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Industrial Software Security Vulnerability Detection Based
on CBAM-GNN High Feature Vector Extraction
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Abstract ; Existing deep learning techniques have certain shortcomings in the vulnerability detection task, such as often
poor detection results due to insufficient retention of the complete information of the code. Based on this, the study proposes
a vulnerability detection method based on improved graph neural networks, aiming to comprehensively improve the efficiency
and accuracy of vulnerability detection. Firstly, the source code data is converted into textual information, and then a convo-
lutional attention mechanism is added to the traditional graph neural network to improve the sensitivity of the feature vec-
tors, and finally the vulnerability detection model is constructed and its performance is tested. The results show that the pro-
posed vulnerability detection model can achieve an average detection accuracy of 98. 25% and 98. 69% in the training set and
validation set, respectively, and its mean square error is as low as 1. 15. In practical applications, the false alarm rate and
the leakage rate of the model are as low as 0.01% and 0. 03% , respectively. This shows that the constructed vulnerability
detection model has good detection performance and can effectively accomplish the vulnerability detection task.

Key words: vulnerability data; GNNj; graph structure; detection; software security

W5 R BRI G R R, Tk 2 il REM R el Rl Jr ik 2 K8 T L X a 58k
CCh B Tl R L 2EBMERRBE . FHEMABEIPHEA ARLEE R H 25581195

W 7s B #2024 —02—26
EE B X R A983—) I Bepu i A, AR g TR B 5T ) iHENLRE SHEAR .
T @SB ZEA,Email: 1406872333@qq. com



544 BH 3

R B3 FE T CBAM-GNN o 5 AiE 16 85§12 1A% Tl 85 7 22 4 i 0 A 1) 173

1 52 % e R s I A T 50 3 S SR 3 26 v A
R A o A T 850 23 A T A B T Ak F AR K T
&t 25 ) 2% (Graph Neural Network, GNN) {E
— Rl RE % A7 Ak B 1R 45 48 K008 1 TR EE 2 T HOR
HREALEZ AN B R B TERME A,
I T T Ao 22 ) 4 T 425 et 1% <22 4 s ) G 00 55 780 g 4%
AR 2R G0 00 25 K9 R AE AT A, 3 2 2 2 31X
LA AR R T o b 1R T A 1 A TR
AT B g s T RS 0 1 o AR ST,
AT B EXE S0 GNN S84k . 3+ R 1L
JE Y GNN #5 8t — > 4058 09 Dol 514 22 42 U R A
AR AL IS 9 GNN #5280 5 78 F) I 22 W)
28 Kb PRS2 ) A Sl FERCE O IR I A G R
J1 #L il ( Convlutional Block Attention Mecha-
nisms, CBAM) D3 =y I {7 K6 000 74 o 1 1 0 250 %
AT B4 i R B Tk 3R A R G e 4

1 ETHHEREMNENTIRERER
ifF) A 3 3%

L1 MESREIBNNFHNERENEE XML
&t

TER I T A R G HAR N GNN £
AR LA B 21 AIDRE S A 45 Ak 72 Al Y 1) 1Y 3h 25
RO Z » DT 52 00 s 30 S 00 Py 380 5R 0 S T
BRIk — [ AL I AT 5 30 e i 2 R A R T A
L FCAR IR Ja B AR AL 951 A CBAM Sk 38 17
8] 2% A S R A A T ) A A 55 P R B
P AT S5 B 0S 22 2 ] B g IR RUORS 1 A PR

CAM

,

e

“— o 5
A MR
! »

BZE M MEhENSTE RV B THE
P22 ) 28 S5 A6 T 10 B 1Y R RRAE S B B R AE
ARt 7 5 R AE S W) e iy R AT AAS B VO
BAE RS SRR (DO~ PR, §EE
VRS R R A D Rt

h, = F(X, Xeoro shuer o s Xoer o) (D

A, b, FoRVIPIRE £ R8BI 4 M 2
(95 R BB R X Xeor o suer o1~ Xaer o7 23 11
FR VINFHER &5 VAR E 2 5 V
FHAB AT A RS T = 5 VA AR I A RRAE
i, E (D 3 — 2515 2] VO i R GA
L= PR,

