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RELEHARRBERIZ AW BRAURARRIRAKA M B AE, MELEHERKESEAT RITEMES
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Domain-specific Algorithm of Protocel State Machine Active Inference

WANG Chen WU Li-fa HONG Zheng ZHENG Cheng-hui ZHUANG Hong-lin
(College of Command Information System,PLA Univeristy of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract Existing protocol state machine inference approaches based on algorithm L* are inefficient owing to igno-
rance of protocol-specific knowledge, As the protocol messages are abstracted as the independent and insignificant sym-
bols,and test samples are completely generated randomly in equivalence query, invalid queries and test samples are inevi-
table, A protocol state machine active inference algorithm named L was proposed, which improves the algorithm Lj; in
three aspects, Firstly, L% filters the invalid output query according to the constraint on strict order, which is extracted
from conservation samples. Secondly, L constructs the extended prefix tree accepter (EPTA) corresponding to the
sample set and answers the output query in advance, Thirdly,a new proposed strategy to find counterexamples more ef-
fectively is applied to judge the equivalence query based on positive sample mutation. Experimental results show that LY
improves the inference efficiency greatly and achieves the same accuracy as algorithm L.
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PMCRASHLE X T ML &R R E R FFIU R E
F7H FERLTBA FEZHR AN . B, 43 R ERE
BB AR IR TR AR E IR AR 15 B A R i 4
SCRRF , 7 B o B R 25 AR UG E T 7= A5 K B 9 TR A )

RERNSRPRETRE S BT ERE W,
ARZSHURERT AT 2 D0 R Sh MW A R ShHERTRIE . BEShHERTR A
BRSNS ERERKN TR, ETREME 6 BAB S
WRR AP, BA SCE R B TR B A (B A7 7R T R
AR, F AR AR T ERHBATRAENERE
BEUY . AT SR SN O B BB, TR S B TE R
#]15] (query) FINLE MHLH] 5 UM SEARTELRE ., E SN b

REEF RSV E SRR EERFTHA . — R Du-

il

B# H$:2014-11-26 & 1& B #7.2015-02-05

pont 2 A & H 59 QSM (query-driven state merging)™ &,
EERMRT S RA RS, B RN R MR T EORE
FENEZRE, BELRIEER RSB BNE ;5 —
AR Angluin BHE I RE S LU, BRERIELALT
ST E P HERT S B A B E B Moore VLR BR/DHZE/ . &
33 B 5t B4 ] (] (membership query) F145 41 5] (equivalence
query) 5B AT LL R+ HAE 4 B & A9 Oracle X2 H., #K 38 mem-
bership query F W K ¥4 2 F & 3% 42 i W 2% 3R (Observation
Table, OT) , # i 42 BT B AR BEARAS B M » 4K 58 55 4 0[5
(equivalence query) FHE B # i My 27 5 H L HPRE—
L EEMA IR EUERE A UARA-FEEZRARE, E
FHENT . Shahbaz ) I#fE B Mealy ML AHEWT B 45, 8UH# T
REICESREI S D (90 F KR, R T MK Ly B
B, /0 T RRP query B3R . Cho Z AT BRTHUER B
S 3BT 2 Dispatcher™ ™ & YR Ly 880 A B R

AICZEE G RPIEE LI H (611032253) , T4 HRPIE LT B (BK2011115) ¥ B .

T ORAQ90—),. B, HLAE, TEWRF A NMEESE,RHE (1968, B, 82, B LA RIF, TBEHE TR AMERS; #  EQ79),
B8, M4, TEHRITE Y MERE BEEQ977—), B, YHIH, FEBIT TR R R L, R (1963—), 5, R TENT,

FEBIRITE I NBELE,
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SHULHERTTUR BB T query B FRATILFAIBIALE], LUR
FHEWSER FFAHBET L B equivalence query JE
HIE Tk, 2 T80 AR U2 B 48 B AL AE A0 R A R ) o
W B RAILES 5 ERBILE SN . AW, U EE
F L BENTRSRAERFNES BB RE RN
SARREAEE , B T SRSV R SR 1A, £ 5
HBFELAT 3 &

