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Then, a deep graph convolutional neural network was constructed to extract the feature embeddings of the interpro-
cedural comparison flow graph, and this neural network was used as the deep Q-network for deep reinforcement
learning. Finally, an online deep reinforcement learning model was established based on the dual deep Q-network
model, and an intelligent agent was trained to optimize the fuzzing mutation strategy. This deep reinforcement
learning model defined its state using the random field distribution features corresponding to the seed file and the
associated blocks. The selection for the focused mutation block of a seed file was defined as an action, and the dis-
tribution divergence of the approximate distributions of the random fields before and after the action was defined as
the reward. A prototype was implemented for this fuzzing optimization method, and multiple rounds of up to 24
hours of evaluation were carried out on this prototype. The experimental results show that on the benchmark Fuzz-
Bench, the code coverage speed and overall coverage achieved by the prototype are significantly better than those
of the baseline fuzzer AFL++ and HavocMAB, and better results are achieved on most benchmarks compared to

CmpLog. On the benchmark Magma, stronger vulnerability triggering capability is demonstrated by the prototype

10 %

on the benchmarks openssl, libxml, and sqlite3.

Keywords: fuzzing, deep reinforcement learning, distribution divergence, branch condition variables
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Figure 1 Overview of self-adaptive fuzzing optimization method based on distribution divergence



6

VEALAE: T A0 UL B0 ORIk A 1 77 ik <41

o BE LA B AT AR 28 A0 AT R AE . B A,
KITER—AMF A s 2 N, R E
— NG D R RE 2R 20 A DG B %N X AT 8 5
FERFE— s A J5, AR 79 B X YR A
Tt SCPR AR AT 45 58 72 5 SR CF M6 434D
SR T BEATL3 B A 20 A AT

BE G, 2 IAIBE L) BOE 2R 23 A0 REAE 4 TR
FEBRAL S ST IR E A R4, DL EIRE T
FIREFRITURANE (QMED . ZFhE M2 —4
AR AP WX 45, 32 B pl A P 28 D 245 4
H )72 $E BB 20 RRAE RN o

e, AT IER AR Rl AR S A i
A2 2] I, R R e 25 ST RS R AR 2R )1
AR ACERAE BRI 3R R
2.1 ZEIFEHIA ST

25 (6] Bl AL 3 F 38 T — 21 2% 1) A o< Bl AL A =
FIAFAE . HOEW WAL E . BE M ESE R R
PR, FEHRAE T X L JE 1 7R 2 18] 58 A e AR b
(17 AT AR P o AR ST I — M A 1) E IR A2 7 T
0 (1 ASOR DUk T B AR S R S, X
% A 23 0] KH 2 43 52 ) W A% A 1 40 A REAE 4T
Guik oA A8 FH BEAL Y 25 A Re AE 08 7 40 T 1
6] H ST A B AL AR 5, 65 B 4 THI R IR FE 1
Z0) 1 SR U SR A P T DR I A ) B
P ARHAIE -

>= 3 && strcmp(argv[1], "-f") == @) {
if ((fd = open(argv[2], O_RDONLY)) < @) {

ntf(stderr, "Error: unable to open %s\n", argv[2]);
(-1);

if ((ent = read(f
printf("Hum?\n"

d, buf, sizeof(buf) - 1)) < 1) { =l
); rﬁl%

PAAS

o AL AR
2 {3 AFLA+3RHEF test-instr.c P27 A2 B 72 8] Lo AT I (175 131
Figure 2 An example of generating ICMPG using test-instr.c provided by AFL++

2.1.1 AR AR

N1 EX—ABENY, B AE LR B
AR 18] o A ORI 73 S HIW AR & H R SCA
A IR A A R AE o AT B %R
2 G R PR ED 7. 8w, 4 3CH
W AR AR ELACHR A0 ], OF R P AR R EL 8L
TR B 45 R PUE KA H 8. R, 4SO
F ELB AR 4 P AE B A HR ) bR 3006 R LB LY,
34N O T B ORI 41 7 8] R g — A B A AT A
RO B — BN &, 5t LR AT Bk TR 4 T e
FEARYUE R s A e LR 1

AR SCARIE A MR 3 (%) e 2 T e o e Pl A i
TR bhE i i o kAR 1) R B — A 1 1
HAT R FOR BA HBHR S A, LRRHAD
WRIEE E TR R (ATIREE4 R R) . K2
JEIN T BT A SR 1 77 148 T AFL++1O14 it
1) test-instr.c £ 7 A2 i R 1] LU B () 7 1 o

58, ARTTIENIEARS BT oR A b 1] TR
% (intermediate representation, IR) fLfd . [A
I, FEARHYE d IR [AE F e 2R A2, &R
AP T KA TR BB, v 270X
PR BB s BN EEAH BB, B
Bt HEEAL BB, AR A BB, 0 1
Bl 2 7 B R TR 42 i el v, 3K S SR AR R 4
SrMbRid g (BB, ). B (BB, M

porEIiEwgbnE|




i I S5 Bz 4

10 %

4 (BB, MK (BB, . (EiZnfld,
ﬂ:BBentry

RIA AR 56 A T BB, IR
WERRIE -

FR, AJ7ER Y ok 2O B Ceall graph,
CG) KA ek Hr £ it B & T R m A
IS P 42 1) AL O AR AR I A TR % 1) 1] Cinterpro-
cedural control flow graph, ICFG) .

B, TR A B8 SRR SR Y 2
AP AR AE B, AT iR R R A 4 )
TR A A AR A EE BRI, Bkl R A 1.

BIE1 Mo R A i B D R A) B A
SEIRZRPR

MIN  G(VE) /i Rl i

MY Goupe (VE) /3 FEE] LA

1) Vdcl<—{ v|veV/ type (v )#BB,, /\ } type (v )#

cmp
BBswitch

2)foreachv e V,

3) vare={u|ueV/\eu,VeE}

4) stw={u|ueV/\ev,ueE}

5) foreachs e V.