0, =gh,,X,) (2)

K, 0, £/R VI i, g R R B
PREIC, A TP 22 X 4 P T A 1 R AIE ) 2R Xy
I HA A SR A Dy H 13 3] H Rk
XX R,

H = F(H,X) (3

3O, FCo) Fom B b 4 W 2% 1) 42 Jm) 5 8
BRI, X e [ 2 I 4% T A 10 1Y AR i) B
125 D) 4% 1 4 Jy i 1 oA AN = (D) TR

O=G(H,X\) (4

o, O FoR B b 2 W 4% 1 4 )= i oA 28
G (o) RN I A 15 Sk oR B TR R A HE &

Sy T ke G TP I 4 A SN D 4 TR Y A
HEH BT R M B4 IR 5T 51 A CBAM i
1T UR B 4 Ry R AR AR 2 0 A OB I AT i R T A 1
SUE AR BE A I 2] I HE— 5 B R B e A 1
TR RE T . CBAM R4 H EaniE 1 FioR .

SAM

Ce?

F//

“—s

R

. D
@ 42

AEE

RIRFAE

B 1 CBAM#%#H

K1 A, CBAM A D — > i &% A9 T 58 0 Bkl
[ 8 e S el R % W BB G RE = W
L] (Channel Attention Mechanism, CAM) Fll 5%
[a] 3 & 1 HL ) (Spatial Attention Mechanism,
SAMDH . fE CAM #R) . CBAM % 2] AN [ i 18
(8 7 AE I X RRAE HE AT I 75 85 R R A8 TE OG5

BEEMBE, e SAM #4, CBAM % 3 #k ik
R AE G v B S B RRAE 20 17 45 S N 4% SR A T X
L O B DX IO 3 BOM DGR AE £ B . X AP &S 5 Ji JE
23 ) A BUEE 3 7 I LA, i CBAM i 6% 16 4 1k
FEAE B2 IR ) B o A — 25 2 w8 o 28 Ak 3 P A5 88040 1)
BORFHE M. CBAM iz & A X = (5) fr



174 RS A

2025 49 H

R

F=MF)RXF (5

K, FoN& b — 26 SRR B0 FR1E
Kl KRR Z [ ) 3R i 8 A7 5, M. &R
CAM, F Fngid it CAM 45 195 Rk 1 .
23k SAM 4b 3 5 i RFAE B 3R 5k 2L an = 6)
Fi7s o

F=M(F))RF (6)

Arh, M, 328 SAM., F £ F %35 SAM
SO IR AT BN B E R AR AR . B RA TR I
FAH 5 5 B RRE BT AR RN S FEAE R o i
fEE % di. CAM 5 SAM 1y 4b # j5 #% 4n & 2
FT7R o

K

RIS
(a) CAMIPHFAEALBEFERE

Sigmoid

~O0—7

A K

i NFFAE
I 38 4 HRAb

(b) SAMIFIHFAE AL B FE
B 2 CAM fo SAM # 4 42 4 22 55 72 B

2(a) 2y CAM [ FRAE A PR AR . 5 2200 Bl =
AR oy B 2 Rt A | 22 2 B DA B S 1
fE CAM 1, 15 58 % i A RRAE B 2017 4 5 - 243 1k
A4 ey F5e KA » 2B B A A [R) ) 3 T A 1 L
H2 T o 3 W A 3 A A B 4 a4 AL
HIWZ R BT E BN TR, FE. w4
2 2 B A 0 S B S AT RRAE ST AR AL B
Jf38 1 — > Sigmoid P R ECAE G B T E T EL
K 2(b) k) SAM FFFAE AL BRI AR , 40 ) T 38 1
FE 45 A B4 BN I =2 . B e e A
Xt REAE [ 4T R 45 » 8 J5 38 2o SF 2t Ak A K Ak
o rE A WA 4 RRAE ] 3 5 X B A SRR AR S
I I — A 3X3 B RZ AT, L —
AR TE P 23 ITE R O B . e it Sigmoid #
i R ERC A FHE KA B T A T T T DR A R A
25 AR L i EE R A s 2= (D
Fim

