flow guided rule without ordering information

K7 e e BN D RE AR B L LU v 4 S A4 b B DGR X

Hinig S A EXHAN:
S, is not br statement
(8038,,0,0,9, ) = {(8,,0,0%,9, )}

R FH 94 Ak S SCRI DU G A 8 4 b B8 SO I 55 TG HE 05 JEL 10 20y B b 25 3L 1 3 0 D) o 45 2% 1 SCIR I
St I B SE R 4 SCHE A AL BRAE SO S TEHE TS S K T RE AR A I U R S 1 4~ 7 AN
5510 45~55 20 4535 18 401k SUMATE A 1F S Bt oo 4 A 50 8 A MIEE 9 il S UA LT 4 4518 U #:
VEHTPISTE ST 8 v (W BT S0 1, /5 PI 45T CSEBR T & 8 vh (W B SR 2.8 B SEmg 1 27 4 i 3 (i 4
g 3 o AR YR T 1R TR AR RS L AN DU REBR AN, 5] — N B AU T AR i T Re bR RS, IF
AL T (R 58 T REAR S 2 AP V) D BEAR 25 1) J AR B AN iy T P9 00 1 FE A e s B A SR AT5 AR Tl e S T
ST T REARAS, T LA AR BY B0 2 8 T 3 KRR B DY RERRAE AN DI RERR B 10 40 S BB SN 2 KR B
HIPE AN 93 32 1 — AN T A PR T ) 5 145 58 DD REAR 28 A D REFRZE I, 55 — AN FEAS R 161 2 14 2 Th s
PRI BLJE T3 (0 52 DO Rebn % 2 MR D) REAR 2 FE AR B A T 9 ). 4 SRAR R HF 5 45 5 A0 T8 45 52 Th e B
Aab T35 0 Ty B AR A I T, TR 4 W DAk BY 43X B AN 43 3.
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Y SR 2AH ST X

true

BT M VA K X

true true

i N
a
=
.-®/%
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Fig.8 Differece between branch instruction processing semantics of function label flow guided rule
without ordering information and that with ordering information
B8 A HE R S Ll REAR 25 AL ) B U v 2 S 4 A BT SO 5 T HE A5 B
Ll RERR RS L] T R v 7 SEHi 4 Ak BETE SO DX 33

FHFEERIh R R SN
Guiding Rule with order information: (s,p,0,9,f)=Z((s,p,5,0,f)).

SAT(f < p) = false [9] SAT(f - p)=false
<Sapaaa ga f>: {<s[mcaplao-7ni'5 f>7<sfalscﬁp2ao-5ga f>} ,<prao-ag? f> = {<Stm05p155a59 f>a<sfalscapzao-an;a f>} ’
SAT(f < p)=true [9] SAT(f = p)=true

(8,0,0,0, 1) = {(Syes 01,0, €, T),(Spueer 22,06, )} ’<S,p,6,g, ) = {(Sues 2150585 1), (Spuer 02,0,6, T} .

MR 1 a5 45 Pl i 4 F 60 S 05 SORR I ) 5 3K AR T KLEE 11 75 ,0PT-SSE 7R3N 5 $hAT il 2 o L 4 i
TNy 3248 A A R SRAT IS 1D IsF ) 4 , 3 A I 1] T8 2 T2 2 280 8 Bk B0 1 T — AN A YR T8 5 4 8 Th g hr 2
[ 53 SC A K [9,0PT-SSE 26 B 48 40 A1 FR 1Y 0] LURR1EAT 3 I AR He 2 15 40 2 D REAR 28 28 43 3, IR Bk A ol S i 2
R LR A R R A R TR AR B AE DG S AN S AT BN R B IR R R AT B e R T R AR AT R Oy
S DI RE RS BAH ST AU ) FFE 4 LR R | £ (RIS REAR R f AL ThREAR A 50 5 AR T 5, S e s
BRI il Iy BT A G B AR IS L A9, BRI L KLEE,OPT-SSE il 5 B [ 34 00 4 B[] 45 7T DL 20

4 M5 SHH

OPT-SSE 5236 &5 75 LU T B85 S B 4b 3 22 Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E7-4830 2.13GHz; 4 17:64GB; i 4F & 4;::
Ubuntu 12.04.

