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Fig.6 Feature tensor embedding process
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Fig.7 Structure of the attention module
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WAEIR e kAT
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T 56, A SCIEHY Flawfinder T RATS A5 2 2 T 10000 1) #7025 IR A5 40 5 vk R 4, 5 AR U vk — S R O S 30 o ik
A7 %] L 5256 Flawfinder A1 RATS J2& W9 A5 T80 AU AR J 3240 LR, AT 4E 9 — A WY C/C++ kTR
B 14 1% B0 e A SR IR AU 8 28, Flawfinder A1 RATS 38 38 17722 70 1 76 H W5 FE - b 6 i T A QRS A 5 30R 47 DG
e, T 4248 H F5 A2 7 1) 36 . Flawfinder 1 RATS BERT AN C 35 5 YRR P AT AL I, 4B 7T LA CH+i 5 U5 R
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AN Joern % el 45 KA IR AR AT , DR b AR S #2483 SO L 1EAT SEE 6 M A0 AR SN 28 2.2 71 o i ads ) ek
AU BB T S BCRE MEAT T S 5T SARD ZE b IX AR R A 5, V) B 5 B D) R i e v 1 T A A
SRR 11.0 AN 0T SARD B8 U 7 #U A 2 B0Hs 485, U0 Jia b by i g 42 o ok B 0 8801 R 982> 6.30 A
Table 1 Amount of data in the dataset
1 BHRER SR

EISInES WSO W R ECEE Iy R R
SARDZE P [X 4 15 7273 7232 10612
SARD 7% Y 5 FLA 1R 4124 4033 8 349

hy Xt A D 248 REAT U R TR VT4 TR 2 R, A ST DL 6:2:2 B BRI 43 S0 # SARD 28 [X A iR B 95 S 1 SARD %
VRS B A R B R R o0 R« B AR RN A P I 25 SR G o 28 19 485 R AT I 2, A8 FH 003K A 5 9
5 B B AR B T R S HE AT K. 2% 2 4 Flawfinder. RATS FIAJ57:7E SARD 25 i X 5 H4fs 4 F1 SARD
P 5T B 5 B AR IR A L ) s &5 SR MK B S 56 B R R L AR VAR SARD 8 X A R B in 4
F1 SARD # 5 45 BRAR A EIE 42 B RBLE BT Flawfinder A1 RATS, HoAE AN 42 1 F1 20 %00 5lis 2
T 82.8%F1 77.4%,3F HiRH A WAL T 554X EE LA

Table 2 Result of comparative experiment with Flawfinder and RATS
% 2 4 Flawfinder Fil RATS BEAT S LU 5250 1) 45

iR TRk IR (%) TIRE (%) 4 2(%) AHEZE (%) F173%(%)
Flawfinder 56.6 44.8 55.2 39.9 46.3
SARDZE M X 45t RATS 68.7 313 68.7 40.5 51.0
AT 14.3 14.6 85.4 80.4 82.8
Flawfinder 40.7 58.4 41.6 34.1 37.4
SARD %4 Y51 45 FH A it RATS 33.9 63.8 36.2 35.0 35.6
A J7 14.1 18.5 81.5 73.7 77.4

ARSI T IR MR BEAT T 20 M7 Flawfinder A RATS 3 i % 5 5 XACHS IR A 20, O F 30 i i73E 20 M 78 H b
F AR v St s T AR A A 2 A7 DG A 17 42 488 s I, AFL T S PRI ASE 2 oy o — L ¥ DU 5 52 2 22 700 FF) LS A
S B0 WA 2R PR A9 L, memepy & C/CHAR — AN A I AR 2 o 50, L S B MU P A kR 4
BEIFURHE ULETAS T8 H AR ARk % R 3UE A 3 NS ECA I8 B Ak . 35 ik R DU R AR
Flawfinder "% memcpy i FH A& 75 44 s 1 1032 48 8] W 45 0 T 54,24 memcpy IS 500F 3 A HinHilikh 2
YA ) &3 54 Bt ik 8 2 1% DL B 1 R A ) sizeof 3KEXIN Flawfinder #3452 % memcpy i FH A4 sl . w]
PLR I, Flawfinder {38 ik 1F ) 235 300 i oR 301 25 BO3EAT A0 25, R 25 B2 R 7 HP 1A B0 A0t s 47 o0 40 0 2 1 S
DL WU VRO R R A sizeof BRI ARAE N SCRHAT T I EAS 20, 30 A OB AR e . b3 J IR 1 92
ST Flawfinder FI RATS 5T 0 ] (1) Y5 A i s T 425 408 1B 1) 4 e 2 PRI

