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Abstract: With the rapid development of software techniques, domain-driven software raises new challenges in software security and
robustness. Symbolic execution and fuzzing have been rapidly developed in recent decades, demonstrating their ability in detecting
software bugs. Enormous detected and fixed bugs demonstrate their feasibility. However, it is still a challenging task to combine the two
methods due to their corresponding weakness. State-of-the-art techniques focus on incorporating the two methods such as using symbolic

execution to solve paths when fuzzing gets stuck in complex paths. Unfortunately, such methods are inefficient because they have to
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switch to fuzzing (resp. symbolic execution) when conducting symbolic execution (resp. fuzzing). This paper presents a new deep
learning-based hybrid testing method using symbolic execution and fuzzing. This method tries to predict paths that are suitable for fuzzing
(resp. symbolic execution) and guide the fuzzing (resp. symbolic execution) to reach the paths. To further enhance the effectiveness, a
hybrid mechanism is proposed to make them interact with each other. The proposed approach is evaluated on the programs in LAVA-M,
and the results are compared with that using symbolic execution or fuzzing independently. The proposed method achieves more than 20%
increase of branch coverage, 1 to 13 times increase of the path number, and uncover 929 more bugs.

Key words: software testing; deep learning; path representation; symbolic execution; fuzzing; hybrid testing

A R B — S B KR B IRE) 1, BEE N . iR N LR e SRR B Uk ke, T ] iX 2k
AT FR) A AN W A FR AL A I b, 5 2 T R ) A I ORI AP e 4 1 5 ) S 93 B A2 T W ) Bk il AN X
A AR E B R0, B A, Bl T AU A B SR AL T E S A AT B R S S AR T
PIZ27Z 7E BT 20 AR S KRR o AR 7 S8 R R 22 4 M 7 26 B v ) B2 SR R AR S5 B A g DB A 4 A A7 A 11 ] A,
245K B8 SUBRAE (S 0 1 1 22 4 1k

A BB (software defect) ™ 4 T FF RN 51 B4 72, 31 F RO FE A & B BT R A A I A 2 5H
R R AR R BN T 2 A A T SR A FE IS AT I W] RE 2 7 AR R A IR RS AR, P I o 5 s i BOK )
ZETEAR LB 2 B B NATT B A i I 7= 22 A DR b o L B A A B 1 e A R A2 S R P AR

R IR 5 T 455 BAT B DT 2 2 24 0 I A R Sk B s I 7 32 SR Ik (fuzzing ) &2 8 1ok ) 4%
DU PP A W7 52 41 A TR0 A 4 N I M MR e 72 15 R B0 88 DT 928 3810 R0 2 AP e B ) 9, — o 32 T SR B 1
BB S AR e A8 R B 3 AR I 904 D B AR BN, DA B FH F8  oh T Be AR AE I
2 A BRI, B U 22 o X i LT 5 4T (symbolic execution) A& — R EE 5 4 BT AR AT DLIE IS 4 #7 FE R A5 B $h
1745 58 T2 B R B BN T4 7355 AT 0 A — AR P I 2R 7 & 8 A5 (B 9N T 3 — BT 72 P
187 FH ) BARAE AE IR B B ARACABIRT, 23 47 2% 1T LAAS B AH B2 ) 2% 42 20 3, 98 i a8 1o 20 SR AR 4845 2 mT DU & H bR AR
T 1y LA N3 R 325 BB A TR — 8 1SR PR SR X U 2 R T TV R B B AR SR, B DAL T R B AR 4
R A5 00 (A 7 A 4 A 55 A 5 ), DU 6 ¥k 1 2k M 7 i g 4 UM e 2 R 3 T S AT AR i U e T
T M DA R 40 SRR AR 25 1), R R i A BB A 2 TR (B0 VA AT o Rt 78 26 2 e 2 TR P (B vk M R A D).

AT, — L4 5 3 T 755 5 AT A0 RASOR k45 6 110 D7 v U7 i ey vk B B S A S — B O i
38 I S 85 B8 57 — b D vk R A9 20 Driller g 7 AORA IR AR, 24 388 R R 100 5 4% 1 (LU il R R S BN
A8 PR AR TCVE 4k SRR BRI T £ Bh 555 PRAT B AR SRR 12 6 42, TR SR AR 110 &5 R (Rl A0 k. AH 2, 1 8 g v
AFAE — 208 ) B R AE e — b 7 2528 30 DR KB B A 25 8 B — b 7 v X R 2 AR R

AT BB IZ R ) LR A1 42 8 SmartFuSE(SMART FUzzing and symbolic execution) ) T4 f 22 5
B T 155 AT B IR S BRI A 45 A 1TR A T 5 VE 46 8 — MR P IS AR T 1 B A2 1 B R i
T o 2 I 0t A Y 0NN B A% T G BRI & A T 5 BT W THE S 5 BT I B AR AR, T ) 2 4 5 AT A
SE AT 12 B AR AR X T 0E G RO I3k 1y 2 A58 4, ) R o ok o] 5 AR 3 T R 22 A e BT i B AR A IR, RN
I IR G HL B DL SE A EE T4 5 T I 0K 5 AR Dt 1) 58 B, AT 3 — 5 R T B AR ) A A RAT B
LAVA-M T 4 ANFE kA7 Uk, S 56 45 SR 28 01 FRAT T D7 V2 AR G T 53 03 o R U 3 BAT 5 BAT 1) 7 v R 8
RTF 20%+1 90 L G R I INZ) 1~13 R A5 H 2 KM 2] 929 N ERIE.

R E A E Tk an

o SR TR TR ST S AT S5 AR 0 I A TR0 U

o PR T T I RF S PAT A A I 5 S S RAT (BRSO ) A2 S PR R AR T TR H S S
5 AT (BTN 0) (Y B A2 4R

o PR T I 45 A B TS BT I AN BRI K VR A A i

o kT JEM T H SmartFuSE,i# i S 56 /A B SmartFuSE 75 2014,

AL 1 WA EAHRE A5 PAT . BRI E AR B A M 4% 56 2 528 SmartFuSE 1) 77 A HE
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8B 3 A R U HEAT HoHE SRR AN H b (e S DL G Pl 2 R A AR TR 4 1T S 2 e T T e £ o 4 A T f |
FAF G AT B I R S M FE S 5 W A RS I SRR VA SmartFuSE BA RE AR e 5
6 TR TAE B8 7 IR A ST TARHEAT B 45,

1 EXBE=R

11 FSHIT

B PATH AR — FF A T BOR, i 2 B King 28 AT 1975 4E 72 45 32 1B H i, KLEEP 2 B
BN Z IS PIAT B B2 — S AT e st BAR SR A S A BAREAE NN IE 5 Rk Ak
TR 5 R A O IR A8 B (A . E 38 B FE 7 49 S48 4 I R P I B ATtk I b A8 28 55/ 4 2, 40 S 4%t
NBIFSPATRF MR IRE R o 9,38 LT A M4 R & AR EE TR AR o 2 5,18 F 4R SR iR
P9 B8 AIE 20 7 10 T s AL, DURA 8 1% AR T T IE A % A5 4 SR TR U A% B AR SR TTIE I K 2 R R R
AR S T B 2% 4 5 AN ATk 4 4 45 RO A B AR I 4 R R

X FE 1R IR 6] 8 X main BN S 80T /500,55 3T K A5 5 AT R IF S AT B SR 44T
(1) if 15 A IF, 55 5 BAT R NP AS 99 S &7 A — AR FFRLE true 23 S AR ZS A 19 0 % 12 20 3K x*1en==30, 7 false
I SCHPRAS T N ER AR L0 PR x*1en!=30.3X Ff, il 5 PUAT BX A28 SRBR IR, 1F 5 BUAT IR S b 1 B 4% 24 3 A 23 ke ik
A A FOR R 2 EINRER I HORTESAT 12 AT I HRE ) 08 2 5 BURAS BRNE 1) 8, n] B 2 3R 53
1T T AR T M 2k B0 N R R A B 4% 25 1.

