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Abstract: This study presents a smart contract vulnerability detection method using MixStyle transfer to address
challenges related to limited datasets and the detection of unknown vulnerabilities when new ones arise in smart
contracts. The method first extracts the abstract syntax tree from the smart contract source code and uses a graph
attention network to capture dependencies and information flow between nodes. Then, maximum mean
discrepancy(MMD) is used to facilitate effective knowledge transfer from known vulnerabilities to emerging ones,
thus expanding the dataset available for deep learning model training. Finally, the MixStyle technique is
incorporated into the classifier to enhance model generalization and improve the accuracy of identifying novel

vulnerability types. Experimental results show that this method outperforms BLSTM-ATT, BiGAS, and Peculiar
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methods in F1, ACC, and MCC metrics for detecting four types of vulnerabilities.

Keywords: smart contracts; vulnerability detection; transfer learning; MixStyle; maximum mean discrepancy

Bl DX PR R R [ K e R BRSO VE S B R A M R N 2, © S TE G Rl R Ik I 4R 2 4
BURBL E R Ty . ARG e A S AT (2 B SO A R AT B T LR Y LR R 2 E ]
TRAFAEREE =7 A0 A I H A AT i Re 1 o SR, IE W0 r A3 87 24 40 R — 4%, 28 68 & 2445 ke (8 ) 1) [+]
Af s 2% 6 22 Bl U RXURS: o B TR RES 290 B S AT R — B R RS IS RIYEIR A N LT
HAAE LT A s BT , IR X T B o B 2 R & Be G 4, SECL 2 UL 45 1 P LR i
BUE R B, 1R AT 245 B0y BE G . IRl , JF & = 80 B 1 8 e 24 T TR ARG T T EL R 3 R
P DX B I 1) 22 A P AR E VE B B OC B BE Y E L

a4 R ik RSN BRI R T V2 SR RE A Al A I TR S TR R T IE R
EREAR TR B AR TN TAF 5 PATE RS . BARTER I B e & 29 I TRy 10 0 i A 20, (HAR R B T %
G TE N T3 88 5 v Z 01, 10056 T 20 A 485 4 0 ke g g R0 D s X R, T R e G 2 T A T TR Y
I AN £ G S AR I 0 R AR 15 FE B AR

BEXF X — Jm BR RS T4 T 2R 05 ik R IR 27 2 B 32 ) B AR & 20 BB I R AE o B AN, Smart
Embe" i F ¥ B2 27 2 B8 58 50 11555 bug & (6] 09 A U2 e 4] B 4 0 31 i 5 IRl 2 e ss o o TR TG 24
AR5 Y 38 1 R TR A B, Tann 283 R FH UK B2 27 ) 3807k — & 8 312 12 W 4% (long short-term memory,
LSTM)X 8 i & 29 I il i2E 47 3% 2227 > 19 5 %, B & B8 1) i B 34, RIS 2 8 e & 2. SR, bl
R RS 2 Y R T W R RN OR IO ] 7 5 0 B e R 26 PR W O B, I A O T I SR SRS IR AR R A
BRI A 0 e 0] ) A 0 R R R R A T (R R S 4 T I A I vk 7 AR A 48 1 1 R B Y
T THI R 7D K548 1 00 7 T T B 3 BN A

i e bR ) B A BF ST AR — R I TR A KU G AL 09 BB A 29 I I K T 5 i GMCVD (Graph-based
mixstyle transfer for smart contract vulnerability detect) , 1% 7 ¥ I8 i & 29 W5 A 15 v 32 CHh 42 15 75 1) (abstract
syntax tree, AST), fifi F Il 15 & 1 W 2% (graph attention networks, GAT)JH 517 45 18] AYAK # 0¢ R A5 B, IR 7E 4
e dn il A MixStyle Be AR Y SR A RE J7 o[RBT, S 1M ok T I 288 B8 e 29 85 4R /D % 1) 8, ) 1
2 2] W Y e K (H 22 5 (maximum mean discrepancy , MMD)SE 81 MR -& 20 T TR CIH IR IR 2 B 45 & 20 T T
Bl ) B9 A 2O PR RS 385 0 % B2 27 > B0 AL 11 25 ) Bl i, 48 e B A U0 e V) S R A M M . 20 S
UE 3% 07 B A b A R Sl 3 48 T 1R R A T X O T R BE A 29 B A BRI 0 R AU BB T A R AR R
T R 26 AL {5k = J2 68 bR 3 B50H0E ) ) A

