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Abstract: Loop is an important program structure in computer. Many applications need to estimate the maximum iter-
ation number of loops in programs by loop bound analysis. Existing loop bound analysis uses conservative methods to derive
outer loop bounds, which estimates the bounds higher than the real ones. In this paper,we propose an automatic inner bound
analysis, which generates bounds slightly lower than the real ones. When users combine the inner bound analysis with tradi-
tional outer bound analysis, they can restrict every real loop bound in an interval and get more information about the loops.
We implement the inner bound analysis by a scope-condition guided symbolic execution. The insight of our technique is that
when symbolic execution substitutes program inputs by symbols in its derivation, it generates loop bounds for all valid inputs
and generates corresponding test cases that make the inner bounds feasible. We optimize the technique and evaluate it on sev-
eral benchmarks. The results show that the analysis is precise and efficient.
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Gy st BORER 25 70 W06 25 1] B 1% 31 19 fie Rk AR UKL, 3L
WP PR Z S #5315 (Loop Bound ) , 1yt 7 A 3153 J5
BIBR ARG B 321 553 7 (Loop Bound Analysis) '~ 4 2
BF R 5 A AR 7 LA AR D 25 AU BT 4
JRyPERERZ I F4 448 76 72 7 52 Wi 20 A v T ik — 28
HrAG 2 H AR 14 32 W S 5 7 52 I R 58 0 M P T A
AR GEASAT 55 14 B IR 155 DL SR AT I 18] 5 Az 00 fk 42 2% 1 42
T2 i EERATEIA 22 e HE AR BB 245

BUAT ORI ST 7 2 R A o sk e
7 1 2R VAL AR ST B SR W, 7 AN BEME B 20 Bt I £ 31 2 A
{H—E KT S PRG0S, PR FATTAR A 19 70 A
{E A PRI (Outer Bound ) . 53X 241 543 1 J5 i 45 511
T8 ORUE S AT 55 22 4 1R 09 20 A S 55, RIDAR JIE S5 1
FGEPEER 14 552 B g K38 AU B — E AN 20 (L
GRTIT, SIS A 7 16 I AN BE I 58 24 117 1 20 BT (1 8 52 B
L FHEA 20, S50 75 ik AN HER I, 23 [
RYCHUR 13 2RI I R R 28 T
BUIR , AR SCH ) — Fh AR 25 9 A9 A 820 4 75 4 (Tnner
Bound Analysis) . 177 2/ AT BEVE B L 475916 2055 ProfiE
IRF AR S, B B FHE R LA PR 78 A REVERH 20
PRI 5 i 25 AT 5 0 A 45 2 /N T S B il 5t
T 2RI T AT, P 85 R A5 oy
HrAn A S oA, iT RLARAT 52 B iy B 3 B DX 1], A
XE o AT 4l R S 58 B AR B, T R] L
TP T BARTEE A TN 5 495 FISRSA 511 Z 18], 9f:
ARIFZAIEI K ] 495 YIEACHY L 1.

AR TR A T 155 P77 (Symbolic Exe-
cution) FE AR SLBUE IR N A4 755 PATHEAR S 4

main (x, y) {
iBA) . n=5;
W), if(x<n)

P AE SO T RAEBAE 5, IR T
T 45 P A AS R 56 R VR R YR P £ 4%
BEARET A5 AT 2 B 2 2 A BT IR SO 38 B 45 B AR
TS C R, 0 T BRAR I S 2 . B R I 2
SRR A ( Constraint Solver ) 3fe i 5781 35 4 1 I 422 114
IR A SCHE S T A S AT A R L RE 5 v
e PTG I8 B B Rk AC H Ar AR 09 29 51 2544, AT
SCBUEER N AL B Sh o dr. AR, 30T g A B 20
S0 IO P IS FF 91, LA 26078 3 11 B R 3 AR K A2, 43t
E—20 o Hr 5

ARSI TIPTS5 AT & KLEE” s2 3 T [ 3)
TEER N AT, I AE 2 41 © A BIF 5T SR JT B0 e o 3 491 42
BT TS EAG . SC R4 R R AR SRR S
7 S A 2 A , R 2 K 2 B I I

2 FEHIT

7§45 $h 4T (Symbolic Execution ) J& —IJT 4F K )™ 52
T A A B R, B A AR
BRI SORR A EBERRT S, JF th e
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PEA)y x =£(1,x);
else
B4, print y;
iHEf)s:  return;
}
it/ (a, b) {

Wikle o for (; a<h;) {

(e )| | (%)