WA 7 0, AE R AR A J& P P 25 S 3 0 A ST I IR g 17 A A R o 2 T 8 A 2R Y R i)
LSTM i AR AL rf 1) 57 i) J5 A6, 5 5 1N I T2 T AL o e o] AR A I I AR 8 I 2 S /N I ) L T 3k
JE R, A T 922l S M B R 7 A O s T 42 i 0 A 2R AR B T e bk

FRARSCIE I TBCNN  AE 4 Je 24 5 (R 17 3 M i 3k 42,45 AR O i — e A D S 36 X R JEAT X6 LG S 56
TBCNN J& — Bl L T IR B 2 ST I3 20 A 20 HCRE P A A ol 5 B V0B, R i R 90 At 5 A V248 1) &5 44
RN RS RIEAT BT W8 (0 25 AUR It AL 45 VB AN T HEA TR AIE 41l 52, SE X R e AT 3 2K

1T TBCNN H T T B V5 A A 44 3 1l 548 V0 1) T L PyCParser {X 37 £f C & = I 7, IR % T TBCNN
(15256 76 FH SARD 2% M X A iR Ul 5 A SARD W858y BRAT R BB 46 b C 18 & YRR P M B T4 Bk AT L7
S5 S B DL K G 5 F5 AR R ORI AT bR SRR LR 3.t RS T TR Joern JCVEAN A — Se R {1 1
AT IEWAAR AT, 5 S0 0 J5 00 R AR I D 1 0 2 Hh I S - 3
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Table 3 Amount of data in the sub-dataset composed of C programs

R 3 CIE TR N 5 Bl 4 v i e e

EISInES YRS IR I R AR
SARDZE M XA R CIE 5 W FE /7 T4 4264 4242 6 669
SARD % J§ & FLAS R Il 5 YRR PP 42 3116 3033 6550

[ FE 1, A SC L 6:2:2 1R He A 43 008 7 B AR R 43 R B . S IE AR R 4E. 3% 4 2 TBCNN FUA Jy VAL
SARD 2z X A5 1R H 4 £ F0 SARD U 45 BRAS R B A v, B C v 35 VR R /3 A4 B T AR I U AR E gk AT 0] b s
36 (0 25 SR N L 512 56 B0t om0 AR 7 AR AN B AE BRI I AL T TBONN, I AE P 3 45 1% F1
B MIER T 82.5%F1 78.0%.

Table 4 Result of comparative experiment with TBCNN
F 4 5 TBCNN BEAT X L 925G 1 25 2R

it 4k THoI% RBIE%)  WiE%) BTER%) ["HEER%)  F143(%)
_ . ] TBCNN 25.2 414 58.6 60.9 59.7
oy H: S O 2y (=] L
SARDZLM B AU Ciff = IR AE 1R AT5 i 7.06 223 77.7 88.1 82.5
TBCNN 3.02 55.5 445 87.7 59.0
VR A T A B O 2y [ =

ASCEE X TBCNN FSEREAT T 73 A TBCNN A8 il G 185 3244 0 e Py R AT S B8 (H 2 I A 77 sUA 5 2 T e
J 1 AT VR G AL BT R PRI« B e S5 0 33 T DDA 9% R DR 3R AT 5 4 e A, TBCNING FR SCHRE il 5 T 124
(7 2 TR DAy 4 PR I A, AN DA ot R Py v AR P P 5 8, SO A T X 2R 1) 22 S/ IR 90 R AT 55 1S
FBUAEE, B x0T 40 Bl 22 59 10 s 1 4 G L5 A S T AR 3R 4T 02

