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Improving the Efficiency and Accuracy of Path-Sensitive Defect Detecting
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Abstract  While detecting defects with path-sensitivity, the defect state contains all data flow in-
formation of the current control flow vex, which might lower the efficiency by the defect irrespec-
tive data flow information. Further, in order to avoid the path explosion while full-path-sensitive
analysis, the defect states encountering the control flow confluent nodes might be simply merged.
The preliminary state-merging strategy might lead to an accuracy loss which could induce false
positives. To address the above issues, this paper proposes a new program slicing algorithm
based on defect patterns. The slice criteria include defect feature and path condition, and the
source program is sliced by the inclusion relation between the CFG dataflow information and the
slice criteria. The sliced program not only slices the defect irrespective codes, but also is totally
equivalent to the original program, which improves the efficiency. In order to further reduce the
false positives of path-sensitive analysis, this paper presents a refined state-merging strategy to
diminish the accuracy loss, which selectively merges the defect states by adding path condition as
state attribute. The authors have implemented the technique in DTSGCC (Defect Testing System
for GCC), a software defect detecting tool for GCC projects in Linux. DTSGCC is applied to vali-
date plenty of GCC open source projects. Experimental results suggest that applying the tech-
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nique to path-sensitive defect detecting analysis improves the efficiency, at the same time reduce

potential false positives.
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2 REBEES5zH
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void fun(int 7, int j){

BRI o7 A2 2 0 BB 0 2 o RS
Fr B2 Ca) o o7 4 0 RL 83073 460 R A
AR 25 5 5 0 2 BB 43 7 7 2 JOAR S T 5 2 91
Wk 1 R,

void fun(int 7, int j){

L0, f=null; L0: f=null;
L1. if (dump) L1: if (dump) if( flag){
L2. flag=1; L2, flag=1; f=open();
else else L1: b=0;
L3, flag=0; L3, flag=0; L2: a=b;
P1. if(i>>j) i+-+; //noise codes //noise codes sliced }
P2. if(i>10) j++; //noise codes //noise codes sliced if(a==0){
L4:. if (dump) L4:. if (dump) close( f);
L5, f=open(-+); L5: f=open(-+); )
L6: if (flag==1) L6: if (flag==1
L7, close(f); L7, close( f);
L8:  eeeeee //noise codes L8: //noise codes sliced
} }
(a) (b) (o)
Bl 2 RS B
F1OE2RRE AR 0 MR AT T
8 41 IR 25 £ 14 (State Condition) &
L1 $start . WIHRIRZS A $start
L2 $start: { f[null].dumptrue]. flag[1.1]} HR A% 000 3 P g i, R R A A 1
L3 $start: { fLnull].dump|false], flag[0,0]} M AR 43 32 R B I B R A A
2 25 3 A A P BRIk A A I LR 2SR R 2
P1 $start: { f[null].dump[ true_or_false], flag[0,1],i[inf],j[inf]} gﬂg%;g;‘mﬂgﬂﬁ I SR < AL RS AR
P2 $start: { f[null].dump[ true_or_false], flag[0,1],i[inf],j[inf]} TEAR B S g @ A g, H X JE) R S0
L4 $start: { f[null].dump[ true_or_false], flag[0,1],i[inf],j[inf]}
FLOF P AR AR TR F B $start T B Sopen; B4
L5 Sopen: { f[notnull],dump [true]. flag[0,1].i[inf].j[inf]} TR BRE BB FEOR A $start: { f [null], dump [ false],
flag[0,1],i[inf],j[inf]}
$start: { fnull].dump[false], flag[0,1],i[inf],j[inf]} s e A 3 A o A 3
L6 $Sopen: { f[notnull],dump [true]. flag[0.,1],i[inf],j[inf]} B B AR A 73 IR SR A LRSS AT 3 T
yA He A 2% e B S -
Serror: { f[null],dump[false], flag[1,1],i[inf],j[inf]} E‘ﬁ.i q,]'{j(‘wd‘ BN B $start ERHF] Serror, Sopen
L7 $close: { f[notnull].dump [ true]. flag[1,1],i[inf].;j[inf]} LB Sclose;
e ’ e B9 3 2 A A R RS R
L8 K Serror R ERK 11
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FP I SR BE s R8> 1 o A acd B b A 3 334 s AN
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T v G B S I AT G A M SCRRL7 . 10 1Y
AR A SCR AR 7 U0 7 $ AR 92 B T 75 5K 3K 3y 11 ik
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Priffe.
3.1 ETERFARHERBEFEERBT A&

(IR I R B VB S U E S 7 NI U
X PR AR o A D R 20 B DD R o A ) X
Fe 04 0 B R B U0 e B0 D BRI 5 vk . Weiser
F 1979 AEAE A 408 30 KR Y Weiser A
NFEF U RS AT I8 IR P ) P A B il g 2
FEX L B At AT P iUl R S S — A Al S04 T 1Y
P XNV R REFTE A IR IR I B P e 2%
. AR PEFR T 0 B VAR B AN (] 19 24588 AL ] DLE X
AH L B9 1) R HEN] Cslicing criteria) , A 48 K [R] A9 80 B
Y DU AT DA i 55 7 0 PR R Y HEAT DO RE D) Fr . IE S Ak
TR A ) 4/ HARYE LR S R D) R
AR BN A & # S TR A Bk Rz —.