%), . print bla;
Whls e
}
4]y :  return bla;
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1(a) 51T —BoF G A 0 6188 1y, & i 42 16
it (Control Flow) Y& 1(b) fr7~. 7EK 1 (@) A main pR
BN DL A5 PATF- B 5 AL & v Fly FoR Ry af
REEREWFF S, IS PATHE — D PATIR
& so FFTPAT R B PATRE s 1 5 ME R (pe,
v, sv,ex ¢ ) I, BARE G : (1) BIFHEER 5. pe, il 5k
THATIRE s Y ETHATALE 5 (2) IrAAEAF 528 s 1
BARAE s. ev, 03¢ T 25 AR 5 2 (B A9 WA, Bl an 14 1
(a) 7R n BORAE N 55 (3) PR FT S (E 5. 50,30
TS R BN AT AR A S B s B
HAS 5 o Ay TERR P A FLR BRI LG 16 , WS S AT
EHIFF S (4) FFSBAEREX s e, ILFKBF AT S
AR R 5 (5) HETBAR AT 5 20 s. ¢, LR 1
T PR AR A0 S 1 AR B AR IR R 2 < on X
THE—DPATRE s FFSHITH 5. pe FAFIRE T
— AR IR S HE T IR s B A F B
. King 25 \f9 TAE & T X — e Sad f, e A S,
FRAPEH I s B R 5 R s. symbolicExecution () , &
FAY R I Ry 28 5 24 i 4 2 BEBT RS 2. e, 24 s
TEARE SR AR P B B 25 823 3 (1A if b then S else S )
B, Ear R A AR AR LR HIRAE R RS LE
P o b BXHDIRAS s, Al s, 205 T true 43 32 il false
I3 SO PHATAR S, B s, ce—s. ¢ N b Hll s, ce—s. ¢ N\
2 b, s, Fl s, A AdAE B ABUIRES s Hh g DL Sy
BN A SOT R s, #05 BIE R EH B RARAS s
BT ERAS s, FATRFR BT R AR s, AT I
— i IHEE LM s, s’ | «—s. forkExecution (). R I, IV 24 45
ST B S A SN AR A B A2 g .

TR P AEEIR IR, £ 5 AT & S ECIR I
PR A SR IN B A5 5 RUA T 5 125 K 10 B 1) 2% TRk AR 58 4 e
FE 0L BRFR T A AN B 04 Je I B AR R R BB G 55
2ok it AMERL P i B MG 3R Y R T B8 AR A
FRAc, Z AR AL A 16 DU (5 15 8 O 1 A2 B g 2

RRERIGK. B 1 (e) Ern 1 Bl 1 (a) WEFRTE B4 R TT
TRYFF ST R T 6 P R B U AR 2 A
ST B S5 4y S, PRI 2 5 A0 B R T Y R T i
ooy WIME. BTS2 1 J2 , 16 R N 5L 53 B AN i 22 56 2
B IR Y JE T AR, TS5 A i (10 B 3k B R K
RUE) H AR EEAR (B 1 (o) hmRLIg psA2) . PR, 1
IR B SR A% O AE T R RO A5 AT
PEIRIG H FRIEEAR 77 X B 9 A 2 . 3 2o 29 3R
fiff, BRI 3RAG 6 B N S 55 B8 5 1% 0 PR P 2 % A2 1) D 4k
A

3 EHRANRSTEE
ATV T —APIB BUWAT 5 P AT 1 2 A5k 58

AR N A BT, TR B L, 50k SR 31 A AT
S XIAT 5 AT 5 2 MR A T T fh R ] e
B AR AR R MU T I Hh 45 10 2P 119 i 2 SR A% 1
BHHE L2 IS B 2, 15X — B Be— 1
FPARZS 2 T 0 AT R A ER 1 H AR B A%, I i L4 5
% FARBRAR 10 20 RSP, I A BRI 1) 0 3 1A 5 A
WG T A1 BB A5k AT A
3.1 Bkl

il A AT A AR B AR SRR s AT
TR T — A5 B ¢ DU SRIG IR 9 = F 30fE
B¢ RN T BRI — 2 008k, AR s 7
IBTEFR AT, B 20K %08 2R A L SCfE L loop _ info
AR s. & . B — 2GR 19 LR SUAF B loop _ info 41
B — MRS loop _label , FIZIEFS H AT AYEAUHEL
HPATIRES s BITIEERIE, L S0 s £ AR, IF AR A
AR S B R GER A

Bk 1 TR N A i R, 2 B |
i E R TS R X — VR T P A AT AR
SRS Q, .0, YL — AT R 3 -5 PATIRZE RS
IV G 2R RS W R SE ALY, e Q) G0 5% T A% i B B
LA SRATIRES , Q, G057 1 7 28 iy B B 2 A B 1
FOIRAS WA W R — DR PR B 21— XPIRAS2E <in,
out > b, Hop A4 in 730 T © & 9E AZIER B9 Y $h
FPIRAS MRS out 770K 2 B IR IR I AT AR

HiEl BRARSHERE

i : ExecState initialState ;
i : Map < Loop,int > Bounds; //ENER R
Map < Loop, Case > TestCases; // 78 1 PN F A9 32 461
W1 : Queue < ExecState > Q,,0,;
class PairSet{ Set < ExecState > in,out; |
Map < Loop, PairSet > ¥;

Q,. enqueue( initialState) ;

l:

2: while Q,. size >0 do

3. ExecState s<—(,. dequeue( ) ;

4. while s. pc | = LoopEntry && s. pc! = EXIT

5: && ! TIMEOUT do

6: states<—s. symbolicExecution () 5 // 1] fE4x 4 BUHTIR S
7. Vs’ estates A\ s’ #s,0Q,. enqueue(s’ ) ;

8: end while

9. if 5. pc == EXIT then

10 delete s;

11 else if s. pc == LoopEntry then

12. loop _ info «— < loop _ label ,0 >

13, s. . push(loop _info) ;