OPT-SSE L35 5t A& 40 A1 1 5 25 43 B AN BB SRR R B 76 v b SB35 20 07 B 0 A 458 2 b o1 7 P
PRI OB A AL SRR 7 T BE AR 0 25 AR, A A 2 M S ALl B 45 L AN B AR T IR 1 7E Klee BSEIR, U35
XoF R A 4 I S R S B

ASCNFFIRPEFIES T wla_dx. Vim. Unrtf. Binutilss Sed. Wdiff. which. Findutils. Gzip. Coreutils
IX 10 ANAS ] TR AR A by R 5, Pk 3k 2 5 1w () 20 NS TR] H AR 3EA T I, 2E A B L3R 6.

6 AR T EAHAN G IR ARIhRE . T H AR LAY Tvm TR #8654 30 555 B 5200 1 ZEE 6f
OPT-SSE M4 aide . 3 s . AR H AR5 205 55 77 1 1 M BE AT WK, JF HA LS klee JEATHE
Fo A R BA S TAE AR RE ).

F 7T AT wla-gb % 20 AN E BRPEN S0 R, 5L 50 ¥ B AR O H AR IR ) - FR A 10h. 4
OPT-SSE b & PP LI e bR 25 1 i KB 8;7E klee _EXTEEAN H ARy MIHEAT 018 . W% . BENLIX 3 P42
8 % SR s 1) 0k, 1 ECHG v 7 o R e A 1 4 Al
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Table 6 Basic information of subjects
F 6 WA ZHEEAE R
A H AR A AR H bs 45K A Te M WA DIREN 2R
wla_dx 9.5 wla-gb 23242 W6 ROL Yn %
Vim 7.0 vim/xxd 291557/61393 SCA G 4R 4%
Unrtf 0.21.9 unrtf 12 939 Rif #% U # T H
Binutils 2.25 readelf 45315 kR S A T H
Sed 422 seed 23 117 AT 15 25 Y i 2%
Wdiff 122 wdiff 7757 SCAF AR P R
Which 221 which 7293 A HAAA N LA
Findutils 442 find/xargs/locate 40739/7838/25566 SCrEE AT T A
Gzip 1.6 gzip 19214 R4 T H
. dd/dircolors/mkdir/pathchk/ 9073/6935/9512/6574/ 0
Coreutils 8.1 factor/expr/split/r]rjlkﬁfo 6463/24578/10353/6214 SRS LRSS
Table 7 Experimental data for each subject
R T ORSAEAE B AR 55 5 2
PURENERY NUREWaRFR MinTestCaseNum MinExelnstrNum MaxInstrCoverage (%) MaxBrCoverage (%)
wla-gb KLEE 142 883 2228224 10.16 6.92
OPT-SSE 159 093 6023 283 11.24 7.77
vim KLEE 58 323 36 506 833 3.78 2.87
OPT-SSE 110 641 158 072 832 6.56 4.91
«xd KLEE 103 168 18 677 760 47.76 40.45
OPT-SSE 99 959 50 135 040 50.76 43.09
unrtf KLEE 8 866 36 226 805 8.57 7.35
OPT-SSE 7 633 38 992 925 30.16 20.98
readelf KLEE 4342 12 343 533 4.81 3.87
OPT-SSE 7473 28 454 252 6.81 5.99
seed KLEE 66 350 24 444 928 19.62 15.45
OPT-SSE 166 565 39 945 674 28.99 24.38
wdiff KLEE 47 469 13172 736 43.46 33.33
OPT-SSE 32 345 8 842 079 45.98 35.78
which KLEE 165 689 16 711 680 25.56 19.46
OPT-SSE 154 442 13267 773 37.67 30.54
find KLEE 51462 69 533 696 17.6 14.69
OPT-SSE 67 675 124 346 643 23.22 19.8
xargd KLEE 7 548 4093912 23.53 16.81
OPT-SSE 4567 5292922 33.34 28.21
locate KLEE 170 261 70451 200 8.92 6.85
OPT-SSE 323272 135 787 662 15.21 12.45
azip KLEE 145 957 516 550 259 20.53 17.20
OPT-SSE 234 544 791230011 32.78 31.1
ad KLEE 290 078 104 565 669 27.30 21.71
OPT-SSE 423 444 411 895 643 34.28 30.09
dircolors KLEE 567 832 68 688 328 27.44 21.92
OPT-SSE 344318 36 765 156 39.21 38.23
mkdir KLEE 4 843 9 986 269 43.33 36.82
OPT-SSE 56 333 23 454 330 58.9 55.2
pathchk KLEE 68 754 18 136 042 41.61 33.98
OPT-SSE 323 321 20002 123 64.32 43,78
factor KLEE 5768 33333 865 36.68 29.43
OPT-SSE 8 967 43 345 441 39.22 32.78
expr KLEE 454 3421222 7.1 5.64
OPT-SSE 3343 2 334 0989 21.2 18.89
split KLEE 25260 1 899 247 28.11 22.07
OPT-SSE 127 650 7 356 452 38.38 33.26
mkfifo KLEE 2 853 2210963 41.47 33.92
OPT-SSE 6 750 17 864 332 48.22 39.1

