—t

RIS 2023,41(13)

www.kjdb.org 41

BT EiR B # 3 iR i

AT, B A A M T A

1. PERFEBE PR E SRS, AL A 100101

2. WPLEIRFEBE 2 SRS 7 I 50 42, dE st 100101
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ME ERE S S HORLEAL BRAR B FR A5 A Bt b s 1 BRI ), KA 5T TAE i 1
A B o 22 ) 2% o P 8 G 00 v o AR B TR T R BE o T B8 Tl IR A 5 3, # e —
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Ul RS D00 B A 200 A, DR 1 T A AR ORI T AR LU S B B 37 5t v B S IR 5
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it TR 2 MO IR s e At 2 25T E A
3 T R A O B AR T LRI 5 & AT A5l
AR RS B0 T A R R T AR RCR
SUE RIS TR (I web B GHRHLERF |
BAER G ) Th I TE 1Y 22 A2 ) IE U — S8 % 1Y
A ERPEPR R, 2 A 2 ) AR i = —

MEAFR BT A RO 5 BT
HIE B MR F VM AR e, SEE
X I A B Y )% (National Vulnerability Database,

P 22 4 5 Tl RGN 5 PRTRBE 27 T 5 TRIHR 5 R R 22 1 4%

NVD) 1 ic 55 Y 5 4T 3 1 T 1 2506 DA 2016 4F 1Y
6447 250 K 3 2021 4 (19 20158 4&5id %, B 4
HESE 5 AT T A 20 SR R U A T I 4%
IR H & HNFB, AN A5 ZBUF
MR R o 2021 4F 11 B B 2 22 42 [ BA 1)
Apache 85 42 25 9 #2 19 LogdShell (CVE-2021-
44228) BT IR H EHEZE Logdj 9 — A% H s ,
BI 2T Java b AR T, LIRS, BE
AL DA 2 T IR s e o 3 U e F 2 4 o 3 9%
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FoAtb AR 8, BT 2 B G s, 1t
fC TR,

5 fifk 0 245 22 42 W ) AT 28007 1 2 SRR AR BT
B . A GE R T HLaR 7 ) s L 27 T 1Y T
{1 03 A A R RS A R TE VAR s AU 1
PISERRAE AR B AR S A AL P S, 3k 2 18K
A ) O PP A e 0T SO R, oA RO R
PP AE AT i i v AT 22 B 8 T O 2R AR A5 A
ST BOCR R4, IR, JEHOR
S 255 10 A AR R AR 1t T IR s o A (e LS 5t
HRB T N BN B B | S a2 Wy S8
D HEFF R GEAE T TR M 2 2 A U, 5T N A

SR T TR B 27 2T FOR CHn PR A s 1 o 221
20) FE ST BT RIS A T I AR e DA
B s Shy 47 Tl R PR R e AR ) 46 v ] PRI 25
AL 27 ) SE SV IE , DA T BE S 4 b R 1 1Y)
P RS VR TR 25 A RS ) 9 56 2R, I 35 v
e SRS 00 9 B A< A I A R (B HRTR 22
S0 1) A R ATF = B v AR AR e AL AR 2 ) SR S
S > BT RS A T SCRR R B 13 T IR
o7 >0 8 T I ARG N0 {EL I 95T X e HE AT TR 40 Y A
zalf),ll”ﬂ()lo

T PR B > ) U 1 RS ) SRS R A SN
ORI FBIFFE N GO IO T2 A5, R

BBl BB WrE2: EEEHE

A B PR 22 190 2 A T ) ARG 2 22 R 2 i
GURAIIT IR Z — o R, AT SO AE T
PR B2 27 T (8 T AL 7 32 , AE VLA 1 T 1 A0 3
R B FHER L, B T RO | TR R R -
BRI R, DL 45 R PEAG 4 A 32 2B B 5T it
JE  E X LG T T AR S ORI T AR 4 T i1
R 75 %, I B AR Rl o ) g2 AR RAE 2R
J PR RAR A 55 07 TR AT T84S T S B

1 ETFEREFINRRENERE

RTI4TN0 A0 455 5 40 B A
A B R | R 2 S R AL R DA
AP B (BT 1) o Horpr, RIEOHE #2245 v ]
P 7R VR AIE 1) & 2E AR 2 S0 2 - 1 o SR IR T
DRARRS v 1 T 2 RN SUAR R, A AT 72 v ) i
Ui AR R A B 0 rp ] R RR RS
X b P 5 48 B R R AT A (embedding ) B4 , A2 A%
P 10400 G R i o] 4 A PR A 22 I 4 0 A 2
VAU SN iR 2 4 B B - I 25 B B 181 1) 1
BRAE M A R 28 0 45 2 2 715 Rk s A
FEAE 5 S D o B o) = Ak I 4 A 14 47 R [+ 1 40 Ab
TR HC IR o] i R AR S ek 1 o 8 o 245 A
RN TIN5 3R, S ORI A Rt U 1) 1 T 00
Frie3: ERESEIEENE Briea: g
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BEA B T T IR A 0 ) 2 a3 2R A
SATE (static analysis tool exposition) IV Juliet®',
SARD (software assurance reference dataset) ™ Fll
NVD™, Hrt SATE IV Juliet ¥4 42 R 45 CVE %
i AR K2 6 T3 G 1l D 3k 9] 44 A T 5 SARD
B AR AL 3 20 T IR T R 150 20 Tl 26
B NVD Bdi 4 5 CVE B S 52 2 0 R4t 1
I ) 288 B 45 H AR R o RFRIF L B3R HTEX 3 Fh B

FERG T U SeVC , Draper MUSE 25 Ji 1l AG: I %% 45
. LiE" M NVD FISARD 1A T 15591 4~ C/C++
FEFY H T SeVC il Kudha e , JLAL 4% 126 Pl R
8 U ), FG Hp B AR R ARt CWE D BE— FR 3R
Russell 25 )\ SATE IV Juliet. Debian Linux #I
GitHub 2 TS G PR T80 14> G+ 3
ARNVE AT B IE VR FIR B bR i — R i Rl
T Draper MUSE ¥ i £ 98 45

R TR A A T K 4

B3 YGRS Bt 2 TR & 0y SCHR
s CVER
A RS SATEIV Juliet™" C/C++, Java, PHP 2013
SARDP C, C++, Java, PHP, C#
EAREIEE NV
SeV (™! SARD, NVD C/C++ 2022 [37]
DraperM USE" SATEILV Juliet, Debian Linux, GitHub ~ C/C++ 2018  [38-39]
DeepTective™ SARD, GitHub PHP 2021 [27]
DeepWukong™ SARD, lua, redis C/C++ 2021 28]
MVD?! SARD, CVE C/CH+ 2022 [29]
NSRS AEITES OpenSSL™" C [31,40-42]
Gemini®" OpenSSL C 2017  [31,43-44]
Devign'™ Linux Kernel, QEMU, Wireshark, FFm- C 2019 [12, 34,37, 39,
peg 45-438]
Big—Vul™ CVE, GitHub C/C++ 2020  [48-49]
ReVeal™ Linux Debian Kernel, Chromium C/C++ 2021 [12,37,48]
BGNNAVD L%nux Kernel, FFmpeg, Wireshark, C/C++ 2021 [12.35]
Libav
[36] Wireshark C 2022 [36]