A I8 A2 AR e A N 7y 3 ) R R U0 D
AL BB R IE B i A8 2 A A S BE AR A

ENX 4. BRFAEFE (defect feature). %45 E GG
B fsm B LA I B — 27 @M feature & 45
TR YRR SO SO K feature XN Y
TRy 722 o By e B A S fom B9 SR B R AR 32
Df(fsm).

TEMN 5. 55 FE AR H (vex related variable).
TFEHIRE G=(N,E,ny,n;), Yn€ N, IVar =
Stmt () , Hop i) Var BRI mn B SCHRAE BE L 30
RelVar(n).

ENX 6. P82 5 (path condition). 18§ 7F %
il L 2k AR A s 7 AR B AR O SCRY B AE. CFG
o HUA J A 53 S R AE R AT DA AR R I AR
MR £ HRETE SelectionStmt & A e, 8 X
A0y 3R R n AR S5 Pe () = {var | var €
RelVar(n) N\ Stmt (n) € SelectionStmt} s & 4 5 15
AL P& o 2 A 43 S AR A Sk 5T R DR IR 1Y BT A R

SR F% AR A T LA A Sy ke o ARG 2 1 5 R
AR RER DG, 40 NPD 88 h 98 5 — 45 B A8 i
HHOG L RL A AR 5 — A BT IR A W AH OG5 % 42 2% 1F
D) 2 AR op R R 2 7 A T B AR 8 2R A 3 SR ) i G

B4 A8 &, 71N if-else switch, while &5 A He rp 5¢
WK 1 2% A2

T o o A A I A — 2B WL R B T E I
A B AR A E R T e B A T 45 R L 18T 2 RE R R
Br(a) v P1.P2 ALY 25 15 43 S AN 2 %8 RL 4 A6 45
R A ATAAT 52 0 2K PR AR SR AN AR S B0 R oD
T3 A o A% e 18] 1 FCE OB DG 2R 23 52 U0 R v D Y
R F BE R 2 FRT R B (o) o L2 A TR 15 A1) ol 455
P B AT SN @ B B T AE AR T 6 [ I
a=0. flag=true BRI T REEK R 1 T 0
FEARPRAR S ¥ L1 AN B Y] R i S5 1
TR R [B] Y G HR OC R B R A AT BE 5 BOBUE T kAR
F1%) BT V7.

AR S5 v T 2o A R AT X ] s A R AR T R AE
A TR L B AR 56 3R X AR Y U0 R s e R AT
SR FH UL DX ) Of 3 75 728 o ) il g DAL, 7E AR P 00 1
i 2 5 X RLE BRI T e B DX {E 5L BRI L1
Ab ) R st AN 200 B A T 5 A 5 e T b AR )
B A SCUD e e SLAnF
SCSet=Df(fsm) U {Pc(n,) ‘ Stmt(n;) €

SelectionStmt \ D f( fsm) € RelVar(n;) }.
iR U D AR

BranchList: FEJF T TR (1 554043 39 5.

IsPe(n)« b 35 25 A1 43 3217 8 n BT AE 1Y 5% 1F 15 ) 3
Stmt Go) R AL & U N, DR 5 R Ze i U0 v Bk b 2
A AT LK B AN I3 SR ) S ]

GetBranchVexList(n) : 3EBUCY 7T 51543 3 n FRfE 4 %
A JUT A 1 g e

SkipBranchVexList(n) : W 5 140 3 n BIF 76 0 £5 1
WA Seme Go HORAL & U0 R dE U D0 AT DLk S X 5 43 ST
AP BRSEAE 53 S ST R b A R AR A 1

B P ER A G R BERLL fsm

i - Y1 HEN) SCSer

1. R R 4 4 AiE

Var=Df(fsm);

SCSet.add(Var) ;

2. WA AR

2.1, Ayl o T A A A 3k I R A R R
RIS
for each n€ G
if(OutDegree(n)>1) then
BranchList.add(n) ;

end
2.2, 3 SR 0y 3B 3 A ) B AR AR A
Reverse( BranchList) ;
for each n € BranchList
IsPc(n) ={alse;
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for each »n’ € GetBranchVexList(n)
il (OutDegree(n')<2) then
if(Var € RelVar(n')) then
SCSet.add(Pc(n))
IsPc(n) = true;
break
else if (IsPc(n’)) then
SCSet.add(Pc(n)) 3
IsPc(n) =true;
break;
else
SkipBranchVexList(n');
end
end
1R EEITE D 2 AR AR A,
x5 CFG 5 S8 N o3 SO0 s 80N Q. 341 32
EAHE T SN P(P<<N) 4 2.1 % CFG 15 4
HEAT 38 I3 3 8 i A7 2540 23 3T UM BranchList
N AR OCND 345 2.2 8 e 25 1 43 2 3]
3 BranchList 37 88 J5 MKl 3 BEA 55140 43 i
R GetBranchVexList () W2 75 43 & ikt {5 AH 56 25
it Var ,— BGRB8 Var , U)K 24 i
AR SAE PeG N AR SCSet, [Al I % B IsPc(n) =
true bR 5 24 | A% 15 05 ) B b of U0 R ME N s SR A
TE 4% B I3 345 4. T8 2o ) W )2 0 3CIE ) B
IsPc(n') s Pesg Je 5 ml DL Bk ad 4 J2 43 3208 A B 1 4y
#r SkipBranchVexList() . E 32 5 O(QX P).
I B 1R E N OCND +0(QX P).
3.2 ETREMNEFVIARAE
PP R Rk R A M) A Weiser 3 T80 i
FREPE Ottenstein K ] il Ottenstein L MM L
S Horwitz- ) He F 88 3 O 1] 14 mT ik M 3R L DA
N BT RGO ) T SCHURS R SR AR SR
Weiser J T804 Ui 75 B (0 55002 4 407 BEAS B 0 ik
il P CFG 35 i WL S /i i Bs i 2E &
RS L 1 U0 R o ) e B R G A8 i DU E
T R T OZ Y] A IF AR A S R U0 R B
i R AR I RES B
T e SCSer vpa] fE 43 5 42 Ry 28 £, T
4 Ry 7% o AT LAY AR o B B 2 S 5 B R
J oA A B RO TR 18 ) 3 R TE YD i I R R
AR HR N D) B v D e A A SR A o, HL B R T R gk
(14 B B34 B2 P A7 A X 1% 42 TR 7E I IR A RO
2 R VRO PSS LB U0 B s 5 DU 2 3 ol e A A
8 T 41 5 0k T B S A oR B0 B ) L T LA SR — 4%