6) for eachd € V)

7) adde  to £

8) remove e, , from £

9) end for

10) remove e, from £

1) end for

12) remove v from V

13) end for

14) Giovpg (V.E) <~ G(V.E)

WAL E AL, AT EBRRAE T BT S [F R
P, WBIER T REIC R A, ATAHERA FH
22 I 2% 1 0 1R B AL 3 70 AT R AE HRON B RTAT 1
BEAL 37 Hh 5 A Bl AR BB 1Y)~ A) P ER O A TR bR
MBI SRR RN RN, A
WA & () 73 A R ik FLAU (0719 kA SE SRR AH 58
PERAT IR R L —. A, BXAFERF
F18) T e ) ) Bl ARG 2R
2.1.2 MM B LA AER IR

A, A8 AR B AR Sz AR K A
- SR WA T 1) 43 S W AR B AL S A5E A B L
Yo XTI 0] (QF,P), QAT
BB LS 0], S () F 2 BE LS N Q 1) P
AT, MR P yFAE 2 ) A SR )
B —AE% (EITEE N [0,1D 0 A STH Govpg
HH S AN T RO IR R 73 S AR B E g i
PR X:Q — R, HPr7E R340 2 153 W
R (RFLPY. ERERANFFMESE G, F!
FORRMPA 7. ME3 PR, XT—AF7
A, AR AT BRSO B
BUES i, HOfdE F — A8 3 SRS A FH T 508 i
I AR S A ol R UK 1813 A7 A RS o i N
A QA 22 KA. %A R &5 RiES
W22 R (R,F P IR B PP AR AR . AR
SR H R R AT B AR AR I 1K e R R AR X AR
b, AR I X BE 6 4R B A AR BE 22 RE Y

WEALAS B ABE 343 A A

e
o
ICMP

iy (A AL B 3 A AFAIE

2 M REHLE 73 A HAE

B3 3 SRR IR 5 VAR S M A T AR A i B0 BE AL ABURE 5 ) A R A1k
Figure 3  Using the Monte Carlo method to obtain the approximate probability distribution features of

the random field after a mutation strategy is applied to the PUT



56

VEALAE: T A0 UL B0 ORIk A 1 77 ik

43

N AL BB A E S BRI
ZANEREA P00 2 6] T RE RS e — R 51 (I REALAL
BT S . Bk, A ORI A 2 )
s B RES R 5| BIME—IIBEHLAZ & . 4T, A5
/I%IF,@?F}LiﬁTE)\{j\j{lel € GICMPG}" H, Giewps
REBEHLIA AN ], X2 5 Goype R
xR EIBENLAZ R, RIS 5 Gioype T 1T MLy,
RERT 2 FR) 73 S T A2 B 2 e i Sk o 50, WAL 43 21
MHME. b, FoRECUBUR 2 I A B R ROt 2
SR

e, A RATEREE L (K 0 AT RFAE . A
TS T BAE AR 745 X B A 735 Rk
AR SRR S DR R A S AR S S
W FEHL AR W RE N L 3 A 2 57
b, AT B E AL B AL AR B 1R I AU < 73
A BEAF NBENLIZ AT RAE,  F B SRR IR
FESRAT B AL P R A BEHLAZ B X B3 UE =R 73
Ao ATFEAGRENLI A 28 i A REHLAR & 1R AE(E
RN AMES () R R,
3 T2 B KB a0 BE
min xje ATFEEBGE T KIS H N, FFEETT
BEALAR R AR X R AOMESR, RIBENLASE X, (i
MR d (x,), AT 75 B BEH LI (30T AU 52
A D = {d (x,)) X T4 M2 57, ATy
12 DA€ AL A AR 7 (R B4 7 SO AR
(AT RAE . N T (RIS PRALE REATL A2 B3 AU < 73
A (3 f B RBSER TN PR A ok B, A5 VR SR

T BN FEHITE 10% LA
22 FREMLEIEE

WE 4 FTR, 1R8I SRR RIS A
TRUE AN R P B e X Hext B (13 AR ML 37 43 A
RFOEJG, AR SO H O 22 A8 P 22 I 28 1 22 2 JK
JEIATL AL R ) A4 26 T 8 A T AR BB AT % PRI o
48 X 2% 1) B N P 5 DX B 30 A 2 1)
WU A R ], ol R DX R 7 F R A1 0 43
Sl N A 5 A R (H S 50 T 2 1 B o 22 Y 4%
CEAKRT, SAGPoolP) . [EIH2 W 4% i i &%
AN DX HROE B 1) 2% (8] BEATL 3% 23 A R AE IR ON - Bl 7
SCAFAR ) DX BT 2 (RS # N B 8 43 N MLP 1,
HAEs H EPEE R (BRI, softmax) TR
BRI 5, BIEAEIE (IR S AKX
BT AR ) TR
221 Abz WM IE

AT VEAE AN S BT B S5 R D 2
FAR 4% GCN AT GON,, ., 14 22 Dy 25 A2 P 4 245 A
2. Dy AR N 20 1 FH T BRI AN B 2
] (A AL REAFAE,  EL R T AN RPN 45 (1 S 400]
DAR I S NAFAE LA AL, DR O 25 A 2 o 4%
I IR (2R A N 4 B T BRI T RE
AR

A7 AR B AL A B AL AR & AL
P2 A0 A R AE d () 1 9 B R TS SR AE, IF
Wi E BB EME N2 “BR-HE
AL R EGR M E RN . EZE G AN
g, BIE CBR-ZHE” MERERETE
A

-3 DL IO BB AL 53 A R ALE

[ — X T (0125 I B WL 4 L]

MR RZHISAGPool .

I i

ICMP

13— DMl AL 22 TR B3 3 A i

i, 1

ICMP K.