(OBELRAM S N HEEMNR BB XHES, A
W T B WM E M AR KR, F4E T KENAHESZY
FR output query;

(2> A8 T AT LA AR 2 if B AR 82 R X8R 43 output query
BB B R B, A B BT output query ¥R IR FE PN
T, R R

(D FELFEULH A IR EEA , 2 8% T SUBIRE A5 1E F
A HE G5 b AR S FI IR A A O A SRR, B
HERKBIN EE WA R T FMHEHE.

¥ KB LE XE output query FTIHRAE AR SL G 46 piL
SEERT R OMICTF, 30 5 45 & 3% 45 USSR [
BE» TR BB K BB [RIRE 28, T EL TSRk, A0 ek
TRENSERREFHTRSES, LR B ilER
B RR, BETEE L Bk AR E4R T —Fh & F 8 AR
I BSCRSYL BB HERT B LY LR THE M FER RS,
BERIERWIE T RE kAR,

2 EERRSEX

2.1 AR

HAURGEE— MRS AHITRN MR T RS, T
PAR VR 3 89 Mealy HLVE N W BOIR B LR 72 AL 118 4
B, e X 1 R,

EX 1(Mealy 1) —A> Mealy HLI 0] & X F—AATT
HM=(Q:1,0:8,4:90) s HF . Q RAMWESREE ¢ €Q
RERS I RERAANSE.OREREBRTEE, 6
QX I-Q RS HBERLA. QX [0 R H k%l

FTEUH R A SRS 4T 05 € AUA BRARASAL, BP
EX 1 PHPRESER R 6 A—3— L —Kpest, #—
BN ESN 1 PRPREFEB R o @ R AREq F
R EZWMANRNEZR  CIVREFZFFI € I, N
HFRE o CQMAFHRFN o=i i € I" REWNZESE
BBE q1=8(q i), I<G<k, B RIBARE 1 =8(q »
o) W FRFFI A(qr0) =01 0, 0, =2(q;,4;), FR
iv/or* i /o BRIERE ¢0 TH—A 1/OJFF.

S F _ESCR BRSNS &M, UL M AEEIT
71 B ShALR 7 R BT DMRIE T S &, REXM TAEMN 1.3
BB o M Ve Qi€ T BE LERH, WA N
# Mealy HLESE& 1,

A FRAR ZS AL HE I A0 1E 38 5 22 ) 2 RR 00, B Bk
AULHERT O] LLF 1E S W (Grammatical Inference) By —#f
HBRL SRS . T B R SOR R E R A
Bl b, X BCIR AU B o 328 IR SORE AR T 3 SO 26
FEmE, REH XN ATH BB/ B 54 /0, £30H
L 22 52 B ESUHR SO R0 S SR ER T AR B R IR
T, B AT BUR AR ST . TR, A 0K
FRMIEETBRE X INE N, BEFETENERTRER
B L
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2.2 LyEHEBMEN

HEFRER, A EEAD LVEET Y EHX
BSHEX.

L B4 T —/WE # (Observation Table,OT) 312
SRR WIE RS, e X 2 iR,

EX 200%ER) —4 OTUIA[E L — =TT (S,
ED,Hb SHRETI MiTHMAEE . ERNET I HER
HE&E. THSUS DXEEO WS, HB S I={s-a
[s€S.a€ T}, B HNTFVs€SUS+ [,e€EE, €0 ,(T(s,
e =x=>e|=|x|,

XFOTHUFEH MR,

MR (&MY Vs, :eSUS - I Y EAUE N T
B eCEIWHE T(s,e)= T(t,e) , IRAFF s B TF ¢, s==xt
FR L IBRIE S s EMHTT.

MR 2 AU #HxVieS« [ Is€ S, MR =,
M OT W& .

