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Abstract The existence of infeasible paths causes a waste of test resources in software testing.
Detecting these infeasible paths effectively can save test resources and improve test efficiency. Since
the correlation of different conditional statements is the main reason of causing infeasible paths of a
program and it costs effort for attempting to cover these paths which are never executed during
software testing, the determination of branch correlations plays an important role in detecting
infeasible paths. The paper proposes a new approach for detecting the infeasible paths based on
association analysis and data flow analysis. Firstly, it builds the data-sets that reflect the static
dependencies and the dynamic execution information of conditional statements by combining static
analysis with dynamic analysis; then, with two types of branch correlations (called A-B correlation
and B-B correlation) defined, it determines the branch correlations respectively with two introduced
algorithms which are based on association analysis and data flow analysis; finally, it detects the
infeasible paths in accordance with the obtained and refined branch correlations. The paper applies the
proposed approach to some benchmarks programs and industry programs to validate its efficiency and
effectiveness. The experimental results indicate that our approach can detect infeasible paths

accurately and improve the efficiency of software testing.

Key words software testing; infeasible paths; branch correlations; association analysis; data flow
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A SCHY EZ TRk R

D) $& 1T —Fh 3h i A 45 G 0 AT 3k B AR A T
TP A AR T WA S S M AL

2) PEH T — o SO SR S T 1 R o3 SO
SESY Sl B-B A SEEFT A-B AR XM 1 SE F Bk
SrHT IO L AR B-B AR G AR B R 7R i Bk Ak B A
PR S BAET HT ORI AL A-B AR et A5 B
Fe 1N AT A AR R ARG K 5

3) SEEBIE 1A ST A AL TE.

1 &R

TEST AN AT 3K B A B ARSI 7 v Z i AR 1 B ok
25 WY AN AT B AR R O BB 0 A AH DG B — BB BE AR 7

E X 1. AL 45 6l 3 E Ccontrol flow graph,
CFG) &M it ) B AT I — Fh BB AL &7 AT
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Ferbif A R O R s MRFFRIA DT S/
TP 0y R
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il AR IZ R DG R TR L —BR L s AR A 45
WA, P AT B =0 (NLE, ) Rk, Hip E=
{Gdom(n;) yn) |n, € N—{s}}.

E X 4. =58 3 F (main trunk of predominator
tree, MTPRT). ZE42 A v o 09 5 R LA 4 1)
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)T A A 2 S e n LS IR n, m, E
WS iE ne=iimp(n;).

EM 6. 285 B (postdominator tree, POT).
1E CFG L BR f Ah HAWAT o] 5 s AR — A HL 4 2R
M IZ A S ORI — AR EL AR
HER. EEW AT =0 (NLE, )RR, Hr,
E={Gimpn,)n) | m,EN—{f}}.

EX 7. PERA LR T CFG H gy
Mon AR 0 G fHES 0, 78 CEG X Y
2SR RN IR R S B A U s N
2D

EX 8. Mz, AN CFG i) — A AT 7 41
path=(ny sny s+ n,) , o m HPERBEKE, (n;,
) EEG=1.2,.m— 1), % n=s,n,=f, N
path K — 5588 BEAE AR SR T IR 1Y AR 1 Ol 58
PEAR. AT AE — 21 o A KO 1E AT AR T RE U IR AR
path /AT parh Jg Al 3k pEAE /W parh g AWl
K BEAR.

EX 9. 4y AN & n Ry oy SCHI W B4, S
HIERE L HLY 5 € Sys, —n % S A0 BRI
FU SRSy 3 AR n 5 S AT 43 A S bk AR
i S i ARy 2R RL, 4 SOM PR R 43O B-B A C
A A-B AH G,

1) B-BAHSCHE. 3 n, Flon; J& 2 4> 43 3CH W7 i

A IEH ny oy 2% 0, B N B CT) o, B
WA E R B CT) L MFR (s on ) T—T B9 B-B ARG

int P (int a, int &) {
ny:  inte=0;
ng: intd=-1;
ny:  if (e==0){

Ny d=c;
ns: if (d=0){
ng: while (a!=b) {
ny: if (a==b) {
ng: a=0;
}else {

ng: a=b;
no* }

}
e

} else

nyg: a=c;
ny3:  returnas )

(a) Source code

(b) Control flow graph

Fig. 1
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PE AR RR AL B-B A OCHE Y A-B A DG M FR 4l
A-B G

EX 10, Mo FBEAR. BT T AETE h 2 1154
PRI o R T R O o 5 - B A . KR A 7= A o 2 1) i
AIZRAL, A3 Ry BB R TR AR A-B T ER AR,

1) BB T HA&E. & n, fon, & 2 A5 32 H
Wi 4], B (g o ) T—>T (s T—F) (% B-B A6
P 0 (T >0, (F) (8% 7, (T)—>n, (TO) # i B-B
WR T BAL FRE IR (nyon) A F>T (8 F>F)
B B-B A U n, (F) =0, (F) (5 n, (F)—n,; (T))
B B-B #1258 1 i 4%,

2) A-B TR, B n oy 3CHI B A As
SR B A L IR (Ag ) BA &> T (i & —>F)
(9 A-B AHEHE ] As—>n(F) (8% As—>n(T)) ¥ 1%,
A-B 5T (AR,

R T ST O b B AR L AR A, T a1
JIT 7R 0 461 = 325 A7 ELAAR g 150

(c) Predominator tree (d) Postdominator tree

An example P.
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JPI AR AT B4R parh i 1 50 W] 3K %
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s BT RRAEIE A oy AR5 A] ny HiHH c==0 B
BEM T Wk, G any) BA & T 1 A-B A
PEIZ A-B A CPE R e §% 46 v B-B AR O, H
(nyon) BA &—T 4l A-B A MM ny—n, (F)
M BE 1 2% A-B w55 42,

TEX 11, SCHLHLIN Y. 4558 .