1. int foo (int x, char* y) {

2 int len, t=0, r=0;

3 len=strlen(s);

4. if (x*len==30) {

54 t=X;

6 }

7 else {

8. if (stremp(s,"abce")==0) {
9. t=x-3;

10. }

11. }

12. for (int i=0;i<y;i++){

13. r+=i;

14. 3

15. if (r>t)

16. returnr;

17. else

18. return t;

19. }

20.

21. int main(int argc, char** argv) {
22. inta, b;

23. char ¢[8];

24, FILE *fp=fopen(argv[1], "r"); // read mode
25. fscanf(fp, "%d %d %s", &a, &b, c);
26. fclose(fp);

27. return foo(a, b, c);

28. }

Fig.1 Example program
1 oRBIRER?
12 RN
OB (fuzz testing, IR fuzzing) & — F 4 A I B PE IR B A B 5L i Millor 25 AT 1088 4E4 U1,
Hozoo BARRK A Zh8F Bl A mRK LB AR — DR R R = 5 R % 8 R S
(assertion) 2K WU, B AT & B AT E O RE A7 i i, EU G oA A Tt O AR 00 0 5 P T A U 201 s DL R G 1) 22 A

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



BRAR AT IR LS 3] e AR R T 991

I

B ABCR I R — A BB B R X AN AR A S S B N AR I LA A A T A A i ot
A DR AR X P 491 1) A8 BT v, P T A BB 508 1 T B T BRI 2%

AFL(American fuzzy lop)!'?& B % 4 0F 7¢ 5 Zalewski JT & If) — 3k F& T 7 35 51 T (coverage-guided) it LK I
W CHE 2 H AN &N 2 BRI T 2 — AFL @i 78 4 3 i AR BEAT 3 A, DLC s AR RS 78 o5 3R AR
Ji %ot B N A B H A Ak P 8 R R S O SRS IR AT AR e L I B A . T DL A BRI AR R S
H %N T LA AR AL 78 55, U AR B Z 3 N 25 N A B . iR i R — R B AT, BB PAT AL R B crash, B #ii5
FEAL AR L W 5.

XT B 1 B 7 B AFL e AR I 0K B8 8 72 20RD 9 AR BT B SR B EE 5 ATARIE BN BT i (x*len==
30)K] true 23 32 AH &, 5T 45 10 474585, B if (stremp(s,"abe)y==0) ] true 7332, AFL 7E 10 A>/INF A #8701 2E i g
%7 o5 B ARSI
1.3 EHEML%

FRATTE Bl W o 28 X 285 1) A8 T, BRI 1T 42 [ b 8 P 2% (gated . graph neural network, &% GGNN).GGNN j& —Ffi 3
T B & N 28 A A B R 5 114538 V3 B S0 (GRU——LSTM  HZSFlt 0] DA R 37 2 B 44 A0 2R ABL AR 1T #2 L oil
SR I e R b K A VI I I 17 A% R AR R 2 ST R 4%

BATE RAH GNNE LE G=(V,E,M),V AT f,E NAM 2 ENES B (..o ttom),Eo 00 R HL,
FFAe 375 05 v 78 B A 19 3R 7R . GNIN 38 ik 4 T % 475 400 D0 B8 38 45 AN 15 0 I 3R

0 =h({"jue N*(0).k € {1,2,...K}) 1)
LA 5537 15 v AR ) 32 7 30 3o 8 5 3 B AR A3 0 10 28 7 (1 e TR 30 1 73 81 1 IN(v) 2 5 v M B2 10, 3 B
(IR K A AR AR LRI N*(V)={ul(u,v,k) e e u{ul(v,u,k) e &} BEJF 0 Wy eV, B % L %L B uy N
ul®. ZH GNN I8 T AN (7 B 3 v 8 () 26 7, TR X B R & IR 13 B B & 1 1 i s,

ulM o[ Y Wou ke {l,2,... K} (©)
ueNk ()

Ul = oy (W[ ™ a2 s ) ©)

U W, )

AR RVILE IR 14 0 I By RV H W, Wy BT W5 3K 3 ANHERE R & B A ST A S, 0 floy
S AR LRV ST PR B T B R R AR A A 0 L S AU R T T B A R 4% (GGNINY, 3 B 2 ) 1E T8 A
T (gated recurrent unit, & Fx GRN)USME AR (1) H h (246 0 R w4~ A U8B T GGNN & i TAE ).

= > f(a) ®)
ueN(v)
1™ =GRU (), ") (6)

u

N T B v BRI, W02 30(5), K 2061 R v KA A AT R NQV) IR s A8 () e (1) G 2 1 6 20
AU, XA R R 2 R AR L a S R JE PR B I R ROR AR A S R SRR,

2 SmartFuSE 75 3% 4EZR

SmartFuSE HEAZ 1 2 Jr7R, 32 23 S P18 7 A5 BRI SR R AR 5 0 R B AR AR ARSI SR Bl 3RAT T S Wi
R IR R A AR (10 B A M 3K B 2R AR I AR 5 AT AR U1K 20 53 BT 8 I 18] (I3 BIA I I 18] 24 T PR
R). &5 B E 2R B R A B, SmartFuSE 1 S5 MR8 B8 4215 B0 B A R AT g, B 0 07 AR i 8 2 s,
it Bl 1 o 22 ) 2 A TR SO A A AT I R A AL B i 2 — A R 2R R RO A,
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FOR 410
AAT R
FEAHR 62 L o
———— BB

L |“GGNN [ #%45:

el TS

__________ A, e

RAMREE g 2RO
B 1A

1] TR ORI

it

Htfy

SmartFuSE
P55 RN

WM

] S AT
o T [ RE S s AT
Mg

Fig.2 The overall framework of our method

B2 ASCTTEHESRE

FEIR A MR A B 2 A5 B ) i N\ A R et Xz AR 7, bl T Bk AR 0 E B R, JA T e R i — s
TR I IR A% SR T AE SE TR A 1) B A v IR R IO B A, LA A2 ) i S 0000 10 A2 3 B AE I T B AR 2 5 B
Bt B B 4%, SmartFuSE i B A5 R 1 SRS T A5 3 B AR TR TN F 2% B AR R AT & BURIINNRIE R AT 5 AT X T A
AU AR B 42, SmartFuSE il SO MK ) 353X L BR AR AT A1 SR IE S 4TS AT, A SmartFuSE £ %
FF 5 AT LS LLIX L BR AR A D9 H 5.