MC(F) =6MLP(AvgPool(F))+
oeMLP(MaxPool(F)) D)
s MCCF) il 3 0 51 18] o R 30 B8
3 Relu, MLP F/R~ 2 2B, AvgPool (F) iR
S Ak . MaxPool (F) /s i Kibfk . 25 [0 1 &
JI R A A AN () B
MS(F) =
0" [ AvgPool(F) ; MaxPool (F) ] €))
A, MSOF) RoR =S [RITEE T K . 0 R BoE
BR%L Sigmoid. /70 RKoRUEP A KNN3 X3 4
HzH.
1.2 E-FuifEwE W% E i iRR SR
M
g T S RS I T A e Y A e L R
T 5 K5 25 2 T 1 AR 80008 A SCAS 3 2 1)t R
il G A RO T AL TR 1 BTl 28 T 0% 5 At A 2 1 T
I G A R0l B 22 T A 19 Tl T RS T A5 A
ICAE B AR B AL ek T A T A 2 ) 4% (Conv-
lutional Block Attention Mechanisms-Graph Neu-
ral Network, CBAM-GNN), CBAM-GNN [ 45 il
ARSI 3 Fs
K3 s 3 CBAM-GNN £ B 4 6 ) I 72
ARG I 3 A T LA 23 B A AR R L 23 ) 2 e A
B R AR A B A A A T 2 R B 4
FRAE AR B RRAE 43 288 | T IR0 Az 0 1Y) 2% 5 A L B s i)
R o B St AR B O X AT — R A
A 3R A DR W) b PR AR E A i BT TUAR R B RE
ARERR . X AL BT i B AT W A
A B — ARG [ 25 40 Bt 5 o R AR LA A AR
P45 B 46 A O CBAM-GNN /9 % AL #)
CBAM Hiff) CAM HI SAM A= i i A 18 50408 11 45
fAE 1] 2, I 2 AR 1] B4 D e 2 A I A R v g3 2
A . O T B DR R AE ] b T 4 B R AR
HBREAT 2 A AR AR I 1 YT 5 A SR A
AR 24 A R AT I A AL B 55 5 B R 4 B 1 AR
[6] F5E 4 2 A TR AT 48 B2 1] 4 5 R Softmax k47
7328, A CBAM-GNN ¥ 2% 58 iR AIE 1] 1 9 45
D i 28 AT 2 B 8 7P b AN [) 8 00 45 2R S 4 931
WCAE Y A1 N, Hor, N SRR B G i e A A 14
SER R A A AR Y ) SRR A
PRI P 25 4 Al 4R 0 2 4 4 T i)
TEA F CBAM-GNN % 4> Jf il 45 ) 455 24 3 17
T R AGE 0 B, 4> Co T Cy 43 1) 3RO T A4S A TR 7



544 BH 3

R B3 FE T CBAM-GNN o 5 AiE 16 85§12 1A% Tl 85 7 22 4 i 0 A 1) 175

A v oy 43 5 3R A U R A A T R A R ¢
FEAKICR A5 3 A BUE AR AS 1 B 80 1 ek
KD PR,

N = v, + v, (€D)]

Ao, N SRR A BOE R AR 1 BB
TIE 1] 55 22 20 40 S48 40 2R 205 (R 25 A Sy B 2B o
HitE A XL Qo PR,

N eV

“Ts e

K, Go FoR 4 K5 M FFAE ) &, 5 Al
D0 e A IR 2 9 RE AR BOM BT AT RE A f 4
Bz A, Y e T U AR 2 T AR % 1 I 24 A
FEAR A T i AR L S 2 TG . 2 XA [ 45 4

(10

Wt B v i BT A REAS R BEAT RN 2 ) L 3 T B
Co F1Cy o I PR RE W8 45 2 B A7 RO P 5 A5 .
T CBAM-GNN [ 4% w14 JIr A fiig A 95 53 40 2 55 4
(19 DRI 3 A 3 50 P BRI AN 2 2 ) i 2% 14 T 1D A
453, ST RES 3k Dy 42 JRy 8 OR BT AT Y SRR A B
Rl o A SEBR AR INAT 55 o il T — 2B AU T8 ) A
i 19 5 AL L IR T CBAM-GNN ]
2% BE W o A A A B — SE BURAE B R T
CAM HI SAM Xt M BEATIAL . e Ja K /s
S Ui pROK 5 U T R N 5 L A B fie 21 R b 1Y
Do 1R R DA TR ) T N s 1) G 100 58 78 S 4G
AN T 14 552 B s 1) 4 R 530 46 45 B0AS [7] #9 Ths 1
LRI R