1 HxIE

1.1 HaadREEN

e 58 8 e A 29 T T A I 3 22 Bl 8 e 25 4 A AN Bl 25 20 B 5 vk SR I o R A A0 A ATtk — 20 Rl 43 S B AR E
T AT FAF 5 $AT . 140, Bhargavan S H T 1 AN JE B RS, f H Isabelle/HOL T H 35 IE 5 G8 & 29 F 10
o Luu %% 686 A HEATAF 5 AT, IR AR & 58 SCRY R A A #5252 . Tsankov 48" HEAT &5 R 7 43 17
PIHEWT T B & 0B i 1 LS. Gao SFUF A T LAt R I B %R DU SR FH 3L 105 A a0 T I R B
ARG I LA K By v v 78 00 i S e )

BNAS 3 B 5 vk 38 i AT A AR R B RE A A I T TR . Nguyen FE"5] AT Serum, I ] 8 &5
SR RS AT 3R] W A R E A 8 Bl R DU B 1k g . Choi SF" IR T sFuzz, il R AR T K
B %) SR D AR T e T o Smartian™ ) TR T BCHE Ui Y B R B A B Y 22 B e SV UY il kTE 2
20 RS A D s 1)

B W WE Y © SR R AT TR BE o > W 2% A7 I TR A U . Eshghie 28"5% F 91 A5 AU 4b 3R B 5 29519
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)75 . Zhuang 55&" i FH 2l 25 U 11 K6 0 AE 22, D52 50 B8 o 42 BRURFAIE , (6 FHAIL 28 2 2 BB X 35 228 ) 4T 5%
25, Liu S UOK G 29 WA 5 4 Ay I 45 4, g 2 151 ok 28 T 28 4 D R A Y o Zhang 55" R R IR 27 )
5L A DRl R R 7 XA TR o Dai U BIR T VAR A TR 24 2 B 55 & A [R) B B0 R AF A )
BHE A AR .
1.2 EBEI

LR 2 ) AR OR 32 B 2 OQ T, B AT LATE H A S0hn 10 £t A FR A% &0 | 8 2o 5 58 1) 15 5 A1 2 458 A 2
2 o IERE A 2 TE SCRY 4 2R ML BT AL E AL Y B O o 2R AR U U R A A . iR RS T il
18 T H AR 58O RE AR S /N A DG SR B AR A 2 I I o 3B B 2% 2 ] S IAIR B R A ST LR
Az A, — R Ul R I8 & S A TE R iC 8  iE R 2= W] o i %5 o T W R 2 ) BT A
R 2R 2] AR R AE 25 [R] 1Y S [, iE A 2% >0 43 S [ B 7% 2 2 Rl S Bl A% 2 ) o [) Bl 4% 2 ) s 45 A
AT H bR 4 A AN [R] (8B 2 R AR TR .

T A ¥ 2 3 1 7 12 6 4 R A I R B ol R o 3 0 4k 23 A TR AR ZE e AR B 1A A e
TN H A5 25 (8] ST H2 Y, e Ah 38 5 7 R B2 R AR 27 2T a0 R v i A B I A B 4 BN A8 SRR A 5T, © L
R R BB MRS T AT AR DT BE 9 U7 ik, B K I E 25 5 (maximum mean discrepancy , MMD)® | H1
iL>Jfi 2% 5 (central moment discrepancy , CMD) ™ F1 Z [ Ge i+ DT ELCY . 57 2 Bl a FH 7 ik 2 3% T X o it 26 i 7 ik
TR R FAS R 38 104 A AR X6 3k A 28 T B AL, B 25 A XS B X 4% (generative adversarial network , GAN)
A J X 470 D) 4% 6 Al 3 g AR

2 AEE

TEARMFFE R P& T — R TR R 2% 2 M e & 20 U TR A U7 12 GMICVD, 5 78 A ZCH ) A 5 &
AP R IR 258 . GMCVD b2 £ 85 A& 344 0R .

DX A8 E 29 10 YR D 2 B 8 18 18] (semantic graph, SG), i FH &l 1 2 77 W 4% (graph attention networks,
GAT)AE WA -

2)fi F R R4 25 5 (MMD ) 3547 S50 i

3)fd HI4f A T MixStyle (73 2K g xf & A9t 70026 .