Y

X355

7

K4 HT SHOE P HLIZ 2 AT R AR RN B P 28 R A 22 I A

Figure 4 The pseudo-siamese neural network model used to extract embeddings of approximate random field distribution features



ase W2 5515 1.2 2 4

10 %

WO=o s S e i) )
jeN ()

Ho, o RBEGEERE (relw); bV Zi1%ZE BT
IR E TR WO RZE SRR ST A
HIKE; bR TR RARE T RN () e
TR AURE . BN, AJiRIE 5
FE RIS, MR G oppg T A H & H B 70 A
MBEALAS B S LA A BRI, ARTVEGIANT
U HE e, = 1/s,; (s, 5 AT B8 iy
MR, WIS 7 R T AR
P MR TFAE o A7 VRS FH P 2 R e K st R B
PAFEN, FIEBREZ ERFEHER A
i TR

0 = {max), (W 5]) @

| 3)

{NEMWUMstjsmmmw”)m]

k=1

Horp, NSRBI R YRR, dim()
RoRKRENYERE . W5, KTFEBEAD “BR-
EHE” M RER, FAEKKRA =
@@, Ji LR “HER - R
I

BEAh, TR R X, AT
GCNyjoo 52 U R N o JFORE L5
GCN o SRIUAIFR TR BLFT RN g T o
222 AMMEMNLE )2

BBV g STy LY RN v 2N S A RIS
JHEAEN T Rl R AIREN LI 73 AR A R AR
Tt SO X B R (T REH LI RFAE RN - O T Al
2 W 4 REAS TIUI BAN [X R AR 57 6 BB L3700 A
AERSEMR, AR 77 3248 ) MLP R0 B8 28 softmax
AR A X BRBEAT AR R MM B i A IX
BRXTIEP,) o AR B30 K DX R A A Dy 3 2 1 X B
BEAT AR, HAZ X B i R sy Hotth
XHB A (CRMAEMZEK—MNESHD . A&
Ja, SRS T 4R AU R AT AR
St I FE p, A A AR E y, TR R . 1%
AR F T XA 2 2 34T S AL 78, DL
P2 SR, AT A0 P A 48 0 2% A D TR B i
FOIMRE R4 (DQN 1QMIZ%), M
TR AR R TR AL 5 s 1R 3

23 REBUEIIRR

AR A A SR A AT K B Ay B Ak 5
> 0] R DA S AR SCAS I AE 2 Stk 27 ) T 1
2.3.1 EALF AR

WS s, SRS 2] SRR A AL 5 R8T
BRARHEL, AL E. HX S RBER.
T T BRI 5 AN OB 2R U B AR D7 VR A0 )R R
AR A A A 2 S A

Ok

}I
B8 % e
ik
s gR{L S A

Figure 5 Basic model of reinforcement learning

1) M85, R e AR IR AR, W RE
AREFRWENE, K5 MR REA B IR BEAE AR
NHATIEABERI 2 . FEARSCHI T, AR
M AR E, HONE BeAREE A S AL BRI
RS S, HBE R A SRR BNME a 1E I
IR A AR S SR, AR TR X A e 545 B
) B e AR A SR LISl v

2) BAEACHE . B REAUH AR — MR RESRAE,
FNFA G EFRWCRA S, MR L SRmE 9 A B £ 92
BEWHIENE @, JFRIEIA T ESS AL R 2 ) - it
FLoRmG, T I N R .

MRE. AHTBEHRESE XN S=
{ﬁseedvbélockaéﬁlocka"'abglg?if}’ H éseed ]

7 (K BE L7 SRR 0 A, Do A 5 1 AN X Bexet
JSL PR B AL 37 AR 2 3 A o A5 EAR R B -1 S0 1F
HAEAN DX AR S 7 A 1) RS T S B L3 (1 30 B AE
RO, FREIX LE X I AU e 2 AT
AN T AR B = AR )3 AU 40 AT

4) BE . KRITERIE a & LREE N,y
(A8 e S, e AN A0 S SRS R P 1)
FANXYUE R F B R X B, S F—Md
Nyjour ™ XBRBIFP T, AR5 7200 32 ZE X B A8 S
REENK (N + £ = 1)s B HABN,,, - 1D
XEAE R BN 1/ (N + € = 1), Hf
K RAETCHE R ) — /NS4

5) 2. A J7 i H I8 B E a 1%



56

PESE: T AT UL B BRI A T ik <45

B, WPk XK SR, JF R AR

AR X N PR T ABLBE AL 37 1) 3 A RRAE o HOA
T3 ST B AE a 5 5 BEAL % A BEPL AR
7 A 11 JS B )% (Jensen-Shannon divergence ,
ISD) 2RISR, o AT kR N a,, -

IX” N XY

> ISD(d (X!)d (X?)), FHHISD() 2 IS B
i=1

JES T, X7 AIXY % SET AR e g (RIB)E o)
A J5 78 i B L T R B AR B AR A . IS BUE RE
i 75 kb i R TS R A 22 T B B B2
P GEER 1, ZRBO, HHBEAXNFRIEREE
Mo BIATT A L E SRR, Haz 25w
ML 7 AT RHIE T8 22 5 TEAH O, AT AT BA
N AR SR B AE A A AT = RS 5 .

S 2 JoR T AR DT VR FE TR B v Ak o ) B
VBSOS A

BoR2 BT IR GRS o) P RERBOR I SR
W ) B

¥IN  corpus //WIUEFIEE

put /B IFER  (program under test)

1) while True

2) seed < ChooseOneSeed(corpus) //i% #¥
iy

3) field < GetFiled(seed) /3K B Fh 1 X &7
BENL

4)  if IsUpdateStrategy(seed) then //FI W7 & 15
ST RS

5) strategy «<— UpdateStrategy(seed, field)
/53 SR

6) else

7) strategy «— GetStrategy(seed) /35 B A8
S R

8) endif

9) cnt < GetMutationCnt(seed) //3% B 4% 5+
RE

10) fori<—1 tocnt

11) mutator <— ChooseOneMutator() /%
HRRET

12) pos <— ChoosePostion(seed, strategy) //
WAL S B

13) testcase «— DoMutation(seed, mutator,

pos) /85

14)  feedback «— DoExec(testcase, put) //FH
AT AL P

15) RandFieldSample(feedback, field) /i
PR FE

16) end for

17) end while

AR5 A A R I A AR AR S R s
T IR FE SR A 57 ST R AR A R AR S SR (1428
TR, RN n 7 AR GE AOR I S 15 3K BBt AL 37
DATFHERIAZ R, IR H, EENEREFIEFEE
FALEN, AT T IR AL SIS AR g
WA T X, Bl 7R D IR b R A B
WL AR S5 47 B F 5 5%
232 ERF Tk