{H2,SATE TV Juliet I SARD ¥4 45 2 & ik
it 38 O A TR AL = G B, IR B T
NVD . SeVC #il Draper MUSE %{ #f& 45 8 J& 2 & 8
it AR 23 T B e R Ak, 0 o8 4 (R I T S i
S 52 2 o R, ST AR S S A A LS
PR P, BHIF A 51 R L SE A 35 H B s
TR BE A o Xu SR 57 5 1 i AR R0 A 0
7] R SE AR T 4 PR ERSE | 43 TR T 22 D 4%
BT BN SR FNPEAL RE 2 AT 55 1 PR REIEAL 80R T
il LA K i 1 28 5, 35 AE GitHub B 285 TF 1 48
AEFI——Gemini, Zhou ZFP M 4N KE CiEH
H I H (Linux Kernel , QEMU , Wireshark . FFm-

peg) TSR T 48687 4% 5 2 4x T il A K Y $2 52 £k
i AR YNGR SRR (0 T8 i S E A TN
25600 T ), FLARAT 29 2.3 J5 % Ui i, F &
TE T ER A E A ——FFmpeg F1 QEMU,, Fan 55
#5 CVE Bl 128 84 T {5 8 B O6H RY GitHub B H £
e, I\ 348 TR GitHub 38 H AR T 3754 MU TR
7, P K 91 MR Rl i I 2R 8L, A 1 — AR C/
C++{ I Bl £ Big—Vul, Chakraborty 5"
TEA 43 M1 T B A 208 4 VulDeePecker ., SySeVR |
FFmpeg 1 QEMU 1Y Ja) B 14 , AR 4k 2 4> I I 1 H
Linux Debian Kernel F1 Chromium , 73 %1 A Debian %
4T 38 BE 4% AN Bugzilla W AEB0HE A T — 45
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AT A LS e ——ReVeal RN N G BN 55— A1 s e 7%

1.2 BEHENE 2 7 4K 3% Bl (program dependence graph,
1.21 HEERT PDG)"™; iy il 4851 €] (control dependence graph,

HAALRE A &Rzl rh e Ron e 2 fil
FHEVE G AR 1R R PEHEA T3R5, T LAY
I R e A7 S A 4 43 ™ 7 3k 4 R 46 4
) R op, B SRR R R R A, AR
PRI A T AR SRR A, A ] 1 P 2 4 T LA
P AR e B S [ AR AIE A B2 R Al R R P01, g
TE A AR R R R O I AR R R R
P it A PR A L ) T PR R B A 2 TR ) A
W, 32 2 X6 AR ARG h a] 1 3R s 204 T TR

% 15 2 W) (abstract syntax tree, AST) ™, Ji
S Y R IEE S R KR o BRI BT A
FOR VAR b i A8 ) BUACRS AT  TE R AR
(), AR BT L BRI B0, R A5
B iUESIRELY IS e

P H R FEE (control flow graph, CFG)™>. H &
B 7R — ARy AT o v 2 i g 38 1) i A
BgAE MR R — N AR S AT AR . R
AT R RS 1Y AT A) B U AT 3 A 1]

CDG) FIE a5 ] (data dependence graph, DDG)
2T AL, [RIINF25 5 1 AR b R AR O Kt
PRABITOR 2 KA I . CDG & — A 1 B, 9 A
e R T BT 0 HEAC Y A 5 AR
Yo DDG Je— 2] |81, 35 SR R P i) D RoR
NURTE AR H AR B AR -

A% JE P E (code property graph, CPG )™, &
—FNEEG T AR IR A FA ) U ] R P M ]
IR TR R 45 48, f 7 1 R PP TR s ) e
i A4 I, AT LA T B S B 15 R RN S, S Rl AT
AR Z 2 —

J& M ] i B2 ] (attributed control flow graph,
ACFG)™* J2& CFG IR PR S , B & T ST sty
2RPEANARAE . SETTARIERA T REAR RN 1Y SR
PRRAIE , Q045 E 8 i 48 B0 55, S5 AR TE A AR
THEARGRAE CFG P AL EARRAE , 075 s 80
FPOTESE

*2 A ERR

rhE A N ik
AST Abstract Syntax Tree (15 iF7LH]) TR I S B R A5 R 2R
CFG Control Flow Graph (# il i RE &) PP T AR b 2 by 3 0 T AT B AR
CDG Control Dependence Graph (4 Hl{{&#5i &) FORFET I FEHIAR I O =
DFG Data Flow Graph($#fs i &l) PR AT e A v A Ak f D ) B 1 ek
DDG Data Dependence Graph (s &) FORERT TP RO OC R
CDFG Control Data Flow Graph (F | 5ds7i &) FORFRIT s i I AR AR OC 3R
FCG Function Call Graph (R IE]) FORET T RT Z BT oG R
ACFG Attributed Control Flow Graph (J& P4 hil A2 &) CFG I BHES A& T Sei R e A4 H R e
NCS Natural Code Sequence( F ZRACHSF51) PEACHS T AT (token) 7471
PDG Program Dependence Graph (F2 #5114 ) 414 CDG, DDG
CPG Code Property Graph(ftfi%JgEPER) #4 AST, CFG, PDG
Composite Code Semantics (&2 A UIE1E LE) H4 AST, CFG, DFG, NCS
SPG Slice Property Graph (] - J& VLK) 44 DDG, CDG, FCG
CCG Code Composite Graph ({Ui% 5 4 %) 204 AST, CFG, DFG

BT bR 2 iy IS5 R, B0 A 8] 0 e i 2
LI R G e S S W SN AR =S nw I N S E /N v
5% (natural code sequence, NCS) E(H& 17 141 (da-
ta flow graph, DFG) ¥ FH ¥ (call graph)%§ /R A

[l 25 A S AR S A5 R, DR 2 Pl AT il
BT — RIS RRIEX . W
SEEDRE A bR B 7 D T A A RS J 1 18] (simplified
code property graphs, SCPG) , Bt 7] DL B A RS Y
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AR ANE B AR T BN TR S . Zhou
PR T &2 AR 1E LIl (composite code se-
mantics) , 85 T GIE LR P AR R BGE
K H SRR 81 K s BRI g iy B 25
T SUE B IS EZ5 M . Ye ORI 24 EE R
IRFEIE I RTE RN LA, WA A A At 4
T A R 4 1 458 U 8] (control data flow graph,
CDFG) , JF Al IR AN %k AST #EAT 4™ Je , A [ bk
HEAFBCE MRS B o SE R, Wang 55X
G T8 A R Ty 45 AR 1] (program control de-
pendence graph, PCDG) #1740 &, #0217 2 )7 K
(program graph) o Zheng S5 K g i A A5 Hh 114 £ i
SR 1] 42 T A6 1] R e 5080 AR P ) 161
454y, vt 7 U0 )& 2% 1 (slice property graph,
SPG) , 1 LA [ i O B 5 e ) A DG 1) 3 SCRN S5 44 1%
Ko Cao ZEW MR G R | 42 il Ui e T RS O
BIEATH A 20 TS E A &l (code composite
graph, CCG) , A] DA [) B 4 20 A C RS 11 4% b 1 32
TSR L R Wi 1) o ) R0 IR 18] 22 TR T8 T
E 285 . TSRt T kAR Y B KOs
— J& V£ 2% % E ) E (attributed function call
graph, AFCG) , 55 T 35 20  pRECA , UL Je —
) 3 Fh A A AR AFAE
1.2.2 $HEEEERK

TEFAT A EZ 5, AT LA T A 2 A 4 B
SR €/ IR E 3 YN S SN R G TAD R e N | 7
SR Horp Y R MR AU Y Rk X EGE A, —
FBER SCAAR 2, DR AT G it B A LK SCA
e Ry it AR N SEBR R UL iR
# % 4 One-Hot, TF-IDF, Word2Vec., Doc2Vec .,
Transformer %5 .

