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Abstract In symbolic execution, constraint solving needs a large proportion of execution time. The
solving time of a constraint differs a lot with respect to the complexity, which happens a lot when
analyzing the programs with complex numerical calculations. Solving more constraints within a
specified time contributes to covering more statements and exploring more paths. Considering this
feature, we propose a solving cost prediction based search strategy for symbolic execution. Based on
the experimental data of constraint solving, we conclude an empirical formula to evaluate the
complexity of constraints, and predict the solving cost of a constraint combined with historical solving
cost data, The formula is used in our strategy to explore the paths with a lower solving cost with a
higher priority. We have implemented our strategy in KLEE, a state-of-art symbolic executor for C,
and carried out the experiments on the randomly selected 12 modules in GNU Scientific Library
(GSL). The experimental results indicate that: in a same period, compared with the existing
strategy, our strategy can explore averagely 24.34% more paths, without sacrificing the statement
coverage; and our strategy can find more bugs. In addition, the time of using our strategy for finding

same bugs decreases 44.43% in average.
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TOARE L S 2R3 2434008 F)sm B, AR B A AL, T A& KB & % e B pr 8 rg, Bl & 3K

i A8 ) B 14 64 B 1) TF 4 P 3 AR T 44, 43%.
KR
REZESES TP311

TS BT — R X RS 8 0 R A T B R
H1 King"™ F 1976 4F 42 H. &5 5 P47 T DL R 55 Hh il
DA% 7 1 % AR 25 1) 5 BRI BEAF 5 PATHOR EEEH T
BRI A AR R T A RRE R ORUES

TERR T4 5 PUAT i B2 oy o A2 25 (6] B 3 A2 7
43 3R] AR 1 0 R R s TR RS AR
(1) B 45 25 )ik w] B AR 095 1. ALt 955 401 T T AR
AP P S A8 R O ) AL R A A IR ) PN B e Ak
MR R FF AR S ) O T RS B B L D A5k
Frrb il R R R A B A RN E ST 20
FRIY 15 /A B A2, A0 95 T BE A 96 8 R (depth-first
search, DFS) MR A K (random state search,
RSS) \FEML %4248 & (random path search, RPS) L)
M 55 B A b 1 R (coverage-optimized search,
COS) A s 2) WA — L8 TARFH XA B AR B AR5
R A% 5 B) 48 R R, 0 4 v AR R ) B R
SREL0 T ) T P (98 AR SR T i AR R AN [ A A
2SI RO AR,

SR AF -5 BUAT b B A 43 3R 3R W 7E 24 SRR il 7
T A 2% S AN T AF 5 AT v AR IR — 358 20 1 8] I
TEFE LY HOR A L. ) n i A 5 P47 T2 KLEE™
Xf Coreutils #1889 A Fp #4775 5 $h A7, Horpok
A T o T I O Al I N G e 95 e S NI
AL B B A2 25 1 (path condition, PC) & 2% i /Y 22
AT BEAR o DA e B5OHC SR Al -4 A 22 B0k L AR/
TR O3 AR B SR T REAE AT S5 BAT v s T ORI A Y
SR I [R]. X5 T 5% B A Bl 8 B R T L L dn Rl
HRERT . b T W MO R B2k ARtk iz &
S ) 24 SRR i T B AR 22 A R R DT T R b
RAFAESE S B . BLA B AT S AT I R N AR AT
PEAR LRI AR A 5 I8 B X — 5, S BT S AT
G3 M 52 2 ds AR e I JC R AR A BR B I [ AR R 2
R P AR NI 20 1 4 5 AT IR R Bs A2 25 Y
AEJJ.

B0 3K A B L o AR SCHRE M T — o B T SR il o A T
M 25 5 47 38 &R (solving cost predication based
search, SCPS) W& , i 18 X 45 5 $AT H 1) 5K A I 4
HEAT 2856 O A e IR Y 1 ) A S R TR T L

FFFPAT ;G RRM s A K she & R;5Q R A

Se e FEOR AR TT B /N B9 B AR DE AT BRAR L DL AT 7R A7 FR
PP I PAY i o 4 3% i A 19 i AR SCAE T IR AT 5 AT
#% KLEE 528l T SCPS, I P AR F EIF R T
S SLUR AR R W] A AR E RN I E AR R
W& AR G AN SCHE g SCPS A 78 4 15 15 ) 7 35
[F] s PR 38 B 2 A L A 4 T 2 R L O RE A8 16 £ 4R
A [7] ke B I 75 22 5T /0 g ek (]