AN A G0 AT AE ORI B b 2R AT
RO AE L7 2] o AR T7 VA% ] — T S S0 7E 42
UHRAG S IR (SCRFAE R 2 ST 1 DQN AR Y
I AR 2 1 DR iR A4 o7 ) RS A 5 = 1 () I T 4
FEHIAE G BE I N o AS D7 VR4 B2 R I8 7 ik
B DR B e AR R AE AN 58 2 UM BRI 45 0L T 5 2]
AR QM S8, HARML, AT7iEx HER
BHATHEZRRAE, WA FATHERICZ, IHF
FHAR S B0 B 22 B Atk ORI 2R e AU . 1%
THIR P A SCHR B s AL 52 2 T s — S, B
R SR () By IR AT SR Y 55 OB AT AT
wiclsne

B R AR A B IRAT SR AT B I 5 4
KlIan B 6 pros, AT RS2 B8 0 B OR L $ =
T AE RSO I K A P VR R SR AN S ) B Y ) L
Fo KIPIERR G ACEE AT BLXS A T 2 AV RS
T AT 2 AT S OSR, JF 0 i AR X L
REBI R . MR T —ERNAER)E, BN
2 g W CAZ AL A IR IR b2 2T
AT AR P BUE IR Q ) 2% B A e ke £ 47 ) A
itk B AR AT S8 B AR MRS, AT B G AD
DQN F3% rhonf QI8 Wy i il 1] . A T7 15558 1K
M TATEh R F 8 Q M S8 o Fl T H 431730
PR 0 Q M4 S % . AT BRI T HAR4T 3k
PEAG Q P28 THIME (O e FHFR BT ER AL 1) 32 Ji
(R) KMNZRQ M, THEHLRIL LR



.46 WZs 515 B i

10 %

= Lyse(Q(Sa).R +ymax 0, (5%4")) (4)
Hb, Ly O R EZBREE y &FrInG
T HARH R A AR R IR, A7 ik
K HRE 0.5,

E78: S B RBARER

S, N
Lad

a,
PSR EEE R SRS RE R PR R A s
S, .
<__________flz_ ____________
S, _
| »
S, o
>

Ko  FRAREAPI AT AT RATZ K 771
Figure 6 Sequence diagram of the agent providing actions
for two seeds in parallel

3 SIS

31 =

A R B AP AT vE TR LB S 4
T R R WA 4 i A R R I B B e H B
B, AR LLVMPUIE & 7 i adbe T A,
f8i ] Clang M1 Clang++4 3 | H i€ S F 5 L 4R
B E AFLA++1), A5 7248 B NetworkX 122153 #7 4
TRy 4 o P A S I T ) e R ) 42 1
W R FE I i B . N T R SR S
A B AR U X 25 22 1) S 3 oy 280 1) 5 s i 15
P, A5 Linux 344E RGN AE IR ST
(memfd) H1H T~ 2 8] 1815 1) A Hiw 5 =47
(AF_UNIXD . B4k, A 7748 F PyTorch > A
DGLEPHSILIR B i 2 SRR J FLUR P 28 I 45
ARSI R AL i 44 9 COVUZZ,
3.2

A )P4l AT [ DL B A ) R

1) A SCHE H AR UR B 5 Ak 2 ST 1 ) R 75 42
il VR FE AR AR A ST T 1 R 2 0 e 1 LY
Nk, AL M FuzzBench® i MLk 3 7 6 AN &
HEMN H AR M B m 4R . B 5k, AU
TR AL S SRR I S B, ok
SE TR E R X B A XCHOA T AR S AR
3. N, ASCBRER X R COVUZZ,,

COVUZZ,,. MEHBESHKBREN2, FHE/K
K&EN4. & AT e se5s DL E S5 C.
AR, T UE B AR SCHR LAY 1) 4 e AR TR ok
SN e IR Z 4Ly, ASCE 7T RS Y
LLExt R 43 3l & covuzz,, CEIEE)
COVUZZ,, . (BEHLIEES) . BT 45 Rl SCEE A
A X P DUAH [A] A8 Sk 2 HL g A ST 4 T vk
AFLA+IBRINHENE ,  J5 3 BEALLS Fh -1~ ST b ) 2
AN DX PR AR SR

2) ASCHE TR 75 51 B ATy
HPEREUNfT ? Jyt, ASCAdE A FuzzBench H ()
A 24 N FHED B AR PR ISR, JF 5L
J5 % AFL++UHT Havoe, ,  $EATHERERT EL . AR ST
ISR k2 o A R v U o FR SRS
BE N —MES, MRMESFFE24 hIFEE
S, AT IR E TR AP, A EA
BRI XA 45 B 48 T B 37 1) Docker 25 2% 1 4 H
Sy BCA AL ¥ % CPU.

3) ASCHR I 7 VA TR IR ARSI 7 T ) A e G
1] 2 % SC A% I Magma a0 £ 10V b (1 4 355 9 /S 5
ENES E Aw,  JF NEEHENNA B FRBEALIEFE 1AM 5
B P . AR SOK R R g B AT
AFL++H1 Havoc,,, AT 5 EG, B BN PEASAT 55
FrE24 hIFEE 5.

4) AW FU JFE B R G W] 2 A SC AL
I @ 2) ) s 5 S AR TR R Sl GPU N A7
PRRIE oL, JF 5 32 J7 7% AFL+XT H T R
MRt &

FiT LI A 7E — & 82 1E 2 48 Ubuntu 22.04
IR 5538 BT . RS FSACA 21 CPU (ntel
Xeon Gold 6326 CPU @ 2.90 GHz). 378 GB 17+
21 TB AR (RAID W E NIBOD) 12/ GPU
(32 GB Nvidia GPU Tesla V100). A4 N K47
Wi B IR BT ] 1 S B0 45 5 o
3.2.1 REIRALT AR 64 1 A B AR A AR R

N7 UE B IR BE s A A SRR (A 50, AR ST
W TR R COVUZZ,,, A 5 A3 2
B R 28 AFL++UOVAE [R) (19 4% S5 S m o [A) I
A CBEE T R 5 covuzz,,,,  HAE H BE AL
(E i X B 7, e S m v A
RME. WAL, R TR E TR B R A A IR R I 2



5 6 W PESE: T AT UL B BRI A T ik <47

B, BRI HWE T K24 K R
covuzz,, f1CovUzZzZ,,.