IR REIN AT R BDAR 9 e O S S 2 5 )
Fr DU 4 0 5 56 AR DR E S R AT U

XFF C 5 BN T I B 5 2% BOHE 28 Y A
SUH 2R R R A B e R L i A SCR Y
S AE SR BT o AT D10 1y 1 DU e 68 4 G A% e R
A BS54 R BB 8 B (AN int a ], struct s) T
I B FEA L5 (BN e[ ], s field) , P A 55 it
A AR P IR B AT LGS — SR A LU AT U0 A
ARV BRIV T Cif s h a4 2 &
T ET A AT BEXT I R U e A 722 R A SR 4 mlOxE L
BRI 24 G FR » F — 0 b 2 X A SO B e R 7 AR
T s R 1 WD AR B ERAE XS A SCU ROR B R
ITE S T 5044 53 B » ey $2 8 031 44 23 Fr B0 G B s
S TATAK TAEM — D EE . B2, A 3
T2 AR AR ) 2 PR Sy U0 R s BIVRS JC ¥ 1 R S 7 L
YR B TR AT LAGR B . LLBRIE R B A 00 5 A
rh 5 G B A OC 1 R 1 SO o8 A

B2 BEUREDL

sliceProcCall: Jy false W 27 f ok B0 18 4] A #E4T
YIRS B true.

GetScope(var) : WP A8 5 var AR F 3R (0 Dl
SourceFileScope, MethodScope,LocalScope %¢).

SliceBranchVexList(n) : Q0 55 M4 4 337 55 n Jr £ 1
A Seme G A3 U1 v e K 0 BT TE (9 8 A 3 S )
Pyl b 45, LA g U0 280

ExistProcCall(n): #5 W) 7 05 n T # B B 7 16 4
Stmt (o) 2543 75 o EOR .

Stice(n) ¢ n A2l i P v U0 R 42, 4 BT A AT AR 5
Je KT RURE SGHR.

B EHEIE G YR N SCSer

Wi YRR R EE R E G

1. A0 Fr o 0 bR A A 42 R A L LA 7 oR R

FHR ) S 15 B2 U0
sliceProcCall=true;
for each var€& SCSet
if(GetScope(var) == SourceFileScope)
sliceProcCall=false;
break;

end

2. BEATRR T YDA

for each n€ G\ nn, \ n#n;

O A SR o B AR 52 0 B BT 43 BT ARG R RO O
A A o R BT B A RS B R B R AR S 4
Jey 7 1k A O 9 e R 17 6L 5 7 o TR T A K R AR AR
N SCIAL AT ARG B BN SO0 B 5 B DL
o 1A 2 AT (RO EE L O LR I A S AT AR e )
FORE L. R T AR SO EE AR AR eR B S BT AR DB
oROF B X BR B AR G A A AT A
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if(RelVar(n) (1 SCSet==null) then
if(1IsPc(n)) then
SliceBranchVexList(n) ;
else if (| ExistProcCall(n) \ sliceProcCall)
Slice(n) ;

end

SR 2 SR I e v ) v A AR SR
B A R AR R IR BCE sliceProcCall b 7 02 15 i %
XF BB B A ATV R s R el CFG, i 54
AN R RIS B 5 U0 R HE SCSer 52 8 W1AR AE
ARy as PR A ek B0 O ) R D0 R RN L e S 2 i
W RZ ) H 5 Slice ). T F— LR B A
AR AR A D) R B9 R AR SN R AT A
AR 1 B W ARG ) o B3 U0 R ifE
MFRE IsPeO) B & BE 5 VI R 5 8 4> 43 SCIE A B
SliceBranchVexList(). FiRY) i & v, Y F N
SCSer 722 BHC H &L I 1 for EER Y 52 2%
JEE R OCU) 5 7 42 ] i 1 B g ik v ml A Ay A 49
n YSN2 A A7 A5 oK B T ) 0 B JE k. TR
ExistProcCall(n) B E 24 & K OC1); Slice(n) ¥ n
8 BT AT IR 55 05 AR AR OGS A R T n I
ANFEZ M, LR T F N %8 ; SliceBranch Vea-
ListCn) FLHHS 3 SR R B A0 1T 58 K J5 4% AH I8, 22
A% B P T M43 SN Y S I LA AR B
RGNy SCiE m R A8 PR R R
OCP). AT I S 28 RO T for 16 3 CFG
T RE N IS 2 iR O(N X P).

