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Abstract In recent years, static program analysis has become one of the key techniques to ensure the reliability,
security and efficiency of software. As a fundamental program analysis technique, pointer analysis provides a series of
fundamental information about the program for static program analysis, such as the points-to relations of any variables
in the program, alias relations between variables, program call graph, and the reachability of heap objects. We
introduce the important contents of Java pointer analysis, including pointer analysis algorithm, context sensitivity,
abstraction of heap objects, handling of complex language features, non-whole program pointer analysis, especially
we sort-out and discuss selective context sensitivity, which is the research hotspot of pointer analysis in recent years.

Key words pointer analysis; alias analysis; Java; static analysis; context sensitivity

BB LR AR AT R RS T I R A e B A 6 % B R — . S AT AR
BRSO BARABSESFSNTRBEXTESFO—ZIABEE Al FEEX TN HaXE2 . 2
]ﬁl élj 5‘]/%9‘2( % \%}7_)%;1}%])¥] E \iﬁﬂj'%é}] ?J‘xi'fi%f— ﬁ\gﬂ T Java jg‘ﬁ'é]\#ﬁ’é}] ﬁ%mg ;}E‘é—f—/ﬂ\#ﬁ—ﬁ_%\ij“i
BB AT RS AR E TR AR ISA M, 4 R R RTEE R R IS A O AT 6 FE R B S R
LT X HBBBERETTREF L.

X8R AB4T T R B 9T Java; S 4T BT LA

REES%ES TP311

F& %1431 (pointer analysis) , X FR3E [7] 43 #7 (points-  (points-to relation) B >4 £1 (1945 £ £E (points-to set) .
to analysis) 5 ) 44 43 7 (alias analysis), & 1158 72 5 Fe & oy MR A T R b SR A Y BolE AR B X —
MR FT (B A2 5 . 51 ) 7EB 17 i) BT e 48 1) 1Y N A2 AL F ARG PRI, SO AGI g A o AT
B 5 0 —Fh i ST T BOR . 85 i i e B R R AR Bg AR MR
S5 0L H T R8N RS N AR AL E Z W] A4 ] 6 R INTA R S5 Bk 1) 0 25 e T R 22— R T A BT i

Wo#E H #: 2022-10-26; £ H #: 2023-01-11

E£TH: HEKARRFR AT H (61932021, 62025202, 62002157) ; fiii 75 B 2% 3 4: 101 H (20185853038, 201907053004)
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (61932021, 62025202, 62002157), and the Aeronautical Science Fund
(20185853038, 201907053004).

BE1EE : 2 (yueli@nju.edu.cn)


mailto:tiantan@nju.edu.cn
mailto:yueli@nju.edu.cn
https://doi.org/10.7544/issn1000-1239.202220901

TRINSE . Java $8ETM M 28k

275
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TR 43 AT 27 AR 9 0 A

& B 0 B 3 o X AR P B AT SR 3 HT R A
TR EF 48 A B, B A8 & B 5 8k b i E 0
SCE ARG, S B R AS [F R R O S R Ao
Free R 290 BRI 22 vk, BT, EWRAEEH 8 iy
WF5E £ 54 WKW IR, &1 %) Java i 75 10 5 C/C++
HEE DR ET M IE ST Java /R Sk — 1] S A 1 i)
X E T, HRE T o ds K o B oy AR HME L
C/CHAR T i iF Z 804 /v B AE ik L, 388 e L ) B4l
SRR 07 BT R S R A L AR L 2, HE Y
Bl T DL R B A, — R S R 0 T 3l 3 AN
AL SR, R R DL A A e Ak, Java HA ROST L A
HACHS I FHAE C/CHFIT A I IE = FetE, S 4844
BT i AR KPR AR Java i 5 BHAT T 2 90 AR, ik
T AE EEXT Java 35 2 B 09 0 98 AR W 2 T B X
C/C++Hy. NI, AR SCRTE Java 1550 HTHo K.

it w48 B0 0 B RO 3 G B AR bR AR
(efficiency) . #% £ (precision) F1 1] HE 4 (soundness) . i
R £ o A s AT I TR A, AT DL T AN ) B A B S
B A ™ 2 S A O Y I FH B A S8 RS E R HR £
B, DUIRT A A G R 8 1R B R (9 an RS B B A
EEFAY MY, BE A5 R AU E i 16 i A R Z LA
Dotk S5 DLE S BEAl A A5 R A I T B B A IR
MR ) s AT SRR TR AF I 4R B o MR B a T 2 Ry
A7 S () 4n T {5 DL e Sk Sk 1) 222 4 Y I Aor DU T L A
W e A a) ) . R, A R TR RO RS EE AT
SEVE— B LUR 48 5140 B U i 2 209 ) . A
SCKE A R F8 £ AT B THIX 3 S SRR AR AR 1 2 B R
DY Sy JNEE TSl

HARM S, M T OF Java 48 £ 0 01 S H 253k
TAE"I (il 19— 238 TAE & F T 2015 4F ), AR X
) F 2 DT AR 3 A5 T :

1) #5387 T 5EHE H 0 5 1Y Java 85T HT R,

2) PHE T £ T Java $5 5T 43 B H 2 ) 2 B B
8 AR ¢ T HE S . Bl & Rtk b 3| 14 i 53
B 45 75 T 0 BB TAF ) 5

3) RGN IR IF PR T 3T 4 R Java $8 £ 43 BT
(RIS AR —— R BE Pk T SCBURR R

AT TR EA AR LG LT e R 48 £
A3 BT B T X B TR) A, 5 2 2 B 3 S8 0 5T T
IR, I T il A SCE5 1.

551540 41 Java 458 £ 43 BT 09 KR Al KLU R0 Bk
i T Java B2 7 09 BURE M L K Java i 5 B9 A4, FE

ilt B9 B8 02 0 AN AR RIS | NG B R0 AT & 1 ) T o A
X IS AH S Java B P A 40 A 7 0K, PRI A TR
55 2~4 WA A B B R X RR R AT R HE AT A AL
4 54U

Java B2 )5 W I — > Jr IR FE B 47 B AT e B 22 U
FH B R0 B AR AL T AN 1R B 98 A B R SC (calling
context) "1, JF Al B A A E Y FE M XE R .26 2 A4
T 3R (context sensitivity) £ AR . i3 ARA T &
X R 32 17 B R F AR (call stack) A9 4 42, 38 1 Xt 37 FH
M bR SCHEAT A0 Ak AL, DAYR A4 1) O R IR VA,
SEAR T Java $5 5T 20 Bk BE i E A HOR.

Java {2 MURL B TR [0 X R 35 7, 847 B 2 7E HE
AR X G, IR N L5 AEXT S 5
A, FEFEET 3 B i X sh S AT B X S iR T A Y
TG DL UE TS 51 43 7 AT 250k 26 3 19 A 2R HE XS ik
S FEHOR.

513 WA A ER FE A X Java BE AL RR M,
B Java fE N — T Tk %=, HEA & iG55
P, o — S OGS P (i B S ) X4 B 40 B 09 45
JE IR X AT SRR 237 R B . 56 4 A A HL
A GnAR]FE F8 o A7 P Ak BRI S6 SC B 1Y R 0 SRR

5 1~4 A BIAEE T HOR E B 2R Y
TREF B, TR B 0 B — RO B AR AR (e
X TR AR, B P A AR S k1S 4
Bt o3t 45 . 5T N D3 R BRLAFE — SE 4 1Y S B N
Yyserh, PTG ARy, e AR 2 R )7
E (RN T 5 3 N B 2 T 1370 I R K 7B SR NI
R R PR R R 5 A X — R AR AR
KM TAE.

1 EHomEE

R T E T A4 Java T8 £ 53 B BOR R 40 PR i 4
o b, AT —ER N H Y T BN
Java 48 £ 43 BT 88 1k . A0 Je A 2 50 40 BT 1 Java
W T8 BT TR A, SRS TR AR B
1.1 Java FEIFE 5T

FEFRER BT eh, FRATT 2 5C 5 | F 257 (reference
type) 6 &1, Hi T J5 2 (primitive type) 28 it 5 7 Bf
ANREAE I HE L 6T, PRGBS AR dE o b
JIT 2% JE A J L 1Y Java 8 5T 43 h 4 2.

1) JREBAR 5, 40 x, B B AE J7 3k B A 48 o X
R T U R 2 1 —Fh 8 4

2) ATFE, W C, BEFERANLEEITXS)E
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#8228 LT HR (314 AR 42 )R 2% 42 (global
variable) ). T AL 1L, A SCH: T R Z W i 8 7 Bt
FHAH ST A R Ab 3.

3) SEHFE, W x.f, Java B2 P F T LG &2 AR
S B i Il Gk 5, A0 xfgh, (R RP R 4R KGR
ARG T 434, PRI 78 3 B T S8 51 A I 72 &
BB P o = W D (W) v = x.fg SRl
t=xfHlv=tg) FFHFTIHH.

4) BAHICEK, 4 ali]. T 215 00 # &5 0
Jo 2 3R BUAE B A B2 K B D SR B ME, B AR B 43
Bl 8 2 2B K, BN X o AR R 5 1E, IF
NGB N G A AT — AR IR 52 ) - B arr 1 X
%, BZF B m A e AU TR, k11
B B 7.

Table 1 Comparison of Real Code and Array Modeling of

Pointer Analysis

®1 BEXRBESEHOTEERERN L

FEACRG FRE MR A
array = new String[10]; array = new String[];
array[0] ="x"; array.arr ="x";
array[1]="y"; array.arr ="y";

s = array[0]; s = array.arr;

i B3 BT X RO AT R R 0 RS, X R4 ot
R AL B SR G — 2, PR A SCHE SR O
B B 2H TC 2R K AR G T A i) Ak 2.

g B RTIR, A T RS, AR SO R R A
CERESES
1.2 #Inig st 8 Java iE A

Java H 15 ZFpika), (HAESG 51 o0 vh, HAR 256
T L e 4 A 0y i AL Y 1 2 R R A AR S S
FBE, S dE B o A i A A S

1) X ANEE, W x=new T();

2) Hifil, tx=y;

3) FBATH, W xf=y;

4) FBEHG Wy = x.fs

5) FEEM, W r=xm(a, ).