14, Q,. enqueue(s) ;

15. else

16 Q,. enqueue(s) ; /55T s IEBT B 1 AT
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17 end if

18:  if Q). empty() || TIMEOUT then k2 RBEIME2 MBI

19 loopinit( ) ;

20 . boundCompute( ) ; 7/ 1453 [ B 2 Begin looplnit

21. end if 1. PairSet empty _pair = | in—(J, out«—}

22: end while 2: VY loop _label, ¥(loop _label) == NIL do
3 W <loop _label ,empty _ pair > ;

01 ST B AR R 4 e o

initialState S A, i H 0 BR P FURIGE B 903K ). ¢ staeSetMerge(Q) 5

%/ﬁﬁﬁéﬁj , 0, A ARAS initialState 71 0, A7 ;%;{f 3 Vilfe(cjzgdopeek() loop). in. add(s) ;

VRN Q) R EC—RES s dEATHES R RIIRIR A o ’

FLE 4 B R AE G A7 5 AT R (56 6 47). 1M
MBFEIRA DB, s 2 Q, BB BI NS Q, i, L
ELERT B 2 thift— DAL HR (56 11 47). X — I R 0H
R s BPEFR BT SCE R (11 ~ 14 57) K06 b5 45 Fl
BT O TEAMR ERR £ b BEE LR HEDE, 24 0, b
FIA RS g Ak B0 58 SO B 1B B0 T, S5 251 loo-
pInit( ) F1 boundCompute ( ) (19 ~ 20 17 ) Y45 3| iy Bt 2.
loopInit pR%Y 3= Z N ) e i i %5 T/, 1 boundCompute
R D)4 B [ B 2 SR HE G R N B 7R 58 iR A
TEVEER N 4EF /5 , boundCompute &£ [1] , 1 IS 53 125
SXUIEI B B 1 JF 4k SEAE 76 R A 4E 5 & PATIR S, UG
HE— 25 A PR o A A IR S 1 A 38 2 17 26

PLEL 1 Ca) BACHS g 491, 4555 AT I i Bsf 1) 2
IRARZS s, I AR BAS] Q, vh. MIE 52 1 Q,
B s, #E174ES, 78 A symbolicExecution 8 s, H1 748
it EN S IRTER 1 (a) TEA) 2 A7 A — NIk
s HEA else 73 3, MR s, BISRAFLI I s, ¢ W
N ox <5 FF 5 PATIEAR S SRS s, BF 2 AE 1
(a) RRELS(1, %) N, FRAESR — R B3A1E M) 6 B, i
B TS 1L AT I BATE BR A B RS0 1 1Y)
W, s, & SICRIGIIRS 1, H sy SSBIMAZF] Q, H.
I SEE AR 224 T Q) T AYIRAS s, s, TEJG 24T
oA 38 B 2 T BRI, R LA B 1 R R B AR E e A
PALSRAE s, B FEAR LR b, 3L 1 2 AR B 2
R B ixX — 10 BF.
3.2 K2

b=, L 1 3 R 4R looplnit (1) I
boundCompute () W] 1 ALK 2 7 Ul 45 3 Bir Bt 2, DAfE
Xof AN FBCELAAR 11 A 5 53 A, A5 $i R X 26 pR BT E
BB 2 myAb 3t . B 2 AR T eR AL looplnit 9] 1R 1k
DI B 2 i A, X — i B SRR Ah A R g
81— IR S8 LS A6 R S 3 25 A TR S 4R in
Flout b (1 ~447) ;5851 M H] stateSetMerge X A3
Q, MHATIRER B I FAL (B 5 17) 5 e ilad B2
BAZ Q, th & PATARA I G R E T SCAF AR O B e
S W, fHCR R PR B SR I P TIRS AR L

End looplnit

B3 T BB 2 MOOEIR A A HE S R R RR A
boundCompute fFHATIERE. 53k 3 th Q, HP A AT RS
TFU6 il S AR AR R e TR B AR A PAT RS B o
S T AETERR A F AL AR 23 S 6 & RS AT T
AL I, (AR AT 5 S0 F7 0] DIE B 2 A9 3H 3R BT A
TEFERR Has AU e 2 1) H AR AR . O 17 5 EOUL Y
VLG 3 TEHE T A b i AL BRAS 4, FAT e il 141 2 R
AL 3 AL BRI 4 ARSI, 0 B0 R PRI H 2R
P BRI A F 2P P30 D000 SRR N 00 32 16
P ZEAF SR HEE R SO TH 6 37— e AU R 07
B THCETER UL, W2 TR B2 A ETE AL
S5 i TARPR T REA 20 1 IRER T 1100 SRR U
PPy PERAL S B TR R 0 fe s — >0 SO RS BRIb 2
SN AEIR I E I SCRAFRATGERR I ARFR N 00 32 A
AR AL B, BATTHE T 2 4 137 R i — ikl AR
XTI 2 v B A SR 2 BT AR B 3K 4 95 2 17
TR BT TARTE, AR SR AL FR 5 i BRI
FEAAT T WD B TE 5 FITEL A .

while(i<=n)
if (i<n && h[i]<h[i+1])
i+t
if (>=h[i]) {
hljl=hlil;
break;

)

for (i=0;i<a;++i)

|
.