@ Wi EAE (Gitemset) : T= {7, iy .11, )3

@ AE S MKW F 5 5% D, b, A3 55
TS &1 k= 74 Bl e TSI

© B 55 X B ME— 1 35 55 bR IR AT TID;

@ X, Y m2AmE,®H XCI,YCI, 3 H XN
Y =, W] SR R0 iy 2 1ok =X

X=Y[support,confidence],
Horb B X=Y Fe s 55484 D thlior . X
Wi wy A, Y S B S AR, support
confidence 53 K™ X =Y B 3CHF B FE 7 . L
LSRR D h s X UY BOMEE; B AE
D E X RS EE A E Y R, B
AR,

R /NS FRBE (min_sup port) T /N BAZ B
(min_con fidence) B O KL I Fx Ay 5 OC 3¢ AR 0. fpe
/NS AR FE B /N AR T BEE L LAk L SCHREE S /N
T dme /N SRR BE I AR BR Ry A B T4

2 AEEBREFEWNTTE

AR T — S ALk AR 9 B S T 1.
D& 5 EASo0 Hr A0 8l 25 0 A+ 4 Sl Bk 4% 53 S H
TR RS HOOC 2R RN 3 S AT 15 B A B 4 5 2)
I OCIAAT e BB A SC PR MR B AR M SRk
) B 0 o3 B BOR B E 210 A-B A SCHE(R B 53 R
it 53 SCAR A I A Al 35 B AR
2.1 REER

AN]SR ARG I 7 ¥ 43 3 A B B s O AL
P gk s O E 73 ST G s QKA T A B A, R GE
BRI 2 Fros

@ Construction of
Data-sets

Branch Node
Sequence Set

Data-sets

Association Analysis

B-B Correlations

A
—>| Data Flow Analysis

A-B Correlations
A
Detection of
Infeasible Paths
Fig. 2 Framework of our method.
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® Detection of
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2.2 HiEEMME

TEATT op JATTA FH 2l 3 A5 AR 45 & 7Y 07 125 %5 IR
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KRB EIATE D EE .
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Vu €U, R38R, il i JDI(Java
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s TR AT A AFAEHE T 1 n A EAT
I 4 SECHC i RE AL, B3 BT A 08 0 ST AR BRAT . A
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TR IE AT R, Q2R AR REAE A w0, Th Y B A 40
ST AR RAT RS B0 D) 25 ek il R D7 1 3 I e
FRE Y 7 DI AT A R O & A XS e HEAT
F-sh .

M B BEE R T 52 56 85 RAF TR — € W52
A G R AT BB AN — 7 23 3 8 N AT 3k AR A 4G U
G HE o E 2 B8RS DN ) 52 4% B8 o R /N I D 2 e A A
UK J3E 3 s A AR A 15 B0 Y Az AR SO M
F BRI 43 3T R A T SRS R S A S EO
BT BEE S BEF HN T 3 3O RN EOE 2L B A
SHOABOR kW GETH R B X2

H T B BRE B R AL SR IF 4B 4%
T RER. Y €U, 00 4R f A AHE 1
B e, HA 43 S AR O] CTED o DT A5 2 41t A 1B
L X IV 08 43 35 s BB 51 oy o MR I 2 HE L AR M M
AR A9 20 S99 B B 4R o0, 1 R AR AR
B H b T PR X T PR U 2 R BR A L AT
PR ) FE AT BSOS B 3 3 I 1 5% H B AT I i

N1 9N s

@ http://www. sable. mcgill. ca/soot
@ http://[www. doc. ic. ac. uk/csg-old/java/jdk6docs/jdk/api/jpda/jdi

WAE TGO, ey 31 FUTF AR U K5 38— A4 32
T RBE A ERES VL ED

V="{vi v, 0 =Hpusprsapivd s

{Porspozssssspomb s s{paspinsspimt}s

Horp, py 2 SRR f ATIREAE 1 0w, P& 0 S0
FBUE A py A TR A T/T.

I3 3 R BUME R A A B AR OB Bk 1
7N 1 SR T ) sk ) O 45 4 d A SR Ok S B
Je N T SRR X 5 R 32 B i R 8
A7 39 1) 19 38 g 23 A 08 3 9 351 Analyze X4
B39 A B 19 R GHEAT 23 BT (AT @ ~ @) 22 X 45 i g
FF BT R P 58 R . AT A ) i B A
KRB 3 30 s AV 5 AL IeE UUT
O~®). Yu, €U I AT - 07w PAEEA
TR PATAE B e A AT 3257 51 1 43 35 Ui
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Function:GetCSValue(TP,PRT)

FA RPN Y TP Ry i3 IR PRT

i th 2 23 S BB A V.