X5 FhiE ) e 2 AR R 7 R R ) Java 7 3
7 s . #0458 FH (static invocation) | 457 5k 14 i
(special invocation) F K& ¥ FH (virtual invocation). H:
A A Ak 38 A Oy A2 2 T A O SRR R R
Qb B3 B 4 AT A Sy kg Ak 2R 32 A Y R AL B AR
SC RV M R B A B
13 & &

8 BE 0 BT R B A — > Java BRI, iR

FEFP AN R BT AT RESR W B X B, Bk is T
T T T 2 e BT D7 VR R, TR A AT A RS
FEFE U6 FH L. O 7 (8 7 PR 3, AR SCHE SR 2 P B
TR R T TR B AT LR A SR

Table 2 Notations and Domains Used in Pointer Analysis

Algorithm
F2 EBEHONEEFS SRR
5 2
Jiik m M
Atk X,y 4
RIE 0,0 0
FE fe F
F B 0., 0.8 OxF
TREF s, ¢ Pointer=VU (OxF)
EHIPSA pt Pointer — P (0)

Pointer FR )7 T8 H ME R ALK T Z
552417 B, AL Pointer A8 86 (V) 5 5041 7 Bt
EH5OF, IXMNEES O 5FRES FNH RKE
O . A SO 1) 5C & pr Ko 18 50 B 19 25
pt(p) BI85 pIR I X 4L 5, B p 19 45 5 46
(points-to set). LLAb P(O) Fm XL EE O B,

KA A FE B2 A& —Fh Andersen XU 1Y 95
BE A B, BRI E 2 N BURK (flow-insensitive) F 3 F
F 4 29 ) (subset constraint) i $8 &1 43 M7 . i A U
MR 5 8 3 BT R 5 R AR R B A I RT3
BIFIEM IR — LI EA. FEARIRRET P
i B R WRAELIS, 48 51 43 A B e S AR 0 46 B 18] )
LARKR, WX T 1EA] x =y, 530074 8 7 20 )
pt(y) € pt(x) FHARUE 2 B 45 505 I 2 s B2, it Ah, AR
WA T SCAE BUR (context-insensitive) 45 £ 43
B, BRAS X 43 A J7 B AE AN [ 9 1R C(calling
context) "1 48 ] 5 5L 19 22 Bl AR SCAESR 3 715 4 48 W]
BEATT W EE Y R A BT SCHUBR (context- sensitive)
TR EF 3 AT AT B2 TG 2

DFREF 3 B 0. 38 3 25 5 T 48 5o M X 1.2 71
JIT 3 (%) 5% e 5 B 15 /) %) A 38R0 R SORs 78 38 55
A3 RS 4“PFG L7, AR H R T
A 3 5)) . X E AR T AR AER Java 5 £ 5 A1 AL
W), B2 W AS ) i /) e 52 e FH R 4 B 09 46 B A, R BS
WA T He 5 Z 0 F £ L s g ar, A BT F 5 Sk
[1,3] H P 3 (8 48 51 53 7 45 4

32 3 PRI R 43 A ELDWE, X B i
], AR SCE XL Heap (i) PR, F A8 7 H B X 5281 2
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Table 3 Rules for Pointer Analysis
&3 fEsHaHHMN

EEGIEUES jea| FREF AR PFG i1
baptellled i x = new T() ()iDT:I;:l(Z ;l)
B S HEPTE 2 S PT ]’(e";tfofeff o) onf <y
B y=xf gep ’(O)j_);{;jtiv’; Hoif) v onf
0; € pt(x), m = Dispatch(o;, k) a —m
ouept(a;).1<j<n m
ik il I r=x.k(a,"a,) Ov € pi(mie)
0; € pt(Mypis) @ —m
oue pt(my), 1< j<n "o
0y € pt(r) ret
(allocation site) 7 It 5 % X W A il 2 XT 4 (abstract JHIA.
object) 0,, Heap( ) B $I ¥ L 1A 552 3 36k 37 AR [ f 3 i 42 Bk 1SRRI
FoR, ACSCAESS 3 W PR S T e g X Ty Wi A AT m™,
VR /R0 09 43 BT R 00 R X A 2, AR S SR B e it #5810 KA pr, WHIE CG.
¥ Dispatch(o,, k), HE4E X 5 o, 12 8 LI K 38 F1 A5, & @ Sotve(m™)
)7 v 4 4 HF R T 1 o, MR B X 4 @ WL, PFG={}, S={}, RM={}, CG={};
(receiver object) If ELAR 1Y H AR 77 15 m. i B2 8 16 b @ AddReachable(m™);
VT b R 25 R 2 4R 0 AR o I, 4R @ while VL is not empty do
SRATLE 15 m R s it 22 I 3 X 2, FCop m,, ®  remove (n, pts) from WL;
BRI R U 75 B, my, 2677 m 0 this 25, ©  A=pis—pin);
m,, 5 m W5 A S @ Propagate(n, A);
2)HE R AIHTRE . A SCRE T B 3 B BT T i S if n represents a variable x then
Je 3 TP ER 40 BT RN 9 i 4 2k KUK S B T 92 R 49 © forcach o, € A do
I 5B 51 1 10 56 B7E T 400716 A2 4 S5 6 1 foreach x./=y & S do
e 24 5k % . 7% SC 081145 £ 92 P (pointer flow graph, g N ijfjieg;ﬁi )
PFG) 3k F/n 8 51 M ) FAE AR R, HAR M, PFG @ AddEdge('Ofy)'
f 5 — 1~ G5 A R R I — AL, A w73
. ) . ProcessCall(x, 0,) ;
Y AR AR K R pr(s) € pr(), WL AE PFG LI
Mt s — 1, HAES WL RAUE 5 — ¢ (EHRIS1KR, ® AddReachable(m)
Wi 5 45 19 B0 BT 5 X G 83 % T pe( o) v A5 I if m & RM then
PFG %/l T Andersen JRUKS 45 41 43 BT B AR P o i 24 3 @  addmto RM;
/% (constraint graph) ™. % 3 4t 5 5143 H7 LU, HC o SU=S5,;
TEF 4 45 T ¥ 0 PFG 341 A0 ML 17 48 B 43 7 43 foreach i: x = new () € §,, do
Fl 12 5 2 AR U o 0037 6 3 R g 0;= Heap(i);
% PFG, JF1E PFG |- {64615 17156 5, 15 PR FIA R D addlx o)) to WL
Sy @ foreachi: x =y e S, do
SEUE |4 T AR SCREER 0 98 64 BT © AddEdgely.x):
S Fad B, M PRG IR 7F b B al AL 3% AT Propagate(n, pts)
BT S IEE e . A, L R @  if pts is not empty then

P o3 M7, FETR B 23 7 B9 2 i v ) 20 4 3 D R I Y O pt(n) U= pis;
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@ foreach n — s € PFG do
add (s, pts) to WL;

AddEdge(s, t)

if s — ¢ ¢ PFG then

@D add s — tto PFG;

@ if pt(s) is not empty then
@ add (¢, pt(s)) to WL;

@D ProcessCall(x, o,)
@ foreach l: r=x.k(a,, ***,a,) € Sdo
m = Dispatch(o, k);
add (my,, {o0}) to WL;
if | - m ¢ CG then
add / — m to CG;
AddReachable(m) ;
foreach parameter p; of m do

AddEdge(a, p,);

AddEdge(m,., 1) ;

Solve(m™") 2 #& AN 0 F R AL BB A m™
FET A H 7 2 G R Java B2 3 () main J7 ).
Solve() 1 SeWI 4R Ak 5 A DT 27 5 Bk IR 2 0 G 4544«

O WL, FaRBEM TAEY F (work list) . WL HF 1Y
JCRIEIR T 5 X RS H AU X (pair),, JTCE RN TF
Kb B 4G T G F . A WL Th A A AETT F (n, pts) , M
FRF LR IES prs TRIXT RN S A 245 £ 4R
prC) W R, ML R IR TR 0 C R, IR
BAETR pr, M5 B INA WL 5575 5 2L ab B, X
2 PR R XE T3 4 1) OC R B9 b B IE A HOE BERT pr, ik
5T E PFG AL 53115 8 UL SO DL BEAE A 32
5 R A5 R DG 1 ) 1 — R A Ab B, DRI AR K
A S R 45 B WL, T4 —44E.

2 PFG, Fn 155K PFG 4.

B S, FRBEREIT IR IE LA

@ RM, F 7R T2 )7 1) W] 35 J7 1 (reachable method)
Eh.

® CG, F/n B IF 1 A 1 (call edge) B &, R 4%
AP 320 B PR R R ) — A 9 A Ccall site) , 2
RUB TR B bR 5 k.

Solve( ) J& 11 AddReachable() & B AN 1T 7
Pem™ . M Bk R R B ATk ik e, & R H
AddReachable() 4t 3137 J7 5 W B 18 1) . X T Z 80 m,
AddReachable( ) B ek m &5 O G AEV 8 7 ik 46
B RM Y, IR, UL m © AL, W] DL R
] A T7T 3 B TU A% 11530 X6 T O i A 38 3 5 19 75 4k m,

©®e6eea8e

AddReachable( )’ FH M A RM, 3% m vp )15 7] (S,
RITEE m B R G IR B R S S M5
Ab IR m 0 GBI AR S i i )

X T % G i A, SR AE F Heap (i) pREL, 4%
2 F7 A X 42 B 2 o, (allocation site) i Bl 55 A% % I Y
42 %F % (abstract object) o, 155 o, i, 55 B HAE A
B PR AR B x (TR W OCRINA WL .

XA s A R b AR R, B A
AddEdge( ) R £ 75 0 xF B (%) PFG i1 BV A] . otk 4b 1y
AddEdge(s, t) RELH T MG PFGHIR M s — ¢ 1Y
BoRTFTEERNG s - B, pr(s) A BEE L4810 T
—LEXF G, R T IR PFG i R R B LY BT, B pe( o)
e pt(s) T A X4, BIETERIN s — ¢ B, 0K (e,
pt(s)) MATAEFN R WLp . s -t TR INZ )5, s T8
] B3 % %285 B Propagate( ) PREUL RS .

SHTEA AL Z G, Solve ) #E A G, )&
M WL TR T AR, A Y o AR vt T g
KBUFE & RIFIMA WL, HE WL % (SNFHAE
B AR ) S R BB . X F N WL BUH 9T % (n,
pts) , Wi L RR I HE I, prs AR T REAL & 1F 2 pt(n)
CLAA8 M X &, Rk Tl Te R B3 51 5A, $2
THEEROR, Solve() 1EAb B (n, prs) W8 ] 22 57 % 4%
(difference propagation) £ A", B £ 4b B pes v i X}
R, ek A pr(n) 2 4R, W pr(n) G TR 2
TR G I AZEE A, T A PR R AR EIE
)48 ] 5C 2. TE Solve() 5T Sk B ¥ 3 #0038 5 AR
FINGY ACTTEE pes) 4T 1.