- FEmEFANAR
}

K2 — AR BRI PR B R AR 1]

B 3 YN Q) FI—AVRAS s, T4 B0 114 4 il
AT 5 AT HE 5, e S FE A AE X B B Y 4 K45
A HEATRRIR AL B A R A PR AR G 1 bl G R A
L ERFVEMR N A B AR R R EPEN R, SRS s 18
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FUPEIRATARAERE (4 ~ 11 47) SR s AU Bom 1,
I forkExecution 275 T — 5 ACHI I, IR L 2 o
RAFAE s T B TTORER A 29 R BARAF RS 57 .

FE SRR W 5, 535 loopExitDec I Wit 75 ©
FUIRAEER PG, Q0 R 20 05 0 WS R AR L A 15 5, 75 D 4k 2
A 2 s BEHEEERA DA (12 ~ 15 47) 5k
He MIZPEI BT SCORER FEHS s JLCIRIG N2 a3k
N s BEIEERH 117050 (16 ~28 17)  Fk H G
F5 123 SCRE TR R AR s, , SERTWLGT W, 3
loopExitDec ff{fE5 th 11 #E T 4k B X F HEIH3H N 4>
30(29 ~31 A7) SRR SCR AR R T — L RAE W
S AT IR A, DABEAE S a4 5 e — b B

Hik3 BEXRNFES

Begin boundCompute

1: while Q,. size >0 do

2 ExecState s<—(Q,. dequeue( ) ;

3 while true do

4. if 5. pc == currentLoopEntry 2 3 L E  NEE G

5 s. . peek( ). count + + ;

6 {s,s’ | <s. forkExecution( ) ;

7 Vloop _infoes’. ¢ A loop _info# s’. . peek( ), ¥(loop _
info. loop). in. add (s’ ) ;

8. Y( s’. ¢ peek(). loop). out. add(s’ ) ;

9. if loopExitDec(s. £. peek( ). loop) == true

10. break ;

11. end if

12 else if 5. pc == nestedLoopEntry //4b B EIEIR A O 44

13. nested _ loopinfo<— < nested _ looplabel ,0 >

14, s. £. push(nested _ loopinfo) ;

15 W( nested _ looplabel ). in. add(s) ;

16. else if s. pc == exitFork //REBRAGIA S F 4332

17. {s,s” | =s. forkExecution( ) ;

18. V loop _infoes’. £, ¥(loop _ info. loop). in. add(s’ ) ;

19. if s is at the exit branch then

20 ExecState s;<—s’ ,s,<—s;

21. else

22 ExecState s;<—s,s,<—s  ;

23. end if

24 . W( s,. L. peek( ). loop). in. remove(s, ) ;

25 W( s,. . peek(). loop). out. add(s,) ;

26; if loopExitDec(s,. . peek( ). loop) == true

27 . break ;

28 end if

29. else if 5. pc == Fork 7/ REPRAEFER N 4337

30 {s,s” | =s. forkExecution( ) ;

31. V loop _infoes’. ¢, ¥(loop _ info. loop). in. add(s’ ) ;

32: else /7 FfAs AL ST 5 AT AL 3

33, s. symbolicExecution( ) ;

34. end if

35. end while
36: end while

End boundCompute

L A4 HR T IR 1Ak 38 R 4L loopExitDec. % bR
BOE e BRAE BE BAA R v R AR, R A v
PGS e BE S G 20 N 09 BTG RS C90E B o8 B2, )
IRETEA LR BT & BRI N FL, 15 S5 25
JHl symbolicSetMerge 4TRSS LY 0 A I LAL , i % 14K
ar P IR N S, IF I generateTestCase 25K fff 4 Hif
ARZS Y BR AR 24 o A= B 32K 9], > 53095 ) i B S0 J2 10
I b 5 BE B, U)K ] true LA {# boundCompute i —
AL PRI EEIR (58 22 47). 7 )& A symbolicSetMerge
HATIRE LR B EIFOEAL , IR ] false.

Hixd4 BEHHAKE

Begin loopExitDec( Loop loop)
9. Vs eW¥(loop). in

10.; if solve(s. ¢) == mustBeFalse / /G2 g
11; Y(loop). in. remove(s) ;

12 end if

13. end for

14: if ¥(loop). in == //ERR N I RS A B e
15. symbolicSetMerge ( W(loop). out) ;

16; Vs e ¥(loop). out do

17. bound = max(s. . pop( ). count) ;

18 if update( Bounds(loop) ,bound) then

19 TestCases( loop ) «—generateTestCase(s. ¢) ;

20 end if

21 end for

22 if Vs e W(loop). out,s. . empty( ) ==true //IAINZIEHE
Jb i 5E B

23. return true;

24 . end if

25: else

26 symbolicSetMerge ( ¥(loop). in) ;
HATIRES, WA I FaX SRS
27: end if

/7R G HIEIRN

28 . return false;