IR e U0 R BRSO P B SO 2
S v A R0 A L 3 9/ o DT 23 ) S o R IR
A U g Ok A Y T B3 Rt aT L
1T ROR X BRI 00 R AT HL S Ak 3. B0 sk
o T LABRAR DR 4799 R S IR R B LR
BT 1R BT AR B R TR T v A A
VAT RRECK ¢80 5 BT o S RBCN @l ) A

B n:t%u*ﬂm&mﬂm?*ﬁaﬁ&ﬁw

TS| & R B THIR DL 248K, S B 1) 3 A T 3
Z B e R W52 AR SR 3 S RS 3 R
AL 8 SR 2 15 1T 1Y) T TR 46 o TR O S B £ 2K %6 4
FHEZ /N T 7.
3.3 —#METFUARNBREREEHRE

Shy itk — 25 ik R RS B L AR SCER H — RN S U0 R
(A SR B PR A 5 I SR AR 42 1 0 43 ST R R AR AR
P AR PR S B IAR S & P (state attribute) , A

177 F] AR Fh R 285 I P ok the s AR 4R R IR IE & 1 e
T LTRSS E I LB IR A B A5
HAPIRSEIFRAF T 5 B FEAFE (defect feature) £7
ORI B AR AR DT D R AR

EX 7. REJEPE (state attribute). 45 % Bt
Wk 2 S K 4§ CFG %5 & n. 15 Stme (n) €
SelectionStme, W S MR & J@ M Awr (S) =
RelVar(n).

ik 3. —MIEETU R R BEIRS A R RE.

St S FARSF ST B BB AR

StateCom pute(S) : YR 2 A 5 5L Y BLHE i (5 5 B S
HARAS &0 I HI WO S IE B AE L.

MergeState(S+,Se) : & I B AR 43 3210 5 4b 7Y B B IR
A [ SR AR ] AR 25 2% 1 R AT 5 O

IsSameTypeState(St,Se) « H Wi 73 327 T 4k HAR 7 %
IR BE AR S S\ Sro 75 o A1 [R) 28 B0 1 AR 38

W Ay o0 LELBIRES S

B AT A R B R A S

L. 388 J5 5% A 43 ST ) 18 JLAR 43 3, AT B RS 1% AR

Var=Pc(n);

Attr(St) =Attr(Sg) =Var;

StateCom pute(S+t);

StateCom pute(Sy) ;

2. TG4 SCIBA LA W S BN A O BB 4 3K

rh R B B R A

i1 IsSameTypeState(S+,Se)) then
S'=S+USr;

else if (Artr(S1) T SCSet \/ Attr(Sr) CSCSet) then
S'=S+USr;

else
S’ =MergeState(St,Sy).

FREES L1 BRTTE S ST A o R
M Pe(Gn) s APIERARES S IR 8 M, R 5 R
P FAR 73 3 A (8] B UE U (E BE AT OIR 3 2k AR
StateCompute O FEHH S BPIRDS &M RS SR
SR FE R T3 S A B SR P R I R A
HNOCP) ;2 2 4t IsSameTypeState (St Sy)
FIWTI A S A A [FDIR 2SS AR 2S5 I A 5 1 —
R RERE Aur (S RES T U R N, L
B € 72 15 LRSS I MergeState (S+, Sp) s IRZS
B IFIEPR b S X AH [ B B RS BOIR S SS T S
I B4k B TRUL T $0A T I A b AH G A8 S (W BT L R 52
PR P e X 2 — SR . I B 3 M
O(P).

R SO SR 1~ 3 S 2R B A AR SR
O 2 B AR 45 1 U 1 99 B N R R SRR
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PR e 20 SR St O A )y ks 4 IR SR JEE T 5 1107

it Q MBS 3 SE A B T R P SRR
P QEP<N<A, A mH &, WL AR SR EE 4R
JERAR. 340 A5 1 AR T Je 825k 2.3 T A
REB 3Bt - HLAZ AR 53 BH mT LA S 42 i 3t 0 5y
A JE PR AT A 3 L T HE— 2P0 T H I 2.3 1Y
.
3.4 LBIHH

X 2 R B Ca) s B R SCHE A G AR
IR J7 1 AR B R 3 B OF SR wg i RL B X i A7 ks
T, FETRT A A A I AR L

1. 183 RL BtFEBE R AE . DF(RL) = { £ 5

2. NRHEL 1,58 LA L6 &b B4R Kk Pc(L4) =
{dump},Pc(L6)={flag}), WY F #EN SCSet (RL) =
{f-dump, flag};

LN B 2BRIT R B (AT A, B Al ) R s
P1.P2 4b15 RL 734 56 1 A8 . 15 B F2 7 A Bt (b) 5

4. N B 3, (b) i Ber RS E AT 5 3k 2. dy T4
FHT PLP2 ALY JC A 15 A o PR OIR 25 45 1 v 55 350 A A6
TERMAS G Ay B Y)  Bs E L4 &bl T Arer (Start) =
{dump}CSCSet(RL) , At L2 43 7= A B> $start IRTS
FEFE RN AL AT LA RHEFTIRS A I 78 16 4k $stare IR
SREBT flag 5 dump MRIERKR A SPATHFZPH
Close #AF B A 25 77 A 1R 4R

x2 MRAEXFEEFE2BERFOBKREITHEFT

) WEREE RS & - ge8
. . SCSet=1{f, flag,dump}
L1 $stare: {f[nulll} Attr(start) = Pc(L1) = {dump}
L2 $Sstart(dump) : { f[null],dump[true], flag[1,1]}
L3 $Sstart(dump) : { f{null],dump[false]. flag[0.0]}
4 $Sstart: { fLnull].dump[true], flag[1,1]} Attr(start) CSCSet s AR JEATIRA 4 3