One—Hot"": MFR— LA % 4ifidh, 2R N 4k
[ X N AN SCAS B AT —— X0 G , A Ao i e
AR e T AROLE R(EA 1, B A HA AL
B0 0o P, P2 SCA BRI 22 I, 23 3 U A
FNAERE TOME , HICHE PR RFRIE ] S E R ARRIME:

TF-IDF®, B[ 5] 51— 35 1] SC A A % (term fre-
quency—inverse document frequency) , /& — F 4 i1

Ji ik, i LAVEAl — A1 X T — A SOR S Y B 2

P, HC R A 5 3 R R SOAS B YRR E
L, 5 HARRA SORAE P A R BUR R T . B
S OTIE R % 1B SR Z M A G R B TE
bES LSRN VA=K RSN

Word2Vec™: K& SCATE AL LLJC I 7 =X
52 T SRR 2 — AR SRR AT G i 2
) 22 A (continuous bag of words, CBOW ) Fil ik =
LA (Skip—gram) 2 F573% . CBOW S35 18 H T/
FEAHARAR , L BV i A S50 0 i), Skip—
gram 52538 F T8O BRI AT AR LG
TA) T X L ) JE FELIR] . Word2Vee AT LA SCAH
LI EAR] i FC B B AR T 1 1) e, (ELRATH IO i e —
i) 22 XA

Doc2Vec™: 3T Word2Vec $i& 1 , 7 DLl 12 J6
M 5 SRR SCAR (i) (B RSOk ) vh
BN EE KB RIEFR R . BT Word2Vee 1Y
CBOW % £ il Skip—gram 5 7% , Doc2Vec 1 E A5
PV-DM (distributed memory model of paragraph vec-
tors ) Fl PV-DBOW (distributed bag of words of para-
graph vector)2 Ml 4577 1% o

Transformer™': H. 20 R F H 7 & 77 (self-at-
tention) AL , 38 43 S IR SCA 7 81 1Y A [ o2 2 ~
BT RAR . GPT Bert , XLNet 25 71 i)l 1% 71
) Transformer M #%.0> , R FH B AR FRAE , ff e T —in)
Z ), BA B SR A R SO RN RE T . AH I
RNN ZE i 7 2555 A1 | 22T Transformer 22 ¥4 1) 2 15
BAVREIFATAL T3 HL B P SR B i AR OC 2=
1.3 BEREZFIRIAHE

X B 1 7, B A (graph embedding,
network embedding) Fl [ 1t Z& % 4% (graph neural
networks, GNN) /& 2 MR 7L sk, KA B
TER P o1 s 3R S I 1) s, I [ i O B2 181 14
ARG A SN AE B, MBI~ B
AT IR SR R AR 55 (28 R 28 HETESE)
T PRI 228 D0 4% 2 — T R B 2 ST Y, B 7 L i 31 iy
T A 5 BRI SCATL 55 V7 2 Rl A Skl
IR TC B B, T LR B 43 R R R O3 Ak BE AL
Ui TR BE 27 > 32, Hoh Al PR 2 2 S 4
AR EHRAWIE TR M2 T7 8, s T E A
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B i as 15 | A R R 4 45

BT BEDLIEAE 1 A 7 i T 40 F AR A
(BRI R ) >R 2 5 S ] 12 3RAE 3 R FH AN ]
R SRS A 1T U 81 AR IR 1Y) Jmy AR A g R 4
Jey 4R B, A Skip—gram 58055 5 AR R AT A5
Y 55 4 Hix A, 51 4 DeepWalk 5572 Node2Vec .
9 Metapath2Vec 599955 . {H 2, X KT E
() TR AR 2 18T R A5 R R, ORI 25 1
TR R OSCF A R, T HLX 2Ty 2 HEEAE K
YIZRB B b CAFTE Y SR 3K BRI T i Sl
Iz AL RE ™,

SRRk L ) R RLIE A DL T P R 2 ) 2
Fil— AR R X B3 T GNN R A4 (A5 A (1 o
S Gt ase | T LUK SRR A B ARY [
o] RGN AE BT RURPEMR R . BRI A
22 45 R T J2 A% 13 R 2R AT 5 TR 99 B 52
R, 2T SR H AR 8 veV Fom AV
o ZEARAE 9 25 1 2850 L (40 J8 A B E80) ff  J 8 ) %
P, PR 5 A A 40T 5 B AR TS A ueN )RR
R BEHTIZ T RO R AR, il B AN ) BT L eR
B 3R A pR I HEHT BRI M RO DL SN [ Y
Vel ot 22 ) 2 AR 451 G ] A5 BRI 2% 60 T T P %
TR EI NS, R34, T IR AT 55 g
FH Y P B2 2 ] BB Al BT A B R 28 9 2%
(graph convolutional network , GCN ). A] 43 A HF
T B 5 RN T s Bl v SRR AT GNN P
o BTG GON T B hir % i S0 5 7 1) — By

R ISPURE AV SE i O S K e D ER S o e
B GON H A R 28 I 48 SE AR , BB rpoC 7
7R 5 H ARG TY  Fon AT B R, A B ey
SR AR BRI G FUE B

GraphSAGE (graph sample and aggregate
Xof T A3 U GON HEAT T 80k, H GON i 42 &1k
FEOUAL XS FARY s 070 B i RAE i i I i —
FRINATRIR B 1 55 pRABOR 27 1 19 s AR S I R S
REAE o BXRE X TR0 A Y A, AT LATE 5 % 4
JE AT R B R4 HZT IR | A 6 X 87 [
S EBLARE 2T, MO, GraphSAGE 424 T 3 5
B RREL, 5 e (mean) A (LSTM R4 it
1k (pooling) K& .