End loopExitDec

Brie2 ik gt — A A 1 (a) A0S i )
6 ~8 MIEER L, 73 Hriz I R N A5 7 A 0 1o e I 3
B 53k 2 XA Q, B AR AT R IR 1L , 4T
TR LA SR PAT IR IA BB v b, 2 9146 1k
G w(l) = <{s,}, D>, HliF Q, 1AL s, T X
L RYETE AR BT S 0. A 3 15T s, AT
LR R S R, T Zon G B B TE
TEER N2 SRR AN B PR 3R 10 1, DR Rk 3 A 7 4
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— TS BT I T 2k AR X BRI S R AT Ak
B AESE— R BRI, 5005 3 1% AR THEL count
2 L3 = SRR RS s,, Hos,. ¢
K a<1,MEIRES s, fFUARSEENG IR piEl T, A
Wosy. c PR v <5 N> 1, B WD) #EP:3 17
-8 AT < I b, {st > B3 R —IRAEFA
P a5 9 AT IR A 4 FIB S i fg 20 2 & 4b
RS AYGE R R 4 R ] false. T — AR
A% St —E N RE s, Hs.c a2,
so. c WP HI R v <5 Aw>2, W(1) it — L HH B <
[sol s isy,sst > MOBFEE L 4 257655 10 A7 HIWT 5. ¢ 2R
FETEMR. e ATAFAE A B R BT — B4R, B3 3 K
WRZIG 5o W v <5 ANx >4, B84 FIW s, ¢ TR,
W] s, R EAEIN [ 5 i o, (1) 25 RS B
KL 3 S B 43 B e A B9 06 208 N 3L, 3 0T iz 1 £ 75
IRBNZIGA N FE I AR x =4, R T m s i 1y
JEEEI AL IR B 4 1255 15 AT REE 26 153 iR T
symbolicSetMerge #4710 L 5 I, BAK M & I 2 B4 AE
TR,
3.3 REARPMRUEFHF

ARSI IR G IR N B o B i = L e o i IR AT
IR FEAR , T ARAHE A PN S A6 0L B4 0 3 9. 8 &
BRGNS 0) 5 B2 L R ST AR R B 3R IS B 4
PR S R ER 5y, IF 2k — 2052 i AR T 1 5 2 % A2
'3 TRV B E 440, R BEIE I N B A 1
AR BCR AR, B 2 H 0, WA
A T EETIRE ARG I 2 (B 5) L lifY
SHATIEAL PG G B R RCRE R K .

kS PUTKERBHEH R

Begin symbolicSetMerge ( Set < ExecState > S) /RS T REL
1 Vs, e S

2 s «— symbolicMerge (s, ,s, ) ;

3 if s # NULL

4. S. remove (s, ) ;S. remove(s, ) ;S. add(s) ;

5 replace(s; ,s) ;replace(s, ,s) ;

6 end if

7: end for

End symbolicSetMerge

Begin symbolicMerge ( ExecState s, ,s,) /73RS A I
8:0 151 302 {5

9: bool allow _ merge<—(s,. pc ==s,. pc N{,. size =={,. size) ;

10; while allow _merge && | /. empty() J/IIREEF
SR MR R AR

11 loop _ info«—¢ ;. pop( ) ;

12, if loop _ info. loop _ label #¢,. pop (). loop _ label then

13. allow _ merge<—false ;
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14 else

15 loop _ info. count«—max({,. peek( ). count,loop _ info. count) ;

16 Z,. push(loop _info) ;

17 end if

18. end while

19. if allow _ merge then /WA IR

20 s < new ExecState( ) ;

21 8. pes—s;. pes s. csp. ¢\ sy. ¢

22, s. ex<—sy.ex Us,. ex;

23 S, sve=s1. 50 U 5. 505

24, Vi,s;.sv[i] #s,.s0[1] do /B HAIRES ST
SHEX N [ FaE BT, &I BT R R R

25 expression ex;«— & s;. sv[i];

26 expression exy«— & s,. sv[i];

27, s.ex. add(ex; V ex,);

28 . sosv[i] «—ex V exy;

29. end for

30, S. CUS,. Cv;

31; Vi,s;.co[i] #s,.ev[i] do 7/ B
REBAMEARE, 765 IR PR A AT 58

32 symbol v «— & s. e[ i];

33. s. o0 add(v) 5

34, s.ex. add(sy. ¢? v==s;.cw[i] w==sp. w[i]);

35. s. cv. remove (1) ;

36 end for

37. while | ¢,. empty() do s. . push(Z,. pop());

38. return s

39. else

40, return null ;

41. end if

End symbolicMerge

ik 4 FlA AL A3 I PR AL symbolicSetMerge [ P4
R 1% R B A TR RS 4% 24 S0 1o 32 AT O AT
e, A 24 SR AR SR AR I B A IR REA T 5 S I A T i A v
ZRAFLIAORE 5 2 I B AT G AT S, IR TR
IR ST L g Tl AR P i RO, DR, B ST R
Z ORI AN FL A Tk Y A R 2 A L OF HL
AN i AR S A0SR A B T BT pR L symbolicSet-
Merge fEHAATIRASHE S 1) 45 PR 25 3 (7] HL 29 3RO T i
MBI BT R R 20 F AT TR 5305 v 52 s i 22 4k B
WEHL LR, il id ¥8 i symbolicMerge 1 7 7 Jf:
PATIRZS (55 2 47) . £ pRAL symbolicMerge ", 5035 HUER
ARSI IAT BT SCOI PR R E 5 ) =78 — 2L,
WERA A VI (9 ~ 18 47) ARSI il T
HPATAIE pe — B, & A G IFEN IR S HRERR
e (55 22 17) HTHATS Y0 ¢ (5 21 47) 55 XM
RS HIFF S so —md, WPH 551 BT AR I
JE BRI ARZS (26 23 47) , 5 WDRS A7 (DX 17 19 e ik 5K
a3, 5 ARG H R I PETIRE (24 ~29 47). 1l
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X FRARS AT 578 5 9 BAR MY oo, B3 SR
SO AT B, R BIRE S A S IR AR
(30 47) , AW 2o A 2Rl in] 5 263k U 745 55
HIE (31 ~36 17) , IFF S AL AP AR I PR,