GMCVD J7 ik BHEZR G &l 1 PR - 1 26 1 70 DAY BB 6 24 ) AR v B2 BRUAh 52 3 12: 9 (abstract syntax tree,
AST). AST A% 45+ B R R 2 BB 2, BE HE 0 S IR FR 7 1B VA 4540 o 7E3R15 AST YLl [, oF — 2D iy gt
Ar i SO A T SCIE(SG) A0 & ARRS 19 Wi A5 25 M 15 5L S & 5 1 748 5 R R 50T 119 3 25 28 B 6 R A A
B AT 2 8 . RS ARG IE Sl Word2 Vee i it , X AC RS 18 LI (SG) R B9 15 A5 HE 47 o) s Ak R m B A0 RS
PR A 5 5 ) P Ak SRy T 2 A T i A ), SR P R T I 4 B BT A ) B 2R RO DG R L TR T I 4% 3
Xof 08 J 7 A T AN [ A 3 A D ACER A R T ) A A ELVE RS B . TR e 9 Y TP )RR D
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Fig.1 Overall framework
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H b5 8 G 24 1 o] SR AE 38 5 1158 MIMID 4 2% >f 52 B0 400 33k 7, 38 28 98 /N R 6 24 T 1) 0 A 45 249 Te i) 22 1)
1Y 53 A 22 S, 52 BRI T R 2 H bR T 22 8] 0 G SCRHRIE RS o Rl BIET PR b FF Mix Style 3 R fill- 5 21 18] 45 B
28 W28 3 S A I E AR S AN o AR v ) 22 A P AR A 2 o] B S AR I AR AR SRR B R T R Y
&N RES) .
2.1 HERBIEXE

TR A (AST) L 3% A Y TR AR B (B B = B0 R T A ST DU 5545 5, e Ah S 308 4 (AST)
£ —BE R 2 R EW IR ] RE LR AR M IR 5 B o I BEBLTE AST ikl B ) g AU i LIEI(SG),
I I TG ) 5T 1T Al S T R (AST), 9 3 ok 3R R B s A i o ARRS I SR (SGYRY AR AL 45 2 4> 2P
BB R A ARG AT BE R B IR (AST) 56 2 45 2 AR 4 1l 52 1 VA A (AST) 3R BUAR i 1 S IA]
(SG). HREA AR IR IER (AST)RAE TR AES AU 1B 25 B 4 DEUE , S H R 2) 4%
P, g ek & PR ALY 3B A) B BAT TR RS

B AL 1 e A8 T BB A 24 pR B A i T a2 B 1 TR 19 501 SG-Generation A0 B G B A .
B T8 6815 i fRT AR BB 5 29 M G iR A R, 38 3k 78 59 5 22 TRV I+ R T R AR i R B R 1Y SGL ROR
AE A 00 Hp ) BB A S A . BTk SG-Generation [ il AJE 1N FIRIE AW 4515 R) 2 BT VR IE
% . 81 SG-Generation ) By & F4) 1& 1) SG=(V,E"), 0 517 25 5 VA1 4E E'. SG-Generation 34 7 A0 45 3
W B

555 1 I B g ) Bk A 44 R RN 2 B 22 A 1 2 B 3R R A ok A TC T R T AR Bl g R AR (B 156 1
1. SG 5 AR VW) R Ak S il R AT R TR SR VRIS 18T A Enter R KRR SG YT AR (51 1
5 447) N BBCE AL R A 9 14 K547 1914 < Enter, AST.root > I8 N8 £ (532 155 547) .

#k 1 SG - Generation

i\ : AST

Hiih: SG = (V. )

1B AST (1 2 508 e FAZ & Jm M (A8 1 44 FR R 2R RUBR A1)

2. WAL VIO AT B AST 35 i 4

3. 0064 E' 9 AR ) AST 1L 4R

4.V < V + Enter /*¥R 1A Enter 37 S AR RAR T A 0%/

5.E'< E'+ < Enter, AST.root > /*¥§Jll 1 %% Enter #] AST #4555 A9 321 %/
6.ControlFlowGeneration (simpliﬁed AST, E' )

7.DataFlowEdgeGenerati0n(simpliﬁed AST, E' )

8.return V, E'

55 2 B Bl A 5Bk 2 H TR BY ControlFlowEdgeGeneration By A # #5 1il Ji o  ControlFlow EdgeGeneration
SR 1 B N 2 1T Ak 9 AST sl A% RT3 AR Y, Bk ek LR AT TR, A b A s o O R, DAUR B A e R
(depth-first search, DES)II R ik JJi A4 , % F 5 4 on, Moy en 2 2 1R A (B 258 447) , I R 2& DK 1 4%
Men BN 1A S s B S0 I B30 4 E'rh R 18 A B PAT IO (215 255 547) , KA en AR F 3 IH 2 17
¥ ControlFlowEdgeGeneration (5. 2 45 6 7)), 5 Ji , SG &t 0] LA F M 15 ) il $h AT I .