R )

L

(R

Ry |

AT ZE R )

SRARAL Ptk

%

ERGESRIEAEIR

B 3 CBAM-GNN #4742 25 4y B

2 ETF CBAM-GNN ¥ T = £ wiR
"SR

J T K E CBAM-GNN 87k /A 50t iF 58 5k
T T2 0] 24 R BcE U5 BP VulnCodeDB
F1 SARD 48 5, #E 47 Toll B 22 4 I A6z I )
BAREM . VulnCodeDB %4 T £ ok I 1Y T
TR ACRD S 4L 7 F 5 i RS B . I SARD U %%
P AN R L S oy R W N N <
A I RS RE ) 3 S R 3 P KRN R A
ST RITRAL I B A B T ARG PR B 45
PR AR . B AR W T T 1200 RO A ARG 28
KB B F RO = 1 A LA ) 43 S N 2 B R
AN RO 4 DA SRR B RL A SR A RE SRR . K
3R G LI R 22 L WIE SR TR — B B A R T A% I Sk
By LR PR FIIEA P 28 SR E R ANR 1R .

F1 ZWRFRER

L ZH
CPU Intel(R) Core i7-9700K @ 3. 6GHz
GPU NVIDIA GeForce GTX 2080Ti 11G * 2
A 64GB

MRS Windows 10

TR AT Python 3. 2

I & HE4E Pytorch 1.9

P 1 gy T MR S 1Y A A5 T RN ) 4% 2
B i AMERE =R UL Y B bR I A AR S R L
SEE R IIE CBAM-GNN )4 B8 , 43 31 by B K 2 HE
) 2 v (Single Shot MultiBox Detector, SSD) |
RS X 3R 45 L & W 4% (Region-based Convolu-
tional Neural Network, Mask R-CNN) , & R & it
RN ST B AE B 45 (Multi-scale Shared and Inde-



176 HEEARS A

2025 4F 9 H

pendent Feature Network, MSSIF-Net) , 15 F| P f
R I B 05 A DI R 804 A o A A0 R B[] 45
B, Al 4 s

— . -SSD
75 Mask R-CNN

— — MSSIF-Net
CBAM-GNN

0614
H /h
{ \'\“-
v S"‘7"5-3_’-'\)(\:5 '<\§\ AL
20 40 60 80
Epoch

(a) DU IO A B KA

— —SSD — — MSSIF-Net
-------- Mask R-CNN -~ CBAM-GNN
0.05;
0.04f
a 1Y
1 0.031 %
E ':,.t,.‘\‘
o7 | ;i
E\ 0.02 M\ .
0.01} VR
Lr \ }./ \--x..,_*'r ‘\ .,_\_J_ -
0.00 ; . S
0 20 40 60 80
Epoch

(b)) PYFfAey 0 B9 P [ U= 483 AL
B4 RRALEMNEEGERE =R K

Kl 4Ca) FIE 4 (b) T 7R 43 511 2 SSD, Mask R-
CNN,MSSIF-Net, CBAM-GNN Jiq fift 6 il 2 3= 11
SRR AF iy e A0 e R (Bl R . BB 4 (a) W]
JH it 5 A 300 B4 R DU e B 9 1 8 (L
AR B W TR T, FE U FP 5 b, CBAM-
GNN 1 S0 2R (8 M 2% 5 s ik B R e R A Rl ik
38 Y T ik B Fa g . &l 4 (b) Al 1, CBAM-
GNN 3%t 52 Yk m] LAk #8852 10 [l 458 25 16
FLAE R AR R v 1) 7B 9 R B 8 /N At = B X He
SR fR U AT DA B LA R 1 R A R K
P,

K B 3 180 2Rl A PR AG 20 28T 55 1 T L
i £R T A 1 R AT R R AR R (1 3 R 43 2%
PERE. M PRRG R4 [l Sl AR PR A 48 AR A5 3
O o 3 AN [ B 4R v R RE AR 4y RO N 5
Fis .