O V=;

@ U=

@ =13

@ do

®  I=c;

©® c¢=c. PRTParentNode;

@ Analyze(c,D);

while (¢. PRTParentNode! =NULL) ;

© for (each u;€U) do

@ for (int j=1;;<<M;;j++) do

@ TP fiy A S5l AL A 50— A A A X
TV i € wyomy B TIZAE AT 5

@ ISR A3 3T R BUE T 5 ;5

®) v;=v;Upis

@  end for

® V=VUus;

end for

@ return V.

procedure Analyze(PRTNode ¢,PRTNode 1)
@® for (each n, € c. PRTChildNodes) do

@ if (n;==10) then return;

else if (¢ is a loop node) then
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InputUCc. number, True) ;
Analyze(n; ,NULL) ;
else if (¢ is a branch node) then
InputU(c. number ,False) ;
Analyze(n; , NULL) ;
else return;
end if
end for
Ry 3 RIBEI P IR E S V Z 50 H
HEAT KBRS AT ZHT . V0, € VT 2 o, B fie Ry SCHK
SRR EUEEE. Vv € VL 3 T I 0 o # 1k
NEAEE D, HD
V= AP Pizsrtts P} = {1 (T)omy (F) 5 eeey
e (T ) s (F) wmyy CT) s oveymy (T )y eeey
{(n (T snpy (T 5 eeeuny ()} ) &

SESNSESESRSHS)

No. | n; n;y ;.
1 T F T
D,=| 2 F T T |,

M| T | T/|- | F

E

0TS,
(g s s sng y SIT={i iy s s ).
2.3 SXHEXERHE
AN B S B SR HR o M R X Bl 5 24T
Br i€ 6 & O B-B A CPELE N Y B-B AH M, R
J5 R P ESCHE  r A O7 kL JR A5 S BB AR SCHEDR B
2 2l A-B A OCHEAE B
2.3. 1 FETF IR/ HT Y B-B A OCHE B E
AR50 A AR R AT ST 3 A DT A E L O
B-B M CHEENE BB A CHEEE. VD, €D, Bk
MEHEEE D; o4& BeA 5950 B4 L SR )5 FE
TR 7 Az i S IR U AT XoF A% Gt 1 ik S 1B L U AR
WY HEAT T e L 3R G 2R B TE FH I B OG Bk R
D) A 3E T BB AR OGP Y 8 0 L DT 4 e B
T YRR TFIRS
X D, #E AT KB O3 M Z i R E min _
support fl min_confidence, 2 {H ¥ B B 5 W15
#) B-B AHOCHESR B A T SE MR IE #3455 B-B A
KAL) 5E RN R 4

min_support:% Y%= 1]8[0 %

min_confidence=100%.

Hoip  min_support € (0,%%},%%%@%7{ D,

B L 2 A F BT 1015 0
UERR I 2 3K min_support W) & L2 min_support=

NV 2 min_support B (7 % 100% | iy
B TR 25| & e 4k 115 2.

1 N D; w4k BT A 9 A B 4R

B D: rf T A I 2 SR R T4 T
min_support BN EIE, DL 2-Ti4E {(n,=T,n,=F}
H ) H SR

support({n,=T,n;=F})=
prob({n,=T)U{n,=F}). (D

FATR A FP-Growth"** 5 3 X # 4 4 ik 47 4
Br. FP-Growth 5536 R I 4336 #0907 15, 1 56 132 UEL
PE4E D, 8 4 % 1-Ti4E K FP-Tree; 8% J5 % FP-
Tree 43 fift i — 26 55 {4 #85 = 3E (conditional pattern
base, CPB) Ui B3 1 FP-Tree "7 {9 BT 47 15 i AH 5E
BARMES)  HA CPB AL L AN 1T 4 A0 OCHK
HRAE CPB 44 3 H AR B 1 45 41 FP-trees fie J5 2K JH i I
T I3 R 33X B8 26 1 FP-tree FEATHZ 4 . AT A4 3 BT
AW ETAE F(D; smin_sup port).

2) HBEIIUAR e A R S

FIH b — 2215 B B 4E F(D; smin_sup port)
FEHEEGERTET min_confidence BN, LA
FIEn, =T, =F )} R0 B AR 2, =T=>
n=F, B FEER

confidence({n,=T}=>{n,=F})=

prob({n,=T} U {n,=F})
prob({n,=T})

FEAL G B b, G SR — RO A KT
T min_con fidence, WIZ I Sy 5 JCIE LI, A< 3¢
WU T AE GRS R AR T T 45 43 S W R ) Y R
UGS B S RIL A2 A Az BT 1Y 8 0GB
B, A 5E BB A SC M 0 i Bk IS
BRI

1) V FEF(D,;,min_support) , ;=4 f BIFH
14

D XTI EETE g AN g=>
(f— W 35

O (f—PHTRNE card(f—g)=1;

@ Vg €g. V(g€ (f—g) NELE(S—

pre
gl — g3

(2

. prob(f)
@ confidence (g=> (f — g)) = i::b({g[) -

support(f) ~

min_con fidence.
support(g)~ -
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WL g= Cf—g)  “A I S AL 7.
I A — S U B T G HR A B Y BB
AR DG 1 Bt o 2o AR

Bl 2. A& 3Ca) firzn . D; o B3R Kl 4 L

pre

o, ——n. D, PR S B ECKH 4, AT 13 min _
support=25% ymin_con fidence=100%.

Header Table
No. | ™1 | ™ Item | Head of Node-Links
1 T F My=E[ e e e e e e e e s S e ng=T:3
b= [ [F 1] [ BN ey e ey
3 F T m=F| Tty n=F:2
4 T T n=F| = —---——d i n4=F:1|
@ D (b) FP-tree of D;
Fig. 3 D, and FP-Tree of D;.
K 3 D; JH FP-Tree

TS A D, AT 43 HT . 4R R SRR R T A
T 2506 AT B A EHL D, # 3E WE 3 (b) fF R 1
FP-Tree.