$start: { f[null].dump[false], flag[0,0]}

L5 Sopen: { f[notnull],dump[true], flag[1,1]}

L6 $Sopen: { f[notnull],dump [truel. flag[1.1]}
L7 $close: { f[notnull].dump [ true]. flag[1.,1]}
L8 $Sstart(dump) : { f{null],dump[false]., flag[0.0]}

$Sstart(dump) : { fLnull],dump|[false], flag[0,0]}

$close: { f[notnull],dump[ true], flag[ 1,171}

$start FEEA L HEBH Sopen KA
AIRRES o AR BEATIRZS 4 F
$open TEHL Iy X HIER N $close IRTS

B9y Y $start 5B I $close

4 XWERKDH

AT A G R R 8t (Defect Testing
System, DTS) ] 2 HE 42 Kz ke g A6 I 1) B {4 53 B7 7t
P 25 AT DTSGCC 1Y 56 5 A 455 3 B L AR 5 % 5
B B3O AT 43 BT 5 4 ) LA N B ) A 5 4 A A
it ARR RN B SR THIF D0 ) 46 5
4.1 SLIRIE

DTSR PR S LR 58— ik s g =X, B
I RE A I Y s fa A S HE 200 2, BT DUAR 95 H
Ft SR AT PR ASE X . R e A5 A A R
SR 43 S DU 2K e e A 5K 22 4 T A = B [R) R 1)
L2 R, A S i ) RL #T NPD #2508 T
. DTS S AHE 28 K 5 A Y Sl g Ao 0 3t 2 2
Iz] 3:

(L) XM T, Fig AR 73 W 56 145 0 7 e 0 S A
I DA S 57 A X T 5 S A b 5 SR A 1 ke o A 2
I35 SRAGE B 110 57 0 R B A D 45 2R 5 A B
FEAR At UT FLim Ly 8 N Tk fE oA 5

(2) FeAS fb P AT M J2 % A~ i 25 Bk B A ) Y 5

fith. B JC b 1E v T 4% (CParser) A= BURE AR A5 Y
W25 (Abstract Syntax Tree, AST) ., R )5 i
[ AST 8445 % (Symbol Table) , K fg & T 8
TR rp 25 Ak BT Y 2R A SRS R i — 2 A
IR FR e A5 o KR 4 O s O B T 4 o O I
A7 7 SC-fd HI46E 5347 5

(3) R B B B A IR B 4 Bt ok 5008 oG &
FRHE F0 30 AR UORT A eR B AT BRI B S LIRS
AR TSI Tk e A5 R S LA BT 2 i 28 AR A
FRy dfe e A XL R I AR 90 ok o A5 = A ) A% 1 ol T R
BOR AR K G0 8 2l LSS0 5 G BT R R
T A T 5 5 Ja AR A A 45 i U T BOHE I 0 A
(14 245 S T BT T A R B R A RS 5 1 TR ) R A7 RS
R H W B Z SRS E B N Error 8 kK
BRI BRI 8L F TR ) End RS F R R K BLHLRE
It A 28 SR AP 5

(4) $e e A BE B e, DR 43 BT 19 45 R B 4 52
HEAS B BRI RS B I DTS 43 515280 T 38 F bR
B S bR TR Y oR BR] A3 BT, B T R R
A I Y BEAR U Y oR BN 23 BT AR SR AE ST D
R BT e 5 R RN R A
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WL meRmEGE A ARG K;
i | mmpotonasi | st |jj
BRI
4
-5 S0 s X AP
ey B
| EwwEems | meraemn | Rsh
w2
R A
T 1r

N BB A

WA R WREH | e HREA
W | Sk Java/ 47 &g T

C/C++) @ S |11 151 1!

© JH 555

(a) DTS fAHE 4L

J  EERER

BAGRIMIGRE|
Bk : 5 R
v :
it L s P 2
v B
PRS0 [exwmsea
v
R A | R % R D
S 2 T T
i e |
N R P T
Rt DoAY Ay
v
B L
e
(b) DTSHE AR Hr i 2

Kl 3 DTS BRHESR K DTS # {473 Hr i

DTS Bxt #b 35 1 Ab, Hoe B 8 xd AT P & i W)
1) B2 S A 252 b2 AL BRI 5 X RS R
DL B R AT R L ) e A B SR B
R N = iR A4 48 (Compiler Compiler) , A
DA A i S 35 B — 1F R P Ry B R R T
TH.

GCCAERN Linux REHTF L CHFBRIFME
WA il X ANSIE C bR i 9E 4718 2 1 B 4115
TR R E MR R R AR R AT A A, 33K
IR SRR ML R T S, ELME R AR S
F Bk DTS HEZL 1S3 T 2 42 508k i) o 285 Bk B
Kl T H DTSGCC, AL AT LA I ANST C #5 i 1)
JEARF M H AT LLER X Linux H GCC # i 1 -8 T
FESEATRE I - B Se A8 e TR T B S b i Ak 3
T, I R G G B TRC S g 1 i AR (2 R B
Gt B b e AR Y R A SO R 248 .0 5 3R ) A
I T4 3 B H ) SRR i DTSGCC % AL B AT
DAFE B &L 3 Hp 14 2 A I R 0 A 7 B0 o A6 ) .