2 14 (graph attention network,GAT)**™,
XF T EAR T R BB RS Y ST SR
AIREIFANARIRD , BRSO 15 B A BAAR A I F AN
— PP AR B B EHRAE W] LR A B AL 45 N TR
A0 T A i) A e A ) A A () <08 S 11 B v ot
Hb, W ZAN ST 10 AL (B 223k T AL
i) IR SOIRAS | Tl DR T 445 B Hh ROR
PLIRBNFGE 7 i Ay B o

I Pk 25 ) 2% (gated graph neural network ,
GGNN) ™ AT T T 46 24 59T (gated recurrent
unit, GRU) , B 48 J& 19 sl 1915 BAE M A, A
S AR SR BROBIR A | AT DA A A e et 012y
A B FLAR T A UM B 4R e R 25 R 5 B A
] (long—term ) L5 fiE

) 66,68-69]

3 NIRRT 55 PRI o I R

LA EiiS ik

GNN Graph Neural Network ( [ F 28 X 28 ) [28-29,72]
GCN Graph Convolutional Network (F £ F /4% ) [27-28.36,39,47-49,50,52-53,55,73-76]
GAT Graph Attention Network (F 1R T1 M 4% ) [28,41,43,45-46,49-50,52-53,55,77-79]

GGNN Gated Graph Neural Network (|J 3% [l #1245 [ 2% ) [32,34-35,38,47,53,55-56,80]
GEN Graph Embedding Network ( Fl{fx A M2 ) [31,40,42,44,77,81-83]

RGCN Relational Graph Convolutional Network ( ESARESTATED) [9,37,84]
GIN Graph Isomorphism Network (] [R]#4 #1282 4% ) [85]

1.4 EfhiERR FP(false positives, & FH ) . TN (true negative , E.[f]

— SO R R A R S A 4
P AT RE B 255 , 435I J2 TP (true positives , ELFAYE) |

) \FN (false negative, iz [ ) , oI LA TR ¥ 50 B
ik (R 4) . Hidr, TP 3R & Tl BB A I A e 1)
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R4 IR
A — _
Positive Negative
Positive TP(true positives FP(false positives
FFAE) B
Negative FN(false negatives f{ TN (true negatives
) FLIIPE)

AR A K, FP 2 75 1 U 11 AL A D00 A s 1) 1) A
AHCaE TN R A 1A B A I Sy e 1 9 A A
BhE , FN 27 72 T 11 AE R8RS 00 Ay 1 T 1) 1) R A
o W BPAGFE PR RS R R KSR 3R
Fl-score [ ROC—AUC FEr># 34077

IeAh, EiRSE bR BRIz X T2

S 1) R T AN BEAR A b b FH Y R H0E 2 A s (7 451
ZFIEH]) , £ A ROC-AUC Y 22 4/, PR-
AUC T REAR A 2 0] 1 25 57 o A8 b & 460G 1
R4 1] 3 ity 2 55 e L Sy T AR, HC T ARUBROR
LA o 2 2 R A, Informedness (TFN) Al
Markedness (MKN ) 43 71 2 43 [0] 5 FUS fff 5 1 JC Ji
PEAG AR CBUE G B - 1~1) , T 3E ] T 2R 5081
s BRI A, E BT AH O R 2L (Matthews correla-
tion coefficient, MCC) [A] B 25 & T IR V& [ v 1Y)
PR AR BEPE LRI RMER B iR 1 SEBR s 26 S
T 532 22 [) 1) AR OC 2 B R L -1~1) , 52
— R R R, EIR A PEAG R AR Y 28 2K
R A5 5 PR

x5 CWHIHE RS

MR g HHEA
o A PN A R A i S A ~ TP + TN
HEF (Accuracy) He i Aceuracy = N FP + TN
o e AT U W AR o o
e Precision) SCIE R 0 L Precision = 4pkp
TEJT A 2R 1E B B, B TP
A& (Recall) Recall = ——
* T 5 10 ) TN
—AEEA AR BR , T o Precition X Recal
F1-score F1=2X —r—7——
FEA RS Precision + Recal
5 BF 4 e — T 4 3 i 4 5 i R
AUC-ROC
JRHE AR
1 % -3 [ % i 28 5 8 b L1 1
PR-AUC
TR
153 0 AR A A5 b7 L 7% 1 Inverse Recall = —
Informedness(IFN) . N X TN + FP
SEBRIE RIS SR AS IFN = Recall + Inverse Recall — 1
5 i 22 [ NI bf\’ﬁﬁ‘ & . rocisi :ﬂ
Markedness(MKN ) % fﬁzﬁﬁ%:ﬂﬁlT’fﬁ?a TT I Inverse Precision TN + FN
TOU g SEAEE SR A MKN = Precision + Inverse Precision — 1
E TR OC R AL

(Matthews correlation

o NP
coefficient, MCC)

HA T SBRA S S B e

TP X TN — FP X FN
\/(TP + FP)(TP + FN)(TN + FP)(TN + FN)

2 BEFREFIERRLNFHNA

F BHITA 5 E PR T 245 i om
4 g R T R 2 50 O W A TG T
Tl DRFIE AR By TAREAT T IRBT LT IR

> 08 T R A 73 3 T e A A X T 1 A6
IR0 AR AR AR 18 T ] A0 2 RS, A4 0
X 2 Wy WA AT VR M R i . A, O T R T
TRIBE 7 > 7 i e RS b A A 280 R G ol ) o
G5 RATTE 2.1 W51 2.4 75 73 56 AT A 4
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21 ETEREZIMNRREKRN X

Sy 6 U L P22 I 4% A T ]G T b ) A AR
Ghaffarian 5558 11 18 2 SIS TR HE 1 & #l 28 0
EAEATRME 5t (R FRRIE X AU JE P A 7=
ST EH A AE) T R, EH N OWASP HEfE
R T e iR A 5, JF & T PROGEX T H
AR ORE 7 11 BB 7 (AST .CFG T PDG 45 ), 8%
J5i R F TF-IDF 1 Doc2Vec 4 J& P K 55 1 i
FR IR GON FIGAT 47145, 45501, 3%
TR 28 I 4% 1) Tl I 23 B R G KRR T3 T 40
TR EE P 22 48 (R JE 2 T 1%, BT I I R A B T
i H A A T 1 T T AT

Chakraborty %5 5 T 5 B2 27 2] (14 T 117 A6 0
AT T RGNS, R E A 4 T B
AR RIS A A T | 1 ELBAE AR R AR S 4
it R T JIR ARSI R (8 AR 3 SRR RN B 4 AN S A )
FE, X B E 2 2 A E B0 S U ) B A L A
MPERE TR T 50% DL Lo miL, BHEERE T —4>
FHT W et Sl T AR AR RO HESR, A 17—
T4 T R TR B R £E ReVeal ; X TR A1) 25 , 1) T A
25 DO 2 AT AR L 0o o RSP U1 A
8 IR A s L I 25 3R 2 ST B (22 28R
BIL) , DT S0 %F s 111 K s 0 A T ) 5080 B 47 1)
XGro SRR, IR T DL AL RS i
RN R4 1) HE 55 33.57% F1128.38%

RV PRI R B 2 > 7 U T A ) v — AN T
H B T B 20 X 4 2 PR A AR e o o R )
YRLRGEEANEN X TSR iE—
N BT IR, Gang ZE R H T — N PFAE GNN
R ITIRIHELZR  JF & T — B 1A Ar vt Cln A i
PE AR TE R MRS ) R O i R AR R O 1k
3 Fh BBy ik AT T SL g . WESE R
B GNN J&—TDR B AL 55, BT PG AR AR A &
SR BINAE T, (SR T R T LA A4 1
PAIE S, e L ZARIET 245 B
2.2 ETFRBERBREGNEE