#1878 T M FuzzBench®! i BE MLl HL ) 6 4
FAENA H AR e ARRS B AR JE 4B bR . 70 33
. XEE. RBEENTHREY B LLVM i
BEE) lvm-cov flfFHE A . X 2833 @ JE i H AR AR
T IR B oy A BAT — e AR, B ] o v
W H AR (U harfbuzz. libpcap) FIE 2% 5 v I i
HFr (4isqlite3. freetype2. libxml2) . A 5256
X 6 AN HARHEAT 7 12 h AL, 8/ ik
4 PSR AR e SR A BORH S RRRI 2, B
S EE 3. AN R, RS
R DN X 2 I A AT HEFE B /R I SR 22 Jih A
PLIT AR X 26 5B (KL 55

#1 WAEEENLBRHRBERE

e 7 FR, ARSEEGGETE TR R HEE 1R
B B TR () B (1 b P 3R A5 1 32 il f 1)
VB 2B EHL R 1 A S [ I [ RS o
2R o

AR ST e AR WK 2% AFLA-+15 FH (1 BR A
Flg (COVUZZ,) NFTA I X5 HL 1 A1 [H
AR, H2ZHM, COVUZZ,TE 6 ik
AR B b S A SRR E AR RIS T R
. 5T Pk X P K AR R AR ) SR
(covuzz,,) #tk, COVUZZ,, 1 6 A HEM K
H As o 0 5 AN JEAE K H bR B IS T 58 45 1 2%
R deAh, BEPLERE (COVUZZ,, ) TE— 5%
MR H A% (libpeap ) fuzz_both) I iR B
T COVUZZ,,, (HAE—SRLENI HAx (libxslt
1] xpath Al freetype2 [1] fifuzzer) I, FHL IS A
RE ORAIE 2 5l B N 7] 3

[FJI, ASSEIGSET 1 AR AR R SR AE 12 h N Y
PR, FEHRRIER 2. KPS
FERFANFEENNR H br BRI 10AS 55 . 5256
GERIR, COVUZZ,, WM ELTF, i HRT
AFL+ERINAR 7 360E (COVUZZ,) FIBEHLIER
o XPAR RS (COVUZZ,, -

SRR, ASCHEH IR BE SR 2 ST A e
WS B e A oy SCHIWT AR B BE L 7341 70 A

ftfuzzer ossfuzz

Table 1 Code complexity of benchmarks int the test set
T D 2%
R B AR — — T R
sxHE XEHE RESE  THEE
sqlite3 28 832 53 886 2275 66 153
libpcap 7618 12283 539 16 811
harfbuzz 6976 11 637 1507 13 616
freetype2 26 740 56 626 1984 61918
libxml2 62 870 84 441 2630 87274
libxslt 49 670 67 040 2241 69 759
hb-shape-fuzzer
800F . R 900
750 e S 800
700 700
&= 650 600
® 600 500

ssor // 400

5007 300

1800}
1600}
1400
1200F /[
1000}
800} //
600}-1

950

1 050F
900 1000
850 9501
800 900
= 750 850F / /i
F 700t soof /
6501 1/ /) 750}/,
60017/ 700
550 -"; ! 1 ! 1 ! 650

375
350
325
300
275
250
225
200
175

H /b
-.-covuzz,,, ——COVUZZ, ——COVUZZ,, —— COVUZZ,
B 7 BEANRBSTE 12 h pY AN SRA 1~ 35 2 Jily

Figure 7 The mean reward obtained by each strategy in each hour over 12 hours
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Table 3 24-hour average coverage of COVUZZ and comparison objects on all 24 benchmark targets of FuzzBench
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orpis | 1302.00 1297.00 1 298.00 1301.00 687.00 682.00 683.00 686.00
(23.18%) (23.09%) (23.11%) (23.17%) (18.76%) (18.62%) (18.65%) (18.73%)
b 3165.60 3 157.40 3 154.80 3209.80 1938.80 1 930.40 1 930.40 1 966.80
(69.73%) (69.55%) (69.49%) (70.70%) (65.10%) (64.82%) (64.82%) (66.04%)
stemd , 806:00 601.00 599.80 595.20 226.20 224.40 223.40 222.60
(20.86%) (20.69%) (20.65%) (20.49%) (22.62%) (22.44%) (22.34%) (22.26%)
. 671.80 671.20 669.00 671.20 518.60 517.80 516.00 518.00
JSONCPP (24.39%) (24.37%) (24.29%) (24.37%) (24.39%) (24.36%) (24.27%) (24.37%)
b 968.00 966.00 969.40 966.20 460.20 457.60 459.00 457.60
(57.65%) (57.53%) (57.74%) (57.55%) (50.24%) (49.96%) (50.11%) (49.96%)
iy 1017369 9 868.49 9 834.88 9 884.27 4954.19 4761.73 4779.84 4807.62
(30.69%) (29.89%) (29.99%) (30.10%) (28.88%) (27.91%) (28.17%) (28.35%)

LERSREES 3.09% 3.45% 2.93% 4.04% 3.65% 3.05%
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75 AR AFLA+$2 15 4.04%. 1% % B A SCHE LK)
J5 A s WA A Ak R 2R ORI R B r M R

5 Havocy,, #H LG, A SR A R 4 1E 24 A
BB H AR 224 ErERR AR (ESEED
HAE — e B AN B B Ax (40 woff2,  libpeap-
sqlite3+ libxslt. proj4 %) | [17 I8 & 5 AL .
SR B, FE AR X I 35 28 5 U7 A B
Havoc,,,; #2751 3.45%, COVUZZ /EARES 5315
78 75 7 T AH TG Havoce . #2151 3.65% . 1X R B AL
P& 1) 7 5 A OG TAE v RE AR

5 CmpLog #HLt, ASCJEA RGi1E 24 AL ifE
MW H AR 17 AN Re AR (B D, H7E
sqlite3. php- harfbuzz. libpcap 55 H #x b (1R 81
BR AL, Sk b, 7524 h BT, e
[X 38078 5 J7 T A B CmpLog #2155 2.93%, #2404y

78 5 5 A E CmpLog #2175 3.05%.  1X 3R AL
FEH 75 LR 20 3 b I 5 B S BRI
AR S W 1) TV R T R RE AR

M7 RS R, ALRIEIEAG T COVUZZ
FHBLT 55 HET A B3R T o AR S804 15 S AH (7]
BT R T MR A (time to the same, TTS) 1
NVEAG PR« Entropict ! ) TAE A H T X —
fabr. fEUCEEAE b, ASZE 5| ATTSR (A ZIAH
IF) 7 55 T 5 IO TRD (O L) R Aol DT Ail A58
DU 2% AT FAR ORI A A% B e T THE
TTSR i FEr] LA R A
TTSR (b,a) =