5Ca) FHIEL 5 Ch) 43 51 S DO A oAss ) 53 325 7E 1
KA AL R E RS A R B — A R & . 45
A 5 AT, CBAM-GNN 78 I 25 %0 5 4 1 5 31 %0
YL 2 F i Y (Area Under the Curve,
AUC), BF AUC {5 K LT3 1, B i v] Wiz
LG BP0 5 SRR T AR A8 1 A X 43 HiH 4R o

() U R A A F0 2 4 A A .tk A, MSSIF-Net 1y
AUC M K F SSD # Mask R-CNN, i} B
MSSIF-Net ) 7 2R AL T 75 Sb W F . SSD 1Y
AUC 18 R S5/ - Ut BHZ TR 19 43 28 B8 ) e 2%

ESSD BEMSSIF-Net
0 HEMask R-CNN  OCBAM-GNN

0.8

0.6

1=
0.4

0.2

0.0
0.0 0.2

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

il
Ca) DUBRKOIISEVELE DSR2 PR 1%

ESSD EMSSIF-Net
q 0-Mask R-CNN [OCBAM-GNN

0.2

0.0
0.0 0.2 04 06

A

(b)) DU B IAE IR A H KPR 1 25

0.8 1.0

BS5 RRALMNAEEENSEE
IR E P E-Bw R WL

R2 TEEENFHRNBEMRNIRE

igES F R mAP/ % MSE
SSD 85.47 8.87
Mask R-CNN 90. 02 7.26

ETS
MSSIF-Net 94,38 3.02
CBAM-GNN 98. 25 1.15
SSD 84,74 8.19
Mask R-CNN 89.02 4,58

LERTE S
MSSIF-Net 91.87 3.01
CBAM-GNN 98.69 1.24

2 gy T PR A P R R T R B
F 1R 2 (Mean Square Error, MSE) F1F 23 6 I #%
J# (Mean Average Precision,mAP), M3 2 7],
CBAM-GNN TE I 254 F g0 k4 o i) MSE {1 2 5
N mAP BB K. 7E I 5% . SSD, Mask R-
CNN, MSSIF-Net, CBAM-GNN [ mAP {H 47 %
o 85.47%.,90. 02% .94. 38%.98. 25 % , 7 B i 4
¥ 84. 740,89, 02%0.,91. 87%.,98. 69% ., 1E
il 4 & p, SSD, Mask R-CNN. MSSIF-Net,



5 44 B3 3

X 53R« 3T CBAM-GNN & $§AE [ f74 $2 IR oMl 50 2 ¢ 4 Ui 0 A6 177

CBAM-GNN ) MSE {g 4351 & 8. 87.7. 26.3. 02,

1,15, ZEBR & d 43 F k8. 19.4.58.3.01.1. 24,
%3 ARAEEELRZERAANPHEERN

A SSD Mask R-CNN MSSIF-Net CBAM-GNN
6 005 i / s 4,59 2.28 1.47 0.75
B/ % 0.21 0.17 0.11 0.01
R/ % 0.35 0.28 0.12 0.03
AR/ % 10. 25 14,98 20.91 32. 64
FHFl R/ % 88. 64 90. 25 95.63 99.18

2% 3 PR g DU LG I 5000 A 52 B PR
%22 4 U B PERE S DL, R 3 AT L AT
SSD. Mask R-CNN. MSSIF-Net 3 iii, CBAM-
GNN 7 52 B (19 AR 22 s 1 450 0 o A 2 /0 1 A
TR ] AR 0. 75 s 3 RE 58 BB A K AT 55, e Ah
AR R A0 U A 5 H B R r d D0. 0106 Al
0. 03 % fi Jii i K I 5% 4 RE 8 Ay 01 4 ol 388
32. 6400 1Y JR A B ik I AR 99. 1806 1 1 1 W
-2