70 MG T %4 H #-7E KLEE f1 OPT-SSE I ) MinTestCaseNum. MinExelnstrNum. MaxInstrCoverage.
SRR R, o,

MaxBrCoverage %
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e MaxinstrCoverage R /R MIR 10h "PEUAS W KIE4E 5 %K.

e MaxBrCoverage &/~ 3R 10h 0 BUAE 1) 35 K 0 52 78 76 K.

e MinTestCaseNum F /<l 10h 1,35 2 5 K H5 4 78 56 Z R0 B K 40 378 76 F2 00 e /N DR 491 2B 3 2

e MinExelnstrNum 7= 10h H 3 B 5 KR 478 o 56 A5 K 4 3078 o % 1 dn /N AT H8 2 20

9 #iik 7 &R H #7 KLEE A1 OPT-SSE (1) MaxInstrCoverage F5 4% b A% ot & 10 ik 7 &A1t H
kr KLEE F1 OPT-SSE [/) MaxBrCoverage f& kx5 Lt 5100

MaxInstrCoverage LL#¢

70.00%

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

MaxInstrCoverage

10.00%

0.00%

m KLEE

B OPT-SSE

e N R S
TS ETF TEE S

RENER 7

Fig.9 Instruction coverage comparison between OPT-SSE and KLEE on different subjects
K19 OPT-SSE M KLEE XA [ H Rt 4 7 o 5 L AL

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

MaxBrCoverage

10.00%

0.00%

MaxBrCoverage Lt

m KLEE
B OPT-SSE

O DK D e D ad & oS
F FFFE PG OF
& O 8 & & & R

D H A5

Fig.10 Comparison of branch coverage between OPT-SSE and KLEE on different subjects
10 OPT-SSE Al KLEE Xf AN H AR 23 3 i L AR

] LRI, 5 KLEE A Lt,OPT-SSE 7E$5 & 7 i M4y >0 2 i % LA 3 T — @ 2 L4k, Hod expr. unrtf.
locate. vim %5 H bR7EFR 2 7 55 243 S8 55 R IR T o 3, K248 KLEE [ 1.5 £5~3.5 £i5. 53 #h T LUK IR, 76
wdiff. which. dircolors 2% H#¥x L, T OPT-SSE [f] MinExelnstrNum $5#5 bt KLEE 2/ [ 175 vt 2 Ji A

] fig J& ,OPT-SSE £ AN [ F2 /¥ 2

fie ki 25 VR b oE HL O DL B IR (9 0 PR 45 M, {E /8 MaxinstrCoverage Al

MaxBrCoverage PI-MR b5 ELAFANEI 0 AE7E 2 147 1 %< b, (7348 L KLEE A1 Fir &7t
11 A 12 735004 1Y T wla-gb £5 S0 R A 95 4 B2 i A 93 ST i 2 ) S AR A i 0 mT BURCEE, 36 2
R Ny SO o 2 NINRIT 4R B 5 5, OPT-SSE Et KLEE FIR AL AR W .
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0.12

+‘*‘+0'1 h-;;:!.ff
# 008
i
< 0.06
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~ o004 —o—KLEE
om —m— OPT-SSE
0

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10100110120
Sy BT I [ ()% 100s

Fig.11 Comparison of instruction coverage and time overhead between OPT-SSE and KLEE

when analyzing wla-gb
11 OPT-SSE Fil KLEE 7} #7 wla-gb I ({14542 a5 & FIHAT i i) X Lt

0.16
0.14
0.12

w01

008

0.06

0.04
00 [ —8— OPT-SSE

0 ! —4—KLEE

01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10100110120

43 M i [ (s)% 100s

Fig.12 Comparison of branch coverage and time overhead between OPT-SSE and KLEE when analyzing wla-gb
12 OPT-SSE #1l KLEE 4} #7 wla-gb I (¥ 43 S i % FIAAT I [ % Ll
K 8 4l T OPT-SSE Ml KLEE fEACHY H b il T 6 75 J7 T A LG L.
Table 8 Comparison between OPT-SSE and KLEE on code goal-guided capability
% 8 OPT-SSE Ml KLEE 7EAUH H bRl T fiE 71 £ X b
AT H AR e R RIS EES BRI