98] A ZJ5, Solve() W H Propagate(n, A) ¥4 A T
X G2 TR A B8 £ n X0 A H8 5152 (B pe(n) ),
HALHE Z n 1E PEG H (1 T4 5 4.

A n Fn — A8 i x 6PN B FE B, I Solve()
BEAL PG x B OG0 BOAE A e L LA KT i R O
). R CHEE T8 £ I PFG i i A5 Bk T F
B it 132 B /) 1 Ah 3HURE X2 1T B DL B AE A )
i, Rk i) S S AETE IR ] xf=y, BB
R x F5 XL o0, J& T H K IMMXRES A), W
Sk HW HF AddEdge(y, o.f) 7 PFG IR i — 5% 7%
ity B S F B o f (I, T4 o f BUFEFT AL » P
F 1) B X G X o B BOE A A AL B B A
fits X AR, T 8 AddEdge() B Af . 56 F 7 15 98
1) b 3B X 52 4%, B3k T — A4 By R 3L ProcessCall()
SR K.

ProcessCall(x, o,) &b ¥ 5748 5 x DA K H 38 18] i8) X%
%o, ORI, Y050k AR 1 x 48 10158 19 % 4
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o, i, ProcessCall( ) Fg 28 7% 1t x 48 In] $2 WS & X 42 1) 1A
M OB x. k() ), IEXFREAS 8 FH A2 47 b 2

D) it B AR ik A SCE Ui B pREX Dispatch (o,
k), ARYEXT S o, BB UL RV FH Ak 1Y 7 K2 44 11
UL o, A 3 X G i 24K B R 5 m.

PALESC RGP I EEI T E DO SR CFNI=E 7R
J7 9 this A8 181 (myy, 787785 m 1 this 2848).

3) 4 8 H 5. Y ProcessCall()7E 55 1 45 3@ 1o
Dispatch() 1528 F H A5 77 % m B, SEFR w53 #7
TR —FEHNI > m(IERBEH SRS ).
ProcessCall Vet l > m 2K CHEMHBLES
CGH, A, W | - m ELAL BT, 7T DL H $2R
[l DT 3k TU AR 55 4 [ — mJe T & B R 3
PR M CG, If H.om 4 AT GRS 8T & LA AT 38 J5 4,
K 8 ] AddReachable(m) X He AT A0 L. SR )5, Bk
i AddEdge() ¥4 98 FH 500 55 246 A B A 7 B
SR a, RARMHE IS i NS, p RART
Bm S iR S), 0K B AR 7 R HE £ [
FH ) 1Y 2o A8 (AR ST my 7507 15 m vh 8 1] 3% [HE
A E ).

BRSO R, WA BT th & AR i S S B
F85HEE (FEHCT po) LU R 7 9 FH B (A2 T CG).

2 ETFXER

Java B 77 W 19— 7 IR TR B A7 I AT BB 22 UM
FH, B U 5% 8 FH BB A T AN [R] A 8 R S (calling
context) {1, | F SC K (context sensitivity) 3 A P it
FEF T A An] 8 # 2AS 4 Br (AN &t 3 b)) v X sl S8 47
B A bR SCHEAT EERN 3 B, bR SCRIUSET DL X 43
[F] — J7 P AE AN [A] b T SCrb 0 Bt , DA T oe b £ Al
AR T TR . 1 H— A0 F i LT SCii
TR R B B HAE .

TR 1 BARES e Berh, D51 identity () 53 318 foo()
H1 barO) P, foo() V8 F identity() I 1% 25 H 5 7%
“foo” MENZHL, SRJ5 AL & ry B IR [BIE, S 1T
Sy W, IBAT I AR 5 py 48 10 AT ER  foo” . bar() HZ K
L, IBATE r, B4 36 0] FAF R “bar” . SR, A 1.3
WA LT SCAR USRS o AT R X BRI
N identity() W B9 7L & s & 48 7] {“foo”, “bar” }, H.iX
AT SETES 5 155 n i1
{“foo”, “bar”}, FHIEE /W 4 RANKEH (L PRz tT
B, 7y 8%y ANFE ] “bar” 5% “ foo”).

R 1R B R R R R R TE T O

1 void foo() {

2 String s, = “foo”;

3 String r, = identity(s));
4}

5 void bar() {

6 String s, = “bar”;

7  String r, = identity(s, );
8}

9 String identity(String s) {
10 return s;

11}

Fig. 1 An example for illustrating context sensitivity

B R T SRR BT

identity OTEB AT A 2N A LT X CRH foo) 5
bar()), It H. identity() P31 728 & s 78 2 > LR S0 48
AR 52 (4351 0 “ foo” 5 “bar” ) . 81T b F SCIE R
AT A 403X 2 A4S B30, B 2 A4S BR Seh g
AR RAE identity ) NIRIRVE, THFHEREAT 5.
T b SCRBURE A3 A 08 BB 2 identity () B AN W] 3] FH
TR SO A X 43 I 43 50 43 B, DT 3k A AR U 4 TR
BRI .

Hig, b N SCHUSOR R T Java $8 £ 40 ks BE A
NI R 0, 24 ok — T % AT Y B 5T
AL 21K 13 WA AR B R
T SCHUBAR £ AT R, 2.2 1 5 2.3 1 4 Sl AL
Gt T SCRUBE R DL SR AF R 1A DG BIF Y IR,
B LN SCUB R
21 ETXHBESHIHEE

e bR SCHURAR £ o3 B v, B op i A O
S DL B SC, H em R (e BoaRHAS LT 30,
PR A T SO YA RS LR SCRT DL — A
PRAE, T RZ L ey ik (i em) 5 HE -
T ICH R R —J7 3% (A0 e ) LA X 43, B6Ah, 38 A
AT AR B 5 A0 X R gk Rz iR
T30, O B SCHUR AR B 53X 4 ORE TR S
A% d LA RO G 0 52 ) - B AT 4 1) A TR %E 4, BT 3K
S SN R b SCECHE I X 4 T EAR R S
(4 A= JSCER R T 48 B 43 A T 0 B R SCRUBE R, A
HAE 2223 AT/ 4.

F 4G T B SCHURAE B 5 B A B4
FLLKARCE. R4 5R 2L X BIFET, BT
B BT AR TR L A W RE L T S
AH L Hb, 48 ) OCR peAH G R B, B AE B 4E A
(CSPointer) FIXF G 44 i UL R AR A L F 3.

DIgEF A HT L. 325 45 1 B SCHUSAE £ 45
B B RO A 52 36 o oA B FE D7 2 Y 24 T B R S0 ¢
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Table 4 Notations and Domains Used in Context-Sensitive

Pointer Analysis Algorithm
F4 ETXBRBIEHATEERS SR

i %
X ¢ ¢ c” c
SR em CxM
RS R e, ety cxv
RSB S co, cho, Ccx0
TB fg F
SF B c:of, cho.g CxOxF
R USSR st CSPointer= (CxV) U (CxOxF)
EHIPSA pt CSPointer — P (Cx 0)

DU 5G 18 A) 14 728 B 1 b SCHR R ¢, An 52 s A i AR
it x My, FBOEE A R AS 5 x fy 5, B A — i
A R R IR A — O R, R EATT B A A
[ Y B R 3C. 2 5 25 A 20 i B0 5 5 3 Y B Sk
EURRAR B o MTAEAS BT A8 AT 04 Andersen XUA 48 £
Gy AT (R R T B2 5 45 46 £ 22 [al o] g 57 FAE ),
5 53 3 M X BIEF L SCHUS A B A dE EE
A LR 30, AT DR R R S A 4 1 ¢ R A DA
G353 AT, AT HR FHAE JE

TE LT SCEURAE B 40 A, O 2 R A R R
REEME I, oA EW & E B SCR AR AR
Vi, AR SCE X Select(c, 1, co,) ¥R, 45 J# H A5 1015
BOYRTE A LT SC e, WH SRS [ BIE X%
cho) 'E LB R ik m( 53R 3 h bR SCAR U S B —
¥, i Dispatch 158 ) A9 I F 3C ¢'. Select( ) PR EL AR
S AN ] Y BN SCRUR R, A SORTE 2.2~2.3
R RHE. AR B B EN B3R, fRE T
FAE c i I A8 5 5 m AE ¢ v 0y 748 1 Z o) B AR AR

BEXTG. H T m (Y ¢ SR AR A A AE R AR Y,
Wom A 5 Y RGP TS T OCEE, NI AT LA m iy H
BB SO an R H e i AR R B IR D X 489
DN 3 G AN [R) B SCECE I TR VA 16 B A BE 22K
)P E BT A AR SCUETT I R SCRURR R £
SrTAE A 2 R B R B (BT X
AR BURFR B B SR B R T AR, SR 0 LAY R A
IR MK PFGH TR TFHEARKCR, IFIEE
PFG #5461 X R L R FA A L. R 51959 4 4
TSN PFG 3 AR 72 B SCHUB > Hr b, PRG Y
SR A LR SO RS TR 2 MR SR
%1 —3, IR SO FRER.
TR HFEL 20 5 R SCHUBAE G 2l 3h
W HEE VRE R, Bk 2 Y Solve() T SEH)
G S AN CERE R 5 4 . ik Se g R A5 A R B E R S
SBVE 1 —3 RKOWE T eI (B 1 Ak i m) 4
G S) A A LR SC, BT ik r ik 4E A RM P T
ERE LTI CHE N em) . ST RIERESS
I IT R (GEA)), H B SCfF B A s ) iy 248 &
B ) BT AR W O 1 R AR AR, BRI S Y 3 ) 0 4
iR AR )E, Solve() I HI AddReachable( ) 2k ¥R A
H 73k m™. W T8 280 BN SCRUR B, Kt
AddReachable() WS HURW LF SCHY T, W em, X
BEWER — LR SEANR LT SCHhg
AddReachable( ) 53 ¥ 22 ¥R . JLAk m™ J7 830804 V8
H, WA LS T HA B[], 7E AddReac-
hable( c:m) P8 4b 3 X G2 A1) g L) K &2 il 18 A B, #R 4
W B e T ARG 1Y AR & DA O R R
Solve( )t A FE A& . B 2 6 A1 1Y % Bly o8 50 AddE-
dge() Fl Propagate( ) 5835 1 T ¢ LW 5 42— 3K,