Ly B RS Prisl S A X 8 A B WA 7, SR SE3E Ly Bk
BB TT A LATF P4 B i SR 1 7] (query) 7B H [H & ¥ Oracle #)
ek, 85 LOBHEARE—3, T XNaks A “Oracle”.,

(1) %5 4 3#118] Coutput query)™™ : HFFETFF s « e 41,
H s€SUS » I,e€E, [A] Oracle ) EPRASHERES s T #
ZHEITI e FHHM, B TG o) =a([s].e).

(2) %41 i4)i8] Cequivalence query)™™®1 ; fF ] Oracle if][F]
HEBT R E Mealy 1l My A5 BELRSI—K.

— A OT(S, E, D)3t —MEHE Mealy #l My, 10
EL 3R,

B X 3(fEHE Mealy Hl)  —MEiE Mealy #l My U 7] 52
SRANTEH (Qus I, O Ous Ams gon) s HH B RIEFREE
Qu=A{Ls] | s€Su}; WHHRE qov =Lels REFH B EE ov
([s]sD=[s5+i], Vs€ESu . i€, RARFERELITHRA i BH
HARRS BB A= (s1,)=Tu(s,0), Vi€l

3 BT Ly EEMhSCIR ST T shi i

3.1 Ly HiEwgiR
LY BEMPITRETE 1 FiR,
ﬁg&i:£ﬁ£:$MmliﬁFHI

Oracle
(HUER) |

AEQ
lﬁ&&@&;&ﬂ
| dEMME

b ——g———

Bl Lyt HERE

HEEFUTILANEER:

(L OT, 4 S=0,S » I={e},E=1, 4 X output
query 3 &% ZE Oracle, YR F 5 R EH OT.

(OKE OT WA &M 2 OT HA&F, ARG ; K
OT FH &8, FH €S« I, FHAE s€ S, IR R 1=s,
¥t BES, PR OT, & 5% output query, [f] Oracle 1] 5] & 4
#E.



(3)3@ T 2TE R A SR IR IR A5 1R U2 AU 2 [A] 3R B
YRR, i 8 A LA L BRI, 25 H E F output query TG
30, U B e N, 2 T AL B

(D3 LIRD) FHIE AR output query FFKRES
WEHEA MR EPTA SE77T08 57 , 2500 57 A 2h W B 8 5 37
OT, EMH K% ZE Oracle, HIH H G R,

GIOEREFRO-FRW,HZ OTHAE.

(EMRGRE A8 OT H3% XF Bf B8 3% Mealy #1 My, B 2
BARTHRER 1 BN My, BEX 3 TTH: Q= {[c],
Lal} s MEARTE qonr=[e] s REEB B on(Le]ra) =[al,du
([e],b)=[b]'£E[a],6‘M([a],a)=[a * a]’gg[a],&w([a],b)=
Lo« b] =Zeles R Av= ), &) =Tulera) =z,Ay=
(el =Tules) =z =[al,a) =Tu (ara) =y, Au=
([al,0)=Tu(a,b)=x,

#1 WA OTxRH
E

WX XX M |T

R o< oM< e

b/x @ @’

B2 BR1WER My

(DIKTER B WET EHHE AT R equivalence query
SE A ¥ 8 & Bk (Approximate Judgement Based on Positive
Sample Mutation, APSM) , ¥IZ B RSV My BBEFEX
RSV, Z S Hr W 2 My, ENGR E—AS R B 0 K5
LRI HBITAIE

(S RH c=u+ v, P u€SUS « I & c WRKIE,
B E Avlgom>w) 5EIDRS VU HARF, ML RIET » R
KER/PMIRDFIREY R OT % « MERAREMA
B E L, BRRIET OT M4, XB/N T3 E Y B, WP
BT, EH N, HR4 H EHRK My,

LB Ly R FEEFE L RERRETH
SEQ FEWHEERD, A 1 P RBAEFEH R, 253
RE T FIFF 23 5% R B9 output query i3 IEHLH], ZF EP-
TA K output query FAWA R FLEI FE T EFIHEZERH e
quivalence query JTLH EFE ¥, 3. 2 W —3. 4 TR FIXNTH
AT R .