AR A A A 4 7 U 310 A6 000 P 35 409 A e
BORIE T T o BEE R SCARIZIE B X IEAR
5 B AR TRAT | R s A S Al , R g

TGS A 1] AL A A R AR AR 5 )5 2 AT 2500
BB MK A G it e g 42 o) D R 1 R
L A a8 P e A B BT , o AR 8 4 K
P DA HEAT R 2 IR I R0, 3 6 X B TR
A B T T ARSI A R AT T

LT PRI 2 D 5% 14 O T AGE DN, — e T LA
Sy R R, F A A SAIE SRR
B IEY L LA SRR EREA T 2 W AR
{18 T T G , 5 5 DA T 5 2 T AR i) 4 e i A
ARIHEATE 2K AT T O) R Ry s I A . Cheng
PR T VGDetector, JH T i 40 45 i Ui AH O€
(high-level control—flow related , CFR) 1% I il & 0l
AR AR R 7 B A R EA , I MR e L
F i a2 K (CFG) , 285 18] Doc2Vee £ AR
CFG b R RIS e gty 1) 5, d5 S (P PR 4
P2 S I 25 . S SRR, X T BT AT 34> CFR I
il , VGDetector iV 3745 I AE A % 1 91% .. Rab-
heru 25" T DeepTective, F T4 PHP J5 4 f
H R o 1% ARLKE GRU R GCN 4545, R HI GRU
S3HTia A (token ) J37 871 27 2 A RH (14 ) 42 25 A0 15
B AH T GON A 428 il i 7 P = ~F IR AR 1 o SC
{5 B . SZIGIER , DeepTective 1E A B 8L HE 4 Fll B
SR A b3k B B e I o MR RE L OF M Word-
Press 1 - HA i 2] 4 87 AV 2 2wl o Cao 5525
XF 5 A R TR 5 1 T ) o IR A Ty vk
——MVD, 2k H FS-GNN (flow—-sensitive graph neu-
ral network ) , FI| FH 7 S P [R]BHi A A RS R 1Y
FELEA A B CIRACRS ) A A A0 A5 5L (P i A
P ), v LA R o R R SUE L e et
IR, SCER A5 SRR, MVD R T IR
27 RS T ST S 1 IR A 0 v
B, ER, E AR T o A D A5 18 T V504 7 i 2 i ]
Ak b AT A AIORL BE 19 52 3 BT, 4 I Sahin
SEROPE T — iR A 7 v | Jd i GCN il Graph-
SAGE JEAT G, AT LA A sS4 UR B i e 5 22|
B, I AT AT (AR B A P R e

T LA F R AT I HILR] , T A A 4
AR 33 B A [R] A4 A TR e 9 248 S T B 22 S RS
TS AE AR ) 00 B R, AL v e i v A A 3
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6 LT AR AR U T A DA

s A4y HAmE st g BWE hREEERR bt TR i
VGDetector™ 2019 SARD o CFG Doc2Vec GCN
SARD, GitHub PHP
DeepTective™ 2021 5iH PHP = CFG phply GRU, GCN
g
MVDP! 2022 SARD, CVE C/C++ = PDG Doc2Vec Flow—Sensitive GNN
[36] 2022 Wireshark C = AST Word2Vec GCN, GraphSAGE
GraphEye™ 2021 SARD C/C++ i CPG One—Hot GAT, SAGpool
DeepWu-
kong® 2021 SARD, lua, redis C/C++ i PDG Doc2Vec GCN, GAT, k—=GNN
ong
Vulmg™ 2021 SARD i CPG, FCG One—Hot Multi-Head GAT
LineVD™! 2022 CVE, GitHub 3 H C/C++ = PDG Transformer GCN, GAT
C, C++, Java,
SAR-GIN®! 2021 [56] > AST Word2Vec GIN, SAGPool
PHP, Swift
GloVe, Feature—Attention
IVDetect*" 2021 [32-33] C/C++ It PDG
GRU, LSTM GCN
Linux Kernel, QEMU, AST, CFG,
Devign™ 2019 e Word2Vec GGNN
Wireshark, Ffmpeg DFG, NCS
Linux Kernel, FFm- AST, CFG,
BGNN4VD™! 2021 C/C++ = Word2Vec GGNN
peg, Wireshark, Libav DFG
CVE, NVD, Github
Poem" 2020 5iH C, Java, Swift N AST, CDFG Word2Vec ~ Multi-Rational GNN
oAl
CVE, NVD, SARD,  C, C++, Java, J&(51E
Funded"® 2021 N AST, PCDG ~ Word2Vec GGNN
Github 351 H PHP, Swift =)
AST, CPG,
HGVul® 2022 [24,33,88] J& NCS Word2Vec GCN, GAT, GGNN
AST, CFG, Crystal GCN, SAG-
3GNN™! 2021 [26,32] C/C++ w Transformer
DFG Pool
ACGVDM! 2021 [32] C 4 CFG, DFP Word2Vec GAT, MLP
Relational GCN, Tri-
DDG, CDG,
VulSPGH" 2021 [25,32] C/C++ = FCDC Word2Vec  ple Attention Mecha-

nism

A . A, T 2 3k LRI DR 2 A %
7N AT LAA RS E BRI ZRid 2 o Zhou SE 742
T GraphEye, & 2L H VecCPG il GeGAT 2 #8573 41
o Horr, VecCPG XA URS J& PE I 547 0] B 387, Al
D T] i SR BB G 118 DB T RN SURRAIE , GeGAT
MR 2 ) R 28R R AT 181 4328l it 21 S
Y9iIE T GraphEye f)A 8(PE . Zhang S $2H T Vul-
mg, HE A S VI R PR AR A0 3] 2% T
SUAE BRI FFAEFE R | I-H S5 2 ] FIAROR 25

F RSO 3R AR, BT 2 Sk T T
2%, Vulmg 1] LAFE 32 Z2 A AR HEAE R AR Ay g AR TG
FRAE )6 o I AN, Valme £ FH oR 2500 FH 1LFE 98 FH R
B85 A P R RO G I, DA 7R A7 155 R 25 s IR A
., Hin Z8° 2 H T LineVD, {8 F Transformer #5
[Fi] s DA BRI BB AN A AT A R 1 T Y
2R Af SRR M B A S5 R AL R AE 30 o e 4 i 4
J2 fifk TR R HBBCEBORT ) R IR 7 A R L e o
25 R RW, Fl-score 4 B e S #E R T 5y, [m] 1)
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e 5 150 5 Y 00 B — R A S . Xia
A YR R 0 1 [ 48) 09 2% (graph isomorphism
network , GIN) #4750 , $2 4 7 SAR-GIN, %
B DNG R 0 G VAL R VB SECSE AR SR
w5 R B LN B — 2 4 4y B AN [ 9
BIRGE , DRIt S 3R 17 0 D B RHE A
FE ) IR B, B8 A SO U A FH B A 2 02 R 1 B
R, b AR L g Y A A 7R A B o A S AR
FE AR TR B 26 S IR A OGRS
o EFXTIIRTEL, Li B T TV Detect , i 154
58 I R 1 T RS S ke R FH AR T R R SRR
2% ——FAGCN) 1 3L F &1 1) i g A B (2R GN-
NExplainer)2 #8743, b T 0] DAAS U ARAS 2 75 47 75 T
T, AT LS R P At L 1) 7 T L B 5 il A 56
() B R R B o 5B 67% 1K 25
RATE top=5 1.