Table 5 Rules for Context-Sensitive Pointer Analysis

®5 LETXHEESHHHHRM

HAFE HH) FRECOHTIN (#E EF 3Cerr) PFG 1
0;=Heap(i
X5 A i: x = new T() [717()
c:o;€pt(c:x)
- ' roieptic:y)
l = — cixec:
il =y ¢’ :o0; € pt(c: x) Y
o _ c:ojept(c:x),c”0j€pt(c:y) . .
EREgEa xf=y oy pie o) diopfecy
R c:oiept(c:x),c” :0j€pt(c :0,.f)
22 L — - N ' 2 0.
FBUE y=xf 0 e pie ) ciye—coif
¢ tojept(c:x),
m = Dispatch(0;, k), c' = Select(c, 1, ¢’ : 0;) .
" toyept(ciaj),l<j<n crap = imp
R L r=xka,a,) " 1oy € pt(c’  myey)

oy Ept(c’:mpj), 1<j<n

. o

ciap—>cm
VA I . . n P
¢’ 1 o; € pt(c": mys) ) ‘. "
cirecimpe

711

" o,eptc:r)
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N A I S e BN OB = 7S DR E
J5i [ ProcessCall( ) kb ¥ 77 15 .
Bk 2. BN SCHUBHR BT RE.
A BT A O m™;
Bt - 98 0] K & pr, KL CG.
@ Solve(m™)
WL=[ ], PFG={}, S={}, RM={}, CG={};
AddReachable([ 1:m™™);
while WL is not empty do
remove { n, pts) from WL;
A=pts—pt(n);
Propagate(n, A);
if n represents a variable c:x then
foreach ¢":0; € A do
foreach x.f=y e S do
AddEdge(c:y, c":0.f);
foreach y =x.f€ S do
AddEdge(c"0.f. ciy);

ProcessCall(c:x, c"0,);

SHCNCNSRSECRCRSNORGNCRONC

AddReachable(c:m)
if c:zm € RM then

add c:m to RM;

SuU=8S,;

foreach i: x =new 7() € S, do
0,= Heap(i);
add (cix, {c:0,}) to WL;

foreachi: x=y € S, do
AddEdge(c:y, c:x);

ProcessCall(cx, ¢":0;)
foreach I: r =x.k(a,, ***,a,) € S do

m = Dispatch(o, k) ;

c'=Select(c, 1, c"0,);

add {c"my, {c"0;}) to WL;

if c:l — ¢":m ¢ CG then

add ¢:/ — ¢:m to CG;
AddReachable(c':m);
foreach parameter p; of m do
AddEdge(c:a, c'p;) ;
AddEdge(c':my, c:r);

ProcessCall(cix, cho) MK B 5 & ®E 1H 1
ProcessCall(x, o) ML, (HZ T —A> AL TR b F
B AR R a0 B SRR, AR SCRE X Select(c, 1, co,) R,
MG I A5 B, B BT R BR T A

@B BB ®

H o m™, R P 7 s i 1T SCHRAE b &k A AR
e BR3¢ R, ProcessCall(O) ¥4 HWK T B b5 7 5 m,
IS I0AE G T 3, IR AR PR 5 9T 5 0% R 000 A I R
HH B3 77 vk Z 1) 4% 16 S 5L SR A

BE 245 E, AR B R SCHUS AR B B 4
R (po) UL S bR SCHUR R JH B (CG).

KTFTHE 2N EZ LB, 7] 2% Tai-e™™
Tai-e & % H A0 38 FH Y Java 2 15 20 1 HE 22 (5 Soot.
WALA K1) . A SR FiR R SCHURHS £ 50 B 88 1
VR 4% 0 B 1 S BAE Tai-e WIAEEF 0T R b . 5256
ZE IR R, Tai-e 18 5T 40 BT R G U ROR 5 ) S dE 1
e F B A 55 b T B e Ah, AR S0 Tai-e 15 4
st RG vt TS LE, R R A Y
Jee ke, AR T 35 e 6% 5 (58 M T K 75 2 5 4R £ 43 A
SEH I BT R (A Bt o3 A e e AL s
85, KT HREH A Hr A AL B9 B3t AT A2 3CHR [35].
22 fEG ETHRK

AKATNFILRN Java 18 5 B e TG 58 T
SRR AR, IR 4 X B 4 R X Y Select(c, 1
cho) PREL(ILER 5 5RL 2) M H R e . X s il 4t |-
T SCHUSRE R WIS 2.3 WA ARy R R SOk
) il

1) 3 HT s O I s BURK (call-site sensitiv-
ity) P SRR HS UK (call-string sensitivity) 5%, &-
CFA, J& i Bt A4 i R SCHURE AR L I8 F oS BUS Y
B LR SCH — H R A A R (R AR S SR S
AR Ry B R — A — 1 BR S, IR
AR A VAR AR I B T DA E SO A DR E S
OB PR E R B Som B 1A &, B HR
Y LR 3C. XY Select() PRELE X R (T R 2k 5=
RN -2 OF

Select(c,l, )=1[I, -, 1",1],
Hr,e=[0, -, 1"

PR, A8 8 ] RO, — AT BT SO E
(8 1 R0 1T AE J5 v 0 T A — R 9 R L, AR
BT bR B A s AT B R A O U AR AR
1M, bk Select() o8 2053 # i8 H J7 VA& I 23 77 A= e 55 T
Ry LR 3C; 14k, B Java 2 5 2 47 B 59 8 F AR AR
TEAR TR, 27 Select( ) R BB AL Jr A7 71T i 1 1 T e, )
S AEREE R B TR A i ot e ok,
ToAE A B ] N SE . RIE, S T R ERaX 2 A [a) R
SR i I A R 2s BR A R SOy 2 B kBRI
(k-limiting) , B 356 U 5830 H A5 7 509 & A 08 H A5AE
Sy bR AN, k=1 AR B Select() BRI BUE XK
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Select(_, 1, ) =[], B} HHUR L — AN SA/E R B F
SC. kBRI JG TORS BE, AR AT LA B T4 B A B
RN A 4 J M (scalability), B I A< SC A 44 1) oAt
TR SRR AR A3 2 R B A O 2

2) X G AURK. 2002 4§, Milanova 45 AT X T i) X 42
T BURRE, 42 H X 22 UK (object sensitivity ) 3 AR,
ELAAH R, 0 G BIOURREE AR AT R S B 0 X 4
YEHR 1T 3C, AR AY Select() PRETE XA

Select(_, _,c’ :0) =0, ", 0, 041,
Hrpe =[o;, =, o).

X G AU H R (1 BARTE TR Al 4 1 1 1) X R AR
FP 09— R AR, B 22 07 vk 09 A7 S 8 2 X H2 Wi kot
5 (R this 7% 5 48 ] 96 52 ) R 28 A8 2l (A seeX () J7
2 5 Ui (A0 geeX() J7i% ), T LASEWSCE X G4 R
3, AT RL X A4 FAS TR X G A4, DA TR
559 AU, SEBR I T, X G U R
JH k-limiting i 7 CRR il B R SC2 40 4 EF SCE 8K
PR & — i, BRI bR FH A AR 5 0 g R R
JC ik LA LA (VA A — A9 O, A FH s B0 A
o, [7] B 7 7 — S 055 900 e 45 X 2 508 T DA AR AR B e
), (HE A PR R, ELBRIEN T, X T Java 727,
XoF G IR (A A% 55 R B O T R PR A AR e,
PRI I, %k G SR 2 2 T T 1) X 16 4 AT O B kG
FER) FEEHR.

X G R 2 A R IR T O oS ARk, (B b B
Java #7457 72 VA FH (static method call) B, i T # S 7
PBAT Bl X 4, DRt A 6 g BURkGE o L BE
FHE 3 Cealler) B9 R SCHEN HAs ik my BT 3¢,
AN REAR G I s 5 B — 2 X4 B S X T —
7] A1, Kastrinis %5 A" 42 8 A b F SCHLUEE (hybrid
context sensitivity) 5 A, XF 52 4] 7 v U8 FAE FH X 4
RO, TR T 80 25 D 1 R P FH R P O, DT
B 73X 2 Fh B R SCHURE R IRTS T AR L

3) AR AE M T M) X Y, P £ Java B JF
SRR X 4, PRI A e G SRR R A BT X
BIYHETXREKRT 18, B5 7Rt 2 R,
SR A TR 2 K. %I, Smaragdakis 25 A 7R
X G B S At b B 2 B BB (type sensitivity ) £
ARURTHE B 0 B 20 5§ e Pk, XY Select()

Select(_, ,c" :0)=1t, >, 1, InType(0))],
Hre =8, -, 7.
H o BB InType(o,) 1R 01X % o, 181 2 45 BT 76 1 28
AL DA 2 B9 | B, J7 2 fooO) A 2 A3 IS

X4 05 55 o5, PRI FH X G2 OB A T B 23 77 A2 2 A
R [0:] 5 [os]; Ml FH 2 BUBUR S BT i, B/ BT
SCHE InType(o;) = InType(os) = [X], Bk R —1~ I
TCOAHMER H, AR BURE R AE R B RS IE T
[ — N2 B R A X 52, TR O O A ot | 2 % 42 B
SR — FiORLDRL BE Sl 42, A2 iy b T SCB R R /)
TR G0, DT B A PR R R N 1, SR
JEA K B A 22 T X S 458 Smaragdakis 25 A" AR
o FH— A XF A0 g ST R A 2R R S, dpe AR
U b LR B8 A TS A B AR T SCRHE AR 1915 B
KA 2 REOR SR B, S 45 LW, R
T K W 2 T O G UK, TR T — 2 0 52 U
PLorHr 0 B 7, 28 RV RUR AT (35 B A 1 AR N )
PR,

1 class X {

2 void main(){

3 Yy=newY(); /o
4y foo();

5 Yy,=newY();//os
6 ».f00();

7}

8}

9 class Y {

10 void foo(){--}

11}

Fig.2 An example for illustrating type sensitivity

K2 iR R U T

23 EEEMETXERE

B — T, 8 LT SCRURE AR X R
FE WA s R S, 3k A O X — e R
JEEORF 1RGO (i an 2 J2 4 98 S sk o 4
BB A ), ME LLLE A 0 B 1] () an JLASZINB ) 9 528
O NS e = Y S U TN i (R S
A 24 R AP B AT R 1 (scalability) . o4 T #1548 £
3 AT RE 8 X0 IR 4 5 R AR B A2 4 1) R A R A
JEE 1 ) B 5L 4 g AT R R A B S K
BT ), SRR B SCHUS R (selective
context sensitivity ) #% #2 5 , I 5 b U1 A5 2K £ X Java 45
Bt B R B 98 B S AT LA 2 A A B OR B A B
PE, — A& X R T B B — A 7 R X A R
FFCOTE R G 5y — A R AR
R B Y, B VR R T P — R A B B ok
B 75 3 0 R S, e AR TR SC(EGEE AN
7] 7 3k N AN [R] b 28 0 17 30) . AR 19 4 JRGX 2 Fl 28
) i) e AR AN (] A S B R ORI R