W HAR  WART7 vk

CFHE(s) Jini# Ll B LA (%)
wla_dx Olffllj-}?;E 152()3."5278 242X }é 30
Vim  oprsse 6220 143% 10 0
Ul oprsse i 3,98 5 13
Binutils Olffllj-}?;E 3;;3 2.49X 162 30
Sed OIE%-ZEE ?‘5‘22 161X 188 30
WA oprsse st 319X 13 s
Whieh oy gse 0.2 279 12 0
Findutils 011%2215 289.'2536 3.59X 189 55
Gzip 011%-2215 42389.3300 155X g 2
Coreutils O]lf”lI:-l;];E 3;3421 3.38X ;g 30

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



3274 Journal of Software &% 53R Vol.30, No.11, November 2019

13 4#ii& T OPT-SSE L KLEE AILL, fEACH H A il 38 BE AR Zh & 1 13 THE DL B 35S0 H b, A
SO A 4 BT ORI 2D I 99 1 P BE AR AR BRI 20 AN SS AR FE b AR H AR 4R, 43 5 R
OPT-SSE Al KLEE HEAT 1h (1 5 70 M. ¥ & Th (I [8)_E B2 5 8 2 A HARAE Th Jnd52 8 2 AR AR/ R
ik T4 A H bR 20545 KLEE A1 OPT-SSE _E R ACHS H A5 5 I (R TF4 . AR H bl S s L 1 5 bl B
AL J Dy 0 ST A5 4 b ) VF 40 ot F6 b AR H bl I8 TR T4 KLEE A OPT-SSE #f fig e D il 3 1 A4S H
FRIN [R) T4 ~F- 42 (2. 1 #¢ KLEE A1 OPT-SSE #R e/ Dl T (K1 ACH H AR, 52 D0 1 54 3 EL B AR H bl & hn ke 1
DUASCREE A H BRI 5 Nk EL=KLEE )Y H bl I (5 77 85/OPT-SSE (K148 H A il 3 I 18] IF 4, 1 2y
HYLTHLLHI=(OPT-SSE I3 B B —KLEE (i3 il 2 £t )/ 20,38 i Kot WL 5% ml LR B AE AU H ARl 5
JR3d Gy 1T, OPT-SSE AEREA H AR L #AT FT Th 75 By 342 T+ FL ] 75 11, R which Ab, oAl H FR #8473 (05 Tt

18
16

14 n EISITEH

12

10 B3 SREFHETIE /10

(%)

BT XT 5

Fig.13 Improvement of OPT-SSE on code goal-guided speed and success rate compared with KLEE
13 OPT-SSE Y5 KLEE A LU AEACHS H AR il T8 SR RS D L S T+

5 MxI{E

AR A5 5 PATERRT I E I PELTE . SRRE R IR EIL. A RN A 368 38 50 55 5
FEAET R N A A7 AR R T AR K R 24 R SR A N T R e K ), o 4 B 8 ) R R 2R
SN Tl F— T AT 0 R BT IR P TR TH A 5 BA T A by B R 40 A Ak 1 2 At v e .
FE5 PATIERE 20 M L N FH B8 g 32 BEARIAE LR JLA

() AEFEFES LN H

Bliglr 42 T B4 o/c++. JAVA. JAVAscript. python %535 5 68 1 (I4F 5 AT IR R 4540, 0 iH 48 K 2
Cadar % N6 J5 7 T EXEPURI KLEEY JX B4 RGN H T o/ct+RLF X % KLEE ®'5 T EXE 97 50474
FT 513 0L 50 BT o/cH+R2 )T H AR 1 vm 7505 S8 T 7 6 472 7 15 28 R B R BLEE 7. NASA 11 Robust X fF T2
TR /NATIT & T JAVA pathfinder! " 58 i 23 TAVA R 105 505, L4 T 98 % 1 TAVA B2 520 #r 1) g
AT RIK 241 Saxena 2 N BETE T Pl F 1745 B SR MR IO 20 08 5 Kaluzal" 38 F 1 SR Al 4% Bl 314025 1) L
H 23 (8], 70 e LA b R g —ANE T JAVAscript 18 5 1045 AT HEZE, HL 248 R0 i 422 N\ Bl B 1) g ) 1 R Tk
OB T K2 ) Bucur 28 AJT & T Chefl" 3 1 %) python il e £ AT 5< 40, 3% 58 S AT 755 F ME AL B % python 5
TGRS AT A R 2 IR A5 AT M 3 T8 N F python 15 5 A5 AT 51 2.