3.2 BFIEMRFF A% E KB output query STIEVLE

ETRIFTLRX KA output query AP IEHLH & T 7
IS LEREARSE S RLM ., ERIWEFEMN S HITHR
S, 2N B2 G, —NEIEEAR s€ STIHERK (o4 /0;
i /0p i/ On )  HH i€ 1,0€0,1<j  kym< | 1|, X BE B9
ARIBFEIFF s1=Codjoertprine). HIRABHANRTE
B RSB R KR 0 X 4 B,

B AAANSERER FHFMTFARER) T4
SRR BV AR T ETFF s1= Cooijoociprerin =)y RIN 4
T s1 FRIREALT o M i ZBT, WFRRER s b i 00,0, BE
SIRFARER, ATRRN e S T T RS T g B 1> —>

tmo

FRARSCREIE R n, WEANHARXHFSFINE S
FHFBBIBFARERET A nXn BEMRR, R
AFFER T FRFSARKRBBIERE, e X 5 .

EXS(ERBEARESE | LHBINFARLENEE
M) HEEE TEEI v BRWR i REEREEs €
S  AIHRIERH v ={[s1]14;,0: Cs1 € S&ij—>ii } o

HETFRENS i EERE, LGB S FANEE
BEARGIHH S RIFESIUTARX R WM CERINEE ., #—
b, FERBAR BIFUF AR ROMICEERT, g L 6
B,

EXCERBMARSE EHBFFARXRZR W
RFIF LR R R EPEFERE T vp 70, H vy =0, WA
ERI G o) REBIUTARKR, AR R F:R=
{(Gyie) ] ijyin €T vy 70,1, =0},

FEX 5 FMEN 6 HTFHMBEITHER, BRIUER |~
HABRE i~ BMCBBR G i) A BRFRIPUFARRX
F. S, T R AR CRBERARARKER,
BV R={(ij yim)s Cinrim)s Cijrin)s (inrin) ) SR={({4; 1 i )
(imsin )} (BEERBR, b EREEEREZ RS
B ER AR EE, FESSHIURMIEER A
TXHEBA R VE#E—5 08, DURIERERTRI AT

ERBGFRIA T HBBRARSE I LHBITFARXR
R j5 M IEN Rk B 3hikih & I output query B
BRI, B 3 L SMTP Wil 4, RS UK Rewre FIH N
REBY 6 Zod aEFN, H o w FIR output query, FHIA 53T
BEERI AR SRR 4. 2.1 Rk 2 BB, LUKIE (1,2,
3:4,5,6), DHIE T EANOHIF, ERAWE w BEFR
KM i€ (1,2,3,4,5,6) FIRICHEE 7, HAMLE ENRE
K[1—6]+[7]1$ 7, MAIE Z output query TR . FIENF
s, “[1—6]+7F%5 1 B 6 FR—PMRFHRIA—KREEL
W “[7]$"FRREL 7T RIE, RIER 2 WTHL AMOBIE XA
A w WL QUIT L E.

R Bty SMTPHH 69 ENTT R X % 4
Remrr={(£1,2,3,4,5,6.7), (1(2.3.4,5,6,7)),

(2,(3,4,5,6,7)), (3,(4,5,6,7)),
(4,(5,6,7)), (5,6,7))}
R P Romre b 65 TR :
@ ifone of (1,2,3,4,5,6) and 7 were in w
and w didn’t match “{1-6]+[7]$” then it’s invalid
@ if 1 and one of (2,3,4,5,6,7) were in w
and w didn’t match “ ~[1][2-7]+ “then it’s invalid
@ if2andoneof(3,4,5,6,7) wereinw
and w didn’t match “A[1][2][3-7]+” then it’s invalid
@ if3 and one of (4,5,6,7) wereinw
and w didn’t match “A[1]{2)[3][4-7]}+” then it’s invalid
® if4 and one of (5,6,7) were in w
and w didn’t match “A{13[2][3){41[5-7}+” then it’s invalid
® if5andoneof {6,7) wereinw
and w didn’t match “[1])[2][3][41[S][6-71+" then it's invalid