DiEFE B TR CoT R AFG R T SCRUSAE T
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TR LI R SCOTER, Bl hn, R R s
AR LSV L L2V LB 4 (L] BE 2 1E D 3
JZ R S0t FE SR . SR, Tan 8 A % B 2k
ERCh AR Z BN O RTERZ O T A e
FHRGBE, Mk se RS R T T B SR,
tean, an i HEeM 2 )2 B R 30, IRz o) iy 4 dn R
SRR BB ARG BE 0 BN SCOs R LA, B2
H TG A m) B R SCOTRIEES R, Wik H#g
I LN T EPRIZ A, Tan 25 AV R T A S0
fit. /8] (object allocation graph), ¥R 5176 54 I T 3ot
F 0 ] 0 A 4 Ay A 6 52 43 T L TR A A A Y )
R0 AT R AR Y B SR8 %5 ¥ T ABUE
SVRE U AR T2 48 5 1 T A 1Y 43 T A B2

Jeon % N MR Y I R SCR% IE 19 HE 4 (context
tunneling ) il /2 fiff FHAIL #5 2% 21 14 J5 125 5k B0 SCk [46]
AR, BISE H %06 B2 42 A 20 R ST R, i E
T SCHUBCT B8 B4 B AS B0 2% b B B B IR O 1k
PR R B OO R, TS T AE R SCZE A
ARG, BN L P LT R SHAEEMN -
T ICOTR ISR . 5 SCHR [48] 28, SCRR [47] T
P Y Jia 2 xR0 A ] — 3R 91 7 P AR A ok 2 R 1Y
LA ) AR R I R R S T LA
22 WY 7k AL AR R 25 | IR0 B s TR ELAE TR 2o 40
GG, (HECge 45 1R W, N HZEARTE RN 1)2
R SCRURAS B4 T AR RS BE RN AT T Rk AR AR T )
FKA 2 2 1T SCHUBSR B .

TG 2 TAE R, Jeon 26 A $H T —Fh Obj2CFA
FoAR, B N B SCRE I8 BR 19 X G BUS S £ o
BT 3 A8 Sy — FiokG BE T = 0 L R T SCRRGE Y R
SRR B . X — TARERW, X RECh k) BF
SCHEURRAR B 43 B, X G B0 0 P VR AUAE A TAE B2
%) 5e8 1 4T FH B 8T & A R SCOT R AUAE BL R 5 17 AE I
R XREEARE, i LA REEE A BT
OCEFHIME R LR S, Rl Obj2CFA H AR JL
PRl A A5 SRR 58 4 B0 G Rk, e =z )
AT LB R, 38 3 R DO G R 48 B AT
AT B IR SRR AR B T ARG B R AT T R
5 TH HE A

2) Ve ¥ FF )7 5. Smaragdakis % AP R T e %
bR B A A AT R, B T A A A
(introspective analysis), 1% J7 7% A T.3% B 6 i A [A] /Y
TR F 46 B8 (metrics) (140, B 7 M kS BN M £ S
IR/ 5 38 As AT BT SCAR BURAE B 40 4 R 153
T 33K g A 1 B3 1 5 AR 418 3k S (T I 1 7 bE AR

Shy 3 R Wy T B T SCREURR I W A, A
Ji kB SCAR SRR 43 BT, X RE S A TR 4
1B SCfE B TR SEI B R, O R SR R
i (i 15 — 26 22 FE DL 43 BT 1 AR P 76 45 B ] P9 43 B
SR, HEUS T RAFH 53 Bk

Jeong 5 N T — R R A T AL 24 2 15 5
(0 Je e ORI, I a2 00 00 e R AT 4 43 A e
J7 B A A iR N S T 20 )2 R SCCRLAE A
0)z, BUAR A B F30). R TAEH, 14 J5 i H 25
AN JEFRRAE A 2 (9 2 3k v 2 5 B A B 2R IE A,
I FHALES 2% >, PUAT — Fh 500 B 1 ok A5 3] BT
7 1Y 3 & R, 5 — J5 R O B R os S B2 25
AT R AE AT O R BB A [ R ) TP AR
O3 I AR BN SR s s BB & A S )
5 5 W) i )y VR AR TR R A R S A
X L T MLER 2 2T 19 7 1 B i 2 BB b 1 T i R
B2E, AN AT R XM Y G5 R ) B
7 X HN ] B R ST, X ARME LR N BRI BT S
(B . AN, BLER 22 2 T ke — e B B S UG
(R 1R B , TR Sy LA R0 AT BE 40 R IR T AE 2 ) o Be
Oy M T REAS R KA Java bR vEJE, X AE — & i
JE b2 52 43 A B R T 0 45 2R (R AR 2 72 7 #6
KA IDK bRifE e ) . R4S anitl, S50 8 E = W1, 4K
T HILAS 2 2 BREE B B R P 5 vk, B S AEAR R AR
REREHE B AR BT AT ORI, (R I IR R A

Titse Bk ey A X ik 2 pL g > 5 ik,
TE AT fifp RV T TR AN 08 g, i PR g 3 Sy ik S
Br B BA AT b & ff et e R SCHUR Y
W0 [, BB SN A 2 SE /R P 7 kT LUAR 48 T
B SCRURR (Li 25 NP 5 R O A B DG B
1% (precision-critical methods) , 1fii A £ 77 1 R4 i I I
T SCRURR R AR R A3 BTN 23 1 RS B

Li %5 AP A T — 2 R G R i R AR
JH DA TR] 25 1M o) fE. 2 80y 3 e R A O (B O L 3t
AL RN R 2R UL ) LA R 3k S 38 1) 2 5 A L. 4 AT ] —
MR, TR AT AE R SCIEBUBME B0 T RS R R
4 Ji DR (8 1 SRR B0 T B RG B 52 T 1Y D R )
A DA SE Ao 3 B T A A R TR Ok o B i R G A, A SC
Bk [51] 9, Li % A4 T Zipper J5v5, B8 FRHE
ik TR AT A T O B I PR R R 3k, IR RUIRG R OC
515 18 [ 0 A8 Ay A R it P g T T 3k e )

32 B i BSR4 08 K, Li S N s 2 TR
TEZRE A B R EASC T — 2090 R, R TR RS B OC 5
J5 ¥ L il B3 B8 R ) B BE G B 5 ¥ (scalability-
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threaten methods), 4& i T H ®ij £ % ¥k LA 53 #7 1 Java
TR PP TR BRSO BV 7 T R M e ik 2 —
Zipper-Express( Zipper®) . Zipper® H. A5 fi] 5. | %5 5 P it
H A AR 58 04 0] fif B 1 45 R 0, BE WS T34 26 A% i i
O A G HEFE £ b (2 B X S 8U80) ,, BXTFE A X
ik o (AL 45 [ bR 3% E Java 32 42 DaCapo MY 2 /%) G
AR 3 /NI Y 43 B iR 45 SR B9 RE ), Zipper® A LATE P
BI 11 43 b o ORS00 25 21 R At X T — sk
Ay, Zipper® 18 5 19 b SCHUSER £ 2 A 1Y B
EHE R LT SCAEUERSR S T ie e, X2 T
Zipper” HEBR 18 B OG5 7 1k, DT S AR T T R0R,
PR A b S Rk B SCRURON F TR B SCHE T
2, AT B R SCIE USRS T, 00 T R ERAE 1 1F
JSNIUREE SR NTTE 7| R o ol O | - €/ e s T
B ROR, X — BRI T & R SCHUR S £
ST RCR IR B T SCAR BURHR BT B B9 IA R,

{EAF — R JE, WSCHK [20,51] W B ad, U
JEE DG B v 1) B figp B S R (3 IR R 1Y A A ) S
B b2 U H T ik v EL AR S A A e T AR )
B rb 2 TR SO RIS IR 2 3 7 5 Y AR ),
X 15 75 15 (Zipper 5 Zipper®) K4k 7l UL AF 28 12 1l X
SRR EE OFE 388 T JH: 52 56 v 36 7 78 O ok 1 b 32 o
4 ) b R SCHURE R

Lu 55 AP AR b 2 7 AR 5 A8 /%o 2 s
MR SCHUSR, AR, 2% TARE U X 25 /%)
RW RS T B I K F Al A (context free
language reachability, CFL-reachability ) % A& 52 A, 714
JLSTHL . BRI F, %0705 1 e R (B Y
i 3 % Ak by 45 £ R {H 5] (pointer assignment graph,
PAG), SR J5 5T PAG B W R AU 45 51 40 B 3k
— WAy CFL n] ik P A =X, I8 o 7 & b f# CFL n]
T P ] A0 R 1 B 1S [ R i A7 A 7 U A R S 3
— LGB A R A XY (L T AR
XF G2 ) g T G U HEA T 4 L A3 AT SR IR A5 R R WX
5 VA BB A% 7 1N 14X G B £ 43 B 1Y (6] s DR 5 G R
ANAE.