55 3B B L 38 0 Bk 3 T TR Y801k DataFlowEdgeGeneration #8804 i . 8775 DataFlowEdge Generation
PR AR AR FII 4R B, 120, 3 BT B 00 5648 R X A 50 - AT HEI IR A B 36 Ln b SR 5 388 T Lin
oK B0 AH [ 0y AR 5, FE B T 2 B i ok R ox B e G A0S i B T, 4 X 3 A B B L R SG-
Generation 13 £ SG=(V,E"), SG W17 #i X 43 A /m) 8 AT 47 A AR 1 A LA 7 8, T 32 3R 7 4 o 3 R B e
i, X FER Y SG AL & B BE A RS B TE A E B B AT LURAE 5 0 3E SUE B BB B A BT
WU g 4 s 06 R 55
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B9k 2. ControlFlowEdgeGeneration

i A tree, E'

1. if tree.root has children then /*FG 7% AR 3T £ )& B A7 F 7 45%/

2. cn «— tree.root.firstchild /*FRAFMETT E A 14117 450%/

3 while cn.nextsibling is not null do  /*3 JJi 24 T 5 =5 (0 T A7 S 26745 o5, BIVAR Y A5 0 T A 715 %/

4. if cn is a statement then  /* Q02 i 5 o2& 147 B +/

5 E' < E'+ < cn, cn.nextsibling > with cn being the root, E' /*fENHE A PRI 12400 S EE T 148550

9 HIX SR LY T AR

6. end

7. cn < cn.nextsibling /*FL BT L, QR SEE Iy */
8. end

9 .end

¥k 3. DataFlowEdgeGeneration

Hi A tree, E'

With: SG=(V,E)

L. H TR O SE 0 40 AT HE T T4 E AT A S 35 Ln
2. fornodein Lndo /*ii [Jj Ln " Ay 5%/

3. if nodeis avariable then /*J K77 f5J& 75 AL &

4 while node.next is note null do /*3 JJj 24 {ij 57 44, E/‘J E] ﬁ%ﬁ */
5 node' < node.next /*F B F| N 14T 5 */
6. ifnode == node'then /*K&2F 2 A7 i S 105 2 A [ A9 A5 1/
7 E'«— E'+ < node, node' > " /*7E 2 AH [A) A8 B 45 45 2Z (RIS N i %/
8 end
9. end
10. end
11.end
22 EHA

IRAFEACHS B A0 RS 18 R, 455700 56 T 1 8 I 465 (G AT) Y B8 4 2 2 2 R AR 1 v R IRLE Ui A G0 2R
PN A5 2 () A ARH 0 2R o TR B A B BCFR 2 4~ B BE AL, BRIV T S AL % B B RN SR A I B 7R TH B AL B B B, M
2% 45 HR AR A vp (4 00 U 10 A% 336 15 8, A e B ) 25 s, 1 BT 22 58 ¢ BF TR) 30 B O O B A O 1 L A BRURIDIR S
U )5, GAT 3 3 5C v 4P Jm >R 1153 494 71 A5 1 B 2

ﬁ}‘a(ZaUWﬁ:>, (1)
JEN,

Horpr oo B AR MR VO pR K N, 27 B R f i B R s WOIR A I s 0, 3R R ) B8 R AU
exp( Wh @Wh}))

zex ((a[whewn])

Hd . @ FRBIE ;a2 2 MLP (R 1] & ; T2 LeakyReL U BR 8, 4 U J7 T A7 31 ) , GAT 3l i 54 & vh
P AT 2 5715 A5 A0 BRIk 25 2 i R R RE S

G=§V:a(Pgm(M1Z'+bl))@P(MZZ’/H;Z), (3)

Horh: © FoRBIUR T s o S W pRKGHE M M AR 22 [0 i by, T e (1,2 3, 2 AT ZRm M 28 280 VRN
w,ﬁéﬂt,Pzng%'!E‘?%H%%o