B 3 SMTP #M¥ output query 3 31

BT B output query BT /5 A4 K% ZE Oracle,

B B B T Ak i B[R] B o) LA R i, LA BT OT, HR R

BEA BB A48 O Raaxa s AR, Br &
* 235



B3t OEBY B i HA S Q, U AL output query
“soe” , Hh s€SUS -« I,e€ E, T T(s,e)=Q.
3.3 EF EPTA [ output query FlE SZHLE

HSE S 1 AT B A S HE AR R AR, BB ATTE
{85 ) PTA(Prefix Tree Accepter) P H 5 F LIS
By BRTAMN 832 88 EPTA, EPTA &AJf bR —AE XK,
ABEI—MRREN, BN XRRT — D EREART
MBS,

B 4(BRT HE 4 HFSHMBHSTERRE S
#xt EPTA(S BIRB], FIHERES AR A, AR AEF
0 FRiR. REMAWBREFH B EZRMA, WRWAF ST
31 B Bk SRS TR SV R WA — D FRRES, B
P A B e —BRAR R IR LR A B8 2 2 o R R o 1 M
BGIMREFE NEBZEZRES BZ T -TEALEE B
i178, BB EPTA #2844 S PHIEHA/RS T,

§={(1/1,2/3,5/6),
(111,718, 2/3, 516, 14/15),
(1/1,9/10, 11/12, 2/3, 5/6),

(1/1,9/10, 11/12, 3/4, 8/2)
}

(DF BB ETEREARLE

(b)¥g 758 EPTA(S)
& 4 EPTA 3R EE

EPTA #3582 )5 » Xt R R R B AL 5648 R b J7 Or
K3kt &% Z Oracle iy output query FEATHIMA . &% out-
put query (1+9,11) , R KR ZEREL1- 9] T A1 1
e, U 4(b) A6 AR 9 IR BT ATEERE 0
TRAFSFF 19 EHBERRE 4,807 4(b) A
RIS 4 TRASTY B 5 H o 5K 127, R Th o e, 8% T
(1+9,11)=12, # output query K (1+4,11), R#Ei% EPTA
DG YE B, e 7 42 K, & ik & Oracle, i (A% . R8I0 5%
& output query FIES 11, BHT EPTA, # 45 et B 3t 43
7] output query 75 H0k i 2k 1 A9 (818, 3ff — 25 /0 & 3% & Or-
acle B output query $(H .

3.4 E-TIEGIHAZERME equivalence query LB AIEE X

X EARIE Mealy HIL My #4775 M HE M equivalence
query AT NIRBES 5. HAL, JR4H L BT 1 VLA
BRI A RS R SR AR 5uw €17, REE Oracle, It
BHSDET S My 2R (5 B AEE , iR AR H I,
MR R B, Angulint? B 23E THRERE » 4 s JFH
WAREERE] MIAHZ My 2 M e iEUMBERTHS
F 16,5 H My,

o=~ (log = +(log2) (n+1) SN
R e FUEWEE (accuracy) , 3 78 8 ¥R A BRI BEBLAT S 77 )
ERPIMBERAI KT ;6 HE(FJE (confidence) sn HE L4
RETE Mealy 1l My 1978, BARNDAHT H—-HE
AIRA BB R LI &G BR LEBEEETRAR
S8 1 STABEYLHR 3 TR AR X R A LR My AT
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ERFEFEU TR ER

(D2 T RAFREAT IE B AL H 1 SR b . B
AR E LT T FHRZ AT R P BRRERE, BIZERA
EEERNRS € Qu, BEZHA i CLEBERE ¢ €Qu.
BT AR B A F E B RE A B 8 BA — B SR AT 4.