X} FP-Tree #47 SCHE 43 M7 o I 45 2] 3 H5F B2 KT
T 25T A I B4 F(D,,25%) , ingk 1 Ui

Table 1 Frequent Itemsets F(D;,25%)
F1 D WEBEMEHEF(D;,25%)
Ttem CPB Conditional FP-tree  Frequent Itemset
{mi=T.n,=F
=F =T:1 =T:1 =F
ny {(m D {Gn D [y suppori—25%)
{nmyi=T,nm=F
=F {(n=T:2) (ny=T:2) =F
n {(ny b {(ny }n spport—50%)
=T,m;=T
W=T (=T} (u=T:D}m=1 " Tm

support=25%}

WRIG . F(D,,25%) 75 A B AS E =100 % ) %
B, n] LI A3 2] 3 S B . n, = F = ny
T[25%,100% |.n, =F=n,=T[50%,100% ]. B T

TERRGIE R 0, —n ARG 0, X,
FE BB S PR I 7 75 30 54 5 G MU o LAy = F
=n, = T[50% . 100 % ] 45 J i 0 5 196 10 000 . AR 4
P T LS () on ) F—>T 9 B-B M.
2.3.2 FEFHEIRW A4 A-B A M W 0

TEAMT BB A S VE 5 A SR bk o — 25
AR T 3 AR G A JEE ) B R 43 BT R
SEAl A-B MG B gl A-B ORGP (S B AR
VNG E 2 FR. Bk 2 B St R AE A A B G I
HLIN S5 T 4 vt B B 40 S B R — 4 BT
AT @~ @) - FEBUSY 32 4 Wi ) v #5760 78
Fr R VB 20 BT 1 R 20 7 % A 0 T P R 2
T TR R S A % 5 5| B0 A i1 5 (LS (F7 ©) ~
@) 25 A 5 75 A 24 BT 0 (6 00 ol 4% AL 2
Y75, 2 AR B T ) A 5 4 S W O ) 2 ) SR A T
4l A-B A (T ~®).

Bk 2. 40 A-B A MR IUR k.

Function GetABCorrelation(TP ,MTPRT,ARList)

A FFNAERF TP.TP iy §I# 3=+ MTPRT .,
AR OCHR AN 4L ARList;

Wy .4l A-B AHCPE4E A-BeorrelationsList.

D A-BcorrelationsList =)

@ CSList="TP Wi Fr Ay o L FIWiE A 4R 5

@ NCSList=ARList 4% J5 W4 H 2 1 47

ARG
@ for (each ¢; € CSList) do

® if (¢; ¢ NCSList) then

@) referencelocalList=c; 5| 7L & ;

@D ancestorList=MTPRT ¢, By#H.5¢;

® int flag=1;

©) for (each r; € referencelocallist) do

() DataFlowAnalysis(r; sancestorList) ;

a if(VIsFixedValue(r;)) then

@ Slag=0;

® break;

o) end if

® end for

® if (flag==1) then

() A-BcorrelationsList = A-Bcorrelations-
List U {ancestorList—c; (outcome) } ;

® end if

©  endif

0 end for

@ return A-BcorrelationsList.
NGBy 2 ES: ok ol

AT AR A5 2 19 53 SO OCHE AR B E vl 5% 1

A2 o DT ARG I 2 P b 9 AN A 58 B A, Horp AR 8 BB

FRPER B E B-B mige 7 g% 40 MR Y6 2l A-B H&

RIS B2 A-B w1 B A2

2.4



FEUNIA 4« He T 0 SO SR 2 AT S T s AR A T 7

1079

1) BB FEEAAMEE. & o fln, ERT
H 2 A5 SR A AR 0t GG 43 B ) A B
(n;yn ) T—>TE T—F) WA, U 7, (T)—>n;
(F) (8 n; (T)—>n; CT)O M B-B w98 F 42 5 WA
Ry on)H F=T @ F=F) A &M, ) », (F)
=, (F) (5 n, (F)—n, (T B-B w5 T 5 7%,

2) A-B & TR R0 E . B n R o S KT
A As IR TE A4 L A SR 28 5 BOHE I 4 b O A
(As.m) B & —T s & —F M &k, N As—
n(F)a As—>n (T A-B #h 5+ #12.

EMBINASK BB R TFBRE D, TS
X6 U EURTCH th % 7 A2 rTARSE 3 A R0
A7 3 -

FU 1. 0 )5 W8 T AR MO ). 3, (T —
7, (T 5 n,(T)—>n,; (F)R 2 4 BB wh &7 %4z, H
n, 5 n; RIBEAE T 2450 305 sUF 50 AR 2
ST B R OF JE W R T B AR IR X 2 R T AR
LR 5 R 2 (F)—>n, (T) 5 0, (F)—n; (F)
K2 % BB WETFEEIFH 0 50, FIAAET
LAy AT RS R AR B

M 2. J04 w5 BE AR MR . 25 n, (F) —
n (F) 5 0, (F) yn, (T)—>n, (F)Jy 2 4 B-B W& F i
s B AT AR T L S 3 R I S e 0 S T 3k K A2 TR
FEA AT DL i A D ke PRI AR e (F) sy (T) —
n; (F) X 5 BRAR N TUAR I v 58 1 BE A% L 9T SLAN B

M 3. JCH vp & F AR MR . % n, B ng
B2 H o S, RIBRIEET 240 2
SR FRAT R X S R B A 42 A id h BNS. 35 1E
BNS HfE1E 2 55457 31 T as b B AFTE 1 55 B
B % F8EAR n, (T)—>n; (T), % 1P 58 7 B% 4% 7l 3l
3BT a 15 8], 0 AR 0 A3 5], AR 2, (T)—>n, (T)
X T AR R TC W vh 8 B AR L IE R L B