FTAMILAE 1 (o) AT R B, 2 3 RER G,
W) B EF N <D, 1sy,85,5,,8 0 > WERARIELT
BIARA IR 53,85 ,80 .55 BAYFIRHIEER 1 19 )5 2L jR 1%
AT RORICT. FIL, Bk 5 46X 4 MRS ME
FHARAL. BT X 4 RS EBAE TR 1, 7 pe J&:
—F. AIHEA R v <4 HAE o 2 Bk
AT S AR R AR R A A TS A
BIFRTAIR S B — 80w, o A IF 2 G AR kA
A1k
3.4 HXATFITiL

AR HE— BB R R SEPLAN Y. I BEIE Eok UL, 24
PS5 PUAT I v 18 B — A 45 1F 2 SRR RE G 1 SR i B, AR
SCT TR REAT B0 AR e v A B A v A 2 (L SR AT
TR RS BRI, A2 5 2455 2 o ()
AR 250 O FE 5 AS i 50 TR . 78 13X AR A IR 0
AR SR I SR 4 2 W AN T i 1 24 TR G o, {EL R T
it 240 9 Gy i EA T 22 UCOR i SR A, I #h 2B B I K
(51Xt R e 0 4 7 0 3SR R AR B s AL %) 3 RUEL, B 47 34
PO ELARR U, 7R3 4 95 10 17 A BEXS # SR it
AR HEER FRATIRE s BT Y0065 , 4K 4 nT ik
AT FFS LA 1 22 A TR ). 500 - 0 34 0 5
1000 ¥ 3% 0 B 1 3% 48 45 18 29 AT R T At , (EL R 26
1001 YaEACHT , B TG ER AR X A5 S E B ma | A T
S LR, T 5 30 5 A TF 6 T G 1 oK A
X s AR S ) B S IR 2 SR A T AR 1 B AR SRR AR
PRAE 7= A 1) A3 A 0 3 FH £81) 8 19 12 47 24 124X, 1000 7 A
b I R A R 22 A T B A TR, LA SE BRI T
HIZAIE 35 B 1) J5c G AR BUVE M 1 38 9 L X RE Ab
By IR RE AR UE 7= A A 06 30 30 St — 2 B ml sk, B
PRUEAR SR 77 A G 3R 1 A — B SR 3R P B

HEGEF S PATH RS G HEESH AR
SRR 52 2% R R 8 T 24 SRR Mgt 1) 52 2% BE. AR AR S
PR A I AUER XA 2 P A 1] 0 A R A, HOR S &
5 R AT — R ML, R AR B R n, R
TPRAS s BIRIZAE R BRI B AN Pre. T b B
Ti O, BA VGRS s 23t § R (i<n) EACE B G
WHIEIR SR RAC T p. FE92 B ARSI ST b B
BT BRI RN IR 5 n RAEAR A S L3R Pre
Ap, , ARG RSB I G IR SRR LY 5K Pre A (py V
oV, Ve Np, V) APost. iX BLINZH S35t Post §F
FIRES s TEPATE SRR G o — 5 S PTG B
LYPSRAE. SR Pre \p, 19 B BTE T 345 35 2 Y i 0ig 20

AR A X AR AR SRS AR TR T
FLIE AT AR | 24 TR i 78 52 2% (138 4 4 T 5K i Pre N
(po VNV V=V p,  Vp,) N\ Post, e H ITET 43 B 24
RIPEER Y 5 EAGIR. ASCHPIRE G T, S0 i1 A
B BAE n AN PATIRES H 1 Pre A\ p, \ Post .Pre Ap, \
Post .-+ Pre \p, N\ Post ${5 3T Pre A (p, Vp, Vp, V
“Vp,_, Vp,) N\Post XK T n AR5
HEAT 2O BT o A 1 B3 I ] F0AF A 25 [R], O A B
LHATH— LR . B SMT A 3 2 M SR A 1 1 o
AL, B —A 431 Pre Np, A Post (0<<i<n)ff1Eff}
B, AR R 5 IE S M 2R SRR TR, SR R 5 OF
JEHPRAS L R B BRI F A3 & po Vo, Vp, Voo
Vp,  Vp, TRFALRE| A4 p, IS Pre Ap, N
Post ] il R PR AR AR R RIS R , &
8 n ALYy i 0 B P — i, SR i 52 2 B AR
FrRZEE T 23 0K A n AR S A 52 A% B8 56 42 A [F).
HH O ] L, PEAS SCROIE 2 P 500 B X — 4 TRl |, 4R
BB IAHG AT 5 P T B SR e 52 % B8, T 23 KRR
PRERAE 1P TROR AL AR R,