1 BEENABRTH

1.1 HSHITE N

TERE 5 AT AT S (B O 4 53 BT 72 )5 10
ALBIPREPEE 3 MEE D AR5 H S
BRI 2) 240 AY 40 2518 5 ) B R T B3

K12 — AR SRR B RR F . BREL foo O & A 2
ANFRVAF B« Ny X fooO MBGEITRF 5 AT
ARRAE 2 frs. BT R aR IR A state0, Horfr X
MY FomAs s o My WATSE B R true,

int foo(int x, int y)
O {

@ i (x>0

©) YT =3

@  else

® yt=ux;

©®  return y;

@}

Fig. 1 The first program.
B 1 REIEF 1

state
x: X, y:Y
PC:{true}
statel state2
x: X, y:Y x: X, y:Y
PC:{X>0} PC:{X<0}
state3 state4
XX, n¥=-X x: X,y:Y+X
PC:{X >0} PC:{X<0}

Fig. 2 The execution tree of the first program.

K2 R 1 HATR
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FOR A AT L. Y55 AT BT O (>0,
T R 2 ST ) X I 4 0 BR AR AT 4 AR R 2 4
HEAZ S o X R i (e=>0) ) B0 32 R 43 52 AR IX 2
AN]SR L o R L B 43 3 5% A 5 m 3] i R B
T2 ) BEAR 5 A v o SR 5 IR SR i 2 Sk 0 W7 8 114 43 3
AT R L DU B AR i AT AT B 2 th AE il
FEAR I Y BAR A statel RoR, HEEAR KA X >
03 47 I FEAR I SRR A state2 R, HAR &1
h X<C0. 31X 2 S5 B AR R A 70 (T RH L B A 25 1 Sl LY
X FY BBUE, BT LLIX 2 45 BAR #R 0] 47, 16 35 F 3k
AIPHAT H . 2 ZRBEAR 43 BRAT i 15 A) XS LAY then 3R
loelse LRGN ZBRH L E y WIRERE
SRR Y—X fY+X.

MR AR A AT 23 AR R o A AR
() B8 AR S B R A4S 25 5 3R OR — AV RS S B 46
X 7 R — 24 G I A% 3 R T K I I A% A N %
T2 2 B g A 23 A AR P BT X AR B AR TRLIE L 55
170 Rt 2 R e R IR R R — i &
FF5 PATIIAZ O B2 — > B RS S 3 48 2T
ARAETHT 3 T4 A IE I, HBEA T BT - 1) M
WIGIR ST UG S BT A AR TR IR 284 B — > i 8 IR
BEGDOIEP 1 S I8 15 12 1 15 2 5w P 2 4R

BEAPHEE RS D PATX N RE P BT
HAs B g [ B8 42 AR AT 18 2 2 AR b A R A
WT B 72 AT A T X 2% B AR 1 AR A R 0 AT SR L A
AT 43 3 HE A B AT BE 23 AT B RS s ) HOFDIRZS
T A ARl R A Y 7 R R B R R
SRFERGE T PATIR R B AR 25 8 /Y J7 20, 8
H#HE R T A DFS, RSS, RPS, COS 4. [\ &, 47
R FHAS [] 50 w14 2H 5 L[] R 25 4 S ) 08 s 1 4 A
Bian 455 AT T H KLEE 23 7 10 Fh8 2 g .
FEAF A RPSH+COS BRI 4H 4.

1.2 E-F R TaY # R R RG]

T 1A A AR SCHR R SCPS 48 R
M.

Kl 3 AR E s carger WIHIERAE N O, 78 B UCHA
TWr S “assert (target<<2) Rl # 2= AT — K “target
TR AT DA R TR 2 IRINAT “assert (target<<
2) 7 BT I A R KRR AT AN 4 P
LK 4 R S AIREPAT T “assert (target<2) 1%
a] 439l R . stated , stateb, state7, state9 I statell.
R 5 HE A 735 451 T 5 A ] 48 R R s A Bk e A 4R
5T Y RE 7 5 30220 W 0 i D W 3 491 O O IR A L A
FIEIEE LR 5 AR RYIR 2 A 25 il & W i 4