T T P A At 12, 2 5 B 8 08 5 B0 I Bl (FF 5 AT IO T VA B A% S 45 75 5 AT (R I ). BT B,
T BB 5ETHE RE, SmartFuSE K T Y 13 S RO I 1 (15 5 AT IR AR 2 o TR T (4 5 ST Tk 7
i AT BR AR AR B 45 15 5 SAAT (OB UK, R0V % A 52 4, DA 24 2% B A, DALt — 2B 3R T 1 6.

3 =A%

BATEAK KA AR AR E IR EURER TR AT GONN #1245 /2.
31 HiE&E

TENLER 2% 21 A B0 45 o5 95 3 1 43 B8 B R A, 0 ] R0 AR R B0 4 2 — AN M oS — AR & A O 3
P 42, B T AR A A (V) 3503, mT DU D 7 1% 5 36 AR 1) R B 24 0 R BT S 75 5 AT SROBER I 4K
SR~ ETE

Rk, 9 7 WO T VNS B I 20, 75 B2 OO BT g o0 i 2508 FR AT U B 1 Bdls = om o — A
3 JL#l(Path,SE_Time,Fuzz_Time), & /1, Path=(l,,l,,... ) R RFE FH I — % B2 (e {l,...,n )R ZBEEH
FIACRS AT, 15 B A HE QRS AT T AE (0 ST 1 44 BL R BARAT 5 SE_Time 445 AT B X 78 5 55 4% Path T 75 22 (1 1 18],
FABlHh, Fuzz_Time J&BOMIN G 08 35 B 45 Path T 35 22 1R B TA). Lt SRAE i a2 1A RF T) Py S 07 32 8 A 4 8 =, T
o I B 7 25 I A] R IE TS 55 FE TR G L T, — A Path FoR B4R Re % 5 Hofh Path A ¢ (B & 78 B T H )
TE LT B AR PAT IR B 2 A R A Path,iX 5% 42 B T ROA 13 7k 1 Z ECR L B A M O, 9F B2 KR
JE M358 T 54 B A0 B B, DT B A B B B TR R R R 3 A () AL R AT 2 S — A i R R
i B A Sk 1) Path (9% H L BRIAKN 3.
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32 BEFPITHRERT

ARSI T Tl RABVE R (AST), L8 128 i Ji AU 0 2 b A8 3 8 3 I A28 9 3 7, 3 0 B 3K 1) s A e B, DL IX 43 KR
B BB AU B G=(V,E)Rn — KR /F 612 Path SRR REL B — AT 8 V IR — AST 41,
F AR HE FunctionDecl. UnaryOperator. BinaryOperator. IfStmt. ForStmt. WhileStmt 25 & —4%i4 E
TR R R R AR R AHEAST 4. #HIRIA . B Mg A B AR b PR A% i A B 42 117
(CFG)H (320 Bt 342 1 A4 1) 227 ,SmartFuSE K48 AT B 4%, il UIZ B A T 19 B B0 5% 28 AR 1% 3 FH 5%
FR 3 W BEAS BR B 2 11 AT P A R B0 Y 5% 2R T 2 T e s 1) VAT L S A B — A R A 4 o R 2 4 AL LR
N BR #8475 ) L BT (ICF G). B i SmartFuSE 3t — 25 78 b £ [ 2 1) it B L 23 odie Mg ok 2 AT L i g — A
g B SmartFuSE #8238 N5 248 5 1 24 A2 3% e AR G 2R 7 R 20 1] 4 ) 3t b e o ARUA R 1R R ik
KRBk e 2 Ah FRAT TN BE AR AR IR0, B T R AN i B AR B ARIRAT 77 W0 1 4 ) SR A A R 32 T 45 1) 9 A2 [ I
AAAE, U R B B A AR IR, T R AT B AR I G A5 5

TR g2 0 B R s T AR AN B | TR B e, B T AST Mid s 8UE 42 H1 iR Bl ICFG(AT 1),%8 /5 # ICFG
b T AR A O R U SR I N B AL, Mg BT (¥ ) DF-ICFG(T 2).2 J& Bk Path w0 1, 2 4h %1%} Path
(R — AT 5 LREOGS R PR 42 115 45 b, Fo BT — 47 prevLine {42 Hi i 15 504 prevbb, ¥ 7 DF-ICFG 134 /i1 )\
prevbb # bb ()2 FR IR (AT 4~1T 12).35 )5, 381 trimGraph R {# 8% A& B AR IR CFG, S M, 7€ ICFG il
KXt B2 CFGA5 B i 4 1 T2 /7 B8 42 Path (¥ EI3£7R PathGraph(1T 13).

BiE 1 HEFBanBERREEE

P% % :buildPathGraph(Path,AST)

1\ :Path,AST;

% i :PathGraph.
ICFG=DbuildInterProcCFG(AST);
DF-ICFG=addDataFlowEdges(ICFG);
prevbb=J
for each 1in Path do

bb=getCFGNode(l);

if 1 is Path.11 then

prevbb=Dbb;
continue;

done

replaceCFGEdgeByPathEdge(DF-ICFG,prevbb,bb);

prevbb=bb;
Done
PathGraph=trimGraph(DF-ICFG);

W RSO 3 BN 1 2R BRR o ER R foo R SR HRAT BR AR (7 15 AR AT 9(4,8,9,12,15,16)) H % 12
Feom, I AT SRR T AST 1 2, A Fr Sk IR AST A i, S 2 17 3k (1 00 2 7 4 ) i, 40 €8 S0 4 28 00
Sk BB RN BRARBR VR I, Gt JiE 2 K ) 120 2 7 Bl K .

CECNCNCNCRONSNORCRCRORORGC)

4 JEEMR
TRA MR H A 3 343 B AR BRI B 42 40 25 1) 5 IO 7557 5 04T DA R il 5 (R0 SR8 0 3K,
41 BRAZMMELANEER S
HF R BAEHE A ER R, TS R B AT LA T R I, SmartFuSE 3% £ 3l BUFRR 7 19350 9 %
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&%k 2 FroR, SmartFuSE 6408 7l 56 % 5 B % 278 B depth, ff F extractPathsByStmtCov 5 i [Jj T A F15 %
R (T 64T 7).extractPathsByStmtCov 7t i B AL £15 ) (1) J7 Ui B BB % 14 25 A1) 78 25 10 % A2 4
G AEJE, N R E VR B AR T B, IR S RS B A EE S E M E. BT DS — 4 Bk R e IR
J5 1) ¥ 4% ,SmartFuSE 73 8T BE IR % AR T IR AR, (H 22 BRI Sl B A2 1) 2R, AR B i) B A2 40 H

X B extractPathsByBranchCov S, RVl ot A L 45 73 52 (1) 77 S B e 81 21 7y 3 78 35 M IR 1225 (AT 9).

W A A B RS NG IR EE LRSI — SRR IE B R R B Sl E B B AR
B35 7R, SmartFuSE K F Y11 25 56 5 )45 2 TR0 1 2 P F0000 1) 2% 4% 43 £ DL — JCZH (X, V)R, X R & A BRI i
KI8T Y RREE/FSHATHELFHE ST L3RATE X 3 M EAE S 2R4E B ESEHIRCY). &5
FE5 PAT XN AR B (X~Y) AW E 248 X F Y PHEAEZIR/MEI/NT 0.05). 40 53E A SEF0 732 MK % % 42
5 AL I A 1K T v T SRR N S, DU TR A 3 2 R U L R ATTHG 4 2N IE A T AT I B AR M R AR 4R
SEPathSet, ¥ 73 28 Ay 1& G 1580 M 1) 2% A% 44 B % 748 FuzzPathSet.