TTS (b,min (cover, (a),cover, ,(b)))

TTS (a,min (cover,, (a),cover, (b))) )

AL HIGE 145 AR 4 M 9 ffrax, TTSR

#*4 COVUZZIBBETFIEL3T RAVERERFA
Table 4 Speedup of COVUZZ against competitors

TTSR
SEAEM K H bR AFL++ Havoc,,,p CmpLog
X 37 S EH X 3878 %5 Sy E S X 378 o5 S
php 2.11 223 3.14 3.10 251 2.96
curl 8.00 8.00 2.67 2.67 <—48.00 <-48.00
openssl 1.92 1.97 -1.69 -1.12 -1.98 1.06
bloaty -1.11 1.41 3.47 225 3.81 1.68
proj4 1.09 1.10 3.23 3.14 4.01 3.39
libxml2 253 2.15 2.12 1.84 2.24 1.986
libxslt 2.18 2.19 1.24 125 -1.36 -1.34
openthread 1.79 1.76 4.06 3.32 1.71 1.70
freetype2 6.75 6.63 1.70 1.32 -5.87 -4.54
sqlite3 5.20 5.02 6.19 5.91 7.77 7.28
mbedtls 1.74 1.93 1.58 1.51 121 -2.79
libjpeg 4.09 2.15 1.72 1.64 4.59 434
openh264 >48.00 >48.00 -3.30 -2.92 -11.45 -11.64
libpng 2.40 4.80 7.39 7.39 2.40 1.00
lems 43.60 41.14 43.60 40.50 <—48.00 <-48.00
libpcap 242 2.94 5.06 6.15 4.56 5.05
harfbuzz 6.57 5.49 5.71 5.43 12.33 6.97
woff2 >48.00 26.40 > 48.00 28.16 > 48.00 > 48.00
re2 8.44 225 9.34 9.33 9.00 6.86
vorbis >48.00 >48.00 > 48.00 > 48.00 > 48.00 > 48.00
stbi 4.65 8.09 8.10 8.09 -8.41 -8.00
systemd 4.88 2.57 5.38 5.33 8.91 6.86
jsoncpp 48.00 > 48.00 > 48.00 > 48.00 48.00 48.00
zlib 248 2.57 -4.25 1.62 2.40 2.57
EREIVA A 2.53 2.57 323 3.12 2.46 2.28
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HILKT (< AUNF &) IR DL KR AR S5
ISR 4 30 min,  #7E 30 min L5 — B /N T
XHERF R NT (O fFF5RR, RZFEU. It
b, IR EE R R o MIAE R o FH R O

S g AR, AH L AFL++. Havocy,ys
COVUZZ 7531 fir A 2 ek B br L Rg 6% LLTE
A B TR A 2 AH [F) B 78 55 %6 AH B CmpLog,
COVUZZ 15 K 2 $ 3: HE it B br L Ret% DL Ja
(1) IS ) 213K A6 7] 1 78 55 %6 . MR T AFL++, 1E
FuzzBench AT A 24 L HENK H A A 45 R 1)
HALECN 2.5 5 DL s AHELT Havocyy,g, 33 A%
KPR BN 3.1 50 E s % T CmpLog, &
FERE R ALECN 2.2 5 DA b X UL A SR

(177 12 HL 2% B R P ORI A R 7 25 AR )
BeAh, BT RO G R AL, AT
BE— BB A SO VAR A SR PR A,
A3 ] Vargha Fll Delaney $2 H R A |, F6 A0 526
GERHATET . A, TR T U PN IO RE A (1)
G, e — T W SRAEAE 2 KR E BART )
—HEE . M A, KT 0.5, A
T 53— A IR KT 50%, BRI 1 Ui
MR . COVUZZ AR T3 e R A4, 1 &
SRMESPUR, HBZEMMER T B AR,
# 5% W], %X FuzzBench W i 4 fir 45 5%
I H bR 24 h 9 BORI DN b, AR T R A
BRI 3 28 AFLA++ DL KA 9 AL 2 2] 48 =3 Fh

#£5 COVUZZIBRTMEXSRE A, EEBER
Table 5 A4, results of COVUZZ against competitors

A
%‘{s ﬁ%{ﬁﬁ AFL++ - Havocy,5 CmpLog
DX 4k 7 oy 3 DX 450 7 5 Gy 3 DX 4507 5 5y 3

php 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
curl 0.76 0.68 0.68 0.68 0.00 0.00
openssl 0.66 0.68 0.28 0.42 0.36 0.54
bloaty 0.48 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.90 1.00
proj4 0.92 1.00 0.68 0.64 1.00 1.00
libxml2 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.88
libxslt 0.68 0.92 0.64 0.68 0.44 0.40
openthread 0.70 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.78 0.72
freetype2 1.00 0.78 0.72 0.64 0.00 0.16
sqlite3 1.00 0.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
mbedtls 1.00 1.00 0.88 0.84 0.32 0.16
libjpeg 0.84 1.00 0.86 0.90 0.80 0.88
openh264 0.92 0.96 0.36 0.32 0.16 0.16
libpng 0.80 0.58 1.00 0.86 0.70 0.52
lems 0.88 1.00 0.88 0.86 0.48 0.00
libpcap 1.00 0.90 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
harfbuzz 1.00 0.84 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
woff2 0.96 0.74 1.00 0.95 1.00 1.00
re2 0.92 0.96 1.00 1.00 0.96 0.66
vorbis 1.00 1.00 0.90 0.90 0.60 0.60
stbi 0.72 0.68 0.84 0.90 0.50 0.46
systemd 0.80 0.68 0.80 0.84 0.80 0.74
jsoncpp 0.60 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.68 0.68
zlib 0.86 1.00 0.62 0.64 0.78 0.84
W E 0.90 0.94 0.89 0.90 0.78 0.70
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AR S BRI I 2% Havoey,, A SCHR H Y
7 ¥ e i LS vy AR R R R ICSE A A R R .
AL CmpLog, A S JR R 2 4 48 K 70 3 v
AR H AR b fe i DL v i8R 3R B &
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Wi, N TR AR SR RGeS e B
W E AR EYEREAEER R R, A SZISFIH LLVM %
PRI llvm-cov L B XS B o6 1 ik A7 7 it —
. & tr, AR CmpLog 7542
T R A S UT FC 25420 SCIIRE A O T LA B M e
1. COVUZZ 5 CmpLog 7E 3 i H 5 stbi I
RS 7 551 2 5 8 )7 a0 10 o,
CmpLog 7E BRI o $AT 26 6 347 4T I 41 8 L
BOBEA) L) 1.70x10° K, HoH 208 R R L T
A FI H R IAT T 5 AR08, HiX 208 Ik
AT o A 203 Uil 2 T 1 — AN LB,
T ZRBWIEMIRFE . M2 T, COvUZZ
HAT T %R L) 1.41x10° %, (HR2RRETE—
A% R B IERR [ . X 3 E 2 KA CmpLog [f]
] 2) £ b BOE AR AL T AR R F, T COVUZZ
AT M BRI o0 A 2 FEE AL T AR R e . 3
MTVEFAE SR, 1EJG et 7ok — it T4 &
BT,