K3 RIS 2

state0
x: X, y:Y
int zest(int x, int y) { PC: {true}
@O  int target=0;
@ i (<< |
® if (y<<5) ! statel state2
) x: X,y:Y x: X, y:Y
@ while (22X y<100) PC:{X <0} PC:{X >0}
@] ast(target, y);
® }
@ else state 3 state4 stated state6
x: X,y:Y x: X+1L,y:Y x: X+1,y:Y
® ast(target, x); PC:{X<0,Y <5} PC:{X<0,Y=5}|| PC:{X=>0,X+Y<5}
o assert (target<2) assert (target<2)
@  else { / \ /
(D) while (x+y<(5) state7 state8 state9 state 10
x: X,y Y+1 x: X+2,y:Y
@ ast(target, x); PC:{X<0,Y<5, X XY <100} PC:{X>0,X+Y<5,X+1+Y<5}
® assert (target <2) assert (target<2)
@ return target; / \ /\
©) state11 state12
@ void ast(int a, int b){ x: X,y:Y+2
PC:{X<0,Y<5,XxY<100,
@ atts X x(¥Y+1)<100}
® b+t assert(target<2)
O  assert(a<<2); /\
@)
Fig. 3 The second program. Fig. 4 The execution tree of the second program.

Kl 4 IRBIFRF 2 BEATR



X A T SR T4 PO A 45 5 SAA T 4 R SR s iE

1089

TEE SR/ BVFRE B S5 . 8 SRR IR AT g T
STPY X bk 5 AR PC HE A7 3R A ) K fige iisf ]
(solving time, ST, 3K B [ #& K /NHEFF AN F -
ST x<0.v=5 <<ST x=0.x1v<5) ST x=20.xtv<5.x+1+v<5)
<ST(X;O.X+Y'5:5,X+1+Y<l5‘/ <ST<X<5:0.)’<515.X><Y'51 100} <
ST{ X<T0,Y<<5,XXY<T100, XX (Y+1)<<100} «

fill & W 5 B RS EH 5 B O (stated,
state7); @ (stated, state5); @ (stated, state? );
@D (state5,stated) ; & (state?,statell). FAHFE LT
X 5 FhZH A 0 SR ik i 1] 8 4% R/NHERF Ry ST, <
ST, <<ST,<<ST,<<ST;. % F L& 5 FlREH & . A~
[F] 482 2% SRE W F) 8 6 245 2R R[] L {9 - RPS A1 RSS 22
DLAR R 34 25 (O AE 22 1E 64T & — b, DFS S5 B O 5k
@,COS 2B mMAREFEOHOD. HXF T LI BB
TR WG A SC T IR 1 SCPS 5 W AT LA 56 vE % 41
B QU ik S W 3 491 6 I (]

2 BTSRRI ST 69 AL B ML 1 R R B

2.1 ETARSHEHREFHBTN

RS PATH B ABARH PCIEM G AC, A -
ANC, A= ANC,, Hrp CO<i<n) Fm—MHE 5%
PE. o R R — s AR R Rk L Hoh iz
SRR E AL EE B AT R R U B
ML ERAES. PC I E REMERBIAKE B
18 ISR DL e dm B BT b R i) AR e RVEY R e A RO
MERZEA L.

BT [) — 24 B2 A R A7 SR i L A TR] K il 4 14 3K
il TR AS — B X [R] — A SR A 2% AS 7] 24 51 oK i
TEAS ] fEAH 22 B0k Rt i FoR 2 R A
FR A e AT R g 205 CLE T 40 5 52 2% 10 7 B s ) £
ZOR AR AT TCIE ST A B 25 L BmAR X A iR kAT ok
i T AT 0T T HL o A %) SR A RS L A 29 SR SR
fETF RS 5 2R 4 B FLAE I R s R UL, R A T
il L 2 54 B L AT X 24 SR SR St A R A S
N T VA LR B A B AR N R R G S L TR
B PC il B 4R AT 750 25 3k 1 s, K
L CE AT R HAESS Casting B RERED,
S-ARRPMERIEE ZHEEH K EREK.CA
e B ARMAARIBZE I, Cmp 2 EHERAES.