ST 73 W A L S B 2 s I R TN i
T2 AR RRAE  BHIF 51 2235806 2 FRRAE (i
QBB A TR A EURRAE B B SRR P 3
TESE) AT R G, DAL )2 IR 255 . Zhou
EPHE T Devign, EEAFELL T 3/MBFA1F: 2
GRS SRR A 4 sR B AR St hy HA 25
G0 UF B A B 2549 (416 AST.CFG . DFG .
NCS) 5 I 1¥ EIE A2 3 1o 1 s A% i [ AR 481
SR Ok 2 209 ARRAE 5 Conv A5EHR AT LU A5 2L
i B B 25 T PR 4 4 2T 55 M SR A 3 R T
FIRFAE . Cao W H 17 3571 X0 i) A 4ot 2 IO 4% 1)
i 60 77 i——BGNN4VD, FIFACHS &4 & (41
4 AST.CFG . DFG) 4 2 W5 A A5 1) o 15 A il AR
B E R 2 5] A [, R TR A
D 245, 308 3 T 1 320 R 5 ) 0K ( 2 A% 3 45 40 8 DA
RHE 2GR fa (B TRZ S 52
SR DU IR I, 32512 L e O i ELAT R R ARk RN
HERATE . Ye ZEO4E T Poem, %5 8 ) F 2 4K
(AST .CDFG ) KRR 27 1A i FiE A5, JT 4
T A [ A 22 ) 2% POEM-GNN, A L [F]
B X P 1 22 P i 28 TR A T 8L, DA B o 2 1 ) 7
NIRR ., TEMLFEARL [, Wang ZF5 42 H T Funded, #F
— PR T £ 6 R (AST . PCDG) #1777

SEM AR TAE . Funded R T 37 9 GGNN 4
Rl 1T 45 96 2R 500 (GRU) M1 8 1] (highway
gated ) XF & A AR 8 1 HE AT AR, R AR T A1
PERE,

BT, TR FE A () I e 22 4 A Rl 5 12
TR I AT T o, S T b o T A &
o L% 1 T ACGVD, S — Flil 1 U2 1
FIRIL A A o 2 O 285 1 U e ARG o A AR
% CFG FI DFG #4734 LATE AR 4 1 19 AR A
it T A N B AR A T B T B B TR SR
B, DA 22 M OG5 R AR SE 795 L IR B R
JE BRI R SR G I R GORRE SR R A
E T SR AR, S5 E e A
It , ACGVD 3R 45 T 5 /& #E 1 2% 4 [n] 1 F1-
score, Zhuang AE T 3GNN, 43 B #E AST .CFG
FDFG 8T, B4 R AT DASR L 4S B A S5 115
BB IETC AR S ARG IR 52 F Y, ] B 2R
HRUZ AR A2 B2 R G5 A R 2% 1
AT . A5 R HBAAE 2 S IS 5 AR
T4 T BiLSTM ,CNN I GGNN i 77 ¥ . Zheng 25
$2H T VulSPG, 414 DDG .CDG FI FCDG # £ 1 4]
F TR AL, wT LA TR O B8 -5 T I AH DG 19 1 SCRN 2544
{5 8., 8% 5 i H HAA = (token-level . node-level .
subgraph—level) {3 & J7 HIL ] 1% 5¢ 5 18146 BRI 4511
SIACH v AR IR o 760 G0 R R )
HEAT T X LS5, 45 53 B, VulSPG RS n] L
i B E 55 U I A OC BOARAE , SERLIRIRAGIAT 55 0 I
UL TAE, Song St T — Bl L F IR0 44 rp
[61] 22 7% B IR IR ARG 7 s ——HG Vul, 43 A i
RS R RS A SRR A AR SS & AR 45
T X6 28 Hp o) 6 [ o i R TRl 11, T
FREUAS [R) 28 0 30 e A5 38 B35 SR 8, SRR PR R F
Pl Al FH LA T T AL 1) P ol 22 ) 46 2 2] R0
FR 5 R 2 ) B A RRAE R 04 7 T A6
Mo 7EZ2 N EE4E LSt R, HGVul 19 F1-
score TE MBI 4 ik 3] 96.1% , 15 A -l B 5
k% 88.3%,

2.3  E- TR R iR R
T HE AR AR ALY S BT A R B AR A 2 A
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HEH AL I SRR IR M 4 2 4
U AR B AR, AT LAHE— 28 R P 20 s Az 0 St
TERAEIHT A 23 25 R 55 W T
RN AT 55, 0] AR P i A B PR o 22 R 2 AR 27 2]

AR 8 73 A1 UERIR 1 R 8 0 T 1) AR R S )
[ S RHARURE , AT S R AR 2 5 A Al . 3%
7 RS LT AR LU ) s 1 RS R AT 1

KT HETACRSAR L A T e G A5 Y

o - \ T o

F A LGRS - R 1
Genius?™ 2016  OpenSSL ACFG & —
Gemini"" 2017  [54] ACFG  J& Structure2Vec
Bin2Vec™! 2021  Juliet C/C++ test suite CFG = GCN
[40] 2021  OpenSSL ACFG  J& Graph Embedding Network
DVul-WLG" 2021  OpenSSL A & D-Link, TP-Link Z£[E{4: ACFG & Word2Vec, LSTM, Directed GCN
BugGraph™' 2021 [31] ACFG & Graph Triplet—Loss Network
Vestige'*!! 2021  OpenSSL AFCG & GAT
HBinSim™ 2021 [891% ACFG Word2Vec, Hierarchical Attention Graph

Embedding Network

Feng S5 8 YA T A I HE &4 T Ge-
nius , AR U R 1 b2 o) m UR IR R s TR
Pk B g P AR R o (H2 O T
il PRELHR A, Genius 75 22 F I VL RS k115 H
T BRBSCRN — 3 ] PR AR CZ TR AR RIPE  7E A |,
Xu ZEPHE T Gemini, F — 1 il pREUR IR R & M
AL &, A Structure2Vee FEE T ERA
K FHZ5 A ) 28 3844 (siamese architecture ) 355 FH 1
JEARIy o SRR TEARUERI |, Gemini [E
Genius 245 1 B & A HERA 32, AT DAL 2 b AR
JRR B AN it ), FE SRR A I b ] LU BE 221
i

Z e Bk 22 5 T AR I e (0 ek AR
Pl Ao 2 o 295 3 A7 — 3 A A AR AR AL ) s T A DU
Arakelyan %5742 HH T Bin2Vec, iz AL — 6 mT
PAT SCIF A S i AR 1B, DA AR AR e i 1

R L AR 24 2 o Jay 42 i U RN B Wt 17
BRI A R . 2R pR B 2 e IR
R 2 A1 SORTRNAE: 55 B B T e E S 1Y
S5F . Sun SR T AN IR [ 2 e A HE
20, SN k) R B Sy e v A R O AR R
(ACFG) , #R Jim 38 1oL Il e PRl A I 28 2 U ACFG 1