B 5 0 28 F- B AR S AR Al R T 3K A AR T R D)
G R AN T SR AR

ST 3K B ARG I KLU < X AT ] — SR A L A 14
AL P2 T AR BN R AT IR B AR

TEAS AT 38 B A8 1 G 00 o R s 43 SR oG M A
SE A TR b4 3T SR AT AR OO A Y
B 2 BE ML A 5 P 43 S A BT I O
A — i W BEALYE T SR, B AL B (04 4l B R 25 5
M) A S A D A5 SR 5 5. A SR AR B ot £
I IS R B 500 B A 4 T R MRS T 25 2 A e {H R 5
B2 5 22 05 Bl AL A BRI Ay A B 2o/ e SR 4R
BOHE A 4T PR U AT B8 7 AR R ARORT R iR I O G

AR A 2 AR KBRS 45 /0. O T 35 B ER A 1Y 1 4 R
FeA e BEAL AR B B AR i A K B AT 30 (i 8
P A A5 L P 0 K 08 O O 4 SRR A 7 il A\ R
(1485 A DI B X AT 8 2 2 B RE AN 52 8 B S 0 . T
YA S R R SRR T 5 — A 30 e B
SR /NI A SR BN A5 T AR AT A B RDE X 4%
o3 SCHIWE ] v i 2% 3k 3 il o XA R U7 vk
T4 i A R 1 55 B AR B S L R AT fiE
e AR A1 il A0 AN 25 4687 5 B0 4T T 41 ) T

3 % L

J T VAS A SCH) 7 s B e — A S AT T
BE SR JE R T 5 A ERRE A 5 AN IR H AR
SR IR X SR G R e A S ] 3k AR
3.1 LBISH

PAFR I PRy (5104 56 TE A SC7 ik 1 A R0k S /4
() ~4(d) 431 g Py JEA D | 45 il O 1l B L 4 ol

A1 B B-B ARG, XF PB4 A
AR K2 2 A AR AR AT 48 2R, T AR B 4 SN ST B 4R
U="{{9; 47, s75 s 710 s 717 } 5 4 7y 97 s 710 s 1s s 717 ) ) » P’
()5 A ] 5 K Cas check) s FE B A [ — 350,350 ] X
[T, F P9 Bl AL A0 AR 78 00 i) o, 35 8 il AR (B 0 20 B
M= 128. 7& il £ {5 /9 0 AT AT R 7, 43 o0 45 3]
wisuy XN EHESE Dy, D, SR G 0% Dy LD, it
FTRBE M. T A5 3 3 2 RISk 3 BRI 3 A4 .

PR 2. W ai A-B A G, X R 7E 5 T4
B AR 43 S B W IR A g BEAT AT 3 AD s RS
ARy = R B R AR 3BT s—>ns 0] = B EE
5L AT R R A TE By B o0, HARIEA] g R 2 fH
EEFLHEI,({ nyany ) .ny) B &—T ) A-B 4

IR 3. W th R AR YRR 2 KR 3
B-B tHKE(E B T3 8187 P/ B-B i % 1 %
PR AR B, SR 5 AR i 2 - B AR 100 I 03 R U % B-B ot
R FEARHEATIN U, e A AT B A0 3R 4 PR G B-B
TR, Lh ns (ng) = nyy (nag) W, B ns 00y, 2
2 ANY SFIREA] sng H ns BIELAY S ans K n O AR
3N Gns s ) T—T WA, BT 2L ns (T
—n (F)JE 1 %% B-B 0 5& ¥ B 4. b8 7 B A2 0
WL AR .

1) MR I vh 58 7 4. IR AE wy 1 (nysmy)
A T—T BN BAE w T Gy on ) A T—F fIAH
Fetk LA ny (T) =0, (B)Fl g (T) >, (T2 2 5
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void P'(int a, boolean check) {
ny:  intflag=1;
ny: intz=flag;
ny:  if (z==1){

ny: if (check) {
ns: if (a>0)
ng: flag=1;

else
ny: flag=0;
ng: }

else {

ng: flag=0;
no: if (check)
ny: a=1;

else
ni: a=-1;
nmas: }
nyy: if (flag==1)
nis: check=F;

else
nig: check=T;
nig: if (a<0)
ng: check=F;
nig: }
else

N0t Z4++5 }

(a) Source code
Fig. 4
4
B-B R F A2, BT ns o0y FIBAET v Al w,
o BRI 2 4% AR R OF & 1) S T I AR L AT
53 » At 0 24 A e 5 5~ B A28 M) 63k D7 12 A ).
2) MBI AT MR F IS, HNTE s F (nyyny0)
H T—F WM L, (nyny s mo) F TF—>F BY4H %
PELITLL s (T =010 (T) 5 0, (T) g (F) =y (T)
2 4 BB bR T AR B TARAT A LA 0y (T,
ny (F) =y CTO A H A (9 AN RT3 16 A% [R] A b mT LA
B ns (T =m0 CTO AN R BRI s (T my (F)—
n1o CT) R TUAR ) W 58 - A2 o 4 D B3, G At gt 285 75
58 1 B AR N I T v AH TR
3) MR G o 5 F AR n 5 oy AR E T
w M, L EATE w W (s ) T—F (ARG
PEL LA nyy (T —>myp (T) & 1 45 B-B %€ 1 B 42,
HizmETFHBAEANEET w 58, B 2, (T)—>
niy (T 2 6 I w58 B AR O O BR. Al 48 A-B
A ny oy =, CO AR E] 5y yny >y (o) & 1 55
A-B & F B4R 3R 5 K.