— Bl

> KA
— B iEdriflil
ASTiL

Fig.3 Example of path representation
3 BERAR

X 2 A HEEE.
PR % extractPaths(AST,depth)
i \:AST,depth;
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% Hi :PS(Path set).

PO O®®E O

CG=buildCallGraph(AST);
topoOrder=sortByTopologicalOrder(CG);
pathMap={}
for each fun in topoOrder do

CFG=buildCFG(fun);
if CGDepth(fun)<=depth then
Paths=extractPathsByBranchCov(CFG);
else
Paths=extractPathsByStmtCov(CFG);
done;
pathMap[fun]=Paths;
done
PS=combinePathsByTopoOrder(pathMap);
savelnFile(PS)

42 FISHFSHIT
TE T 1 3E A5 455 04T 10 % 42 45 SEPathSet J&,SmartFuSE #4575 5 AT I Se R 3 Z g A 4 o0 S

REAEAL RN

IR B SR &R 40 1 H bR AR 10 H 1.

WEVE 3 R, 5 B 5 AT 4 B AR el BN B A2 70 SR TN A5 B (¥ 3855 £ 5 04T (1 B8 4258 SEPathSet E 4.
B RAE S AT MRS P 5% — A0SR i mn PIRES HEAT BT, 1 AR v oo 1) BT IR ZS A S G 3 ), U 2 R A+
SHATFIEEH I8 R MG (LL W DFS. BFS. random path. random state %5)i% £k %5 (GuidedSymbolicExecution®)).
FE AT B 73 321 A1) I (Executelnstruction), 2 i R &5 MR 45 1§ > 7 32 (Executelnstruction®@)-®), I 8 B AR A
Tt 5 2 (Executelnstruction®-@). BI X 45 — AR A, P HIEAR YL 5 1 5508 )2 75 75 B 124 SEPathSet H1,

USRI 0 SCAE B AR SR v U4 TS B2 A AT IR 25 1) 18 S 2% (UpdatePrioriy D@).

B3 S PaTHI R EE.

P%i 400: GuidedSymbolicExecution()

% N\ :SEPathSet;
GuidedSymbolicExecution()

©EOeO® O

ExecutionStatePool=J;
AddedStateSet=;
RemoveStateSet=;
ExecutionStatePool.add(initialState);

while ExecutionStatePool.size>0 && !TIMEOUT do

state=selectState(ExecutionStatePool);

Executelnstruction(state);

UpdateState(ExecutionStatePool,AddedStateSet,RemoveStateSet);

done

Executelnstruction(ExecutionState state)

0]
@

if state.pc.instructionType==FORK then
state2=fork(state);

© PEBEEG T
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ST IR 2 b N AR AR N, 9 X e H AR AR A S B AT RS T B B AL SR 2, A
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® state.pc=state.pc.trueBranchStmt;

@ state2.pc=state.pc.falseBranchStmt;

® AddedStateSet.add(state2);

® UpdatePrioriy(state);

@ UpdatePrioriy(state2);

Other operations in traditional symbolic execution...
© done

UpdatePrioriy(ExecutionState state)
@  if SEPathSet.contains(state.pc.stmtLabel) then
®) state.priority++;
® donedone
4.3 FISHERIMIE
R B, 7E TR0 3 - AOR A 1) % /2 48 FuzzPathSet J5 ,SmartFuSE K il A8 M0 e PR 2R 1% B 12 5
O BARR T2 T H FuzzPathSet (1884540 18 IREUEE 2 19715 2, 040 58 1o (R0 ASL o 30 0 397 77 A 1k P 491 2 3 199
AR T R SR R T R SRS R v, 0 S 2 v AR T 1 A 2k R A 2 A s 1) i R A D N AT
T FE RO .
AR St R a0 H % 4 Brs, i 5 ORI BA B AR B 42 I 4E & FuzzPathSet 1B A% . B %%, SmartFuSE ¥
2 AR A A — AT AT R AUE (GuidedFuzzing @), ¥4 — A SIAREA IR 0,58 Fx Ta— T m v,
#+ FuzzPathSet 43 1Z 7 fi W EEAE0E 9 NS A0V ALE A N(initWeightO~®). 88 J5 AR N 5113 Seeds
FRE =AM T seed THEHAR L (GuidedFuzzing@®~@®), B 26 3R B E AR I T B &fp i Bt e 4,
FEEZAE AR UEAL B [0, 11X ] FIMEL.(IE N V)IE A FuzzPathSet ' seed FIHIAE L 56 2 (computePriorityD);#R G 7E v
BBl b 38 b A 0 B AR IR R AR 2 R A R R T 8 B AR SE 2 (computePriority @~®)). 3 H]
DL SRR A S5 3R &R FuzzPathSet B #5128, 24 FuzzPathSet F1 H B 12 8 R 58 2 Ja 5t 2 $2 [8 JFST0RI I3 T B 4
S P R R T AT 5 SRR TR T AR RIS Seeds IR — AP T IR B RS B EUR
S % B = IR F selectedSeed(GuidedFuzzing ©), %1 selectedSeed f 17 25 S 2 /E 43 2 37 9 M 4 N newSeed
(GuidedFuzzing®),}£ 44 selectedSeed M Seeds H#% [ (GuidedFuzzing®). Bt J& HUAT 37 H i 40 \ newSeed, in
newSeed ] LA 7 26 B (KA HS 4 32, 4% newSeed JIIA iR 51 A 512 Seeds '(GuidedFuzzing@~@D). [ i, 41 5
newSeed &3 {1 8 42 7E FuzzPathSet H, ¥ % %42 L1 B 45 2L AL E I 1(GuidedFuzzing) X FE AT LA H
il A A 25 PR R FuzzPathSet 1 &4 48 3530 B B8 42 MR 5 Hh BB 1 sl BLE Rk 2] 0 B, Bk D4 58
% | FuzzPathSet H7 fT 45 542 (1) 78 75 .t J5 MR 4 computePriority A7 4 5v22, K548 F TR AR 038 1 B S 0 S 2%
EPEFP 7 AT JE SR BRI K, B 224078 55 SmartFuSE 1 2R 7 55 21 145 i ARHS A4 32
B 4 BB S .
PR %7 :GuidedFuzzing
%1 N\ :P,FuzzPathSet,Seeds;
@  initWeight (FuzzPathSet,P);

@  while ITIMEOUT or Seeds !=@ do

® for each seed in Seeds do

@ priority[seed]=computePriority(seed);
® done

® selectedSeed=selectHighestPriority(Seeds);
@ newSeed=mutate(selectedSeed);
Seeds.remove(selectedSeed);
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© status=Execute(newSeed);

if status==coverNewBranch then
) Seeds.add(newSeed);

@ path=getCoveredPath(newSeed);
® if path in FuzzPathSet then
® for each node in path do
® weight[node]--;
done

@ done

done

done

initWeight(FuzzPathSet,P)

(@  for each node in P do

® weight[node]=0;

®  done

@  for each path in FuzzPathSet do

® for each node in path do

® weight[node]++;