AL, A2 N COVUZZ 15 K 4 % v
AR H bx b GERGR I R K AT T hr. Hoh—
A JCHE I R R COVUZZ fefig il it £ ki — 1k
53 SR B I HUE DASRAS T8 2 1) 43 SR A
K11 7] LL& B COVUZZ b CmpLog 8K 1 H £
(3 BBk 15 A 1) 43 52, INTITER R T # I #2 5
libpeap 51 2 RS 23 6] .

IR SIS A AT ) 2) AT T R, BRAE T

AT IR IR Y RS 7 5 5] AT
D5 TH B RE o SEERIE B AR SC LAY R 48 COVUZZ
FEAE 5 51 5 ISR UK 7 i 0 12 e B AR T 2
2R 5O 9 2% AFL++ M1 Havoc,, ., 15 K2 3L
BN B bR BT R B R A I A 5
BITIAAAR 5 55 A SRS ¥ T4 CmpLog.

TR RATRHK RI RATREK

5377| |static struct block * 53771 Istatic struct block *
5378 |gen_proto_abbrev_internal(C..., ... 3) 5378] lgen_proto_abbrev_internal(..., ... )
5383] 2.66k|  switch (proto) { 5383 1.04k|  switch (proto) {
5385| 14| case QSCTP: 5385| 2| case QSCTP:
5389]  373| case Q_TCP: 5389|  109| case QTCP:

5393| 19| case Q_UDP: 5393 | 1| case Q.UDP:

5397| 885 case Q_ICMP: 5397 | 86| case Q_ICMP:
5405 | 10| case Q_IGMP: 5405 | 3| case Q_IGMP:
5412 4| case Q_IGRP: 5412 | 1| case Q_IGRP:
5420 0| case QPIM: 5420 0|  case QPIM:

5428 2| case QVRRP: 5428 0]  case QVRRP:
5436] 24|  case QCARP: 5436] 1| case QCARP:
5440|  458]  case QIP: 5440|  109]  case Q_IP:

5444] 54|  case QARP: 5444] 8 case QARP:

5448 41 case Q_RARP: 5448| 1| case Q_RARP:
5452 2| case Q_LINK: 5452 | 1l case Q_LINK:
5455 0|  case QATALK: 5455 0 case QATALK:
5459 ol ca 5 5459 3 ci Q_AARP:

5463 | 0| case Q_DECNET: 5463 | 0l case Q_DECNET:
5467| 37|  case QSCA: 5467 1| case qsca:

5471] 4] case QLAT: 5471| 1| case QLAT:

5475 0]  case QMOPDL: 5475 0|  case QMOPDL:
5479 0|  case QMOPRC: 5479] 0|  case QMOPRC:
5483|  100|  case Q_IPV6: 54831 25|  case QIPV6:
5490|  146]  case QICMPVG: 5490| 12|  case QICMPV6:
5497 | 8| case QAH: 5497 5| case QAH:

5504 | 15| case Q_ESP: 5504] 1| case QESP:

5508 23| case Q_ISO: 5508 | 71 case Q_ISO:

5512| 24|  case QESIS: 5512] 0]  case QESIs:
5516/ 6|  case QISIS: 5516] 0l  case qQIsIS:
5520] 21|  case QISIS_L1: 5520  454|  case QISIS_LL:
5532| 24| case QISIS_L2: 5532|  182| case QISIS_L2:
5544 0|  case QISIS_IIH: 5544 0  case Q_ISIS_IIH:
5552| 31|  case QISIS_LSP: 55521 12|  case QISIS_LSP:
5558] 180  case Q_ISIS_SNP: 55581 S| case QISIS_SNP:
5568 71 case Q_ISIS_CSNP: 5568 | [ case Q_ISIS_CSNP:
5574 8|  case QISIS_PSNP: 5574 0  case Q_ISIS_PSNP:
5580 12| case Q_CLNP: 5580 ol case QCLNP:
5584 162|  case QSTP: 5584 71 case qsTP:

5588 51 case Q_IPX: 5588 6| case QIPX:

5592 ] case Q_NETBEUI: 5592 | 0l case Q_NETBEUI:
5596 | 0|  case QRADIO: 5596 | 0l  case qRaDIO:
5599 0|  default: 5599] 0l  default:

5600 | ol abortQ; 5600 ol abort();
5601| 2.66k]| 5601 1.04k|

5602| 2.62k|  return bl; 5602| 1.01k|  return bl;

5603| 2.66k |} CovUzZZ 56031 1.04k|} CmpLog

11 COVUZZ 5 CmpLog 7EH:#ENIR H #7 libpeap I
RSP 3 1) 2 5

Figure 11 Differences in code coverage between COVUZZ and

CmpLog on the benchmark libpcap
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6343| |static int stbi__pic_test_core(stbi__context *s)
6344| 1.70x10°| {

6345| 1.70x10°| int 1i;

6346| |

6347] 1.70x10°| if (!stbi__pic_is4(s,"\x53\x80\xF6\x34"))

6348| 1.49x10°| return 0;

6349 |

6350| 17.6x10°| for(i=0;i<84;++1)