) ARRS V-5 LN H

FEREEN Linux 75 & windows T &, 6 Z3EHIFE 7 BT 2 M, 38 5 48 = b B 2 s A 5 AT 5 1 2
AT A TR T BAYH BRAS R RR P 5 IR i, 5 ELE N T PR AR P 56 2. A O 9 Be ). Godefroid 45 A
JFk T DART!RI SAGE!™, 4 '] I -F windows V-5 i 8 T FE 7 20 A, JE I T 4 35 800 % S LR EE T K 24 1)
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Vitaly 25 AN JT & T S2EN 1% 2 45 R H] gemu translatort 8LK Linux = 3 FIFE 57 803 llvm 527, 5 45 & KLEE
SN Linux — 3 IR 5 194007 i S0 19 K 22 (19 Sang 25 A FF R 7 Mayhem!" )i 1344 Fl Bap *F- & 2%, 44 Linux
TREHN AR BIL W T TS O RS AT 51 G i AT 40 M, 7F debian R EE bR LK B IK BRG.

(3) A ThaefE X% F N H

RGN R . WIEBRER . WA BT B4R S AN F T RS FL T (45 5 AT 20 . 4
S P AT 5| RS0 2B LUSE R - 2R 0 AT, S2E T Ik ) 1 2R G A A Ak B AR IR AL SR 4 1 S FE,
HLA T AL R (R 8 0 0 ST B T K2 1) Kuznetsov 25 A 7E S2B LAl B 7 DDTR 5 i o) 5 4% 4K
B FE P AR D% 1 JEAT A I B 1 7 1 8 6 IR B 2 1 43 W ofe, RE 0T B B2 K24 1) Matthew 25 AJF R T
symdrive! 1% R R 4T IR H &Rl 1/O H:7E. DMA B4 W E BT 45 5 4k, I 45 A S 2 BT 80 %
e IR BN T 10 T B AR 3R T T 4% IR B SRR P o3 T 1A A R0 A% 75 6 0 BT A2 K2 Davidson %5 A JF K (1)
FIEP®*LL J2 EURECOM K% Zaddach % A\ JF % 1) Avatart®”) 3 86 28 4830 3o 06 455 $UAT 51 48 5 F 1938 47 FR 85 0) [
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(10 8% 420 i AL 325 49 32 40 S s ) LA TRE G 28 (BN 25 23 W o R o ey 1 Al L 52 2 A/ 8 P I 8 Sk 10 47 4005 22 SR W AT B
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PEX & SCT i 3 J3E iR 450, FH Sk PP Al A7 38 6 10 4 S8 AR 7 6 Jod 2 S P 2 30 Jod B A 32 (i e P e A 4 5 X
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P R i TR 7 e B R Y B 0 4 A S TR R T AR 50 3 g AR ) AR B8 i A2 2L 25 DO TR S ik B i 45
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(2) LSkt
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SCEEAS T fife, DU [ 30 280 2 T AT SRR IR 4% AR 20 S TR IRBAT AN — i W% 79 48 1 6 IR 240 SRR AR T . 2 e 2 2
PO T — Bl W 175 BT 10 240 SRR A 02, 1 3 UL A PR 5 A 3 e R A e S B 25 T v A sk R AR
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Bugrara % AUt SR 21 240 SRO78 55 10 AR B AT R 57— 21240 SROFH ], U1 24 T 40 24 SRR 7 fO AR 2542 22 4 110, T
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HIRCRZS 1) A B0 (R G ] R B 6 9 i 29 SRR 1) SR A T4 K T I 2 0 23 ) SR A 1R S50 T, JE L8 20 e A=
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FEH, A 0 B 08 SCRR B HEAT 155 AT, Rk e R B0 5 B 1R i N R AT G R, 0 e L A 2 IR B T
I H B0 PO 9 JBE 0% A0 AN R 0, ] 7 2 5 v AR U B 7 % Sinha 25 A VOV H 3 3o X 9 o R R EAT 43 B B
AT, R BRI AR A A FR R AR 58 1 W BRI AR 4 R A B B R R R P AT 2800 #0558 2 B B
FFHRAT P 50 B — SR B A0 B AL & pl e 3 2 R, L 46 91 R PR BB R LB ) Zamfir 25 AP0 ) 9 & v 2
7 0 E B B AR A RN 2 TR VR A A, T o A B B A 1k .

(6) Concolic $W47 F ¥k
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