4 SRRl

FoATHE 22 AR L e v R 5 AR S
FEHIEIR N A0 BT 7 04T T SE B PR AN, X B 3t
Y 5 445 - Milardalen WCET F2JF 4" De-
bie Fl ] 7 ', DA & Scimark2.0 FI ] f U7
Milardalen WCET 2742 H B L Miilardalen JCa# it & 44
A 12142 17408 (152 M E 3R, Debie JH 672 7
2 R U A K J5 F 2001 48 1 1) & 8 32F A K %5 1) PRO-
BA-1 DE"™HRBRGHWEN—DIATFT RS B
ZASEWAE 55 AR, B 13958 1A% F 75 A9 FF.
Scimark2. 0 J&— 213 3 Bl 2% FEE T33Ok B 5 2 0%
RERYSLUERL T B AS SO He R T C B & SEBE, BT L)
FATHIEAS T Scimark #2 )7 H(1y C i F WA, L0 &
1231 FARHE AT 34 A
4.1 FELRPMEEIEE

ASSCHET M {1 R B4 S AT & KLEE™ 523
THF AT R IR N A . B T KLEE 1217 F
LLVM %% F- 5 , 76 LLVM H a5 ( LLVM IR) | A= ik
TTIRAS BRI AR SC o5 AN S B0 T — A TRAR A 2 1 o Ak B
%, R JEACHS AT LLVM IR Z [0 0G5 8. 1%
AbFREEHET ROSE #2453 Hrae et sesl, & & 7e AL
T LA U ARG PR 2544, FER R 20 10 1R 2815 8 (BT A
FI O A AR 21 LLVM s )65 b, DT 4 45 5 4
A7 AR T BE TR E L B 28, I 58 G 2R N Ao pr. [
3 T A S HESE X HIRATEH clang 1
LLVM 4345, 7£ Dell Inspiron 15R & BT T SR,
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ML : —FP 755 PhAT 1 3 O3RN S 0 05 2589

-5 LB EEH E 2l CPU Intel (R) Core(R) i7 —3612QM
(4 cores,2. 1GHz) ,8G N1, #:VE & 4i 2 Ubuntu 14. 04
LTS, Linux %A N 3. 13. 0 — 46 — generic.

R T fEEy et

LLVM%i 2%

P FEAE S

LLVM IR

(N R

5 AT ) S A9 R
W T T TT i

IREVEER]
3 RPN S AT R B P

4.2 STHTEE SR

TESZH R AT T B A B06 BR s 500 B 7 12
TuBound ™ I r-TuBund ">, 33 P M 7 1 3 #5840
Mok RIS R R AL, T2 7 2 5 & At #iie e
AT BIE A PR — AR g s, e, &
P 7 9 AR SC IR 1 RS T X6 2 e v L 1) 906 24 12
SIRTH L. 1 JRIR T 05 A A S5 R B Hp s 2h 8
BHER AT DGR B AR 1 AT LR AR SCHIAF 5 40
A3l i e o 58 B T IR e o 261 AN B R 237
ANMIEFR 21 R 53 Hr, T TuBound ™ 1 r-TuBund ™ 43 1
JEITER T 202 5 206 ANMEF A R X — 45 R 3k
AR SCHIDE IR N B o0 BT i e e T ) s T16 40
RS A B %, L 3 B R 1 A5 40 BT AR M b 2R
TR P UG AR A v PR — 26 45 Oy 52 2% BIL Al 1 7 D0 1) R e
SC BN FERR R RRAS T v, BRI AR B 2 A SR EAR
TEEMIARZ 5 G B0 MRS RE B, 45 5 P47 i T4
W SRS R I B LI, 7] AR A 3 g o — ) L 8
2T, SR A 24 MR LA 2 R R
RE AR SO L AR A vEAf L . (1) JEA 26 2K JC PR 76 38
({40 Debie 27 7E measure. ¢ P AR5 309 17 (1
)5 (2) Asad T2 2 06 2R (0 Scimark 74 ¥ 78
kernel. ¢ JEACASEE 25 FT PG I ). X FAEAE IR, th T3
ARG HEATEAE B IE IR B, v] DL 3E o 10 Ak B 3 3 1)
Ty b e 1 LU A B 9 31 43 A T T 2 R TR 2
HIEHR, WA £ T 55 5 3T 29 R iR B8 i itk — 26
Tt