3 &

S T B TAE N R R A5 2 Tl Ak
e i U T RURS: A B 92 45 & CBAM il GNN 5
BT A T RS AR AR RIS SR L A
#F SSD,Mask R-CNN, MSSIF-Net = ffi %} b &
PR UL.CBAM-GNN A EHIF I HERER B, 1 5%
CBAM-GNN U #F %48 38 YA 52 Rk g 1% 15 3
T A T B A0 R R0 [ 1 458 A o i G Ay = o A 7R A
AR AT R e A 4 2R D Bl A K A B RS R ALY
AR TE L . H K. CBAM-GNN 7£ J 4> % 4
Ll AUC S5 K il 6] W% 580k HoA BT i ke
AArHRE S, BJG . CBAM-GNN 7 1)I| 25 4 56 3iF
££ 0 mAP {5 4> 9 55 35 98. 25% fi1 98. 69%,
MSE {53 5IME & 1. 15 #1 1. 24, ESZBR Y .
CBAM-GNN i, 45 & 547 19 1 fE 2 B0, L 4G I B
] R R TR R 3 AR R s R Pl R )y
0.75 $,0.01%.,0.03%.32.64%.99. 18% ., R4

i th i) CBAM-GNN FE38 BAT I8 5 19 1 BE - (ELF
FRAFAE— LN R Z AL . KRR MBS IR R T
9 S TR AL A SR o Ll A R 4 3 B T OR  [R]
I 12 v S TR0 A (1] 28 750 1) ) 1 4 2 AR RE )

2% 3k

(1] 54, 0T S+ — 445 BUM 2 W 4 09 2 A Tl B fof
PEREIN 5 32500 3 HLN 2022, 42(2) 277 —284.

[2] FSHIB L i 4, THAT. B0 245 T8 45 BURL & BLEE 5 H HLT Y
BB R gy v [ . R A6 U K 24 2 CH SR B2 0D L 2023, 55
(2):52—61.

(3] XBMS., VbR K. S FWA MY Java ST 5 Ak U T 460 Jy 3%
) 3PN TR, 2023(12) :136—145.

(4] WEF BT KR et al. BT 55 A4 1 4 I8 4 55 s R 4
WIr ()], @ E . 2023, 44(1):103—117.

[5] PRIYAWATI D, ROKHMAH S, UTOMO I C. Website
vulnerability testing and analysis of website application using
OWASP[]J]. International Journal of Computer and Informa-
tion System (IJCIS), 2022, 3(3): 142—147.

(6] SCH, FoRAF 25 WU, T 6 5 145 B 26 110 U5 A 18 U ) 46
LT ML, 2022, 42(6) :1814—1821.

[7] sk@.ZRlil 2246, 55, 36 F ok 22 1145 [ 46 B 2% 1 R 4G 1
U T A L ). 5L TR 5 T 2023, 59(22):293—299.

(8] W, BAE, o 8. B a2 1% 0k (v B0 B3 £ 0 2% O
TR T, 5P B, 2023, 40(8):191—195.

(97 AR, o . JE T K000 ik 0 1) WL 3 199 3l T ) 11 30 Ak 4G T 3R 42
[J1. Bk 5EHNER . 2023, (4):134—137.

(100 FHSCAE . 1 DRI, ML AR, 45 3 T f0URR 5 42 10 K A A7 o0 1R 81 18
BREEAS I AT NIRRT B LR e, 2023, 44(T7) .
1593—1600.

[11] GOLMOHAMADI A, ZHANG M, ARCURI A. Testing
restful apis: A survey[]J]. ACM Transactions on Software
Engineering and Methodology, 2023, 33(1): 1—41.

(127 SRS, F 90, 52 A W, &5, 28 T 18 3 28 0 4% 14 1) A % U
A K A B ik 0. B4, 2023, 34(6) 12543 —2561.

[13] VMg bH R E, B, %5, 2 F AR k19 Windows 545
WAL I TR S &, 2023, 44(10):2926—2934.

[14] ¥z, A% %M. 3 F B F R MHGAT #4948 85 I i
Ay k] RE TR SH FH AR, 2023, 45(5);
1535—1543.

(157 ¥ €L PR, TIE. % BT RN Java ¥ 51 4k 18 46 0
Jrk[I] A EYE AR S LR, 2023, 33(5).122—129.





