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Table 1 Comparison of static detection approaches (Contiuned)
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Table 3 Comparison of dynamic testing approaches
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Table 4 Comparison of automation of fixing approaches
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Table 4 Comparison of automation of fixing approaches (Contiuned)
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Table 5 Correspondence between protection technology and storage location of protected object
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Table6 Comparison of runtime protection approaches
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Fig.2 Overview of buffer overflow analysis technologies classification
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Table 7 Comparison of buffer overflow analysis approaches
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