He % N2 T —FFK A Turner (1977 15 K B
X G B 43 BT 3R RS BE B T 1A 3% T AR
TESCHR [52] 19 256l b, gk — 25 55 20 ] B 3
(10722 i BN R OIZ R B S e OF R B R
B 2 25 X%F 4. TS 2 %% (top container) Fl JiE 35 & #%
(bottom container) , Ff-XF 3% 2 2EXF G AN L 3C, 4k
7 32 45 10 X6F PRI 2 S0 RO b bR SCITTAS #4542
1B 19 1L 2l 240 SR 2% A1 10 728 6 5RO 03X 26 78 o B

X QAN R 3C J2 55 R W], Turner BEU8 7E 2 4
A F6 4 70 4 T B Eagle™ A1 Zipper™ A BUAS 5 A 3%
5K BE 0 VA - 7R K B AT Bagle JL T — 200 [] B AR
F Eagle; 1685 ¥ 75 T Zipper 19 [a] i, 78— 3540 FE fE 2
J¢ EART Zipper. SR T, SCHR [54] 89 TAE IR &EA 5
Zipper™” BEAT Ho A, {H i T 5 Zipper B9XF H L & 52
95 T R 7R 0 BCHE ANMEFE ), Turner 76 23 B G FE 1 &
T Zipper® (1) [ B, FL43 B 24 A0 L T Zipper® [ i% if
AR K 2285 (A A /> Turner JG 2% 76 45 %€ I [8] N 5¢ A%
SHTEIEE R, Zipper® AT L) 5E BN X BB R A 40T )

B XoF T ) FH e Bk b SCRIURRS B 43 AT A AR
A3 AT B AT R Y [R] B S RT G M A PN A B R e K
T2 b 42 T W RS R, Li % APV 2 T Scaler ik
R i TR 3X — ) B 1% 07 e BT SCHUR R B4 A AR
AR B TR SCIE LT B AT RE TR A SR g 0 A R
AE ) IR B AR, I 5L T3k [46] 42 H i X 52 3 L
P T UG T SCRUSRS B4 B FF B Y 7 5, Scaler
JiE AT LA R AR Y A 840 Bl A [F 9 R SCBUoT
BT LU FE 43 F ] 4 A W] 3 i e 0 O B KAk 43
Mk . S0 25 R B, Scaler H £ JE % 4 19 43 #7 7]
PR DL S BB o A RS B, B RS S R
{18 Y- T AR A S B 0 H T P {8 b ST 9

SR B TAF [20,46,51-52,56] #B 2 S 3 T 5
ol F1 %) 45 49 oF i A7 T 40 A A B, AR S AR AR 45 B B T
oy B8 R AR T Ja e ny R BT SCHURGS £ B
Jeon % NP7k 46 07 VR I 28 O — B T R s & X
J7 ¥ (graph-based heuristics), I FHHL#% 2 > 19 )7 16 2=
248 B oo Tk v B SCEUSSE B A TR
B Jeon %5 NP7 e s SUT — FhRRAE IR Ok ik 3
TRIBYZ5#, X —18 5 s B SRS 4k 19 A
JE B BEAR BRI IR — AT SRR R St T
—AHLgR A 2 B R A X R R IR 5 R IR S &
ORI, BRI, R R S5 TR 10X 2B e &
(object allocation graph, OAG) " il 7 Bt 45 1] ] ( field
points-to graph, FPG) "™ 3¢ 43 51l 2% 2] 2 Fh i3 % =X ),
IEHe I 2 B e R0 43 i T 46 S48 £ 3 B i 2
AT PRE — A D7 ¥R % R A AR R SCRUR (L 3
AT T BT 30 PR e — A HERE G024 HT A A A
TG A S B TR B Rk 5. 5200 5 R 3R WA iz H
PN =R O = W T I i B S NP S N IS 2 i
Jit A R g H R

O Byt BT SCBURAR B0 A TARTE 2%
550G B2V D7 TR — AR E T (A5 40 B S T BB TR Y
Iv) B} 30 B P 1 R4 ARG B, Tan 26 A9 A9 T4 ) 2



TRINSE . Java $8ETM M 28k

285

M5 1) 53— i, BV AR Ao SRS 2 RS BE A48 BT 40 B, B4R
T Baton, — >4k U A BE 48 £ 20 A B9 JTHE SR L & X
AR T P, 25 78 AT A — 20 BEHE 1k L SCRIUBE R AR
kA, HBX S 7 L RE U8 TE G BT ) Y 43 AT 58 P,
Baton gt A] L) 4 1F W] G BE PR UE 7E 58 14 B B9 1% B0 T
0 B AT A 3k A TR ff Y B LR SCRBUER AR £
53T Baton 1 2 ¥ 20 #4 B: “ AT45” (Unity) 444445 “ 42
717 (Relay) 4114, Unity 414 5 K PR B R © A i A
JT RS RS B, 24 Unity JCEETEA PR B 1A] PN 52 A
53 M5, Relay 202538 o R B2 R ARG 387 1) 7 =4k
SRER S ARG BE . SEIAS IR, ERT AR B AR S b
X TP A R PP AL AR T (R4S © A SCRR A 2 i i i
B AN HE LA BT R T ), A L T E A TAE,
Baton &\ B8 MU 15 A% 4 09 A% B HLAR 216 00 T A B2 1y 42
PAPLE | R TE T ILN

3 HEXRHER

Java #8573 it SRR )3 b 1Y 22 AR ) s AT
JIT REHE ) 0 G 00 8 A, AR S M AU 0 T ) X 0B
Java & 738 fEi2 1T AT S AT RE X, H bl FIEH
5 AETE, B b —A> Java 27 7E B A 12 17 B
AT TC S TOIR X 5. DRI B 2 B 75 B R )
X 5 R B 52 09 27, DUARAIE 43 B rp HUg Ab BEA
PR B X, 33X R H R BEFR Sy HEXT S A 4, s A
Mk 4 42 (heap abstraction) ™. i F AN [] f) 3 41h 42 5 R
A8 B 43 BT 0 030 55 0 Rtk 2 1 g e

H i, Java 75 B 20 B i FH 5 )iz A9 MEHh S HoR
J& B 7 5 4 4 (allocation-site abstraction) , ‘& FH F2 7
8 A~ A g o i CRD X 2 B 1 ), A0 iz x = new T())
LKoR BB BATH T A H B R A XS X
Heap() PREC (UL 3 53 5) & LN Heap(i) =i. 8
SIS B BRI R, JLF i £ Java 18 5
3 T HE R S AR5 330 o I il 2 1,

AR SRR R A, {2 — 22 %Y Java
PP A0 K 1 B A A, (B s R S R4 £
AT R AR R AR, AR KR8 . i
T8 £ 43 BT AE RS20 0 2 4 BERT — S0 Rp g X 2 4 2K
RIA I T BE, WX} T StringBuilder 5% StringBuffer 28
RUBYRT G FAF B R i X 4, A R 2B X 4
B IS B — A X B X S X R AE R T R A U
Z AN A5, PRI A I ik 28 ) 6 N X 5 22 e ]
PAXT G 5153 B 8030 ok — 2 4 Tt

SR, A I 45 28 X G2 91 AN fig 3 FH b A e 1) 4 o

% T B0 G 80 i 2 09 1) B X I, Tan 258 AP 2
T — OB Y 2R G 1 HE il R BOR Mahjong. Mahjong
4 A% O SEVARELZ: I BT A 8 2 A M X 42 1Y BT A ik 5 - B
6 100 6 G Y 2 B 5 AH ], X 7 S A2 5 B 1) 1R
(field points-to graph) T A A GE 1) 7 BL s [ [ A%, ik /2
HAWRBRE REERAE AT § xR #,

Mahjong ¥ & J7 (1) 5= Bt i m [ B 55 1 0 5 1 30 Bl
(sequential automata), —Ff 7S JT 41 B shHL, HE 4 H W
2 MR G 2 15 A5 A Y TR) R 1) 9K b 57 4 ol ) B S5
B A S ALAY a) &, 32 ] #UAT DL SE o % ) ) — i 5 3l
MLZ5 A 7 A9 Hoperoft-Karp 92 1 R fin 46 ol 1 i ok,
B 2 RE U A5 B T AL 2R Pk A2 2% B %) ) ) BB i T Ok
T & 48 1) X G2 25 AL v, Mahjong # 2 AT LA H
A b 0 A TSR BT 20 B (3 2 B9 X RABURHE AR ),
[l f 47 T A2 L4 5193 B 99.9% FRTEE .

TESR 2 el LUE B, HE R E R T LS 1R
HURSE G, B R X it — 20 457, P il b T SCRUR
4l 4 (context-sensitive heap abstraction) . {51 {141 2 i
G T AV i 77— X o, MR § T TE 1)
TAT 3AY BT 3¢, WX R Y b SRRl 42 mT
LLRE o, 4153 1 3 A G0 & (A co,, ¢ 20, ¢20,), 53
SR AN [R] LT SO A A 6 4 T K A R 4
A B HE it G2 A e R SE A o T AR T

B 7B A S 5 (DL K P AT A R A A DGR R )
ZHh, R — R BRI R HOR, B T P50
j#% 1% (access path) B #Efh 52, Horp 424> 5 [R) B 42 1
AR IRBE 0 N ELZ A B K, BB X, xf, x fg
KR e e S R T R e E = A TR T
Vi ) 6 42 22 1) 1) 391 4 6 R o E s 1Y, &
TEI5 A7 2k B v [m] 25 3 58 01 4 4 ) 44 OC & (9 4n 43 i
WA x =y W, A B 5 AR & x, y A0 SCT IR) B AR 19 0 44
Wix, vy, ef i35,

3R 0Y Java B2 7 2 % B BRI U5 [A] 42
AN, 8T T AR 2R 51 3SR B A TE R
Ui B A%, MiEA] x.f=x W15 x, x.fo x.ff, xfifif &R
AR VTR B AR, S BURE A T 0k g5 28 I I,
S o A FH 77 0] B A% ) 8 E 2 R 28U R SO
JE Y k-limiting A, B XT V5[] B 42 A 3 1 5 Be 2
HRE A FRR A KR k0 Vs a4 095 I
) AH [+ 117 28 00 7 1) A2 5, Bl k=1 B, xR BT AT
PLxfFF 3k (U5 0] B8 4%, G046 xf, xf.g, x.fh 5. T Ui
5] B A2 W] LA TE — S8 1% 0 T J7 {8 Ml fi 53 55 8T (strong
update) , [t H Fif 32 22— 20 5 AR 4 B il T K
HR.
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4 BEZIEFFIELE

FE R —1T1) 2 8 F 0 Tolk 9% 2 B2 35 7, Java B
A FE WIS T R E, BEE W HLE AL, Java 915 5 R
PR R Bk 22 AR T Y — BB A A R 4G 4
BE o3 i >k TAR KA Bk . QSR 48 &1 o0 A A g %2 35
Qb B3 B A T B KRR, LA SR 0 A R PR 2 3
R AT A AR X B B IR R U] B i 4
B3 BT LA KA B 6 R g AR 1 A
41 & &

