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Real 0-days in production open-source
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APPROACH
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Two approaches to LLM-based vulnerability detection
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The developer defines every step in advance. Agents observe, reason, and decide on their own.



APPROACH
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Two approaches to LLM-based vulnerability detection
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COMMON STRUCTURE
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The 3 steps every workflow shared
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STAGE 00 / 03

=N Y EX|EC] =

Initial State — Target Repository
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STAGE 01 / 03
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Semantic Chunking
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3lobd S5 )

Multi-pass Vulnerability Finding
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Triage Pipeline (Semi-triage + Final Review)
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decision review
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LIMITATION 01 / COST
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Why individual bug hunters cannot sustain this workflow
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LLM lacks intuition to recognize policy-dependent decisions
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LLM sees one repo — responsibility across services is invisible
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