(b) Control flow graph

w4l P’

An example P’.

(d) Postdominator tree

Table 2 B-B Correlations in u,

*r2

u, B B-BHEXERER

Branch Nodes

Correlations[ sup port ,con fidence]

(ngsny)

(ns sn14)

(7!3 ,71]7)

(n1g smi7)

(713 s M5 57114 )

(ns s 15 17117)

(ngynig,m17)

(nysns sn14)

(ny yns5 sn17)

(g smig smiz)

T—>T[100%,100%]

T—T[57.
F—>F[42.

T—>F[57.
F—>T[42.

T—>F[57.
F—>T[42.

TT—T[57

TT—~F[57

TT—>F[57.
TF—>T[42.

1%,100%]
9% ,100% ]
1%,100% ]
9% ,100% ]
1%,100% ]
9% ,100% ]

L 1%,100% ]
TF—~F[42.

TT—F[57.
TF—~T[42.
TT—F[57.
TF—~T[42.
TT—T[57.
TF—~F[42.

9% .,100% ]
1%,100% ]
9% ,100% ]
1%,100% ]
9%,100% ]
1%.100% ]
9% ,100% ]

.1%.,100% ]
TF—>T[42.

9%,100% ]

1%,100% ]
9% ,100%]
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Continued (Table 2)

Branch Nodes

Correlations[ sup port ,con fidence]

(n5 sn14 sn17)

(ng sny sm5 sm14)

(ng ony sms sn17)

(ng ong smyg smi7)

(nz yn5 014 sm17)

(g sms smiy sn17)

(ng sny ams5 sm14 s717)

TT—F[57.1%.100% ]
FF—T[42.9%,100% ]
TTT—>T[57.1%.,100% ]
TTF—>F[42.9%,100% ]

TTT—>F[57.1%,100% ]
TTF>T[42.9%.100% ]

TTT—F[57.1%,100%]
TTF—>T[42.9%.100%]

TTT—>F[57.1%,100% ]
TFF—>T[42. 9% .100% ]
TTT—>F[57.1%.,100%]
TFF—>T[42.9%,100%]

TTTT—>F[57.1%.,100% ]
TTFF—~>T[42.9%,100% ]

Table 4 B-B Conflicting Subpaths of P’
4 PHEBBHARFHEE

B-B

B-B

ns (ng ) —>ny1y (n15)
ns (n7)—>ny7 (nyg)
ng (ng)—>nyy (nys)
ny (ng)—>nyy (n15)
n10 (n12) =17 (nag)
ns (7’17)97111 (711;,)

ni4 (i) —>ni7 (niy)

ns (714 )—=>n17 (n1g)
ny (ng)—>ny7 (nyg)
713(71(,)971\7(77“&)
ns () —>n1o (n11)
ny (ng ) —>nyo (ny1)

nio (7112 )4’711 1 (711:, )

Table 3 B-B Correlations in u,

x3

w, 7 B-BHHXEER

Branch Nodes

Correlations[ sup port ,con fidence]

(ngsny)
(n3 sm10)
(ng sniy)
(713 ,7117)
(ny sm10)
(ny sn1g)
(711 97117)
(n10 y114)
(1o sm7)
(n1g sm17)
(n3 snq s110)
(3 yny sniy)
(ng ong smi7)
(n3 sm10 sn14)
(n3 sn10 s117)
(773 WMy ,Vl|7)
(ny snyg sniy)
(ny sn10 sn17)
(711 s M4 77117)
(7110 s M1y -7117)
(nz sny sm10 sn11)
(n3 sny sn10 s717)
(ngsmy sn1g sn17)
(n3 ym10 5114 5717)

(ny smig smig smi7)

(ngsmy snio sy sn17)

T—>F[100% ,100% ]
T—F[100%,100%]
T—>F[100%.100% ]
T—>T[100%,100% ]
F—~F[100%,100%]
F—>F[100%,100% ]
F—~T[100%.100% ]
F—F[100%.100%]
F—>T[100%.,100%]
F—~T[100%.100% ]
TF—~F[100% ,100% ]
TF—>F[100%,100% ]
TF—>T[100%,100% ]
TF—~F[100% ,100% ]
TF—>T[100% .100% ]
TF—>T[100% .100% ]
FF—>F[100%,100% ]
FF—>T[100% ,100% ]
FF—>T[100%,100% ]
FF—>T[100%,100% ]
TFF—~>F[100%.,100% ]
TFF—>T[100% ,100%]
TFF—>T[100%,100% ]
TFF—~>T[100%,100% ]
FFF—>T[100% ,100%]

TFFF—T[100% ,100% ]

Table 5 A-B Conflicting Subpaths of P’
x5 PHABHRFERZ

A-B

ny sny—>n3 (nzp)

IR A, KR AT IR BT, IR 2 4 AIFE 5 Sk
M P/ R SE AR A PR 17 e p 3 14 4

AR ERAR ] po o). 2l an T

b = (S5 57y 5 My 5 My 5 M5 5 N 5 Mg s Mig s Mg s Mig s Mg

nig s )3
pr=1C(ssnysmy 13,1,
nig s )3
ps=C(ssmysny 03,0,
s
pi=C(ssnisn 3,1
Mg ’f>;
ps = (ssnisnysm3 51
s
p(S:(S?nl’nZ’nS’n-t

s

Dr=Cssm1 03 s 75 37y s Mg s 111

Mg s My af);

Ds=C(samy 013 s 75 57y s Mg s 111

nmvf);