@ done

done
computePriority(seed)
priority=AFLPiority[seed]; // FH J& R ORI I T B 45 Y IR AR AL 2 [0,1]
path=getCoveredPath(seed);
for each node in P do
priority+=weight[node];
Done
return priority

e ML

777 T AR P N A T R AN 220 100% FRHERA R, 14 B B AR 20 SR T A R 1 15 0 SmartFuSE 2
FERF 5 SAAT BRSO I X T 32 7 A T A9 2 S i (10 P 1) 3o 48 5 ) I T I 3804 7 i (0 A A L 5 1D o 3
24 1 (SEPathSet/FuzzPathSet) ¥ [ Jf A& i 45 73 — 75, 34T — Kl 3, DL — 2B R T 5 3. 50 — Oy i, i 2R
AU 1L B AR TR A& A A7 55 AT (BB I X)) 145 5 ST (OB I X)), 2 1) 5 SRS 3 2 (142 RE 8 PR
R TH T 5 PAT (BRI 0 0 18 5 755 AT (ORI X0 (4 AR PR 6 42 72 2. K Rl 1) 32 SR JIC v DX A5 3
AT RRSEAGT I AR X 782 5 8 0 5 A DAL I, A TR A7 5 SR AT A A 9 i A 00k P 491 0 A s 4 AR 00 4, L A58 00 ik
BE % 75 X L8 a0 N\ PR Atk -, 28 53 H B 0 N, At 2 i <2 AR 5 SAUA T AR RSR 0 1 AR 7 = 81 1) B A

[ B 0 T AR 0k 0 78 i ) 1) B A2, B AR 0 45 75 5 AT 2 A 5 A AT I A2 IR R B I L B A
I, AT g 35 AN AR AT FE IR 10 20 SROR 8, T H B 22 I 1R T PR A B A

M ©O® 0O

>
>
T

5 SIS

51 ZLHEIWKE
AT VR A AR T A SmartFuSE, 3 /A HE 42 = il i Python S8, H A f# F] Tensorflow 1.4 #37 GGNN
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A 7 KLEE F1 AFL [ 2 AZ oOs i) 5 (6 755 5 AT AASER Ik vk,

AR SO T AR H R B LAVA-MU 5 H 2 5, B base64. mdSsum. uniq A1 who,iX £4F8 [
HRO RN T KR DA ) R B FRATTAE LAVA-M F2 7 B T T H SmartFuSE f94 R, il i se a6 224 1] 2%
PR ) .

RQ1:SmartFuSE it i 4% 7 24 TS 28 F30 000 (¥ 2 420, 1) 5 195 5 AT« SR 00k 1) 280 SR i 2

RQ2:SmartFuSE A [ % 1% 43 28 il T AV A AL i) X AR 0k 1 10 Ak 25 SR 4n 4T 2

RQ3:SmartFuSE 5 At VR A MR AR T AR bb A5 000 e B £ 88 SR 4T 2

S R (L84S 208 CPU Intel 17-8700K,32G A 17,15 /F & 4t 9 64 fi7. Ubuntu 16.04. Il S5 54 B 1) £ 4/
KA Coreutils-6.11 1/ date. cat. dd. df\ cp. echo 2527 F2 AL 8 75 15 B304 F A2 245 (9 afl-cov!'™
T RN T RRTE I GREE R X L 00 H (1) (8] %9 KLEE AFL & H 24 /N 13847 i [8]. 75 LAVA-M T
F th,SmartFuSE. KLEE. AFL a7 (A th#RHy 24 /N BT E A MR A IR T A Afleer™. PANGOLIN!'1%%
T AT IR, Drillert 8 72 35 HUR: £6 4% 1, I8 e B ATTAE 2 56 b 4 H) Driller B J7 fUHS #2461 Python 4% 11
shellphuzz?"5k X # Driller #4T 5256

52 SKIEER

R T B8AIE SmartFuSE 47 43 288 T ASE 24 0000 1) P 3R AT T SE T bzip2-1.0.6 7E KLEE. AFL 43 5lli8 17
2 /NI AT BB AR, R IR T 7R AR TR 26 1 B AR 1 481 B 7 IS 1)L 28 S 5 SmartFuSE #4543 28 T A% B T £
P15 4 25 AT LT, R B SmartFuSE #4445 43 2 T A 2L 100 (7 HE 7 22 84.7%.
52.1 LAVA-M /7 _Fi@ i %45 43 2 TP A0 i B 42, ) S A5 ST BRI AR 7 25 B8 0 I LR (RQ1)

W 1 PR, BATH B G T T 18 LAVA-M (1) 4 A2 /5 B KLEE il 51 KLEE MiBAE &R > %
R ERE MNIE A 35 KK E ] 91 KLEE Mtk KLEE 2785 1 1.5%MACH. M4 8 55 KK E  H 11
KLEE bt KLEE £ 55 T 2.7%1 4 3.1 75 2% 2. 48 35 J7 T, #il 5 ¥ KLEE AHt KLEE 3507 5.5 f%.3 % KLEE
) AR 5 R Gt AR B 4] e 08 7 25 (W B A2 20 H 0T LU L KLEE B T 20 SRR AR S5 45 4F 3R FERT, 00
4% AFL FREE UM I 38 5w Rl 7 A2 K AR ). 3850 SmartFuSE #4645 43 28 TS 2 7000 49 3% & KLEE f
P12 K412 KLEE, 7] LUA 2042 = KLEE FICRD 7 35 2.

WK 2 Fin, AT BIZ T T 18 LAVA-M 1) 4 NMEF 1, AFL il 5 (1 AFL FB A E SRR 7 B &R A
PEAREH MG R 5 3K E I S AFL AHEL AFL WA 235 8 0.\ 4y 3078 75 2R 5 1) AFL tb AFL £
BT 3%M15y 3 MR B 44 78 35 77 T, 115 (1) AFL #HE AFL 35T 0.4 £5.

Table 1 Coverage information of KLEE and guided KLEE on LAVA-M
& 1 LAVA-M I KLEE Al 3 ) KLEE )7 & 5t it

B Loc B i LCOV(%) 73 378 i % BCOV(%) HEHHE
- KLEE il 5 ) KLEE KLEE il 5 ) KLEE KLEE il 5: ") KLEE
base64 113 40.7 53.1 31.7 44.2 27 52
mdSsum 416 28.8 37.3 20.8 25.4 1 3
uniq 260 77.7 84.2 64.5 69.2 66 62
who 4073 97.4 97.4 27.2 29.2 31 691
Total 4862 89.2 90.7 33.8 36.5 125 808
Table 2 Coverage information of AFL and guided AFL on LAVA-M
% 2 LAVA-M Lt AFL Al#| 5/ AFL 178 55 4 it
B Loc 5 ) 5 LCOV(%) 5 S it 2 BCOV(%) BEHH
- AFL il 5 1) AFL AFL il 2 1) AFL AFL il 5 1) AFL
base64 113 39.8 40.7 33.7 34.6 339 439
md5sum 416 68.5 68.5 51.7 51.7 309 368
uniq 260 47.3 47.3 26.5 26.5 106 150
who 4073 96 96.1 29.3 30.2 181 377
Total 4862 | 89.77 89.82 40.0 40.3 935 1334
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5.2.2  SmartFuSE H 1842 2 2] 5 AR G AL R PR 8RR (RQ2)

Wk 3 o, BA13 A 41T T 78 LAVA-M 1) 4 AN F2)F L KLEE. AFL 1 SmartFuSE FIIEAE K., 7% H
R AR HE  NE ) 75 %K G, SmartFuSE AH LG B KLEE. AFL ¥ KA A 2RI 2, 244 I, SmartFuSE
tt KLEE £ 3% T 3.4%H4008,th AFL 28 3% 7 2.8%H4R 5. 4> 37 78 55 2 K& ,SmartFuSE t KLEE £ 7 %
T 26.9%IM4r 3¢, AFL 25855 1 20.7%H) 53 > M 48 #4278 55 77 [l ,SmartFuSE JUBH 2 Lt KLEE. AFL fef%8
T 2R AR R E S M KLEE #8007 13.5 5, /1L AFL #8077 0.9 1.