T34k PC v & F1 AR B AN B4 0 N #il
Ny, 7R, PC i fE 28 A A rp T4 & 1 454 1 31
AR ECH N B C-E 28 70 o Jir 42 3 (14 2 7E 4~ 5K
10 Neg. by 38 i W B2 52 56 K000 50 45 24 3ROSR A I 4

Table 1 The Operation Type in Logical Expressions

x1 BERAXFHIRELE

Type Operation

C-E(Con-Extr) Concat, Extract

Casting ZExt, Sext
S-A(Simple Add,Sub,Not, And,Or, Xor, Shl,
Arithmetic) L.Shr, AShr

C-A(Complex
Mul, UDiv, SDiv, URem, SRem
Arithmetic)

Cmp(Compare) Eq.Ne, Ult, Ule, Ugt, Uge, Slt, Sle, Sgt, Sge

(122 5 A 30, AT | KLEE %t GNU Scientific
Library (GSIDM™ i) gsl sf bessel 1 _CF1_ser Hl
conicalP_negmu_xItl CF1 X 2 MER T T4/ 5
PATIFFEPATERIC 5% T BT A 9 12 58 R A U
X SR fige 8 R [R) 7 5 5 AR 5 MG 2 A4 B 8 5K i i
R & BEPLIEI 15 25K ¥ KLEE o 9 5K i 6 A6 75
i v 2 ER X e A% 2 R Y 3% 5 R R AT i
Geit i 25 2k 2 b AN [ 48 4 28 AL 9 #24E 1 B E
A R AR B B B D B 7 R B B R
it I 22 JT 2 M [nl U5 23 B J7 12 %) 30 ZH B R4 0 #r
I 245 BN A OR i 52 4 B Y 22 5 8 51X
S = 8N¢wp +2(Ns o + Neg) +

40N casing T 24Nca + Neow + 3N (D

FRATILEL 13X 30 4529 AP P 2Z 8] Y 552 s T 45
SR IR INFIE 3 21D AR A5 B SR e 52 2% B2 R/ SR X
A35CRI CIOHIXS L . A 373 4L i T oK i 52 4%
RN B K Sk I8 R /NAH W 5

3 — 7 10 > PR 25 AR 00 D3 Sk SR A O A A
o b Py PC & 2 B B M RO T 7R % % A% b B
i il Xof o7 1) S A TE B 8, Dy 1 R R R i T 4 T
N0 F A L T LA T SR B A 2% B Y K i T A 1
L3R LA 224 i 1) SR fige 52 2% B2 ok F000 HC SR At T 4.

R R 2 BIR 250 W T A B AR B 2R 1 A& R,
HBg# 5 PCo BB ERIXA N CAC A -
AC A= NC, ANCpor s (A<i<m). 76 4RI AR 95 i
ANGE SR B AR S PC R 20 R S, 3R
Sz bR I A5 IC h T W PC,oy (09 3K f T 45 1000 1
PT, . Al RmH

PT,., = 2= % ST, )

n

s

i=1

2.2 MAFENEE
TE FEAT R 25 8 B, SR 7 A 3k B BT A 08 1 IR
A PC SR FF 84 70000 E f /N 09 35 47 AT L F% 1T RE
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fd A5 AT Jmy PR T i 2 7 R0 41 2 b L O HLZE K
HEAT RS PRI #8232 R L Ky BB TF 4. oy T HE
G 56 B 1K At T 4 T /0 IR 285 1 [ 1 4 1 A5 5 R
TR Ry 8 5 2%, 112 % KLEE o 5280 1y fin 4L
AL R (weighted random search) 2 ¥k, X} 4 F 3R
fifk I B FRLN ) 48 R SR W AT AL S A BRI T
RETEFETF8 I 1 R ) 8w .

R4l PC By K i 48 F000 (B PT X6 AH bz PR 25 T
T UE weightG g W)L PT B W i/, /I
TR 785 2 40 v e e 5 1) R 8/ X SR A T B T
METE 1s AFRATH HAUE S — B 1, %5 T F i
{8 A8 3 £ KSR AT E] Twst (max solving time, MST),
FRATURE T AT RUE 15 A ] L 3 AR A B Tkt A 5
HORSHIL”. W 5 PT X R SERUT

1,.PT, <1,

1
W, — JPT. 1 << PT, << Tusr» 3)

1
= PT, > Tusr.
‘TMST MST

A Bt AL A9 2% B30 2 A FH — R LA T B 2 3
YT A RS B AF B 2 U R RS .
T4 UL B AR A X BR AR Ay LA WA
0, EIRIE SR T LSS 51 M 25 550 = SUR 4 e A5 i
SE S IAUEZ A W s S35 1 AR T A BE AL %
SV B A O AR R e A — A (0, LI B
LB po M ZEAEAT B — SUR 45 25 5 0 W, B
o EEAEEE W EHZAET R MZ AN T p X
W s TN 325 800 WA H Z 5 B2 F1 K T 8,
GT p XW o B DIVZ5 B 22, 356 15592 I 45 500 7 119
state.