() M8 T PRBEA B A BB BUEH 58 n A~ My AT 3%
ZHREAEMEH n—1 4 My FTERHREALRE, B TAT
n—14~ My AERFIKMKEEA, B n KEMHELE P
IR LA T R

EFERM ALRHT ~FETEFHELERH
equivalence query T {8l ¥ 5E & = APSM, DL H equivalence
query FIHERCR, I 1 iR,

HE 1 equivalence query I HIEEE: APSM
A EFRAR SLERBAZSSE LESEBNNRELE T,
E &4 B My 8 n
i .My or A counterexample
APSM (S1,1,Sa,n)

1. for (N;=0,N<r, s N+-+)

2. Random select s€ Sy and i€ 1;
Variate(s,i) = {Insert(s,i) |Replace(s,i) |Delete(s,i)}
while Variate(s,1) Su do s = Variate(s,1);

Sall <= Stest 3

if Siest find a discepancy between My and M

3

4

5

6. Send s, to Oracle;
7

8 then s is a cunterexample, return Seest 3
g

. break;
10, else Ne++;
11, endif
12. end for

13, return My

B 1B ATESREALE S &3 3.2 W iggE EP-
TA MEAEHITRBRAATFIIMEERLRBRN., Bk
BAREC 24NN My i n BERKRHAEFTENHESR
Swe FVBCKHBUE r, (BB 119D RIS T4 75 B B RE A T IE 4
HEAFEAE L RIRTH RGN AV — 1 ESE A€
SIHARES i € I, Wi A B f I R E b AP B —Fh
BRITRCGE 2,3 17) . MHHFER. U s=1,7,2,5,10%
1 S = Insert(s,7)=(1,7,7,2,5,14) , J/D T 4= g 600 AL
A S IR E DRV My RO, AT A THS
o HERWTRYE. R34 FHEXET 2—1 A My R
AR MR AR S n RERHE I B VRBARRAX
— 5 BRIE A B IRRE AR s, 7E Z BTV H B i AR P AR A=
T s BN Swe € Tor » TG HAZGE BB L4 AR E Tu
(5 4,547 Bl BB EEZATH R E A R R B IR R 2
REINTELHNIREAR ., BIEH se KIEZE Oracle, b3 HE
BHERTE My —BL IR —B W seu KRB 50w 5 B
T E A LA A, B R e DRSS AR A
R WA E i My RESORSVLM 0 e MR K F R
HF 16,5 H My 6—13 7).

4 IBEHSH

4.1 BERERS
AT B L B E0A %, 2 3 Ubuntul2, 04 B4
T, ETUGE BRI & Netzob(0. 4. 1) d iy 18 55 Hi b



BHRELATEHEAURSE., RFELEWCHFBR. LT BEHE
B ZEABEBRMR G5 BAAERTFAR, fWWE 5 B
R, HP BRI T,

WSS L TH PCAP U P HIB A B R 3
FHlAr &I s, fRIEH SO A5 U X R ST
B IRBUH AR RUR SO R A /B IS4 1/0,

LY Bt SCHE 3 Wity LY B,

A H IR R . 1 5508 EPTA TR R 22 M B9 output que-
ry i equivalence query JT{PLH] & B h 4 IR AF S
FP 3 AT M SCSE B4k, LA Bk Bl 55 28 3% E AR 18 P Xt i A R 5C
BIMA R RSO S0 S sy LY BBk, B 5T OT.,

PR 5528 30 H ARARE - WAL S AR OC

[}
o e Al
| B ||
: L PN I :
I| X ECcAPXH#) ; !
il BXBR. EXHE 2 [
| [
! I

Hs5 RERSKRN

4,2 XRERSHI
7% 3038 P A 2 JF 9 SCAS BRI (SMTPHY)  POP3H) Sy
BFRIU, BMUEARE P AR R O Windows 7 ER G T HY
Foxmail 7. 2. 5, IR % 2% B & smtp. 163. com F pop. 163.
com, AR A SSL e . 7ellliXd R d, & S A B i e 4
¥ & Netzob [R5 HE B H 487 R E L B9 IR S0 XA
EXER RS ELRHWRE F RS RE S WM TR, FEL
PR 500 MR XAE R SRR A BE N R R R
W8 B BSUREHL,
4.2.1 HiA BT EAHRR
SRR A BT A SMTP Ml 8% A H X
ARINE 2 FrFl,