(2)
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2.3 GUEHE N

F TS [ s ) 22 1] [ A 1) B8 o0 A A — B0, 2R R B 1A 3755 IR TR A 29) 8 I ZRA5 3] A4 A5 8
HE S AR 5 (B Fr A 29) T RERSCR AN, o 2 Fhidg b 09 T i 20 4l v BB AE E B E R i 25 57
T TR — PR AR, AR A K 24 22 5 (maximum mean discrepancy, MMD)™*k #5 43 I U 1 £ 3 A1 B A
TR BE Z B89 50 A 22 5% . MMD J&2 —Fas RIS T B, i 3 15 B A JK 1A 45 25 [8] (reproducing kernel
hilbert space, RKHS) b 38 Fill & 2 A~ [ B 40 A0 2 (8] 0 22 5l 2/ RKHS H B 5 55080 | MMDi‘l‘%:z/\
A3 AT A ) 25 5 X AT DAL 20 A A 22 DR B Y 1A BE A o 7 T ARSI g R R R G R
P14 A% PR 5K e S35 305 T 1R 540 0 L A T I 590 2 v 4 s (] W‘Fﬂ‘ﬁﬂlﬁil1£L24\r%?’ﬁ?§ﬂ<E4JMMD{Eo X
Pl T W AN AR AE S 800, RIS 380 508 o3 A 0 ELAARTE =X, i L& T W B 9, AN 5 2 b 10 B8 3R B A 0 A 2
) Y 26 5[] Bk 2SR5 T ) A B A I IR 09 43 A 7 28 0 B B 0 SR BCZ S ) v [RLRRAE 265 T AR 15 AR AL, A A
) B A 2 0 A U5 I TR AR C ERE b A o 28R 22 U AR T TR A 20 R B AR T TR S 29 Z 88 20 A0 25 5 Jywpe AT
etk Hbrh

min Je+ AJuwp » (4)

Horp A IEWAE S5

XFaRARZET A O = {wb L KR 72‘35([3’]% N a e AN ERY F |

ZJ (X.Y)), (5)
L. JO) BN E R0 (X)) 0B85 X AR Y, 10 5 A 2R s m 22 R R IR & 24 52 6 1

M

=
i

XT3 A0 22 5 Ty B, 2R MMD, AT LR 38 RKHS Ff 2 4580 82 59 4 A 25 04 2 1) 4 1 25 5k e R
] 43433, 25 5 PR PAE R V5T TR A 29 R0 B AR T TR A 29 00 300 BR 0 A m R AR SR TR TR A 29 R0 B AR TR T A 29 52
Bl R, 2 x, = { x,,x, ) € RTOFRIRIEIIN G409 L0, x, = { x,,x,} € R™FRIR B ARG 209 5L
MMD (R J ) BT 52 N

1 & 2
JMMD—MMD(PS,Pl)—Hmzzp(x,-)— E #(X f—K—;kwconst (6)
i=1

j=m+1

o] -|) S RKHS J5 %059 (+) %8 RKHS RSB ICIL &, = k ( X, X,).K e R"™, H k, -2 2 k(X.X),

jemt1

X - x|
TE 77 v 62 9 0 A PR B —exp(—“—a’lt),ﬁrh, o A% T BE 1Y B 2 5 R (4)~ (6), Ak B AR
P& IR N
miniij(@(x,., K))HMMD(R,R)O (7)

BT BRI BB 7 I AT RLE i 22 8 2 o B ICAT S B R Je 5 e/ NP R AR R T AR AL
I‘ETJEPE’JMMD{E A A PR TR R AL L S H AR T R w?ﬁﬁ‘]é}?ﬁﬁjﬂéﬁo J ASAS I P T 98 T ) Az 0 A
3 28 g A 2ok 3 e S RS I R SRR BE ) BR B A b T A B H AR e R E 52 m AR H AR 3 5 09 T i A T
PERE
2.4 MixStyle

N T ARTE R AE I B & R PSSR BES A B0t I AZ I P I T MixStyle iR . BRE G AIT R T
KA T RE 2 T 08 W IR A s AT 2 TR . B BE A LR U AL AT L R ML 8 R I g CNN 2 A
FRAE o 78 R AU W 58 2 B, CNIN 7 Kb B IRE 6 22005 58 )2 B9 KURS 5 8, AP B o 2 A 1 SCRRAIE o T B
$& T — BT 5 25, 8 MixStyle BT T8 BB 20 B9 IR SR AL, 3 5 70 A58 8 I8 )2 1R 43 R AIE , 198 A5 R0 A [ 28
T 20 ACRS A 25 2T RE 7, 32 g X R URE A 932 AL RE 1) AT R JR A% o 78 B AR SE B |, MixStyle B4 A
FI CNN 2244 p 19 )2 2Z 18], 8 24> S0 A R AE S8 1T 208 S5 BE ML M A B IR 45 o MiixStyle B8R PN #B #9358 1T AAKE
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N3 ET, B0, BE 2B 2 AR B £, MixStyle 35 85 F 483+ & (u(f).0(f)) M
(u(f) 0 (1)), vk, MixStyle A= B4R AF G5 4 19 1R A
ymn=do (f)+(1=1)a(f), (8)
Bos=ut( £ )+ (1 =2) u( f), (9)
Hordr, 2 JE M beta 3 A5 SR RE A4 2 TS B 1 BEHLAY L A~Beta (a,a),a € (0,0) Z M S EL LR E o = 0.1,
I KRR GE T AR A R TR e — 1k f
f-u(f)
o(f)
SCHE R 0.5 14 A8 2R R e 2 A B ) A% 2 PR A5 S MixStyleo 78 I B S ff ] MixStyle, u (+) fil o (+) 19
TS T o B B o BEL 4, B L 8 o 2R 4 5
2.5 HEER