Table 3 Coverage information on LAVA-M
#=3 LAVA-M LR %40

By LOC 15 4) 55 LCOV(%) 53 3 #% % BCOV(%) PAAEH
KLEE  AFL SmartFuSE KLEE AFL SmartFuSE | KLEE  AFL  SmartFuSE
base64 113 40.7 39.8 40.7 31.7 33.7 35.6 27 339 413
mdSsum 416 28.8 68.5 69.0 20.8 51.7 30.1 1 309 285
uniq 260 71.7 473 71.7 64.5 26.5 64.5 66 106 151
who 4073 | 974 96 97.4 27.2 293 61.8 31 181 963
Total 4862 | 89.2 89.8 92.6 33.8 40.0 60.7 125 935 1812

TR, BATHE— 25 20 HT SmartFuSE 5k A 68 /7. 40 ] 4 FR, 7E LAVA-M AR B TR+ E
A BIFRFEANEHEN TN T 25 T 508, H 3 base64 HHEA 44 4~ mdSsum H4H AN 57 4 ,uniq HAHA 28 4, who
TN 2 136 AMREA.

base64 uniq who
20 :

60
40

20

10 Z 800 _

Z 400

it No. of Crashes
Le*]
A

i Mo. of Crashes
=

i No. of Crashes

=
=1

Fig.4 The number of crashes detected by SmartFuSE, AFL and KLEE on LAVA-M
4  SmartFuSE, AFL and KLEE 7E LAVA-M 2745 bl 21 1t BB 25 H 45 31

3 3 0 S 5 BHEAT 40 M7 AT LA R I, SmartFuSE 7E LAVA-M T2 54 b (B ke Ml 6 /1 4H He KLEE 1 AFL
A VAR KBTI B KLEE $UT 24 /N R BEAE LAVA-M AE—F2 5 b R BBk [ B0 00 ) AFL 4447 24 /NIRHY
REAGI 1~2 AR B FBAT /B 3 IR R B2 1% 2 . KLEE B AR BT (115 4) 78 o5 26 (A HAUE 25 7 1IR3 H 142, B
DA BEAS I S ER B AFL BH T B A T~ 47 i g N, SE 30 A AFL 42488 T LAVA-M H 45 H RN,
AFL FE-F 5/ (1 Ff s DLAR 5 H =2 1 0 48 A 481 v a3 7467 5 ) AFL+KLEE,RIYE AFL 1 KLEE [FJB $44T 24
AN R FE O KLEE BN FH 4% 36 45 AFL, v] LAYE who 2P AR A IS 74 A6 Xt B KLEE 68 7E
% AFL R[E RS 2% 7], 45 KLEE IR 5452845 AFL, 7] LAF% Bl AFL #% & 3 045 2 1) {5 &, AFL+KLEE
S WU B 3 (14 58 7 AH 3 I8 2 45 2% . SmartFuSE (unguided )@ i #F — 5 #F AFL+KLEE ()36 b 51 VR &P AT
b1k AFL ft 457238 5 KLEE 5381 SR A #7110 7 38 35 1 Ff 7,1k KLEE XF AFL ©.4 7 55 1) I8 12 R F 20 UK iR
P2 E A B 9N B 4 7T LLE B SmartFuSE(unguided) A EE 7 8 ) AFL+KLEE AT BL £ K I1 3) 500 £ 4>
F . 3X 9 2 R A SO VR A WL AT LA AL AFL F0 KLEE B30T R 5.3 — 4 Hb,SmartFuSE 7E SmartFuSE
(unguided) &Rl b 38 I 7 3@ I 2% A% 43 ZE TR0 B B T (1 3% 42, 1 5 A5 5 BAAT BRI, FRD A e X 00 £ R 1
LT b 2% B 4 T A% B, SmartFuSE $UAT 24 /N 7E base64 HAMURFL T N LN 44 4Nk
F, A ANERE IR T 11 ANBREEAE uniq FRBLT 18 MBI TE who HHRBLT 856 ANBLRHE, B L KB T 929 ANk
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F4.mdSsum F2FF P, SmartFuSE o B K I BT e, AT 75 5 & DU 2 i T %R 5 b v A s ST s s
2 JE 4 T CAE A SR B AR 2 S AR A ML AT LS B KLEE F1 AFL R BLSE £ (L SRR,
5.2.3 SmartFuSE 5 H AR AW, AT R K EEI(RQ3)

T IRATEAM A Driller(shellphuzz) 3 F2 I T 3870 BAT 4532, 1T A 2 5% M 0 45 3L TR ot Rl 13k 2
% PANGOLINU T AF 1 ff Szt 45 B % He T SmartFuSE 55 CU A 9 — B3R 2 0 AR 38 T 2L f R0 3 R,
AFL ) Szot g BAFH 2 4~ AFL #F2 5 1, 1m0 B SC P i) AFL SEE0 45 R 1 4~ AFL 252 . Wi 5 FoR, B s
TIRGHAM T B PANGOLIN, QSYMP! Driller A1 SmartFuSE AKX HEM#IMIG T B. AFL. AFLFast??'),
Angora®fl T-Fuzz!24 /N 9 7E LAVA-M F2 /545 A B B E 5 H O ANE S il UG HL7E base64 F2 7
SmartFuSE & HL i B £ H 5% 22,10 78 55 46 3 R )F o SmartFuSE #5021 (4 5k 4 2 B 4b T &K 7 4 4 NI H
#,SmartFuSE #BEEMS L AFL. Driller £l 258 2 16k i AT AEAE 5¢ TAE id it X LA T A MR

basetd md3Ssum
30
b 8 60 ¢ 39
= = 60 > 49
£ g
= E 40
[=] o
g S 20 "
ETS H 0 1 0
0
S v e U=
& a8 Y F )
FO R R AR
F <
who

# Mo. of Crashcs
=
# No. of Crashes
- = 2 b
n Q W W
= 2 =2 E = E
?
~
o
Ln
Lad
[3%]
>
% [
12
2

856
4
RN < S 2
N R I P P P N R I
QOO OC? ko ‘;‘\, ?s,{'a &fg do {S\Y ‘eoo ch ko ?S\; ?5\""6 b3 gi\ é&\)
Q‘?‘ e T &