RRAE Az R BRI A ] i, d5 T8 5 TS e
17 pR KRS B bR R ] (R AR RLME , AR SE H AR R
Hoe A4 5 I

(B2, 7R AT ) [ AR AR AL AG DU
ST LT 20 A — 2 T 2R G 1A hRAS |
AN FA ], 23 i B AR 5 A A% =0
] s — R AFTEA [ R B A AR A ALEE , b 5/ A
ABLER AR 6T T U FIR A4S DU A 55 A 130 5 Jn 8 22, Sun
SEPR I T DVul-WLG, H i B KU ) ACFG,
i i} Word2Vec .LSTM 1l GCN 42 L ACFG YRR 1iE
A S I oS [ eREICRAE 22 ] R AR B
B8 SR A AL I o AN 12 RS i R AH
K43 M7 (canonical correlation analysis, CCA ) ¥ AN [A]
PR R GEAE 14 2 i A B AR TR 23 (8] b, I LA e )
I R AT 23k, R TP T 85 2R [T 474 s ) A6z 00
Ji IR T BugGraph , 2230 [R] A A e B34 2 4~ [
A, E e B AR R R Y g A, AR R
ARR ] R AR ) — A , 33 AT AR Rl 2 G 1364
PR ST SE o ARJE B T — B iy [ = E i
I W 2% (graph triplet—loss network, GTN) , }f = &
ACFG (5 IE 17 3 R ek O VB kA, Hooy > HR
S B DR oSO T R B2 T 1) R AR v T o
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A R B, i 2o X R 7 2 A AR AR BLRE HE 44, A
THERI AR 22 [] (4 2 5

5 T LR A AR A 2 o] 3] B 4 T AR
T RAE , BHIT A D1 221l & 2 ML 20 (Ands 4
G | R AU ARSI A ) RRIE . )i SE R
th T Vestige , B 56 14 £ — i il AR5 14 Ja 44z ok K00
FHE (AFCG) , w1454 900 s — ikl
20 3 MR AL AT RAIE , 85 7E AFCG B3 A
TR T ML A AR A RAE . 25 KW, A LE Gemi-
ni, Vestige A DL I 31 4G 0 1) top—1 iy HP R 32 5
27%., Wang 25748 1 T HBinSim , 1 i 44 2 1) 15 |
PEEE AR B RS SOR MRS AR, A5 1R
T Y iy ik FE SURAIE . SR 5 il T2 U 22 00 [
R Z8 27 S B IR AR IZ MR B Ay
JE WA, ATTESE A HEA AR AN ok B 00 1
T A AL, DT 7EAL 2 ek R IE I i H DA [
IAREHEZMCHE R . B, 15 2 ML
I ARTLIE RS B 24 ] RO S AL, 45
R TEA TR EHE A+, Hbinsim (1947 [0 38 5
TR
2.4 ERR A% =i R RS

TESE BRI 5 b RHIE A D3 22 300 1 T
JE 27 S R AT R A AER BRI %07
AT LRI B B

5 [ [E] 2 b 1 B2 AR B 5% Fr (National Institute
of Standards and Technology, NIST) il 1 X ¥l 1l ¥
3 KA Y] ) 7 B AR (R — DN R R AR Y
AR, M, Chen ZEPHE T IR 20 B FIPE 435 | 25
——VASE, R 4f& Twitter £ 4 (14 AR b1 14 4 2 I 17 141
(9 502 CVE, I 38 228 X5 1 Twitter B8 9 AU PEAS
F) RIS LB Twitter R T FERHE
) D 1 A R 00 6% A o T 1] 1 1) ) A0 O 1 Tt
357 o G SEBRECHR M , VASE [ - 35 46 % i 25
(MAE)2A 1.255, A LA Lt NIST 42 117 270 1 J8 % Ui ]
War.

97 B 1R ) 4 Bl A DX (4 GitHub)
(1) 3 FH AN I | Lazarine S8/ FH 4158 /9 26 43 1 If:
P T P FOA AR R 22 1] 5G 2R &1, A1) T e &

AT AR R i A KAl A A7 A T — FH P L Y
26 J P T SURRAE XA AR R M R TR P A
R AT 3RS, AT e Tl 1) A7 122 R
FUREAR S Ullman S5 7 — 480800 1 JC W B 1A
HRAE SR | 38 52 K a5 (H A5 P U5 FH 72 P 4
{18 2 A R AT LEA50) 5 R AR I IO R I AR s 1) 2R
£, REME il $2 1 2 P 22 18] 19 56 &R LA KL 7E GitHub
H L 2R R A TR IR, T LA Bl — 2B DA R 2R i
A

£ X} Android 5 7E 2 4t 11 U I K2 9, Renjith
ZES2 T Android 11, Android 12 JAS (4 b FH )2
FIVE SR 2 A7 78 1Y) Java T TR ARAS , s A% Ay ]
K 2 7R (AST . CFG . PDG ., CPG) , fifi Ff &1 #i 2 ™) 2%
(GCN Fl GAT) # 47 ¥ 1 4 I, Fl-score & 2| T
0.92,

BT X e A 29 W IR RS, Huang 25 5 5l fif
P T ST R Y IR, LE B RN A SO A T
Ak, 88— Tt AS R 4 i 2B 0 21 A, -
I BRI T R 7 A B S S R R A T
R A Y R, LUS AT eIk D M (A . SR5
X R A T S0 A B ) s i R 1A R F TG
BRI AR i e K i, e i)
LU 2% 1] 0 R 2 T ) R R G 2 TR A T T
GEIRFW] 207 AR TR S AR I 1%, AT DAY
AR HERA B R T T S 2R AN EREA 2

BEA, TEUARHS Can g b 3 44 ) i i B CRE 7 G
T R AE NG ) I AT AT R & — ARk [ A
Wang S5 % B, 8K U5 I B2 3 AT, 250808 25 30t )
B IC T 5% o DX Y6k R R ) A8 o, T L3k A7 i SR AR
T8 N 25 ) 5 2R 32 56 W 725 6 1) D A7 258 (R ZE AR
i B 2E 5 . R T ORI RR AT RS ) R % b X
e IR 2B E BT T — BT I RO 45 4 DFG+
e AR T I T I R BN O A o 1) 2 B R S
NS N SN DY R i S o A S
(BRGCN) 2 2J i SL L ZLRFAE , I AT 49 A5 1 43 28
155 . SCBRM ZA R A SR S LR R R
94.39% . F1-score "N 94.18% , I 1.5 M 30 4 i
HET 29
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3 Hth5itig

31 BE5HH

ARG Se X Bt e B G 27 > A
BRI AIPAL AT T 84, 7l i1 %2 &3 K
RS RIEA A T e AR ORI T A A AL
{18 T ) G I ASE AR P IF S e, O 2t T TS A
FIXF LG, 4 W3 6 N3 7. Sl st LA B B AR
RPEMIIFE TAE AU LR S48 57087 .