B 1L AL R AL

NS Tl e SR 1K (7 i N (= < 8 < 9 B
0, 1IN BEALEL ps

B HE TR AT Y state.

O B FHLBAE W inton K = ARG S0 W

HIFLL p;

@ A Y4 S = R AR 45 A5

Q@ WR YL HAFTEL FH R P RO: B
2 {OF

@ MR W ion /N T2 HIF S5 522 T 45 50
Wl F LR s B RO 5

© A MEIEE SN E AL F45 5 R PR IRO

B W o A AE D82 Y T 45 51 A2 T 4
R W fH 5

@ W W o /N T2 B 45 500 W AR U 55 20
BRO; /WL E®
W o A B 2 S TS R0 WAL

@ A YA SN T4 N R EEERO.
B AT 4SS XN state.,

3 ZBWS5HMH

AT T4 5 $u47 T H KLEE 5238 1 SCPS %
. KLEE 2 JF LLVM ¥ 511 C BIF A5 T T
H i H STP fEh 25 R . 5T LBl 38 &R 0K
s F KLEE & A8 REns, LA R T — R85
B, S AR M2 3 AR . 1) Al RPSH COS 5 i 4
A H, SCPS+ COS fig 75 4 = 18 7] B 35 % 5 2) Al
RPS+COS 5 241 A # Lt , SCPS+ COS #E 5 £ &K
L2 A% 3) Il RPSH COS 5 W& 41 4 A L, SCPS+
COS J2 15 HA7 57 5 1) ik [ A HR fig

FESLIR N 4 b, RATBENLIE $E T GSL (version
L16) HEy 12 A He, GSL & — 4N H )2 89 50Ul
T C AL CH-F2 5 B 4 42 4 Bl 1L 40™ A 2% VREIE
oREL A B /N A S B AR Dy RE. 2 A K G 4k 4 R IR
JEM K, GSL H A A 2 4. T B Al
KLEE TGk B8 077 i B2 e b AT A5 5 AT, Je i)
5| A SoftFloat 1 12 4~ GSL s rft () 17 i B F
TR T SoftFloat w1 #2 ik i #2 1. SoftFloat J&
— > B AT A TEC/TEEE g o i) B %50 58 3007 11
PE LR A PP EE UL TE SR E B B R R
(32b) UUKE JE (64 b) 4 B XU B (80 b) LA K 4 154
BE (128 b)), ffi i SoftFloat H i ik 41 & ¥ GSL F2
JF I AR B TR AT X 12 A B g T 12
AP SRR, X 12 AR F R 2 iR,
ELOC R &b 5 ol 78 KLEE | $ 47 i I ik 48
2T 1) T AT AR AT 2 T A AR 7 A RS AE 2 700 ~
2900 172 [A].

L IAT A T SCPS+ COS(FK AT
2 1 RPS+ COS(KLEE &) Y 3 5 %% 4 55 m% )
2 PR WS LA A0 TE A T T IR R AR B DA S B A
L BIRE T, T SRR e 7R AL BE AR N Intel® Xeon®
X5675 CPU(24 cores,3. 07 GHz) . N4} 94 GB [ ik
554 EIEATHY JERAE R G502 64 1% Ubuntu 12. 04. 1
LTS. fii § KLEE X} &2 )7 47 o A i 200 B
TLUF 31340+ —max-time =1 800 (i KM AT Bif 1]
1800 s, B 30 min) s—max -solver -time = 50 (£ K
SRAREFTE] A 50 8) s—search (% B 8 2K W) . i T Xt &
AR WG A B R UL AT I o AR T JCIA AR B IR 4R
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B[] B S B 28 0 s HE AT B B R NS — S A

A UL FRATT 22 W R I S PR B A AU LL AR 4R

B RPAT AT E] 30 min P A= A A2

Table 2 Executable Line of Code (ELOC) of Test Benchmarks
F2 MXEBRFWATHITREBITEH

Program No. Program ELOC
1 gsl_sf_bessel _I_CF1_ser 2789
2 gsl_s[_bessel_Jnu_asympx_e 2805
3 gsl_sf_bessel_JY_steed CF2 2827
4 gsl_sf_bessel _K_scaled_steed_temme CF2 2817
5 gsl_sf_bessel Knu_scaled_asympx_e 2788
6 gsl_sf_exprel_n_CF _e 2833
7 gsl_sf_bessel_Inu_scaled_asympx_e 2787
8 conicalP _negmu_xlItl CF1 2758
9 dilog_series_2 2769