Fig.5 The number of crashes detected by several fuzzing and hybrid tools on LAVA-M
B S TSR AT VR A TR 7E LAVA-M 2548 B 21 (1 e 5 B 45 %
53 SKITHE
A 3 %o s 6 5 SR HEAT 4347 AT LA IR, SmartFuSE 7E LAVA-M 25 4 b (0 SR [ 16 8 J) 41tk KLEE. AFL
TARKHI$ETE AT — % SmartFuSE RO b= 25 (4 5E 98 fi % sk B RO IR T 912647 17 e b B IR %2
B IE R AE SmartFuSE 75 R AT A6 B 7= A2 1) 00K ) A) 32 il B AN W7 i3 4 2 S 48 A'F I 443 28 R8T 6 00 1K P
). [FI I ,SmartFuSE 38 1 ] 5 45 5 A AT, 7T DLAE I S PR PR 20E & 55 HAT IR AR, O A B S 22 1t 3K 491 755
FARAT B BB MR B BEEE A T 2 0K 51, 5 ORS00 X SR Al AN 7R B 7 i 1 R A, 2R R A R v XS
3 a5 AU P 81, 3 TG ) 381 B 22 0 R R It E B RAVT R 2 A% 5 R AT R D0 AT AR I 1K P Y L A
152 A LLAE B SmartFuSE 5Bk 78 o BT 5 $AT ABORT I X AR X 7 25 2 10 72 5 B 42, 6645 SmartFuSE TR )
SR o G 0 R A G B R T 5 AT B ORI I R S B . AR
A RERE I T ORI R 4G (1) Bl S 00 =325 VK 2 B2 SmartFuSE 8% 4% 73 2 TN AR 2 fy vk 1 11,
o 52 M T 1) S T R £ 10 2% o DK O e 4, T H AT A A S 1 © A 1 Bt 2 RE 6 B R AL BRAT T .
T LAALE S 56 vh OR T B AN B SR 280 H A R FRATT 28 B rp /s R B R P R A B i 2 TR O I S R R LA
KLEE 2 ff H,KLEE 7 5 " sl il HI ) A B 2 R RE P o KLEE $0 A7 3K S8 12 e I SR Ak 240 SR 2B B ik
A8 e 5 T ) R0 P A 460 R R L R ) P 8 25 W 4 A2 98 B0 i 3t e AT 8 AR o 7 8 R 1 il i 5
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3

A0 T B R B AE I 25 SEFE I b A T 1R Y0 o A 2 (R AE AR 3 1 3% W R B T A% R .(2) SmartFuSE
1243 S TN AR 2R 1) R 4, 4 22 52 1) SmartFuSE VR A I 1 AT R0 AT B 1 Tl I #E 1 56 — AR AN 22 02 100%11
M 2 B AT 2 R AS R ¥ 22 33 SmartFuSE #3455 HUAT (BOMIMN ) BB £ R R IF A& G B B 17
T BEARAES IR B B AR o FETIN  SR A R s, FAT13d ik v 8 15 B IRD R, 2 — s W (D vk i) 3 45 5 BT
(R )78 75 12 B AR I S L E AR Il (FF 5 BT ) SR A 26 1% B8 4%.(3) N 1) BRI P 60 L 2 R MR AT PR 3R
TR, 2 S B TN 1 23T ) e 5 /0, S 5 S0 0E A 90 T (Cn T SR 38 A 1955 AT B A& & 1 7 92
BRI 320 ) % 5, AT T VA 78 55 0T B 6 A%

6 MEXIE

TATEESFSIAT - BRI DL K AT 5 AT 5B D 45 & R -G R HAR X 3 4S5 T/ 28 4 o0 TAE.
6.1 TFSHIT

FFFPATHEAR R —FE H AR T BOR B R AL G 5 HAT LT IG & MR E . IR H . REH
YR 240 R SRR A 5 i) R IR I A V22 1 5 5 AT I AR AL B AR B .

9T R R AT HLRN FA 458 4 ) B KLEER) . AEGPIHS 9 R Gi i F a5 1 i SRR LSRR S Ak S
. BRSNS AT BN T B 145 5 34T (selective symbolic execution), bt 11 S2EPI3E T KLEE 1
QEMU JE WAL, 188 it 4 B AR AE 1) B0 B AR AT RN AT 5 1) 22 BE AR PIAT (RIS AT, DA SCIRAE AR )P o B bR ARG AT 45
SHAT IE T RGN AZ R BN AT BAR AT, LSRR 5 BT T R 5 B AR AT W 72 2 B ) TE 48 D) e

T RIS AR W L 2R TARR Y T AR MR TE. R TR T AEFEN R E
72: 252730 QI AE 5 AT R S B W KLEE Aok 32 (it 1 2 R R 4R 1 R R S A R T A 1 R SR g
(DFS). J7BEfR e R KM (BES) BENR ST R MG BSR4 R 0G5 — 28 TAE 58 o 4o of ol 22
Fi AR BIB9GB R P 5@ A O AR R AR B AT 5 B8 Skt ] — AR 0 B AT R R
FE5 AT R B — JE TARHR H il IR & & PTG TUAC B 12 & 3 R — AR A, LU 250 s /b 75 22368 )3 (1)
BAEELARESEHSFERBLARE NG %K T AR EF — % TAEEE S AT A A
ML AP BRI A 15500 8B 2 A B AL S5 B R S BT ORISR 1 B A%, 5 R 5 BT &
BT T 5 5 R IR 3 1 AN B 1 AR A A ).

Xt LI AR AR 1) 8, 23U 4 BT E T SMT LI dUR AR 88, 7E 75 54T 5 % bt KLEE. Mayhem!™,
Angr™ BB 7 7z N LRI EXEM, KLEE. AEG it 7 STPUSIZ iR A28, 59 40, 5 5 AT 51 48 rp th 455
ZIFORARIAT TR TR Lh i, 78 EXE. KLEE. S2E Al ik X Usc 48 2 19 20 B AT 1k (i SR B AIR 2 SR R 2R .
EXE. KLEE. Memoise!’)\ GreenTrie ™45 #F 5 $h AT 5| 5 v I £ 5 2 B SR AR 1) 45 SR 33047 2% A7 T 9k 2> % 3R At
PRI

FRATT 72538 0 2 T 45 5 0T B0 DK 5 A0 A &5 A, 1 TT DAES B K 45 5 AT T I P B0 458 28 B
2 TSR Mg 45 ) L.

6.2 HEHLMIK

B RBEAGRE T A&, BT BEMETIKE L BB IR 200 FE e A B i 2 25 T 7%
) T R A S5 R0 A= SR B0 ot -, b a2 38 A Bk (R A0 N ol 3o 6 B . 2T 88 DL T MR A R AR AR R
ST RO N 5 35 T V5 R0 00 5 D) 44 9 V0 ) 1 B 2B BB B R PO 2 R B BRI R S i R A
A5 2 IR I IR « S U 28 1 RO I £ = HY Godefroid 25 A3 Sk 1B 3% 07 R4 H i 1 B SAGE

TR A N 2k S50 ATAROR I R AR BT 1K A T RS RO T R 1 S A 1K ) I R R AR i A

5 NI C Y O s 7 Na 3
T BTN DR 1 AR 7 5 R D0 RIRAT R0 VF 2 W I AR SR T ik T 12 BuzzFuzzPOUE F 3 & 75 A

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1002 Journal of Software 3kfF 4% Vol.32, No.4, April 2021