BRA T3 1%, AR FIACHS g A DS R P 30 AT A0, o ) I 458 7 R e R TR R S5 M R R A B i 3
ot ] U R S )4 6 9 ELAS T 3 AR RS A B v 160 i 7 9 e A i A P e i D A A 7K 8 I, R Kt
BT AR Je P T R R A B A R T SRR HEAT 2 21 A AT R R SN IR R LA 2O A 3R TR AR K R
(1 S B A7 G, A JLAE T SR IR] 22 5 /N 1) 23 S e i I A7 AT R4 (R R L.

s, I TUE R I WUIAE AR T i (9 L UE W RO AU AR A Rk A SCRE B 1(b) PR (R Ry I 5K
AFILE SARD Z2h DX A R B 4R 1IN 58 HR AR 22 I 26 TP JF 3RAS 1 T8 0 J2 i Y B8 R 0 B A R B A
A R R 1) R IO AR A B R T JH e, T B M R 7S A% 1Y b RV R 0 A P R [ xR AT
FPRRAL IR 5 R AL 8 i B EE e ) A

Fig.8 Visualization of attention weights distribution

K8 FEEIBE AL

EAE P memepy g B HO P AEBOCE BT #5 UL, 0 B H BRI AR AN 2 DL A R I 2 R
A 22 i XA R 12 Y IR T DAY T80 2 R A5 AR (R bl 4 0 T 2 U R S A A Ak, AT S BT S A A e
AT Z IR 2 i memepy 5URK R B8 £ R DL B A B B W ) rh AR A B2 BT R BN 8 AT DUR I R
B A AE memepy FT malloc 55 8508 22 b B, 71 HAE buf. BUF_SIZE Fle27 4 A B a e B IR T
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X LSTM B 78 70 IS 21745 s JA b 30, DR b J D B e PR 19 s S B TR SRR A B P v
AT U A BRI RO A AR, CFG ™15 /5 9V T ) B 3 . ASTT 45 s 9 Ji B T A SCrp A
f10 it 2 b 22 KA 0 TR TR PR P RO AN AR 5%, 1 B 22 M AR BILAE. AST 4% i B AR F) 400K S8 AIE v, LA A Y
20 HINORTE AST 9 s v A AIHE 2R A, A AE AR P05 AEAS B S (R ). ot 3 B3l v e g AL 3 A AR B T A [+ 4
s L IR PR DRSS A B mT e ARE — 2D 4R 0T R N AT T 1B &2

4 ERSRRETH

AR S HF B 1A 5 A5 TR TR A2 1 5 ¥ A0 32 40 T YRR A0E AN W 308 190 s VI I A 29 < 5% 114 ) S8 AT 9 O S R
TR R AR JE v R = R LSTM 1) T 298 J5 vk 12 7 V20 T2 e VAR B3 38 7 e A GRS S 1 18, 9 4 TR
B 1% G A 0 A7 XD Jo A 1) g ) Ay R ket 07 T AR O 7 U1 2 2 Y 50 A 28, 1 5yt 2 S AR [ 9 ) 45 =X
FEFI A I 2556 He AR 2R T I ARFE e A A2 75 U IR A SCTE SARD 22 i X i HY AU 4 - SARD % U A B A i
B UL EAT] C V8 R R0 T4 AT T B SR, I vh AR R AE B 4 AN BRI FL 2B ik
BT 82.8%FN 77.4% LA K 82.5%FN 78.0%, AH LU 4k HAT 8 3 (W4T 0F B T AR U7 2T LA R b vy 7 A U U R
U AAE AN B S5 1D 95 VIR I P A A 6.

AL S AR JE 1 P R i T 0 A ) LSTM FA IR 4230 U7 v e 8 4 R R3] A ok b 2 A5 (7 A
T I, FCATY EL A — 5 ) Sk 2 R) 55— A 5 vk DA B BRI B AT D R RS I, 8 2R % 52 FH 1Y) b S i R Ay
o0 e 5 A 3 38 A R, 1 S R D R BT A A U TR D0 0T % A A e B A TR U A e R I L B LR
T3 R R R 2 YRS R 3 2 1) R (0 A0 34, o T 425 0 ) R A — A 43 288 ) 80, DA A 5% b 000 s W 134 A7
PR G BURE TN b 5 2 A LA IR, AN T B U T 2 A IR, T R R B AT U T DR L e B
HRAEAE Z AN TR TR IS RS 0 8 00 A B8 R AR DI 2 o A X6 DA A ] AT A 5
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