Do = (S 375 505 5Ny 579 s M1

Mg s M9 ’f);
plO:(.\'snl 97y 9713 47
Mg ef);

pll :(S,nl 919 973 971y

=

Mg s My vf>;
Pre=C(ssm,ny .05,y
Mg 9][);
Dis=C(sam s115 513 514

Nyg 9][)-

p14:(57771 s My s N3 5 My 9]{).

s Mg s Mg s NMyg 9 7M17 5 M3

s Mg s M1y s Myg 9 My7 5 Mg

s Mg s Mg s M5 9 7M17 5 M8

s Mg s M1g s M5 9 7M17 5 Mg

s Mg s M1y s NMyg 9 MM17 5 Mg

9711 9 My 9 M1y 915 9 N7

s 111 s M3 9 M1g 9 M5 9 M7

s 111 s M3 9714 9 M6 5 M7

s M1y 9 M3 971y 5 M6 9 117

s M2 s M3 9 My s N5 5 M7

s M2 s M3 9 My s N5 5 M7

919 97113 971y s M1 s 177

-

-

-
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3.2 HAEBFIBHERSNT

T Bk — 2 B UE AR SCT5 kB A R L S 56
Xt — 2 e fE B e E AT T 20 s AR AR IR 23 SN R
100 96 3 55 PO HT$2 T e 24449 2 19 S2 B B0 n 32 6 e
AN 2% 6 B T RO B ERR 5 B (1~ 3 FID R
A A AR S5 5 (4 51D . N3 6 AT LLFE 2, A ST
VA T LUK 25 2 1 v BT AT AN AT Ok AR Tl ad
i T B 73 Hr ok 8 TIE S 96 45 SR A4 TE R P L 2R A 0 AR S
pReE Rl N BN S o R N BEN X F N a
A R A A T 4117 DL

Table 6 Experimental Results of Benchmark Programs

6 HEBFHNATERERMER

Infeasible Infeasible Paths
Program Paths
Paths Detected
Triangle 10 32 32
Classifier
Fibonacci
5 1 1
Numbers
Leap Yea
eap Year 5 | |
Judgment
Bubble Sort 105 81 81
Binary Search 80 61 61

3.3 FIEDIEXKEHER T

FIH — 2 T PR 5 R A5 R i — 25 DA AR S
(R 5 W A 52 R I v G 0 AN AT 3K BB A58 ) oA A P R
g, X 2L - JE B2 7T L M SIR (software-artifact
infrastructure repository)® T #. 3 tb F2 F # A &
LEUE T3 ER P K, NanoXML & — /)
K XML fi# ¥ 2% » XML-security 25 XML $F#%
2 TR B B m i AR & A2 2% 0 R 45 4. 1k
A ARATHEAR S I 5 Gong (175 1:% Fil Suhendra
(97 AT T A bl Gong 7 2 I 5 B 8K A
FHEE SR By SR 61 (B-B A 6D 135 L 1 1 52 31
AT IR A B G 5 Suhendra T vk H # A 0 SCAH
SRS HT 7 1 3 S A A T {3 ) R 23 S K R i )
Z[8] A [6] 3 S W 1 /) 22 ] 2 75 A7 7 i 58 R A6 U
PRI IR AR, R 7 H A T g AR Y 1S
B3R 8 XTI IR AR By N AT Gk B AR A 45 R L
R 8 IS 2 91 Dy BB AR R B TR A AL 1R O3
B JE T 5803 38 3 S iR A A 0 I A B AR R
SR AR AR 2% 78 40 ) 1) 3 4 7 =X Can e B 5D TR R Y
() S B AR5 56 3 4 S N AT IR B AR A AR SO v
G0 3 (4 A 7] 3K BE AR RS N A3 B A B A AT 3k %

D http://sir. unl. edu/portal/index. html

@ http:/[www. graphviz. org/

PRI AT X . ASC — AR B 5 2 2 KRB AR )
SFARAESRAT 2 A A E AL, T Bl B R Al 6 4

F T i 185 B Soot. GraphViz® % T BT ) 5
PE AR IR AR ¢ 2 25 0 BE 47 ] AL Ak B — &
FEJE LA T Fsh o0 A i) AR & 18 5 1 6 43531
M3 S B S ARG RS 2 A 07 TR AR ST 7
5 HAb 2 MOFEEIEAT T AR

Table 7 Descriptions of Industry Programs
x®7 FEERFER

Number of

. Number of
Program LOC

Classes Chosen Methods
Vector 254 1 5
Red-Black-Tree 334 1 6
NanoXML 7646 24 5
Elevator 934 12 27
XML-security 16 800 143 21

Table 8 Comparison of Results of SIR’s Programs
xS FEERFOAFEBEENERITL

Infeasible Paths Detected

Infeasible

Program Paths Paths Our  Suhendra’s Gong’s
Method Method  Method
Vector 138 72 72 65 72

Red-Black-Tree 35728 24962 24962 14278 17373
NanoXML 7354 3534 3534 2566 2841
Elevator 85184 36257 36257 11892 28914

XML-security 69124 27189 27189 13132 20800

[ Our Method

O Gong’s Method [0 Suhendra’s Method

100 —
= -
S~
& 80}
<
g
& 60
]
3 L
2 40
S
(=1 3
g 20
M

0

Vector NanoXML XML-security
Red-Black-Tree Elevator
Program

Fig. 5 Comparison of branch node coverage of three methods.