AL DTSGCCL. 0 R FIAS R 1 434 5 1 %F
Linux H 10 DI TREFEAT 1 bl e A6 I %oF bb 52 5
Y Bk A LA 45 RL AN NPD. % 10 S JFJR L
FErp A & fe /N ) Combine 2 1.6 147, fe K
(%) Binutils 24 103 J547. S50 {1 F H I BE A IE o
Intel £E2160 1. 8GHz CPU,2GB PN f£ . Windows XP
PRAE R GE. S8 3 R v A PR AR A [6] 1) 4 BT 7 125

D5k 1. SCHERE3 J4& H i A [RDIR 285 G I 1 B AR 1

Jrik 2. ARSCEE M L TR T U1 R 1 8% A% UK
Tk,
4.2 KMNERRDH

FE T DA B S I U O e A B A 2 SR AT
TATHN Rk 3 pron. Hrp, SCHB R 50t
JEE8 A B h IR SO PR AT B bR T A AT
JG IS E R DTSGCC AR C ¥ 30k B 4217
R, T i GCC g 1 g % 3E A7 F040 2R (AL 45
SKSCHRJRIF SR AR R R IAT 2 SO ) XA I Y
rp ] SCR AT A B B ot S B i kAR 8 Dy v TR S
fE R ARG B R R AS SCRR P U0 O i g 48 i it 181
RSO AR A n] DL B WA e U0 R i R AT AT LKL
W b At AR SR T L

Guihah W R, X 3 B 10 A4S AR R I H:
NPD A1 RL kg , A6 0 95 A0 & 154 75 47, H[al
SRS R 761 54T, J7 ik 1 FIEF 13, 52h, 2 4R
2228 MK #F i (Inspection Point, IP) , i 74 3¢ J5
FHEF 11, 730, TP %9802 1896 A~ il & A 42 & 1
13.28 % iR R FEAR T 5. 90%. F 3043 5 % 2 &

@ L ANSI C Sy FERHIE T .l i 0 A g b 47 i 8 . H
CafiE T AL 2 CIlEF" A keil \gee 5. DTS 1E J7 5
BT RCEFNEESE NN U EELXCIES

@ TG AETE W0 FOKE R TR R B9 Linux &
GRS AR B Windows RGEH SR 5 7€ Windows 5T
AT G 1R A5 2 B4+ ) S A R ARG B . AR S ) S
A B TE Linux BREE R 15 21 59 Wi AT LLAS 2R 6 00 72 7
PRATIE S, e b 0 ) 4598t W A 3 L.
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PR e 20 SR St O A )y ks 4 IR SR JEE T 5 1109

B4 T 0 S DTS B A6 T 5L A A5 0 it A v
Gk

(1) B RIE T, 3.2 9 FRIE E 20 b 1 i
ARG RO THE N S VTR SR E R, £ 3 5
TS SR AR B R p=41. 19 Y I, 52 B [ 2R
TR 13,28 %6, HRRATH 43 M 48 10 2 MW A 1.

FHh, % Combine F1 Antiword 45 {0 A5 8 #H Xt
BUNE AR R R V) R 7 155 X RS I AR K
LA I 17 G0 T S BT I 1] 2 A B A T T A
SRR AR A 25 H B 2R UG O, 32 2 5 2 AR
Tt /NI U0 R o DU 38 R AR e U0 R i FH B[R] 5
2: 1 HIUAR T RURIR A AT SR B R HE T

®3 MHELBEHER1

FA AR ZS B I S I 25 21

ST R YR A I Y 2R

. N . -
TREH B dj%g% *E‘rgﬂ #Eﬁu;ﬂc 5 R I it W R Jr i ya?f%&
PR s gems U MR s

Combine-0. 3. 4 74 16701 32892 8 6779 153 28 3360 134 21 7
Antiword-0. 37 80 24315 126058 28 16742 316 110 9699 265 102 8
Make3. 81 60 23284 98810 69 12141 276 134 8072 241 113 21
Readline-6. 1 74 21460 109775 30 11687 1552 86 7597 1279 59 27
Wdiff-0. 6. 3 81 23280 29089 2 1787 69 6 1242 61 3 3
gnome-media-2. 14.0 118 27457 1522037 14 12753 7093 92 7161 5892 58 34
UUCP-1. 07 251 52595 501219 85 32248 936 283 18883 889 278 5
Bash-4. 1 355 96489 802269 223 60426 5910 848 37021 5419 663 185
Openssl-0. 9. 8 1118 226722 3110791 179 130401 22035 380 74358 18877 399 —19
Binutils-2. 20. 1 1668 1035045 1284531 113 11959 10341 261 26639 9159 200 61
&t 3879 1547348 7617471 751 329923 48681 2228 194032 42216 1896 332

(2) K BEFE T 43 Fr. Bk 43 A7 3R WA S0y ke mp
PAU /D 5. 90 % i iR i, H X F Openssl T 82, 2 )
SO T 3K GO, &0 N Tl X FPors 2
“RARTET R TR O3 SO A3 B B N A S 2O B
2 W iE R X o A BT B A R B BN
A7 Tt 1 D RO A B S B ) SOt TR A S
Hb— 2L B 5L RCR R R 2 1) enum struct 8RR
BT R o) — R L — R R SR A S B
M F T

v/ F openssl-0. 9. 8/crypto/bn/bn_asm.c J§ 3¢
435 471 % € X mul_add_c, #£ 550 17 ) bR £k
bn_mul_comba8 Ht K i fif F , £33 WAk B S 7 X
(1 JE T T 3R 5 5 2 O, 3 R 2 2% 1 v ) R A A T
REF SO GBI A 4 B i AST B 2R T, 58 3 A
TEACHE U 53 A 3 B b el TR R Y RO 2 T Bk
ARG BT R W DT 365 o8 8 A I S A 14 4 A 2R s
Hh T C LA B3¢ g 56 & A5 K T 1
SCA 8 LB SO 4 B R D DT S B8 43 7 45 2R v
AR TP BB D