F1 FEAEERIAERLRNVBEBREE LR

PR XIS | BERAEC | TuBound | r-TuBound W LOC
vy

Miilardalen 152 120 121 147 12142

Debie 75 58 59 61 13958

Scimark 34 24 26 29 1231

Total 261 202 206 237 27331

4.3 HWEEITEMH

MG IR N B o0 AT N BE U A 2R AT 06 26 0 e 1 A
B, 27 /N T HE 3 BT ARLE, DA R (I 2 RE 2k
S RUE A B D03 9 A 0 BT ORG BE R T IX
FER I U 75 2 5400 TR Be I A, £ 2 8
T R 43 BTG PR B o 0 2 B 0 4 L FF 38 300 B A
X 1R 22 43 M A B b R B b R R T A SO
P BTRE BE , HF BLAR A T 45 PR A% X 42 b i A e KA
RIS FE, DA R B e KAE 8 4 A Sy o0 it
FIr AR B R N B, 24 b A EBSIE IR A, 0" ARSI
AT AT B G B8 P SR BN P Y 10 R R R 25
AL’ —b1/b % 100% 5. £ 2 gl 1 & PFAk X
G T G I - 2 i AR R 25 X BARATTR T
N AR J7 155K AR A5 52 56 R 9 R )3 b B — NG IR 11
S i FHE. HARSSHE R AT BRI
B — M B B AL 32 &5 T A7 2 17 T U 2R 4 7 2 57 A
M BOAR T 45 84— B, bR T A R B o %
PEIR I BR TR B, 75 D0 FRATT 25 A A8 TR Uil (1) A 1 58
Z8505 7 TRRIMHEA TR U R ARAFhR T L e &Gk sk
P i1 25 o AR SCHE 38 ST R A7 ik — 28 P X, AR
UEAS R A5 S L. X T8 B 24 3R, o T B
LRI A 7 A g 22, sl ) 52 56 rh A S —F B B)
15, FAT 5 R BN D BAE HE 50k 52 s IS it A
TS (B an3E o N T4 SRR A A X S 3 i) L I
PN A 5 Jr A5 19 3000 38 P 4610 F 1 47 365 4F , DA TG £ TiF B
Wl FX — TR R bR B 7 PR S B, TESEE
T B 1E B 343 e AR PR Ak BE AR A A 1T R R 20 A AR
FATHE 5000000 B2 MG F43 B i B B4 A7 b B
FIPEHR 1 A 5] 5000000 LA _ER, 434 FE 2 AR A 24
T P 3% A28 2 ST S8 3 92 0 A8 114 43 A, LAARE 43 A7 72 )
i RO 5 2R W B AR IR, DA B W]
Scimark 72 17 o PRUAAAE B 2 1 FIR 5000000 114 55 i1 A
TEIA , BRI AR AT 09 e R N S o0 (B AS g 38 B B i 3t
{EL FEGETT A BITRS BE B, FRATT A B 3 28 AN ] 58 W32 5 47
MG TR AE 0. DABT A5 B4 R o B 406 B 5 Eb A
X AR IR 225K, AS SCIAE B N S50 B R BE AR
1R, 25 FR IR P (9 57 5930 AR X iR Z 4R /NF 1%, HL58
SR BT AL G PR B L AE80 % LA . R AR R 2

%2 BRARHHTREE

NTHRE | 73 ak i |MERT 7 | HERf TR | F39ih
PEAEATR |BcR B | 9RO | WP (PRECLTERR| SR
WAME| AR | B | BEE I R

Milardalen | 8990 8990 147 96. 71% 0.07%
Debie 17676 17676 61 81.33% 0.98%
Scimark |67108864 |=5000000 29 85.29% 0.71%
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19 BN SMT 24 HOR fift i 2 1R Ak 2% 1R S 2 1 0
B, PR, BEE A5 AT 20 ROR % BE 1 19 R R AR ST
BN HRE A 2t — 2125 .
4.4 SHBEIT

ARSCAGERF 7 3 S B T AR AR &
I AL AT — 200 M T AL T2 A eR Y
RN 3 3 i 1 AR SCRF S SET 5 IR 36 A S
IrBr A 5 AN AL L GEAT 5 Sh A T SR (KLEE BRIA
PAT RIS ) TEPAT R E X LI L. TEAL G4 5 30T
SRS R FRATT LSS — A PAT AR 25 8 T 3 1) 6 1) 41 DAy
EMIEER B st 18], A KRR 30 22w il KLEE BRIA
AT AR B PATRR (AR 3 IR, 2 RS
LYARAAC G I SR 18 P A 7 kAT AR HAL S
S AT RIS TE AT RO B i 140% L) L. 2554
1SR 3 1 K dls , 78 3075 i 1 Ak BLRE ) R 24 2 i 53 Aol
10000 F7AA1 , X REGS AT 13 K 2 B FH R 225K,

R3  FHPUTHIE (EEZFFSHIT KLEE 48LE)

: KLEE i | T P e
LRI E S R iﬁﬁiﬁ fﬁiﬂ T
M:ilardalen 107 121.77 46. 21 163.51%
Debie 48 92.29 23.12 299. 28%
Scimark 17 170. 39 68. 85 147. 46%
5 MAXIE

AT A L3 AF R 5 AR SO 1 R R IR A G
9%, FEAFE (D) IEAR DT Wk sE; (2) S5 K
FIAF 5 P T SR 52

BIBRST DR — R EENRET
OB, B A AR R TR [ AT R B A fe K
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FH OGRSt 1 BT B, 3 3 S bk 3 £ 84 390 4 1
FLI Michiel 4522 30 3o 0 25 23 M #2500 7 O X0 0 35 4%
PRI SR EHEAT 3l 22, AT DR SF 43 A C A2 T i 70 26
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AR ER 2L L oAb, A T30 B — 2 ik ik T %07
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