6351 17.4x10°| stbi__get8(s);

6352 |

6353 208] if (!stbi__pic_is4(s,"PICT"))
6354 5| return 0;

6355 |

6356 203| return 1;

6357| 2083

CmpLog

6343 |static int stbi__pic_test_core(stbi__context *s)
6344| 1.41x10°|{

6345 1.41x10°| int i;

6346 |

6347| 1.41x10°| if (!stbi__pic_is4(s,"\x53\x80\xF6\x34"))
6348| 1.41x10°| return 0;

6349 |

6350] 340| for(i=0;7<84;++1)

6351 336| stbi__get8(s);

6352 |

6353 4| if (!stbi_pic_is4(s,"PICT"))
6354 4| return 0;

6355 |

6356 0| return 1;

6357 41}

COVUZZ

10 COVUZZ'5 CmpLog fESEAENA H br stbi AL 55 1 2 57
Figure 10 Differences in code coverage between COVUZZ and CmpLog on the benchmark stbi
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B Se ) B 5 . SEER STt 5 RTINS
COVUZZ. AFL++LL 2 Havoc,,, 17 7 1R
TAARAS v B VA R (R o &8 ASOR At V) 31
T 175 190 A0 e I i 175 400 ) G v 45 Rk 6 AR 7
Fros o 2R B AE B H AR 4% 7 0N lua 4410 H
ff] lua. poppler [1] pdf fuzzer. php 1] exif\ libpng
libsndfile [ sndfile
fuzzer. sqlite3 [ sqlite3 _fuzz. opennsl ] x509.
libtiff [ tiff read rgba fuzzer. libxml2 [¥]
libxml2 xml read memory fuzzer %§ i [ I T 4

SHIZK

] libpng read fuzzer.

*6 BRENKFRERIEER

Table 6 Vulnerabilities reached by each fuzzers

BN H AR COVUZZ  AFL++  Havocy,,,  CmpLog
LUA 3 3 3 3
PDF 16 15 16 16
PHP 5 5 5 5
PNG 6 6 6 6
SND 8 8 8 8
SQL 14 16 13 16
SSL 5 5 5 5
TIFF 8 8 7 7
XML 9 8 9 8
St 74 74 72 74

R7 FEMNLFRREMLIER

Table 7 Vulnerabilities triggered by each fuzzers

SN HAR COVUZZ  AFL++  Havocy,;  CmpLog
LUA 2 2 2 2
PDF 3 5 7 4
PHP 3 3 3 3
PNG 2 2 2 3
SND 7 7 7 7
SQL 7 7 5 6
SSL 1 0 0 0
TIFF 5 4 4 5
XML 6 4 6 4
it 36 34 36 34

SIS RAEW], AR R G5 52071k
AFL++LL & CmpLog 7E Jw IF 2] 1A 75 T 1) 6 1 ¥
I, fHZET Havocy,go BT, ARSI R 45
5 Havoc,,, 75 I 1 filk & 77 10 (4 G Jp #63E, fH
el TR Tk AR R fik A RE U7 T, A
R R G AE poppler [ pdf fuzzer iX — /> &
WK H br b5 T & T 15 AFL++ M
Havocy,z» LA S 7E libpng [ libpng read fuzzer
I 55 T CmpLog. fH &, & XHM R % (&
openssl [f] x509. libtiff [ tiff read rgba fuzzer
PL & libxml2 [F] libxml2_xml read memory fuzzer
3L H As B AR T R 2R U7V AFLA+
7E sqlite3 f sqlite3 fuzz. openssl fJ x509 LA K
libtiff 1 tiff read rgba fuzzer iX 3 A~ #E #fE M i
H #% b4 T Havocy,y: Jf 7£ openssl f] x509.
libxml2 HJ libxml2_xml read memory fuzzer I 1t
T CmpLog.
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fi FL R 02 DUBUINK R % fil % SSLO09 (CVE-2017-
3735, LA IR D) . TIF002 (CVE-2016-
5314, ZEiIX i iR . XML002 (CVE-2017-
0663, RCE i) LA M XML012 (CVE-2016-
1836, UAFJi) A5JwiH. XU A SR T7 I
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MK H AR, COVUZZ [ i 5 B PG 8.8%,
B e B A 36.17%, X LS p R B oA 2 D) A
TRUFIRSORT I X 2% 1 B8 47 4k B8 70 5] N BT
B, HZIHHAE TS EVEE N .

B4, COVUZZ ¥ 75 2 924.08 MB [ %l
5 GPU W7, Hi KR A2 GB. X
FH % B2 DA 5 ST A2 o R XU VR 2 Q I 28 51 N
1. COVUZZ f£ 51 N JT 4 i 475 5 O) £ 1 fE 1L
F, YA ST JE A R G B Tk A R A
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Table 8 The overhead of COVUZZ

BT Tl /A F! GPU W £/MB
WXHEFE  AFL++  covUZz MIxHE2  covuzz
bloaty 3932.65 425492  8.19% 882
curl 15519.15 16837.09  8.49% 796
freetype ~ 16725.18 14 007.14 —16.25% 1864
harfbuzz 18 031.66  15822.01 -1225% 1368
jsoncpp 2651627  22568.19 —14.89% 738
lems 28054.66 22982.90 —18.08% 744
libjpeg 1269823  10764.95 -15.22% 706
libpcap 8682.85 683099 —21.33% 816
libpng 49499.14  50741.60  2.51% 888
libxmlI2 252191 1908.04  —24.34% 748
libxslt 5012.13 446727 -10.87% 932
mbedtls 989.37 951.72  -3.81% 802
openh264 27.57 18.64  -32.39% 702
openssl 9494.62  12813.68  34.96% 976
openthread ~ 3453.96 332341  -3.78% 804
php 8161.30  8124.66  -0.45% 786
proj4 9186.96 787270 -1431% 798
re2 1629527 10959.80 -32.74% 826
sqlite3 910529  8763.13  -3.76% 1534
stbi 7564.86 482877 -36.17% 1500
systemd 1796.62  1463.57 -18.54% 462
vorbis 8433.46 712438 -15.52% 990
woff2 2384894 3076584  29.00% 730
zlib 6759828 6787739  0.41% 786
¥iE 14714.60  14003.03  -8.80% 924.08

4 MHXIE
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