2 SMTP UM ARCRBEMBIS
WAKS BARXXE WAHST SAHIXA

1 HELO/EHLO 5 Content
2 MAIL FROM 6 RSET
3 RCPT TO 7 QUIT
4 DATA

SMTP BiMSH i H 37 3y R %5 4% 3 69 W) 5 3R 3C, B %
RFC8210'77 , $2 B iy HH 4R SCRO LR B A9 & X An 2k 3 BiFl

# 3 SMTP Hhislia i #RCEHE

9 ] X A X
221 BE&XMEHEE
250 ER AR E R
354 FAE RN

# 4 JRART POP3 Hhill i AR SCAEIN B BT 5 .

#4 POP3 MU ARSCRE MRS
WAKE WABRXEE RAKE BRARXED

1 USER 5 UIDL
2 PASS 6 RETR
3 STAT 7 DELE
4 LIST 8 QUIT

REE|R POP3 P i 1 1 SCRBV(LUA “+ OK”, A
“1”%%0

4,2.2 REBTEBE

421 PREGA B HRSCSRER b, 5 R R
5, RER(DPHEH e=0. 02,6=0. 05, #:Kr78 | SMTP
5 POP3 thHi BRSPS B AR 6 FulE 7 FiR .

He #MAEIH SMIP Hhilik B 7 #HEERH POP3 HBCR

UL RS R RENRBEWA .

(DAERBSH e 5t BT ¢ FRABGRA BT R
AREFIWEREE, TERATZLBNEREAE R 0T
BRERERTE BXEEERTE o AL ERBRREBESZ
BME. ALRIEPLFNE « BUED 0. 01 A1 0. 03, RIAH
¢=0. 03 B , 7 7E B A AW R A g A T Tk 4 3 LA
BB UL T 24 e=0. 01 55 e=0. 02 B, 7E 8 ) My BUN T TE 7.,
TIMIREEA N RBIRA, EEEE — KA ETE R A%
BT —%, MM LB AR/ MO ER, S48 «=0.02,

(2)Shahbaz ZESCER[11]H ELRUEH T # A Ly BB 3]
FPREVER/DETEN, HELANEERERIXTRE
BASKRAKENSTRIER., RN LIBREE
Xt L Btk i3 & 3% Z Oracle B output query FIHURXFE A
AT T LA B, IR AR Loy B 0 HEBT AL, BT LATT LA
HH L EERSEINRANGERDNBREY, BAE
BZEHE., ¥ TEWMBRREIBNFERE . B6S
B 7 B EER T “dead state”’ R, AL S ERERE
THARE UATRBAR S HBEORES.

R, ZE IR B IR IR 58 T , 0t AR [F] B4 SC I A= L FH L
B ENERRRESE 6 F1E 7 HF, BT LY BERIHR
BHEWRSNERER, B85 LB EFRAERERE.
4.2.3 ik

LiSLBEENENRETBERRAETRE R EL
Mealy ¥l My, &% = Oracle i ouptut query $( B , LA R 3T H
4T equivalence query ¥ 5B Bf & 3£ F Oracle B I RE A $
H. BF7EE R RBEARHEIT equivalence query HERS, FF
EREVLET R, B3R 3 MRS E MR M LB KRG T AT A
RezetR. M TRAEBREARMNFHLBREEARE
VR 0 1R, AR SCAY LR BIR AR B L T 494K

B, %5 BANE LY S Ly BIETE 10 KERPERK
My, %%, Hh, Cho FR CER[12] % 53 Ly B ik sk
. EERBEME, X Cho FEFTEIRMN, i FHAE Ly
BEA R A query T MBEFEHLE R XTES M4
), A SCRBA LR T RN — 3 —K) C/S FR, BILFHFE
HERZIE,, NEHTHAEE ATEF K output query
B BHLE . R, Ly BREEERTES RGN,
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5 LEEB'S Cho A i My FHEILE