10 olver_Ul 2791
11 olver U2 2814
12 Ingamma_1 pade 2803

3.1 EAEE

i) B S R BE Rl o M A TR A T T I
AR PEIRAT B T BRI R R T
55 A 7 AH B TSR R A AR DL B — AR
B L S U S 3 R FRAT T geov SETHIA A AT a5 R
A B GETT iR A s AR FATT R B AR A B R T
PATACHS AT Bl 1A 25 1 45 e 9 P ) 2 v A AT
i AN [5] SRE Wis 2H 5 53 B 45 A P I 90 3 ) A i SR A
3R
Table 3 The Statement Coverage of Test Benchmarks Using

Different Strategies
®3 HAFARBASGSHNEAESE %

Coverage
Program No.
SCPS+COS RPS+COS
1 11.87 11.87
2 11.8 11.8
3 13.3 13.3
4 12. 84 12.77
5 13. 31 14.02
6 11. 33 12.17
7 12. 31 12.16
8 12.91 13.23
9 12.78 13.07
10 11.43 12.22
11 13.18 12. 86
12 12.17 12.02
Average 12. 44 12.62

i F 8 4> B B2 7 P A & K SoftFloat Hr (4R
W0, B M EEARLM P& KRER RiEH, fE15
SE I KR A B8] P9 G ik X6 3 8 24 o R A7 R A 5 3
AT 56 R, ] SCPSH COS 2 5 W i (1)
T 2 R E R 12, 44 % f Bl RPS+ COS B 14
T 2 R 12, 62%. F 4Rk SCPS+COS 5 i
A TCVR P TR A B A A R IRATTAT LA SCPS+
COS F1 RPSHCOS (15 )78 25 g J1 8024,
3.2 HEEZEH

BATGE T T 18 FH A [ 5 s 41 & 43 A 5 12 e BT
BRI REGE N N 2K ok B [ 90 B Y
27 BT 7= A B A ORR 25 4 ) G, S A S DL R
AR RAGE R DRGEIF LR LR, IBEmEWN
TR TTIE R

I — (M—l)moo.oo%. 4)

NRPS—FC()S

K5 ®oR 17X 12 D3 Hr R Rk A SCPSH+
COS % 21 & 47 73 I 72 BT $R R 19 i AR B |
FAX T RPSHCOS fi% 48 5 3. ¢ A 21w HE 51 K dls
7R R 11 AR B B e BEAT 23 B i 2R SCPS
COS S ms H & R K I A Boe B2 T RPSH+
COS. 7 1 M F I SCPS+COS Z t RPS+COS
22 32 PHORZ AR P B AT AR 25 LU B AR A R
2 iSRS 2 B B BT IR R B AR FEASAH [H] L i SCPS
FEARAS e PE I 19 JT 5 22 1L RPS f k. P35 . ok
FI SCPS—+COS # s 41 & Fr 7™ A= 1 i 42 22 R
RPS+COS & 24. 34 %.

£ 80

P _
<

ay

= 60}

3

B

0

Hog0t

(=]

2 F

&

& a0t

o

>

= HHHH

[=%

E o [

2 10

= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Program Number

Fig. 5 The improved rate of explored paths by SCPS+
COS compared with RPS+COS,
Kl 5 SCPSHCOS #i%f RPSHCOS % B A% 4 i &

[l F AT T T 4R R e A B Bt I i ) 22
5 B0 QR BEAS BE2 BT AR 7 2 LR T RPS+COS #Emg
ZH A5 AE 30 min P T BEL 5 A R A2 Rl 10096 L 8 6
7R T R AR R X 4 L I I 1) 7 1 O
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o A F B EI 3 0 S 5. B2 PC S A% B 50 D
g 120F — RPS+COS SAE BFRR SRR TE B 43k 8Ok K, SCPS 1y AL 3
5 8 g — QOPSO0S W D0 1 IR B ] 4 % O 2 . AL
3E wf AT I ] % K 5 R RPS + COS 5 Wi 4 45 M L »
L 5§ 60} SCPS+COS e R T 2§ 15
2y 0f 3.3 HBREEER
§ 20}

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

Execute Time/min

Fig. 6 The time-dependent change of the relative mean
number of explored paths using different strategy
combinations.
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I LVE PR AT R i ] RPSHCOS 3
W& 2H A TR & 0 B R B2 e SCPS+ COS iR £,
X2 KR T 4 i PC R Ll % 87 B SR fige T 45 AH 22
AR HoR I PC &2 2% B /Y 7 i[5 B b, oK

PE—4 BATFH B RPS+ COS(fj fk R+
C) il SCPSHCOS(fA R S+C) ik 2 Flit 257 W 20 &
FEBRFE A R A RE . TR F AR T R
Milu "B BT i 12 AR P T AR R AR R R R
J ) R Y A8 AR (mutant).

