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Abstract Including environmental factors for the procedure operation in the control-flow model, combining with the ad-
vantages of static analysis methods, this paper established the model for analysis of procedure behaviors, It marked func-
tion call instructions, using consistency constraint to return value to overcome the indirect call problems that the general
method produces for avoiding the function pointer in a dynamic run-time. At the same time, using the local principle of

the procedure limited the scope of the analysis in the functions. The experimental results show that the model has good

accuracy and lower performance impact.
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}
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WHILE(NFAg)

{

For(eack x,y)xy. relation=0;
WHILE(each args X)
{ WHILE(each args Y)
{ switch(Relation)
{case EQUAL.: xy. equent+ + ; break;
case INSAMEDIR: xy. dircnt+—; break;
case CONTAIN; xy. conent++; break;
default; xy. relation = NULL;
}// switch end
y// WHILE(each args Y)
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