5 Jp S e B R L

M 8. K 5 FIK 6 AT LLF B, A SC 5 B A] LIS
W+ v Br A R ATk 42, T Suhendra J7 5 T
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[ Our Method

O Gong’s Method [0 Suhendra’s Method

100

I

80

60

40

20 ¢

Detection Accuracy/%

W

Vector NanoXML XML-security
Red-Black-Tree Elevator
Program

Fig. 6 Comparison of detection accuracy of three methods.

6 ASriA BE LB

FE 43 BT T AE 18 R % 3 S 0 W 3 ) 19 5 el B (S 43
Bt A48 & B 4% AT 0 1 W 0 WA 38 ), B i
AN BEAR G- Hb Kb B A AT 0 B A S50 I R )T R R T
2 HRE A DU S AR e vh B 38 A3 AN AT Ik B AR A3 ST R
B i ARG RS B2 BAR. e R AE 43 M 2 )P Elevator
A} . Suhendra J5 5 KG RS AU AT 32. 8 %. Gong J5 ¥k
O3 3T S E R HE R TR IR X A-B
FHOCPEFEAT 3 87 s ELTE 20 A B-B A G PR, 3% 5 i
T BN HA BB AH G (18 43 3 0 W7 18 A 1 A B0
B RAE AT IR E TR I 2 R 2 T IR 2 1 5 52
I W1 ) TR] B-BAH OGP 5| R A AR AT 3k B AR Rt
TER DA FE 7 T Gong J7 AR X T A SCO7 ¥ IR

g5 L RT IR AN R L ME AR T I SR TR H L AR
SCOTIRAE N T 3K A2 G DN TR AR AT B A R T L
TR b A U S 0 R P e B AN AT GR B AR M ST
S R R/NF 100 Y0 i AR SC U7 kAT R A R RAN
T 2. FRATT A BE ML 3 R B B © R IR il K 0k mT fig
W BB IR, 78 2 2 S8 v A SCO7 38 R T IR R A
T 41 0. A [ 52 % B 5 T o AR A o R e 119 3 )
FHCR N AR SO B [ 52 24 5o O(4AN?) ,Gong
TR E L R O3N?) , Suhendra J5 2 (1 i} 6] 52
ZRBE OC2N?) W A SCH J5 ¥ A I 18] 52 2% B O T 4%
oAt 2 Fpo7vL RS A B A BAR B AR T R — A5
. AT AR SO R — P A R RS I R R AT
TR AR B 5 15 T A R R A D A R

4 MHXIIE

FR AR 22 27 3 0 A Ak B AR A I T e ) iz
WF5E S 0 T TR IR WL 5 EEA RS
R 7 35 A sl AN 5 ik 2 2

1) A A0 75 95 AT 0 Shy e T AR 2% AT 2

P A G 0 7 ¥ R B T 3 SORH O PR A T T v TR R AR
SEAF AT 3 B O T SCHRL3-5 48 I 5 R Aok R
TR AR BRAR 30 2o ) TR 5 R 2 R A A R ) E B AR
(AT IR M. SR 3X 28 5 v 1Y 5 2% B A vmr » T FL7E Ak
PRAT A B R BT S A5 A 0 R Y B R BB AR 47 M T
e 5 SCHRL6-7 JKe DX T) 330 AR Y T 40 B ¢ 422 1) T 3k e
B2 2 T7 AN BRAR 4 b figp o 25 18 ) v A0 B AR 2
PR E Y H B s Ding 58 Nl A5 5 BT B AR X
£ AR 23 SCEAT 43 B 80T S AN T 3K
PRI 5 1 P A5 NS ol AR Y il 52 U ¥ LR
Fo B MRS A AT 5 38 3 ) W i RS A% A v i
WU Y Rl 115 o 25 0k ) IR B AR 0 ATk R AR 0 S
DG (4 4317 05 1T S Bodik 45 MY 7E 4% G5 i 5080
O3B RIILACT 23 SRR SE A A3 B s AT 4 i A 8 B HE
TS HT RS 2 s Suhendra 55 A 3 5 G 4 T 15 )
H 93 SR 2Z 8] VA () 3 S ) 22 (8] S 75 A TR i 5%
KA AT 3K BEAR . SR 2 327 6 18 53 B A 35 /0 %
3 SV R) B R I L ASCRE 23 BT 0 A8 R EAT R R
AL P TR A0 ) o L322 07 15 AN BB AR 4 b Ak 38U A5 708
P 45 K (1 B2 5 Burhan 55 AUl T #2545 B 4
RS P 18 45 1 R RSN A HE AT 3 BT L B E A AE A
SR B 1A 328 T ARG U AS T 3K [ 4% s Frank™*) X 4% 45
AR B0 DL o0 BT Bk AT T Sk O K T I e X
LELTT IR A5 B AR A s Mu 48 NN R T —Fp
T 1) PRECIA FH O 2R 09 AS AT 3K I A28 A 00 0 3k, 38 ot 3
DIEEISRNEEE MRk € NS RIN I ES L S ¥ TP S
Ao DT S 30 TE ) R K% A AT 3k B AR B A L A
KGN 7 i vh KR T AR 2% 1 T R M ) R I i
O % B B8 v+ T 40 SAH S M R ARG I Ty 12 43 Y
JUE T R A SCHR T — o R T SO OGP )
BT Bl R AR 45 G B AS T 3K B AR A I 7 12 5 S HK A3
B FECHR W 73 B AR 23 SRR SCHEAR B 4R | 1 A i)
IR BRAR IR RS BE L A A% v IR T e A A5 0 3
A A 53 BT 7 12543 3719 i 7 i R AR ) L e AT AL
Wb A B A R R A XA R
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