FATEE A Milu 7242 7 3639 N FAK AR5
M KLEE k#4855 i 27, A BHAE % & AR 57
AR S B AT KLEE X 44> 28 4R ik 17
2 WA S AT - 2 BIE B3k 2 FpoR s 4l A AT i
BB e R AT I 1] A 600 s B YR B KSR i i 1]
30s. R4 T SR AR

Table 4 The Experimental Results of Bug Finding in Mutants
R4 TRERBEXRIVLER

Program Number of Total Number Number of Bugs

Time for Detecting
A Same Bug(S+C VS, R+0)

Average Time/s The Rate of

Time Deduction

No. Mutants of Bugs
R+C S+C Same Bug Longer Same Shorter R+C S+C dl %
1 298 41 39 40 38 13 4 21 19.08 15.21 20. 28
2 298 6 5 6 5 0 0 5 246.20 127.00 48. 42
3 298 29 29 29 29 9 9 11 10. 45 8.28 20.77
4 298 41 39 41 39 13 6 20 31. 67 23.00 27.38
5 298 33 32 32 31 0 0 31 67.10 18.74 72.07
6 298 34 34 34 34 12 9 13 25.62 21.79 14. 95
7 308 34 32 33 31 1 1 29 69. 48 22.97 66. 94
8 298 35 35 35 35 14 4 17 31. 66 26. 46 16.42
9 298 28 27 27 26 5 3 18 34. 50 15. 31 55.62
10 308 32 30 31 29 8 4 17 54.59 25.24 53.76
11 298 21 19 21 19 3 3 13 61.42 25.58 58.35
12 341 27 25 27 25 3 2 20 149.28 103.12 31.19
Total 3639 361 346 356 341 81 45 215

Note: R+C is short of RPS+ COS, and S+ C is short of SCPS+ COS.

g A AR 361 B BE  RPS+ COS HEmg 2
A RER R o 346 4>, SCPS+ COS BE#& ) Horp
[ 356 4>, 2 Fh 3wk 21 & R BE A $ A BB A 341
AN X HGIX 2 FhOR I 4 A A 4R 341 AN AHTE] bug 1)
B[] 4 & B SCPS+COS ¢ b 20 45 A 48 11 H b iy
215 AFERFH AT 41 A4, B 81 AMFERTTE K. P
T 5 2 $8 A 5 B G B, SCPSH COS 5 g 41 & 32

I RPS+COS Ji 2> 44. 43% , 35 97 3% =k (5)
AN HH STy, o 1 STy o /2 43 5l ] RPS+COS 3%
W F1 SCPSHCOS 5 W 2x $8 9 A A [ it B B 17 5 i
JE) 4 .
dog=(STric—STs:c)[STrec X100.00%. (5)
M EIRSEEG 25 R n] LLE X s AR RS
MIFRIY » SCPSH COS 3 W& 41 & 16 AH [F] B 1] 9 52 0%
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e 22 0 B B O AR H R TR] SRR T A B )
B
3.4 BHHE

S TP IRAT GSL P REHLEE R T 12 A1
M pEy . A — RN BT GSL A &
AR A7 TE B BB 3 A AT A AR S R Rl
SEPRFR P AR B T 2 B . N SE 5 BE o] LLE
K SCPS+COS 5 20 A s & A [] 5k i Bsf ] FF
B P 2 0 R (44 43 %) BE R HER R 1 BR AR B
A4 R % (24 3400 s EEFEE W T . D I8
SN R G A 4 341 AN AR bug (9P EE
U D KT S BRI 5 4% 50 A T 2 R R A B
PR R AN [ R P ) B R R 6 A B0 A 25 1R KL A F
WG B IX 12 S FEF R Y 4w R R R T
AR SRR 4R 5 2R (37, 82%) 52) SCPS 4 B AR 4 18
FOR M IE RN B AR B TS 2 AT P I A R
KR AR B — SO 5T S Y B A% L H RPS AH
F 14 A 35 A D 555