Cho L§ WP u#H
SMTP 4.7 3.8 19%
POP3 5.6 4.4 21%

SeiFE 5 B4R, L Bk 7E SMTP F1 POP3 Byt isUIR AL
HeWrd B, AER D ER T —K My, a7 4 H 5
H 3 ) i A

HiK,hT g YA AR E My B, ZEHEBTAE U
A My 8953 BB B AR LY 5 L B R % E Oracle B H
A5 B AR AR S B (Rt  BATERE T4 10 RER
PR AT My B9 3 A SCIR 3R, iE 8 ME 9 At Ho
SMTP/POP3(N)X A SCHE Y LA B3k, SMTP/POP3(M)
7 Cho ik,

es+s =+ SMTP(M) =t SMTP(N)

«ser@ees POPIM) et POP3(N)
800
e
700
mr 600 = =
& 50 o oA
3 400 ._..' - oM
B ol e A
* e
0
1 2 3 4 5 6

8 i Hifgial Coutput query) ¥ H Hi

S3HTE 8 B4, FEXT PR UM AR S LB 1T HERTET , LY
BHEEREZEZE Oracle B output query 1 Him/NF Cho 7
% BHTAGERMEEX FREIEE /N, LERRHZ
FAELT ) output query % B HLERIE B  (BJ2 BE & HEWT AT
OT MFBEARRTY X, 7T LUF H Cho 73589 output query $(H
BIEEBROBRER, T Lv BE—EHRER/NAY
&, AT AT LAHE T, 2R 2R 3 KB, Ly B X output

query ¥ B WL E R
«r-ear--- SMTP(M) e SMTP(N)
w0 sess@ees POPIM) ——— POP3(N)
B =7
%
® 100
50 4
0

B9 &4rifflE) (equivalence query) T SR A S B ik

MTFEGBRTHTEE - REMHENE —-HEAE T
REIRB, B T BT E . NIRRT 88T DL 2 3%
My SEDREILEN, LW, EZRNENHETR
H, LY Bk E T EGHE AR K equivalence query IT B
SEBTE APSM ARI T 847 AR bR, SR B R FIF =AM
RERRH KBRS Cho 748 H A 55K I8 B 8 /.
B B AT R, BRI A AL M LT Cho 5, L Bk
BRSSP AR FHE M I ROR

ROHHTE IOREVIBRP, LI BBS Cho HEEE
EHEMREN —NBANE, M E S ARERERE
Oracle B output query Y15 B8 (N ) IR EE A F B B8
(Nooe ) WA B X HEWT AT E] (Time) . TR 6 50 B HE M S A]
A[{8, Mtk 5 Cho J7ik, Lt B¥EXT SMTP fil POP3 MR
ROFIRFLT 562050 58 %% KB T B M ARE., FIRHK
HEXTE 8 FFE 9 BFIe IR AT A, BEE R A I A K, LY Bk
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I RS E MY R
#6 LEH%S Cho MW R BILILE

SMTP POP3
Cho Ly HOk#l Cho LY  Bouws
Neg(A) 1679 453 3% 2878 748 74%
Neest (A) 813 462 43% 1277 701 45%
Time(min) 80 35 56% 127 53 58%

BRIE AXELLEENEML, Ro¥IHENS
EREALE, B T —FMEFEARK RSN L E
B LY. @SR SCA A LB WA R B, B R AT
KB T & 1A Oracle B FL3X output query B ¥ &, T HLAL
KIFEE#ARTH T X equivalence query HIFIERE,

SR R B EMSGHE 1 447 F & Netzob 2 F R 45 i &
SAHT T R H0 5 2o SR B SCAR SR ST A R ANE AR BRURE
(B B U AR K R BR , BRI T X R SOk
AYLAHERT, BT HRATHE M & EE R F Z#Hh il s
i AT A i — B B R GRS HLHERT B T )
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