Java i F2 it (reflection) 72 — & T E 5 KA AL
SV Java B )7 B ME B (FEEFAH) f8 8 HAT
R CInBIEXT % S T B WA TSR, BT
T Java X —F AR AEF 0 R B RS R 3 &
PR A 25 0 25 40 A 3 BT AR K TR HE, 2 28 TA SR DL i
BT IE S EEE 2 —1 3 — A S S A i R
) E 47 15 BH A 4T 2 /Y Class. forName() 7 518 3E
2B F A7 clsName 3R 71— A~ 26 (L 40 T) % 1z 9
Class X 4, T B2 2 % T clsName. #2715 3| T 2
[ Class Xf % 2 J& , 0 LA i newlnstance( ) J7 1 B 2
T2 X4 (17 3) 5 Wil 1T getMethod() J7 i3 4B T 2%
AN T 16X N Method X 42 (17 4), T 2k UK J5 %
W T getMethod( ) WS4k, BIJ5HE 44 (545 83 mtdName)
S5 KBS EINE Xlass. 158 5B 4 mid 5, 2
¥ o] LU A invoke( ) J7 32 6F AR VL 8 H AR 7 15 & B T
AT 6). &l 3 il vtk s SR AT oy B O BETE T4
H clsName 5 mtdName 1 HAK N 25 . SR 100, V8 215 L
T, Java B2 /5 (09 4T H ok A F AR (Can iy 21T
BC B SO WS AE), sl — RN FAF B e Can gk
W, PRESE), DRI 2 J0 VR A5 20 HE B 1Y A R AT AT
S5, AR SO 0 BIAE FHXE L 23 #

Livshits % A" $& £ Bh 48 £1 43 H1 i A 5 59 5%
i API(QN Class,forName() . Class.getMethod() )] 7
A5 53 2 B8k 1M 43 A e B S R R A IR . BT
W2 o A 5 48 B 43 B R B AT O EOAR AR R, 7E It
AR, R OCHE APT AT R S8 (nIEl 3 Th i clsName
5 mtdName) 1) 48 51 4 & A= A2 AL, 48 B 53 B 23 fioh
LS 53 B, mtdName M5 TE 45 v i 745 528 1R 43
BT B3 R R B AT A, I SR N A A P B 13 45 4
B4 B, SR I 0 1 L RE A P 5 2 BU0Hs 1n) 4 R
O AAE O, T OB AT B AR B A O Y TE
43 Bt (ME — 5] 41 J& Class.newlnstance( ) it iR [0] {E #f 37,

1 String clsName = **+, mtdName = **+;

2 Class cls = Class.forName(clsName);

3 Object o = cls.newlnstance( );

4 Method mtd = cls.getMethod(mtdName, X.class);
5 X x=new X();

6 mtd.invoke(o, x);

Fig. 3 A typical usage of Java reflection
3 =AY Java ST R

B JEAT 1] R 28 B %4 3 (downcasting) (X — 55 E 15K, 1%
AR AT LLF FH 28 B 45 ) {5 B X Class.newlnstance( )
P RIE AT HES).

Li 2 N WF5E T B 5E Java B2 Y S S T
B, K BUAE L S A B0 T, A8 B R B 2 80T
T4 H 8 (PR TCIE ), B RS i 7 H s
A VFZ 0 A A5 BA] LT T 4 8 S S (e 4n s 3
TS EW ISR R A ) N 2RSS, I R
G Hb ke Sk S 45 LRSS S A #E 7 )8 PE (self-inferencing
property) . 3 FiX — & #, Li 55 N 48t — & H 10 i
AR GHHR EIf, R H 458 1 IF 45 5 Java KA R
8t , 6 R AT B S BOFE R B 0T W i
R AT . 2 3R W, BIF GE A% A 0o AR &
Z 0. OA TAEJCHE S A 10y 3152 5508 AT
o, WEEVRT 1RG5 B i A] 5E P (soundness ) , Jf- [F]
A HAS R4 1) A AT RS

7E EIf (¥ B Al [, Li 55 07 5 A 0k 4
(collective inference ) 5 il HE 245 (1lazy heap modeling)
A AR, IF T BUHT 09 553 53 BT Solar. 4R 44 5 7F EIf
) Al b o — 20 s T S AE ). e HE A T
2 M1 B I B VA Class.newlnstance( ) 5%, Constructor.
newlnstance( ) 1 G H B4 24 U 7E A1) 1 1 A i1 119 HE X6F
STk IR 4, Solar K4 HALHE 2088 )7 b i H B A
(9 (028, At B RLAE e, 5 Method.invoke() | Field.
get() . Field.ser() i 555 8 FH 05046, I 58 78 43 b 1) H
TR v 3 A3 5 14 S AU A L DL 3 BT S S B ke 4 i1
FLREAY . T U5 Y S 43 BT g 7, Solar BE %11 1]
0 AR T v A R Bl 7 R i AT Y S SR R A, B IR AR B
W S TR T RO A A] S v i B S
A1, Solar L BE TR I H 3 B A THEBA 14 B S5 a0 FH A2
W] DA Bly FH 9 0 2 0 ik st R L A AT £
TEATHEPE | A3 R34 5 T Y oK
42 AR

Java & — 11217 7 i #4 ¥l (Java Virtual Machine )
Z EREE, RAILE R TR & 09 R8I SRR
— Y — 1 Java i 5 MG, XS Java B2 )P HA R
BB 5 JC S P R T AT DL B AT SR, AE— LK
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1T, Bl Java F2 )7 75 2 3 5 K2 & 28 Bk
S P BEAOC B9 T RE R, Java B2 3 o 75 2298 H g
st £ 6 B ACaS, B A A5 Gl i
C/C+SE ). Java #2481 native S5, F T 7 Java
#2 Fp o A B 7R M 5 2% (native method) , 451 2l java.lang.
System H 1) arraycopy( ) J5 ik

class System { ***

public static native void arraycopy(

Object src, int srcPos,

Object dest, int destPos, int length);

coe }
B R BRI IFAE Java AR, R H C/CHHH
$z B8 Java A< B33 10 (Java Native Interface, JNI) #f 3 7"
SERLHY. T A H A IR By Java SEBE, B | SO
2R Java 35 £t 43 7 £ R 0 F T A AR 04 43 #7
(A A Hb ACRS AT LAXT Java B2 7 1718 2 #84E, ifE ek
XF G B, [l Java KSR, I AN SRS g 235 43
BT A H AR, K 23 X 4 B 40 B 45 2R 0 AT 5E M A
ES R

AT 53 Java 185 &1 43 A7 HE 42 5520 b 1A 14X,
fith 14 7 R T 2l A AE S8 PN S I — S8 48 BT 43 B 52
W) 458 K B AS 3B 425 (Tl System.arraycopy() ) ) 43 #1 #%
B, YR BT o AT 18 B 3 A b A A Y I FH B, 2 fik &
A 43 A7 32 56, B AT R T A B R RIAE A

T H S AL A BT AR HAC RS R Java bR X —
ZA7 20, Fourtounis 45 A H& H 45 i A AR o i)
A5 8RR i I HE DU X R A Java vk Bk U,
INITU R HE T — R 50 T 818 Java J5 i B9 AP, 1
Fourtounis 45 A" 7 5% 51| 1X 26 API (4 2 50H: A 2 F4%F
i, I B 5 BARBIEE Java 7k 02 24 B % M
oK, HEMAEZ AR th 32 43 48 A s A0 RS b i 2 45 HR
o, 05k INLIAH B S80S FA7 B8 B RX N C R,
G5 G ARG Java A T H X J7 BL 45 44 19 43 B, HE BT
INT I FH 18138 B 2 WA Java 5 ik, SEER 45 R F W, %
AR AT AP A A5 A DU HY X Corpus 5 1 2 7 2
Chrome 45 L5 1w FH rh A iy A RS £ ] 5 vk
43 B =

5t (exception) /& Java F2 ¥ v 8 2L AN ] Z 41
f 45 i 3 A B Y S 0 BT T AT VR R Y throw
T DL K T 0 AT R A S 0 BRI T
AR T 5 i 45 2R, IRz, =R BT A5 R
W BE S w45 B 40 B, T A 4 b g A i B AT
Wi

& 4 947 3 547 5 &8 A Al aedl b =, — i,

1 void exception(){

try {
o.m();

2

3

4

5 throw e;
6 .

7

8

} catch (IOException ioe) {
ioe.printStackTrace();
9} catch (RuntimeException rte) {
10
11 3
12}

Fig. 4 An example for illustrating exception

K4 fpls m el

XFFAT 3 R G A, B A B E i B H AR ik
A RHE AT BE A Y SR, X TAT 5 Y throw 14,
W55 243 AT A8 HiE e 4 1] (9 HL A S 8 X 42, T 3 S 4 7
BT HR B 0 M. 53— 5 T, $8 51 o0 Ay BEMER o1
BraT 8 WA A, 75 2 57 % 43 T X5 T47 7 catch )
() 43 B 45 5 CRI 0 B 22 2 doe 23 41 40 1 HL AR S XoF
%, SRR IEAH o.mO ML, L] A8l throw
WAL ). AT UL, SEPR B AR E AT S B A
LWL U O R

EXF R T S R o oA BORR G AR A
Bravenboer 55 A" #2646 51 43 01 5 578 M 4
HEAT IR . BART 5, 78 43 i Ab B throw e 1 A7) i}
R 48 EF  Ar X F A8 5 e B9 45 55 1 57 5 o3 #r 4b B
catch 18R] B, 2 4 W7 IR 26 S 5 X6F G2 Bk % 0 1) cateh 1
IR, R AR 0 SR X4 T B X R cateh 15 4]
558 S S 8 A, TSR 48 B0 A, Ah,
T8 e R B, 2 fh & S5 o0 A, (G
RE A 1Y 5 I 1320 1) 9 FH S A% 1 H Am 7 5 AR Bl
ARG 5w 8 I Sk [74] W S, SEE T RR T S
S H AT R R 2GR AT SRR R, 5 AR
A S8 B M LG, AR T try-catch S H X4
LB 3 BRS BE A E SETT
TESCHR [74] 42 10 09 S e eh, SR v R4 K
AR A A Tk, R
iR G AT Ab B2 7 A R R, R el T
PR IR GV N R AR B NI B A
B, B AE SRR [74] B9 3L AR -, Kastrinis %5 A7 2
TR AR R 28 A B S X g AT, OF B X AN 2
G E ARERX R (AR A 1A FRIR XY
G g h, %07 Al R AL TR R R R
KB IO e g W R T M ke
4.4 invokedynamic 5 Lambda &£

Java 7 5| AT #5159 FH$E 4 invokedynamic,

v

\
=

N

T S0 UE D
IO
& 3

C
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T Y5 E A A 84 invokestatic, invokespecial ,
invokevirtual, invokeinterface iz K i X B 7F T, & A
FH 48 4 B S 4 BRI 22 i B0 00 A A b B Bs o ik
invokedynamic f2VF F P 4w 5 AR 48 22 H A5 7 ik 19
BrRL ], 78 2 25 mHR AR A P A sk e I R 5 H
B O 25 W 4 42, T3 Ao ) 285 M 0 i 285 2o B 3 T AR
KFHE. Java 5] A invokedynamic ¥ 4 i) 3 B 7L A &
R T Java HEFUHL (VM) Rl 58 J7 fi it 52 35 8l 5 25 7Y
5, {H invokedynamic #§ 4 tA HABN ], Hh i
T % Y # 2 Lambda #7530, Java 8 5] A Lambda 3 ik
3 3 b B2 T T Java g R Y 0 R P, a2 BEAR
Java g F2 rh gl A B A0 AT A AR G SRR B T A%
HAL P Lambda A0, S BUR R F T IIF 24T 8.
SR Lambda 8 34 2 & % T invokedynamic SZFL /Y, FF
AT AR A i, X F Lambda #2358 59 43
B & — -k k.