4 MEXIIE

R GE AT AT I B AR R A ) R B v A
RN BB A AR EE T BE S A AR TR 2R
W AR AR AL T 2 RO TR AR R

48R %W J5 I, Cadar 25 AN JF & By T A
EXE Hk J 7 — i d A 40 S8 1% R R g (best-first
search) AR HEAH I 1) B A5 ok A & 48 B Ak S5
B A 1k AT RS b e A5 6 % B AR 9 — A AT R
. Burnim % ANl R E B S B S
SPAT R RS AT T A T AR T Y
IAS A2 ) 3 PR e et b A 4 ) 3 1 v A oK A i O Y
DS AL R BE AL SE IR R A AR B
T A ARAR A R R A AR B Ma AR T 4
th T I )RR P A L AT S AT R R
TR I R ) A ) O BT b B E bR T Y e S AR AT
TR, W AR5 AT ik R e iR E
FrRE 515 32 S ] FUET 1) 0948 R 05 2 Re
PR b Ay R 7 5 H AR R T S B AR AR LR L AR
SCHR H A 48 AR SR S AT AT H 24 SRR A 14 £
KREHFSPATHIE R, 5 ik — R E
IO FR T LA A AL

1E 2 0 A Ak 7 T, KLEE S2 80 T LT e 4k 7
W g R A A 2 R AT g ST R AR A DAY BR
TG 2 A UL K ask [ 451 2 4 35 HOK fife 25 21 BeAs 1

AEERYROR. SCERCL7 A B2 1 7 55 W AF 5 A7 07 i
A AR AL P U K 45 48 rh B8 IR AR S LB A S R
13 A B8 AR B R A E o ST ) A Bk B — E AL
I By B 8 45 I AR AR 8 T AT M R AT A T DA
T AT DA /D 24 SRR i i o g, Sck[18 iz it 17—
FREAS A 2 £ HLAN DT AT IR S B IF B s A
07 s 38 R A G IR T ORE R DD Y AR R
Visser 25 A"V H T Green HEZR, Green i 57 F 45
SHAT T H B RSB Z H Y 5K i 45 A7 AR A
Bt Pe v X R4t T X A IR — R T 1 AN 8] 43 B
iR AT SR AR A8 R DL SOR R R T 0 43 A i 1 R
) L% 2 18] R % k=2 R A7 5 B A LL T & A SCH T
A S 3 o 24 SRR A 1 T 8 0k 5 | A5 5 AT I 3 R 0t
F, Bk — S TAERT RE 23 5 A48 M998 R g A o
2 FLan SOk 18 e iy Jr 1 3 3G n B8 AR 2% 1 1 52 2%
JE. DR, FRATT Y SR A AT 5 AT AR LA DT R A 4
e F—HHETRNE.

HAT AT AR 25 5 AT H AR 1 — 4
HZJy ). AT AL B R 2R SR AR R 1 3 8
27 1 B A28 25 1) R A7 0] 43 o ) B A ) AS (] 68 - 330
JEXF R 43 5 1 AR S B A [R] R 4 BEAT IR IR AT
A AR A T 25 BN IR 153 R OT 22 1] 145 B 38 B &
TR B IR 29T U BRI S R A 5 AT
) A e O TR 1 A T ARG A R HE B
b IR DA AR B fe RO f 5 B B T ) B 2
MR MR 5 0 SRR R EOC R IR AT
FAR T A e AR A L fiff 2 fi A28 15 K ] AL

P IF S B0 T — 3 SR T B T 04 £ S R
T8RN, LU0 R W, A B AT 48 R OR e AR S 4
LA SR W TT LA AE AR U AR 2405 A 3 R AR R L R
R LR FFIRAR (24, 34 W 4R T s TE B IG & H 7
TS 1 X W B R 7 18 3 639 AN A8 S AR 3R 47 40 M AfF
FHAS SCHRE i ke ms Z2 n] Z2 2 B 10 AN Bl 3 B
Xof < A [R) 0 R 7 B B A S SR R B K B Bl 8
FFERTSE I E 0 T 44, 43%. SRRSO BB 3
A T7TH T

1) gt SR Aot I 6 o000 4%

2) MEEAR PR AR 5 R O AR B 25 R DL O
P REURAG I SR 45y T E— A He R SCPS+COS Al
Ho A R A 5

3) X Z PR F AT 0, i — 2P R SCPS
+COS FH b 8 2% 55 s 75 e s 25 % 7 1h (9 BE 7.
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