GMCVD J & 3K A5 KN K K x> CHIRFE ToK Kom SG 17 AR , e FoR 45 14 NN 2 i i 48 12, LA

MixStyle(f, f’)z)’me + Brixs (10)

B RN K x C R WE SR FRAE SGI M RE . 12 0 TR S HEATHRAT T I8, A WI3RA3 K (D C') = 1 ik THI
KC = 11k 4 % e U B G AR D 4 R AR AR AE . Lk, 20 i MiisStyle BEHC IR N4t 3 2 ) 4 4 3 )
)5 A 1] Convw)%'Eé)%ﬁﬁ%%?ﬂ%iiﬁﬂlﬂ%ij?ﬁ%‘z%ﬁ,ﬁtlj,nﬁiﬂz%ﬁﬁ/l\%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂj@ic’o i

M Z A Conv1D JZ Al K= I 4 R AU AL vh 27 2] R i s o, SR I 24> 2 FE 422 H1 14> sigmoid BR
ORG24 R

3 SCIg

JE/R LI AN G BEE K GMCVD BB 5 3 A v T5 ik 78 28 JF JCHle 4 1 b A7 1R BE HL A DL e X GMCVD 4
R EAT I8 fl 52 55 AU S O B S .

31 KWIRE

SO EYE R A VEAG AT R RO O R L A TR B Liu SRR 1A BOEE 4R X AN B0 4E 095 T 7F Etherscan
LR R A . BV I 4 Fh e T Y - X B S K i (block number dependency, BN) | DL K 1 7k 45
(ether frozen, EF). f& K& B9 LA K M ™ #% %5 1 (dangerous ether strict equality, SE) F1 B [A] # K #i (timestamp
dependency, TP), FEAH{HRBICMTER 11,

B A A I R A L SE I R i i GMCVD L I PERE . 7ESC58  , GMCVD J7 A8 FH 56 4 i IR
REa 2, IR Bin G A A 10% MG A8Ric, #IA 90% A bnil , SRR i s A IR 5. 7 am
VAL GMCVD J5 i FU B2k 7 vk 09 A &80tk 78 B AR UG 200 55 2 B Be Ul i R 1 H 4 58 USRIk o o B bRl
BG4 R 104 F 4 8B 1A F A (L0%)VE R UITZRAE A 9 F 42 (90%)1F il 4R o 3 7 1 fig 4% 3K
A5 — A s TR 2 7 A 10 A4S MR G5 R, 1 Rh 28 AL B de 2 45 R Rl o P My ax st g5 B R i o (HAS TR,
5 GMCVD J5 A [a] |, e 2 A5 A0 1l 10% A i 9 8 B8 & 29 B8 2E 47 I 25, OF 10l ] — 26 R B e & 29 h i
Ui 1]

FR1 NEBRAAHBERIEEFEIMFRER

Table 1 Four vulnerability types chosen from smart contract dataset

TR il 2 7Y BN EF SE TP
7 ¥ 1 A 1676 324 1938 2523
I I R A 128 84 50 310

FEA BB 1 804 408 1988 2 833
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S PR S« Intel Core i7 11700 CPU, 16GB RAM #1 1/~ GPU(NVIDIA RTX 3070)8 GB N 7 1 IRk 55 #% , 13
Y§ & 4¢ 4 Ubuntu 20.04 LTS,

FEUETTVE K GMCVD Jr 5 3 B BI5Hr i TR BE 2% 2 FORFEAT e, TR0 Be 6 29 Hh iy Ths ) o

BLSTM-ATT “*: BLSTM-ATT & & J* Word2 Vec i — il S i J5 v , f 1] Word2Vec 27 2J i SCHRE , I 4 H:
5500 ] K JE W0 12 B 2% (long short-term memory , LSTM)F = F HL I &5 & &k .

BiGAS"™: BiGAS 1 J& %t T Word2Vec i — i %5 it J5 125 , FI| | Word2Vec 2% > i SCHRAE , K H 5 X fm)
GRU(Bi-GRU)% & , i FH 37 5 ] 1 #L (support vector machine, SVME R 5323585 .

Peculiar®™; Peculiar /2 T 472k 5| A B9 —Fp G187 77 v , MK F W) 25 15 5 A8 . 38 #F GraphCodeBERT i
I S ERBCE U, 2 S v SURN S5 A5 2 .