1) X FRARAE A SOR 13 & s S
TR b BR324 OB A
By o1 58 A A B LS AR ) 52 A, A 2
Hd AR 1 ST AT ) G I ASE B A BE AR S 1 1V
P I B b o AR AT ST TAE e % I FL 5K
A3 H (41 GitHub 31 H , Linux Kernel . FFmpeg . QE-
MU S5 7 P850 1 ) vhowly st Bl 46 L JF kAT T AT
Devign . Gemini % 804l SR 76 J5 2L I WF 58 T AR 84S
TTIZ IR 3 4 T RS U TR R Y TR
(FE D,

2) XF TR HT R G, e T AR AR 2 T ) A6z
DRERL L C/CH+iE 5 o 3 , WA #853 LL PHP Java FiI
Swift S 73 A X B 100 T AR AR B0 ) s 1) Az 0
AR R T R ACRY , ANk 6 A 7 T R
TR A B S AR 2 SRR G AL g
IR 2 2 2] 8 s ) A I R AT 1 LA, e 8 — AR
T RYRIESE b7 LI, 32 T AR i a3
22 WIS 5 e B IR A R AR AE 3 180 1 B Ak
o AER  ASBIFSE 0 I8 A s, R PR BE 2 ) 4
AR AT Z 3 AR Y ) A I ) WIS A R AT
B, HIBOS TR RIRCR . X SRR R 45 F s
R PR TR B A 2 AR AT DT G M A ) AR
T (0 RAIE it oy — Al A A T T A T 1

3) XF TACAS R AL AR ), B T AR AR 21 U R
R AR 2235 1 Z2 b [a] 360, 0 it R 1 vk
B A SRR P L eR RSO P RS, AT A A ESE AR
e Z N REROR TR G A T — R 15
gity NI (K 3) . HRRHERRMIL, 204
fIE Rl 5 T L TR] I 25 R 5 4 A A 5L (4 ) 3 RS 4
i) FEES A B (R, Zr G AU Ry i) 12 1K

2 B SCMZSF(E 2, T 345 S s A N R 7,
oI RIR T B T HE A A AL i T T A
TSR K Z2 (8 P B AE Qa4 o R L i
PRI ESCR 45, FE 2R IE il T 24k A, an sk
T EFRRTBL

4) X F BT BE 2F  BE ARG g, JE T AR AR X
V18 Y JTL ARG 00 A% 75~ 3 U Y A I — T4 55, iy 31 ity
YIZE A i T ] T 45 5 | 1136 FH A 8 Do 2 1 &1 7
BN R 2, 5 22 BRI TR 2% T [m) 44) 1) 2%
SN A (e 3) o T3 AR RS A AR 1% s 310 A6
WIRSRL 5y Sk 2 A5 B S S RS 1 o i o
P L A 2R ] AR AS AR 1 ] AR RURE , 32 7 )
WA AR A 2 75 A7 AR T, 2 ) PRl i A D 25 44
A [R5 N G A ] T AR R v o
WILINiRUESSES WL INi INE R =Wk Nl & I B
B U A5 18 AR i R R AL AT T ek, gk
6 F13k 7 AR ALY 1 T B

5) XFESIH B T IR A, Y12 A
IRAR B A R TR 2 B WA LR R, HRTR
LRI TAE T GRS B PR A, 0 6
I H B AR B TAEE 2R W H i
S HYIRIAAS I . A0, Li 259 Hin 259 Ghaffarian
SOV A I BH 5 PR 2 ) 45 1) s 1) A 0 A5 75
Re A A AT 5 30 H e 50 BT, Wang 5°R FiE R
2 ) PEAT T IR ARSI i D H bR S A
S RIVAT 5 BRI 2, BAS T ANEE I A5CR .
3.2 REWHRFESHE

FEF v [a] PEEICHE 25 48 1) PR R B 2 > R
= 2 PR AR FRAE , BE A5 4 B2 VR 2 K W AR R R 15
B TR A AT 55 v i 2 B0 LU L AL e R i ph
P 4% (4n CNNRNN 45) 19 7 ik A 5 3 i X 3
AW T AN AR B, & B TR R B 2 2 1)
Do 65 0 5 8% L 2 AP 2 S e P T (R A T
A ETE L ARE A Ly | e o AN E2Y [T E S S A a4
T AN A 7 AT SR AEAE B 22 5l /D iy [l R, HLAA Y
EASiIa

1) B T T B B 5L 2 . A
FHR 3 B 4 5K [ SATE 1V Juliet. SARD I NVD
GA IR A RBESE , Jok 8 A PR LS A
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T 52 ek . [WIEE, AR 2R i B s AR A AE
B S I AS S 1) ) 0, 3 E — 2 BRI T AR AR
PERE .

2) HL G — B A TSRS . wad e A
ONTFERAE ) 25 K B0, B A A U 52 R 22 R 6t
T4 WS A S B 4 AR o A T
P AT N B A RS A TF . B,
PAGE— R ST — > RE AR ISt A TR, AT LA
A Ry FEE U 1 28 FE B8R 4 02 R FH TRI R i 2 > s A
A7 U IR G 1) P K

3) YRGB MR BEE . H AT, A
FE A Twitter JFIEAL X (U GitHub ) 55 7 JHCECHE 7
AW S BT, T B T U5 AR A ST BRI A B
LT —A 1 T RS, TR AN AS BE R B
FEARASA & AT DL AR A S EE NS
TR AH S 15 B

4) FEFRI R ER M
2 AT e IR Ao DU B 3 OB R R IR ACRS R OR A
AST .CFG .PDG & ] (8], Ifi oy 1 i A6 A8 = > 3| 5
ST VR RS ERAE  BHIF A 51l 2230 22 Fif
FEAE (AN P31 SCA 1D AT Rl A SRRSO LA
AT Hb SRR AE BT B AR o P, T R
fIE A= b e e A s 2 B R TR 2 ST iR T 1Y
HEIRE,

5) AR AT A . BT %R
RS A — BN SO AR, R T R T A
A LIS SCAR e Sy 1) 1, A SRy A 28 T 286 11%) 52 B
Ao TR AFEAR S R RR B R TRl A
AT DA AL 2 S SR AT =R B AT U R, A L 1]
T o, AR ) 1) e SR e

6) FEIBhZ 48 R T T2 T A 78 1) 1 5
. GCN.GAT.GGNN GEN J& e & F Y [ pf 22
RE-S RS AN | W AN A R RS LR
25 I £ 5 780 5 Al X £ 580 (4 LSTM . GRU L self—
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Abstract The recent advances made by graph—based deep learning have demonstrated its great potential in processing non—
Euclidean structured data, and a large number of research efforts have attempted to apply graph embeddings or graph neural
networks to vulnerability detection. This survey systematically investigates the vulnerability detection based on graph deep
learning. Firstly, we summarize the four main stages of the vulnerability detection process, including data set, graph data
preparation, graph deep learning model construction, and result evaluation. Then, starting from the effectiveness of graph—based
deep learning vulnerability detection, we respectively expound the research results based on code patterns, code similarity and
specific application scenarios. Finally, by sorting out and summarizing the existing research works, we analyze the challenges and
foresee the trends in this research field.
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