Mk Y R e T U0 e 4 30 A
g b 5ok B A 2 A R A3 B O M0H ST A
AIREIE R A 2 EaRsE 20 TP, st b 30 1
IP B R 3G ) L4

XF T DATE 40 A 8 ST ol JH e o A ) 25 2
TN G . KRBT 5 R RRA L FLERER. —
s i F DTSGCC F AR X R4 L 245 ) 14 pld 53 s, B

A SRR A BT S B AR v R AR R
MR AR Tz R BU R IR IR Z L 9 A combine
T2 sre\index.c X4 7E 500 77 F i —> NPD.
487 ; curr_record_position= chunk[ key_position].first_record;

/ /85 R AR R R A B TE RS B
488 ;curr_record_entry = NULL;

489 ;while (curr_record_position | = 0){

/BRI AEAR SR e, S BOIE FR P9 X R 3 BN o

494 . if (curr_record_entry == NULL)
/ /A T3 0 AR ST A S B2 T AN 9 A
495 . return EXIT_FAILURE;

500 curr_record_entry—>next_same_key=

new_record_position; //NPD {24

Hi T 487 7% 45 04 1A i 53 B 45 curr_record _
position, 7E 489 47 B G ¥ JG i J) W 18 30 32 A1 O
PR 494 17 19 45 44 40 I B8 R 57 R 315 curr
record_entry [{H J 25 sl dE 25 14 &, A Bk 500 17
2B NPD R4k, 5 — K3 2 i T4 3005 &
KL SCHUR TR A5 %, REGR)F h
1) bR S0 T 59 A T VR RS W T B X R SO i
AR 5 DT AR S AT B 19 A5 10 TC R i 5

@  WHEF 563 77 A9 % E X mul_add_c(a[0].b[0],cl,c2,¢3),
HEFERAEMSEE BAEHE . K2R 2515 HR
HOE. BE o I Al o 52 A i b ) 5 ) L AT DL 8 G AR
g R (program transformation) % H 47 & 4% B 24 8.



1110 it (= . 2 i 2011 4F
SEIRIR. [5% Bt 3¢ TG O AR H 5 AR 1 X R AU R Y R U 5 o A T

55 1 R AT BR 5 AL DTS HE 28 vp 52 B 45k
O A3 BIT 5 DT ) 445 4 4 R 5 2 B 53 #88 AT DAk ST 4y
BT s 26 2 R T B 75 22 elc iF B0A 19 bR SRRk
3BT B S kGl T RO T RIR S R R R
EHEAELRANRE, LREITERLENRREH
66. 29 O BEARH] T 60. 39 %0 3k 1 6 %0 22 47 BRI A
SCTT R R BE R T B BSCR B

(3) DTSGCC A &t I3 3 ol LWL 5,
DTSGCC FLiE 73 #r 59w ] 3CAF AR & — 2 AR
i L AE 2 LR, H
gnome-media 5§ TR H &K 8 TILEH 705, 16
RATH LI AL F . DTSGCC WA 5 i £ 800MB
i s CPU 50% 22 45, B J5 4714 i & S 35 0T DA 76
1. 54h Py SERA . ASTREE (%5 1145 5E 6 0, B A6
MR P 32 17 4% 4% (Run Time Error, RTE) , 17
PR 1 SF- 149 4G 0 EF i) A B0/ i @ FR AT DTSGCC
5 Saturn"™ #H H » Saturn £ Binutils T P 77
R B BE I IR O Ah A2 AT IR ARG % AR 1
RL 1 NPD s FH I 2. 87h A2 47, Bk MK 2518
Bk 7 DTSGCC 74 AT RS 8 3R TR, 5[ 2
P ARG T T LR L T Ak % R

Sge 1WA A R WY B A SCRR P U R
e P I T A R > 40 %6 22 A, T AE B AR
IR ) R o PR A 228 A R v S R A S AR R B
Pk D o PRI R o AR I R 2 1300 A2 AL S TR E
Bk B8 T G 1 08 O 17 S A RS 2 A X A 7 T Y
A (S N i D s . e W R s
BEE AT L g

Jidk 1 AR U R 0 ] I B 428 i U 39

i binutils, openssl,

5 Bl o O 1 AL
Fk 2. HPE TR YR A T BR G A &
SRR INFE 4 PR,
®4 WHTHRER2
i ]/ WA RT/MB 4 b IO
FiEl 13.29 275 37
k2 11.73 347 55

Jrik 1 RTTE 2 BARKE I RCR AR T 13% . (H
WAE b BRI T 20. 75 %, B 7 v 1 6 46 D 5
T bl N A B T AT 2 D S R
LR 1R IR B AT 4 R R BT B LAY - A
UORZSEA R, 73 1 HB 75 5% 3 24 A 5 )
T OCER AR AR A R 5 U0 R o A X B R

PRUSITES ¢ Sk NPPU RN LE S LR RII ]
R ER A A T BRI 1 AR Y U0 R A R 1) T TR T
SCHG 2 13 T A e A W A AR i K Y ik B A
1L AR Ll A ST IR Y A s R JE G AR R n] LA
B0 AT f5E P I AR e o A 0 e e A 28 AR 23 3
PFo Hr R I LK.