Soot™ J& H Hif fix Fi A7 1 Java P HTAESR Z —, &
PEPETE AT w AR P A R S B KR NS
Lambda 2 % 20 4 ¢ (19 invokedynamic 38 4 % it Ky 3k
invokedynamic B FHIE], ITHEES 73T invokedynamic
F84 SR Ao P 2k T — 8B40 AR F s L
It H. Soot B8 £ 73 U A 3 H¢ 4 T invokedynamic 45
B

H ®i 7& 48 £ 45 #7 'hXf Lambda % ik X 5
invokedynamic 4t ¥ 15 f% 5¢ 3 (1Y /& Fourtounis 55 A #&
X} invokedynamic ¥ 4 #F 17 TR i i A B 10 £
AR % AR A AR % IR invokedynamic 115 X, 7
BFE 53 FH P 4 5 00 H bR 5 vk A A 2 B AR, e T
invokedynamic #L i B A &5 B 1Y 3h A& 5 IF i, %
HAR I A GE 4L B r A invokedynamic A F 37 5. 1M
H., 5318 /Y invokedynamic f# ] A~ [], Java Lambda
Fak A ST AR B AR, AL SR AT R
i 7 HAT #0893 T AE X Lambda 3238 3047
BAN A BT XML, B4 & T Lambda 235205
H b5 I v B BT . S50 3R UHE B A% 3 . AP AR B
AR 55— R PTG 43 B 22 56, B 08 o 0 b 7E 45 T
A A B Lambda 235 2.

5 EEEREHIW

BUAR Java B ¢ UK A 2%, B2 AT — IO P 4
B HTAEAE T ZA /NI, (A5 2y o M 7 —
SE R [A] | 2 (] A BR A R 3 57 TR A REAR 4 3t 36
A PR I ST N B A R R AT AE AN iB AT

S AR T AR BT 43 B B H AR T 35 IR A R A8 B 0 43 A 4
S, W H FTAE SR BOR F A 228 TR WK B o A
(demand-driven analysis) 5 34 & 4> #7 (incremental
analysis) .
51 FKIEzhHH

TR B h 4 BT ol T A S R R R A BT I —
SE N Can g PR Ak . ERE A DU AR R A A ) R
BT AR Y b AR E A8 A I EE 10 0GR, R I Tk 2
] 48 1 73 A & AH B Y 2 6] (query), 5 40 A 2856
10 4740 A5 £ x F5 1 WIRLE X G2 7 7, F5 SRR B 48 3 B
HUR (R] Ry H BT 5 46 B 0 4 1] 5 R BRI AT, 117 D0 55 R 4
TP AT 34T, AT 948 23 BT B FF 4

Sridharan %5 A" 48 T — A3 T CFL Ik PERY
T R IK B 48 £ 0 M Bk % TR BT i e oy — R
FIFRoR, Horbh 5 3R A8 i fX 42, i R 48 £ 40 tr
AH O Y B2 7 18 ) (A0 &2 38 ) x =y 7 B A I )
y=x0). FEEFRR IR T, % TAER 7 B U 5
Bt B 485k CFL ml 3k (] 2, 5 & x F5 I X 42 o
148 ] 5C RN BT AEE — S5 0\ x B o I 84
g, HiZigse b7 B Al (field write) , X L
LG5 5 7B B (field read) , X W A7 46 5 14 5 AL
(45 5 5 91 AT A4 Jl— A1 1) 55 5 R AR
MY SVETE AL T A8 5 x Fi ) MRS 0 527 i A8 i) B, M x
X INE BT R TR AR, 7 B 82 CFL A3k By X495 a5
T P R R T R i T AR R A A
FURE AL 2 1~ B B . Al 58 B 23 7 CFL Al Gk PR 48 R i
Bk i — SE ] BN AT AT (0 BEAR s 5 A A2 65 B )R] SRR
W) FE i J A A B By, B30 23 08 3 G A 7 A O o B
Bl Bk 2ok (0 &R 43 ok B8 T o A BOORS BEL AR S 2k TAE T,
Sridharan % A\ 3 — 1% 0 ik 25 A 1T SCHBUR L
AT T AT

Yan 45 AU T O AR P9 AT as R R
T A AR T, R TS G AT CFL Al
IR PR SR EKE 51 45 43 A AR BRI, 1% AR
FH #5545 ] [l (symbolic points-to graph, SPG)"™" 1
HARF £, — DT 00 SPG A2 & H Py 3 i 48 1) ¢
F, O &AL B A5 R AR R O 1 A Y X
Z.OETMERTF IR, Z TR T —MEERETE
2 M A BT A R PN T SR R A L, O N B 1 44
TR, A TR TR B B O R A S
SERLRI, AR L TR TR TR IR SR
TEAH ] 1 3 A7 I 6] BT A S8 4 n A B2, JF B AE
FH I N HOR BRI T — i B 1T R0

Shang 45 A" i 1T — AN ] CFL 1] 2% M 4 2
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BT K IR s 48 £ 50, B IC TR KT A b A R F
AL B Mr . FLR T 5, 1% TAF 32 A 72 N ik AT 5
BRI FR 53 48 B0 07, I JLAE Sy 2 A 9 4 B 1Y
B I 6 R0 B 2 J5 4 ] DL owk = AR 0 A )
B2 N i S e L R B U A B VS =0 = M
B 48 SRR W, % TR A B 3 R AL 0 7 R O Bl 45
BRI, AT A | S TR ARG A N T O ik
SYHTIX 3 B BT R b A RE LS — i AR AR T

Spath % NV AR I T — > RE A8 A R 4R
] 56 & RS 4 56 R A5 BRIk sh . ok, 1T
SCHURAR B AT % TAEZE A B — R &, B 5E 4
R T 45 1 1 DA AR A 9 A A8 T R e 1 R
LR REAE 1] 1 X G B AT SRS DX 2 X 4 A
e N IR e e i A I R A A E RO i
AR g FE ] R OE R 2 A B B, % AR T
IFDS HEZ ™ 5128 37 8% A b SRR, ) o A
T E L m AR RCR. SCI S R, i T AR MR
FORE BE 00T B A 1 H AR T,

52 HEHW

BRI K R v, B SR R O R N E i
— UK YR 5 16 i SR R A, I A KRR A 3 4 3
AR AR /NG — B 4. B X R T R R X —
B, MR A B R A2 i AR BRI R, 1 R M R
T B X R P 48 0 ORI 1T — IR R T 4 AT, T
IS B, 2 IT & N BB R R s, B A AT X
T 15 78 A 0 38 43 J I 43 B, 43 B AR A8 4 B B 48
A 19 78 Ak LA B B AT R R A 43 1 5 i, i %
A AZ F W R 4, BT DL B Z R AR £ d iz
Fres e, T8 T 40 B i I 4.

Lu 55 A" 48 T — A3 F CFL AJ ik ¥ (¥ % 72
MR 3 % B 1 St 8 BT 4 AT SR IL . CFL AJ A P 43 BT

Bl K ARF RN —FEREMERR, ZTAESEH T
— A BVBE S5 R, 7RIS 1T B AT R MR R iy Rl i
SREEEAR 2 i A i AR AR T R A AR, R R
TH TR e A7 3 5 0w ) B A, B A5 05 ok AR A K
&, FFH BT CFL n] ik P45 R A2 M5 B iZH AR
0 SR T A B AR I8 S B AR, JFES AR R, PR I Sk
[84] #& 1 T —Fh i fk 38 SR SR s, Wl /D FE A At ) rh R 48
HAB TS 4 B8 5 B R TR 4.

Liu % A4 T — 4~ 25 T Andersen 35 41 43 #r
SRR IEAT G SR AT o BT B TPAL A LG T 2R
A, % TAEE T 74 #2541 Andersen 38 £ 43 AT 3875 1Y
3 PR 0, A 58 o iR AL, Wb T R E A T
L B AR A AT, R TR R AR A AT

PERE. HAKT 5, Andersen 535 (4% 38 4 oL AR UE T X
& 411 {5 I8 (pointer assignment graph, PAG) ¥ 17 5 %
i 43 4n AR AR T BR PAG B R Z R, 7E N BR
— SRAB A, FUT B A A7 5 A YT A A S T AR
Al G 7 i 7 A PAG. £ & 38 M T SE Al L X
T ARGk S UE B T 3 5 48 £ 4 B Sk B8 O AR
RIS SO BR 75 A S, 46 10 6 R TE PAG IR G 2
— A FERAE, Wi T — > JE R 2P (synchroniza-
tion-free) 1Y I AT 48 £ 43 A 380k . SEg 45 SRR W, % L
YE5 Z H 3 T ol sk i i E RS M b, A B
(M PERESR T, 76 /5 22 TAE P, Lin % A™ ik — 2454
R SCHURER, $R T — B SRR A T A U R XS
SRR G AR B AT B R DR e T Ay
25 U8 I B i B AR, PR UE TR AT BT SCRURR
B R HE T AL PRI R 18 A B 4 B 4 SR 0 mT

AR SC N B 23 M R 0 SR AT, 0 i) A L
il - A0 9 P A A 52 (L SCRUBO S HEM R FOR TR IT
ARG TS, A, 8 EA RO o B SE B AY Java
FRIT, $85F 43 7 b ZEAL BY Java (19 52 41 5 Rk,
WA SCWA G T FR B R B, Bk T gm0 2
Fe A Bt oA, ASCHA T 7 4h 2 Z AR B
Hr, B, 5 SR YR 2l 70 A 5 1 B oA

A SCH LT A B Java 38 B4 BT 2538 TAE, 4b
FE T H 2015 4F 2 J5 Y 5 240 5T SCHK, JEH R X I AR
HKIALTT 1] B BIETE BT —— R FF A R SCRBUREOR
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