THERSEE o 7 PP Al GMCVD J7 ¥ 2 A BB PR RE L BT T 2R AT IR Rl SE 5 w8 e 2 RO TR 9 37 5 .
55 1R RO B BR MixStyle B,y T PEAl MixStyle 7 2% > AN [6] A £ A0 RS i XUAS R AIE ™ 7 T B4R FH o 55 2 F
Y R BT %2 2] (1) MMD B8 | i 5 MMD 78 3806 U5 S 85080 A E AR B0 2 18] B 43 A1 25 5 0 A 80K . 31X
S S P A B N ST RS IR DR A — B0, O ELIRVRE SR T 1 9 28 U IE SR s o

BSHCGERRSLE TR ER AN R E SO E  #T T — RAN B S BRI 0 1R R
KT B AT RS E o SPEAIVERE B SZ 00 o 38 ) IR 8 o, PPAN 1 HO B AU M i i D0 AL A2 B, 4k B g %
I RACEEAIVERE I e A o fB o 20 2 F g 5 I 1 A [m) 0% 1 307 A% 08 B2 o, DAty G X A5 AR )11 2 200 o5 A A 1 32 1)
SO o PR Y o fH IR OCHE , 4 5T ) B AT b BB o A 22 S I Y RO FTAICR .

PEN R AR o T IPAR & RO I PERE R A T — R OVAE R 585 24 e 1 RS I F 5% rh A5 002 A AT 9 48 b ok
PEAG AN 7 ik M fE o X LA AR 0038 FJE & 06 (accuracy, ACC) ., Zh & i A 5¢ R B (matthews correlation
coefficient, MCC)FIHZ I & TAEFFE #l £8 (ROC) N I BL(AUC), X SE48 b5 Ay & AN R

» True Positive (TP): # #E#f 1R 531 S e 55 ¥ (1) 3241

* True Negative(TN): 8 1E ff 1925 4 = I 17 (%9 52 451

* False Positive(FP): % & 1% M br ic 4 T i 19 A e 17 52 4

* False Negative(FN) : 8% £ 15 5 2% by A U 11 174 ke 57 52 461

E T AT B T Ay BH P %) S48 e TE R TR A S s BH 1 S48 T o LE 481 Precision SR A i TH R AR

TP
TP+FP’ (n

Precision=
Recall PEAR 1A 1R 51 19 52 s BH A He 1, 2 SCin
TP

Recallzm, (12)

F, J& 5 J& Precision Fl Recall [ 8 1 YA {H , ‘& 40 T 55780 o 0 1 A 5 7 1 1) S i 1L 7
_ 2 x Precision x Re call (13)
Precision+ Re call
ACCVEAl —Fh 7 ¥ AE o040 25 v B B R AR, | 52 B TE B 43 285 1% 1 457 R 67 461 1) L £57)
TP+ TN

ACC = N+ FP N (14)

MCC $2 Bt T — Bl A5 A, £ A BN 1 i R 52 i 0 HA A

TP x TN - FP x FN
MCC = (15)

(TP+FP)(TN+FP)(TN+FN)(TP+FN) O
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B BT HE A0 i S 3 R B ek O B TE 4 B IR IR 28 00 L EAT LB A BT L RN BANAE R 2~4 v, SR
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HEERE,GMCVD 5k Won A S 0980, H -3 FOEE &, ACC R MCCE 43 liA 3 T 69.2,93.5 F166.2,
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Table 2 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the baseline method on F,

il BLSTM-ATT BiGAS Peculiar GMCVD
BN 40.1 29.2 20.1 65.8
EF 442 45.1 43.5 72.5
SE 68.5 31.2 20.6 75.1
TP 52.5 52.1 48.2 63.2

T 51.3 394 33.1 69.2

Tt % 34.8 75.6 109.1 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

TE IR RO 208 R ALk BE

&3 GMCVDH#EBSEEFEFEACC LHEREXTEL
Table 3 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the baseline method on ACC

Hbi Al BLSTM-ATT BiGAS Peculiar GMCVD
BN 90.2 92 54.5 94.6
EF 76.8 84.5 67.6 88.3
SE 97.5 96.6 70.5 98.9
TP 87.5 82.4 75.8 92.3

-1 88.0 88.9 67.1 93.5

T % 6.3 5.2 39.3 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

TE < R R 2R R AL PR e

®4 GMCVDEESEEFEAEMCC LR ERERT L
Table 4 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the baseline method on MCC

i BLSTM-ATT BiGAS Peculiar GMCVD
BN 36.5 25 22.4 63.0
EF 30.8 423 32.4 65.9
SE 65.8 38.9 25.4 76.8
TP 53.4 48.5 46.7 58.9