5 HHXI{EXTLE

P8 A5 B S5 BT 5 e B N P T R R G ) 451 Ja
B AR H RS R Y AT 4 B AR 5 D
UCIAT — 4% 6 72 1 A6 T XY iy B A8 1 A 0
SLAMM & — A e 72 SO ARG I T L, B 3 F
T ARSRAE S m , FL) 06 IR 25 2 X 2 8 S ) AL g S
oL, 7 22 A A v AN B BB IR S A R J e i B IE
R I AN AT 3K AR I UE AR Y B B R @ v HE R
FH I R B G B A AR S BURE I R 45508
RS AT i SCERL20-21 DR % A2 B 1 4
A VE I A Ry — A R AR L B AR B R BOE AR
BAME A5 BT AR 38 T 29 30K i B R 1T R
A A P AR W 38 3 A5 5 PRAT RS ] 1 O 2 A il
TR P B b6 o AH A 2 T 7 v 24 SR A I e A B 1) 2 )7
T SO % B R LV AE Y TR . A5 R A T vk R AR
% e AR P R 2 U i HL B R N B 1Y B AT
IRBE AT AL, 3 A BRI T A R TR R A ke 5 A T
eI R P TR T KA A A HE SR Y W S A A HOR
AT DAAR G o fiff e - 3R [] 252

T B0 It a2k A B AR WU 4 BT R AT DA SR
TR 7 v B AN [) B A £ 5L D/ 428 1 T 1 s B A
Wi I R AR BE K. BT A B AR A A I B AR
Y ERESE G T AWE / S N ) e i R R RS e
T BE 12 R 0 B 5K Mg (partial path-sensitive) ;
(1) A 45 1l 0T 42 ) Y 10 A 71 0 R AT 80808 Wt & 0
(2) 3 3 B A% P IR R 43 A B Lk AN Ak AR 1 i B s
Tif k. W 1 SRR e ESP B R 4K ESC
I/ T e ) B AR U R 2 R S D T A
3 o AR ARG I 1) S MRS B3 IRy AT A SR
SAE D BRI JE MR S R AR P AT A S OIRAS 1) 1Y 56
WO R I8 I T HEBR AS 1T 35 3% 42 o 32 5 B0 O
ST RS EE L HOR B Z AL TE T B RS A T g 2

@ http://www. astree. ens. fr/

@ TR AR i B A DU 19 56 T AR [R] Binutils T2
A RSAS AN T o 220 0 2050 2% o H AN g L s 2 e AT 1 L 5 )
KTHMMEESR.
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PR e 20 SR St O A )y ks 4 IR SR JEE T 5 1111

A Y T TR O B B AR B T AL U B IR R L T AR
SCHT IR BE T U0 | R 28 I SR g w] LAAR 4 U0 1 o )
FOECHE I 4 A 45 R 8h S A4 L. Dhurjati 58 MY X
ESP rp 3RS R et 7 2k ARORS 3o 7 b 5 R
RS A I J0) I 900 88 40 < 5t A sl A 1 OC B I
R I v DR R R SCHR L3 SR T 72 8 i ik
SIUE R R R S AR R A 1 Rl S
AR [ oBR 2 IR 285 2% Rl A B AR R AR AR S0
SCHRL3-4 JAH F o HB 2 A7 e 48 b 0f 428 i) Y15 19 i i
FHIRA G IF A SCERE3 107 12 SRR 388 ke b AR 25 02 15 AH
[F] Sk AT RS B I A AT RE T B0 B B AH O Y 6 A2
B RN R IS AR S I U)o DR 0 s 7 VIR 2
A DL A AT IR A I 5 STk L4 1R TG 15 AR K
SRR o ke o A 1) 5 L L SRR S B R R g
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Background

In recent years, program analysis techniques have been
used to build tools for partial verification. The programmer
provides a description of a temporal safety property written
as a finite state machine. An analysis tool then tracks the
state of the property FSM through a program. If the error
state is never reached. the program obeys the safety proper-
ty, or there reports an error.

Previous work on partial verification was focused on
path-sensitive analysis methods. These methods are accurate
enough for verification because they are able to reason about
branch correlations, which is usually necessary to control the
number of false error reports generated during verification.
However, the cost of path-sensitivity has limited the applica-
bility of these methods to large programs.

The authors present a new program slicing algorithm for
path-sensitive defect detection. The slice criteria consists of
defect feature and path condition, and slice the source pro-
gram by the inclusion relation between the CFG dataflow in-

formation and slice criteria. The sliced program not only
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slices the defect irrespective codes, but also is totally equiva-
lent to the original program, which improves the efficiency.
In order to further reduce the false positives of path-sensitive
analysis, the authors present a refined state-merging strategy
to diminish the accuracy loss, which selectively merges the
defect states by adding path condition into state attribute.
The authors have implemented the technique in DTSGCC
(Defect Testing System for GCC), a software defect detec-
tion tool for GCC projects in Linux. The authors apply DTS-
GCC to validate plenty of GCC open source projects. The ex-
perience suggests that applying the technique to path-sensi-
tive defect detecting analysis improves the efficiency, and at
the same time reduce potential false positives.
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