SEHT RN RS E bR BB AU S 4, 9 28 5 A BT AR N AF L Fast? Vi 3o 449 78 T /R T R BE AR R L
i M-, N e 5 o BIIC A0 2% A2 PR DU N TR B vy 100 D8 50 R AR B K 1 A8 S BT (). Dy S AR 00 1K B R M A 5
B4 52 1) H AR B AFLgol i i) 5 B0 IR, 38 3ok 1+ 580 1 21 5 b sk (0 PR B9, 885 1 A D R ) R B SR R
% (MCMO) I A 1 A 358 BB H A a8 30T AR P 7 W% 7 JHL B g A 0 20 20 R O K 1 28 53 ) 1. Vuzzer 8@ 5 3 4575 45
G BT 58 AT H N F I JBE ¥ 7 (magic bytes), SR S X BE 12 R AT AR S SR AE OR[N Steelix U R H 4 F 42
B 0 PO A 0 AT RT3 8 0 A R S i N ) BB 25 T Neuzzl OVl Y o £ I 4 A TR 2 3T R o 43 AT NI
S T B, 3 32 T R o) 5 R e 0 3 P 451 AT 2 S, AT S R0 T R4 2 3o R Skey fire ISR Y T — ol A4 BR
BN A BTV, % 07 VE AR A 1 R E A N 2 ST A N B R RIS S B3 e n] DUA B s S5 AL
0 N B R P A AR I S R B N R T A P 5 AT R B 4 2 SRHEAT SR M8, Angora P HE L T T
15 BT, A B T B 5 i DRI R B AL A B A 2 SR AR, DT A AR R A5 B0 1 SN T-Fuzz® Vil it
X TTCN-3 B Bk AT 3455, B tH 10 85 P s AR X T AL
6.3 ETHSHITHNIR SEMNIRLEE IR &R

Drillert 36 = 3k A, 26 BB MR (AFL) 3L Al B 25 & 7 IR A HAT 51 Angr, 24 B0 T 15048 31— Lu K5 ik
300 55 (L il 2 R S BN R A2 ) TV 4k SR R R I 4 2 TR T R A TR A B (Angr) 125 B i 3o 24 R
SRR A B R 1% 93 IR X 2 BR 1) 0BT BN, IR i N IR [ 25 BRI KA D T A 5 AR 0 K T DA 4k S AT
DigFuzzP 4 H Al F 52 55 2 M0 3R 080 ot BR800 b AT 0 A0 6 42 1 B0 e 40, 4 8 o R e ) B 42 A8 48 TR A A
AT R R i Pak 25 ANV H (0 TR A R0 TR 7 Y22 1 500 08 P A 5 AT IR R P 10 2 T 4 i 45 380 A Sk i N
AT ST 4 TR T RN A, FL A 40 [ 0 AT B L AR S LA ORI TN, TR A SR BRI AT IR R S 2
AL, QS Y M3 st of VEE 4 I 3 1D 38 4 6 4 240 SROEEAT SRR AR R 3 P 481 Ry S Bt B 1 R A T e ol T ) i
Tt b R 4728 S ok A= i 2 75 SR B AR BN . SYMFUZZ V¥ 23 3 755 P AT, %ok S A8 0k 1) 7 1 A N b 7 11
55 AT BT BEAT 20 BT, 15 2% N AL 22 8] B ARH5 06 2R 98 5 28 T2 AR B0 ¢ &R, T R 7 1 e AR AR 28 SR 5 # 3
A= B A R R B 4 4 N MunchU7 15 H T A R KR JBE 10 Y AR T 3Ry 2, B0 Ry T 4 e bR O 6 R,
B AE IR AT R 7, R A8 )5 55 BT R SR I R 2 55 B A R BROER 2 A i g N 4k 48
PR T A fleer B2 B T 5 D IR FEE AT A ASER A 7 vk 3 ok o 955D 4 ek A B3R S A LIV H i) B A 4 A
J& IR AT SO, AR T [R) B 38 AT AR I R0 55 5 AT AR 0 AN 7 2 BT 000 N0 P 481, 5 B3 7 2 (5 . 1 5
PAT T 22 G b PR 2= 2 7 IR 25 72 VB, A R 7 35 1 2 S AR 1l 3 FH 491 4 R SR A ) o 7 12 7 ¥ R 755 AT A
Al b & R IR R A G IEAE A 1Z LA M L2 T, SmartFuSE 3 38 ik 6 B A2 3k 4T 43 2700, 328 10 % 755 5
PAT FIBOR B0 FE AT 1) 2, b B A& B IR R R E G N2 X B W] DUE R 5 HATE AT 2 L BE 2 1
R[] 48 2% R SR AR SE A FCPAAT 1R 6 A2 [ B 3% F00 e %) DA B — 5 I [R] 3R AT 5 R AN & & 755 $RAT I B 42, 2 il
SRR AR P e PR R T 30— B4R = SmartFuSE BT A8 35 1) % 5. PANGOLINU 2 H 18 & 2CAORI M i 77 V%,
JE I AR 35 BB AR AT 2 TR AT B A Hh ) TT DA 5 b T A S AR A D #R L 7E 22 TS [R] N AR R
D04 N . Seeded Fuzz! Vi F B 25 40 M1 325 W I AN 755 AT BRI I 3 A= o R ik 6 4536 1 - Berry @I
B&H 07 51 ) S B8 K (SDHF), 7 45 58 — /M 87 8 1) 7 B 1% 07 168 A 7 510 1) -5 50 e RTTR & BT SR 1 5
B0 IR ) A8 7 TUFIOM R 7 — 92 T B 47 27 ST A B MR 77 75 (imitation learning based fuzzer), i i #1422 k4
A5 TR0 3 T 55 I AT 5 AT 7 AR 1 v o = 1 K P A0 AT 5 20, DATT S0 4SRRI K A A ok 1 SRS 1% T 9
BB AT 5 PATAE A5 230 SR i BRI R A= Bl B0 5, T AV AR 7 923 2 38 3o VAR 2 ST A 5 AT A
ORI K70 T % 1) B OE A AT B A SR 58 B A K. B AT, IX L8 28 M4 5 AT SRR 25 & R A K 7
VEER B R BE 2 ) RN 3 43 T 038 I B 45, 91 DL IR i 5 75 5 B4 T 5 B0 I3tk 12 47 VR A K.

7 B &

ASCAR MY T — A I TR B 5 SR 3 T 75 5 AT B0 K55 080 I R 45 & B R & K 7 ik, OF 2 T AT 5
17 T F KLEE ATEORIR TR AFL,SEBL 7 — A2 T 455 AT (9 I 5 8081 K () 98 & DI T SmartFuSE.
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FATE L LAVA-M F2 574 H 1 J LA e g A7 D0k, 45 R AR 1, BATTHI R SmartFuSE A T kU i 08
BT 5 AT 17 12, AN BURENS 2T X ACAE ) 7 o =R, JF FLXH R [ (G 0l g 0 thA8 21 17 25 42 7T

S BATHE LR L 2 ST BT IRAR 2 T 56T 755 AT A0 K55 AR 0 10t A 22 ) A R 2R B A AN [ ) i
U B I A SR AL 5 PAT 5RO I B R A B S E & ARS8 B A B AR IR AE. 3RAT1 75 18 T LUK A 5 3
AT 5O I 2 S 2 B IS 5 A AR RF AL i 45 H R, BT BLOA AR A 2 155 ST (I 6L BRI LA S e AT
RAEMRIERI IRt 2%
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