Py 46.6 38.7 31.7 66.2

T+ 1% 42.0 71.2 108.7 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

TE < IR B 2R R AL PR BE

4 GMCVD 53 F 18 S IR B 2% 3] 7 1 BLSTM-ATT F1 BiGAS 1 45 FL A, 78 T A5 4 i I ) 50 4 2 7
¥R A, BRI, GMCVD £/AEF i ESII T 34.8% I B FH 2T £ ACC EEDIRE T 5.2%,
TEMCC L /D ISE T 42.0%. 5% T GraphCodeBERT [ J5 ¥ Peculiar /] tb , GMCVD 7E 45 i 94k 35 b5 L 2
i S R PE BB T o R AR BT A T TR 2E B B F 2 R AR T 109.1%, ACCH2# T 39.3%, MCC 42
F T 108.7%. R T SN VLML B GMCVD (3, [ 2 45t 1 X HAS IR S0k 3 B R
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Fig.2 Migration effect diagram of different algorithms
FT B, mT RLAE 7R B = 4 E e I B8 i G0 T, GMCVD A BRI 1 ok 1At I R A9 AR 12 %
PR IR S T SR e BT A S B PR R . fERTIE R W HE A T BT R 9 GMCVD U7 A S 2N I Rk T ik
T 4 Pk TR 2 500 BB VERE  TRA AR B8R K 5~T o 8 5 B BR MixStyle 123 (Non-MixStyle) i) EL# HL A
GMCVD 7 It A1 4 Rl il 26 B b 4y J B0 T 5B i PERE . AR UL, GMCVD 7E F i B D SIHLT 13.6% 1Y
WERT HEACC EEDEE T 1.5%, 7 MCC L /PSR T 15.2% 2551 2 321, MixStyle BB 78 42 FH 45
TS AN TR A XUAR 1O RE ) b 4% 1 B SC B AR il o ad i o >0 RN A T 5 4 AR5 1) IXURS 4 iE , Mix Style
5 R TR T b B 2 A A RO IR A R P AR
&5 GMCVDEREGHMAGEEF LHEREXT L
Table 5 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the ablation method on F,

LAY Non-MixStyle Non-MMD GMCVD
BN 52.9 55.0 65.8
EF 60.8 62.3 72.5
SE 72.7 72.8 75.1
TP 57.2 58.0 63.2

-y 60.9 62.0 69.2

T 1% 13.6 11.6 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

T IR B SRR i R
®6 GMCVDEESHETT AL ACC ERIHERERTLL
Table 6 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the ablation method on ACC

Y Non-MixStyle Non-MMD GMCVD
BN 94.2 93.2 94.6
EF 85.2 86.2 88.3
SE 98.7 98.7 98.9
TP 90.3 90.1 92.3

AL 92.1 92.1 93.5

T 1% 1.5 1.6 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

TE LR 2R L PR e
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R7 GMCVDERESHRMA EAEMCC LHMEREXT L
Table 7 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the ablation method on MCC

HEE Y Non-MixStyle Non-MMD GMCVD
BN 50.0 55.0 63.0
EF 52.3 60.5 65.9
SE 75.2 76.0 76.8
TP 52.3 55.5 58.9

Ty 57.5 61.8 66.2

T+ 1% 15.2 7.2 —
W/T/L 3/0/0 3/0/0 —

TE < I RO 2 7m fe A fE

5 Bk MMD #3t (Non-MMD)AH tt , GMCVD 7E 2 WAl 48 b5 - os ih & p vk e s 7t . 7207 A
27 | GMCVD [F- 3 F B T 11.6%, ACCHE R T 1.6% ,MCCH2 5 T 7.2%. 25 J: 51 i MMD B
T A RS RN b e 22 ) G 0 A 22 S, AR TR PR AE . MIMID AR B gk 1 K I N A ) 38 ) A RO o AL AT
RCHE T R ALN H b SRR A T o A M I B R A S R R 1) e A U TR R I A OB E T . BRI 3
WL T AN ) A A3 ) AR

100 - T RSB REFR PR T H
92.1 92.1 93.5 mm Non-MfixStyle
@ Non-MD
= CMCVD
80 |
. 66.2
ﬁ 60
o
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Fig.3 Comparison of the performance of the GMCVD model and the ablation method on three metrics
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Fig. 4 Effect of different choices of @ hyper parameters on Fig. 5 Effect of the choice of hyper parameters with
the performance of GMCVD models different ¢ Gaussian kernel widths on the performance

of the GMCVD model
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