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and different kinds of specifications, therefore helping to ease the verification task by reducing the burden for programmers and

improving the automatic level and efficiency.

Key words: loop summary; loop invariant; precondition; post-condition; program verification
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’ I o “«
.Hoare ,
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(fixed point) (template) execution)
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v 7 , v I8l

, 3 , [9]

memcached™® Apache httpd™  nginx

[12]
, 80% ,
1 Scope .2
) 4 ;
, 5
1
Scope (23]
1.1 Scope
Scope ,Scope .Scope Hoare ,
Scope e ﬁ
, e , Ve . Scope ,
Accumulatort, 1
{1: a=b}
$=100;

{2: s=’:100, azb}
i=0;

{3:i=0, s==100, a=b}
sum=0;

{4: sum=0, i=0, s==100, a=b}
while (i<s)

{5: i<s,s=100sum=Y""b[x]@4}

sum=sum-+b[i];

{6: sum=sum@5+b[i]@5, i<s, s==100}

a[i]=sum;

H_:]a([)i]==sum@6, sum=sum@5+b[i]@5, i<s, s==100}

i1=0;

{8: b[i]==0, a[i]==sum@6, sum=sum@5+h[i]@5, i<s, s==100}

el
) I{9|: i==i@8+1, b[i-1]==0, a[i-1]==sum@86, sum=sum@5+b[i-1]@5, s==100}
{10: sum = (3; " bIx])@4,vxe[0,s-1]. alx] =" bly]}

Fig.1 A program operating arrays
1
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3 , : b sum, a k
b k b 0
1.2
Scope int,bool , ,
, “struct Node{*Node next;int data};” . ,Scope
.2 4 :
, ,setof(type t) type . isList X
X t , X . nodes ,
X , X , . isListSeg
X , Y, X y . nodesSeg
X ) y.
bool isList(*Node x):=(x==null)?true:isList(x—>next)
setof(ZNode) nodes(*Node x):=(x==null)?J:({x}nodes(x—next))
bool isListSg de x,*Node y):=(x==null)?false:((x==y)?true:isListSeg(x—next,y))
setof(*Node)ng &@ de x,*Node y):=(x==null)?J:((x==y)?<:({x}unodesSeg(x—next,y)))
g.2 User-Defined recursive functions
2
) , 1
2 . 1 , x  null, X
, X
Table 1 Properti¢s o ic singly-linked lists
1
1 Vx(x==null)=(is ==%))
2 Vx(x=nullaisList(x))=(nodes(x)=={x} next)A(xgnodes(x—next)))
3 vxVy(xznull Ay==null)=(no g(x,y, (x))
4 VxVy(x==y)=(nodesSeg(x,y) )
5 VxVy(isList(x)aisListSeg(x,y))=(isList(x) Anodes(x)E=nodesSEgy nodes(y))
1.3
Scope )
131
Scope ,
, ' 2,
sl s2
s {i:P}s {j:Q} Hoare
j s s P Q i
Scope ,
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e : i £@j e ] e@j 1,
9 1, 9 exp@1 exp
1 1, 7 afi]==sum@6 a[i] sum 6
s, S , S
1, while 4 10, sum==0
. while . sum=Y""b[x]@4 10, while
,AX.exp ,set X Ax.exp[set]
Ax.exp , Ax.x—data[nodes(sl)] sl
data
'Q , set X exp
des(sl).x—data>0 sl data 0.
2
2.1
1( (single memory exprgssi P(t) ,
t t
2( (set memory expression)) Ax.e[set] e
,set X set.
1 ,&sum , int; Ax.&a[x][0,99]
, , a .
m, (kernel) (r riables), x(m)
Am), 3 4
K(m):{{m}x " , y(m) = { " .
xk(m), m Ax.m'[set] {m}uy(m’), m .m'[set]
Fig.3 Definition of kernel x(m) Fig.4 Definition of rangejariablesg(m
3 x(m) 4 y(m)
3( S (summary)). , 7(s). (m,v)
m v m s ,
s m , m v s
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m , m V.
AX1. (... (Axc-e[sety])...)[sety],

Vva/x][ValXo]. .. [VidX], , i=1,2,3,....k,v; set;.
o v
1
(&i,s),
<&sum, Z:J b[x]>,

(AX.(&b[X])[0,s —1],0),
</1x. (&a[x])[0,s —1],Z§=Ob[x]>

bl s

2(5)-

“rp=]xg=2:"

Journal of Software %43 4% Vol.28, No.5, May 2017

m , m
mva/Xq1[Va/Xo]. .. [VidX]
m

TR s
s-1
> byl

sum .

Z(3)

p=q

2.2
2.2.1 f
4 e e (equivalent expres§ion), S , e’
S e S O .
: a[i]  ali] i=j;” i)
a[i] “i=;” afj] “i=j;” a[i] :
a[i]==0 ,
a[j]==0 a[i]==0 “i=j;”
222
V1=V, i O i
j (&v1) @i X
i, (x£(&V1) @1)?*X:v, @i j *x /
S S €,
e S e', &e)s) .2 &(e,9) “e”
“g(e,s)” e S S
2 , &(e,s) e S
e S e’ S
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) S
Table 2 Calculation rules for equivalent expression
2
e &e,) e EED)
/ e €07€1:€ &(e0,8)?&(e1,5): £(€2,9)
' @k(k#j) e'@k op &' (op=*) op &(e".s)
&v &v e10p & &(e1,8) op &(e2,5)
e’ &(*(£(e',9)).9) &(e'.n) &(&(e',5)—n)
v o(*(&v),8) &(e’—n) &(&(e',8)—>n)
e'.n &*(e',n),s) &(edfed])  &(*o(&eys)[e(e29)])
e'—n &*(e'=n),s) Ax.e1[e;] Ax.&(e1,8)[£(€2,5)]
ei[es] &*(&eq[es]),s) VXee;.e; VXe &(e1,9).£(62,)
*er e' S : , &(*e’,s)
e’ ; ,&(*¢',s) e’ . 2.1
' ' ) e
&(*e',s) p S
, 7(s) e'@p) c?e”:*(e'@p), ,C ,
e'@p m e" v .
. m (m==¢")@p?v@p:*(e'@p).
. m o Xnds  XLX2,-e0 X sety,sety,...,set,
> e x(m) X1,X2, -+ -y Xn
€1,62,...,8 0 eem i=1,2,....,n  ejeset;
((elesetl)/\(ezesetz)/\ e1/x1][ex/Xz]...[en/Xn]) @p:* (e’ @p).
> , (e’em) @p.
2.2.3
0.
, ’ , i
e==e@i . @p
c?e;.e, , c , €1, ) —C
1 ez- C —C
° S ;
o , 3
Table 3 Axioms for memory layout and memory access
3
DEREF-REF *&e==¢ REF-DEREF e=null=
PVAR1 &vznull PVAR2 &vi#&V,
PVAR3 &V#&r—n PVAR4 &v=&ali]
REC1 rznull=&r—n=null REC2 r—N==r,—>N=r==
REC3 r1—N#f—N; ARR1 eznullan(0<si<c)=&(*a)[i]=nul
ARR2 (&((*ay)[i1])==&((*az)[i2]))<=>(a1==azAi;==i,A0=<%i1,i,<c) ~ ARR-REC &a[i]#&r—n
[ ]
> c?e;.e,, e c ; e —C ;
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> Ax.e[set] Vxeset.e e ,xeset
SMT z3!
o 0.
224
1 10 Vvxe[0,s-1].a[x]>0,
) L
Vvxe[0,s-1].a[x]>0 s a[x]. s a[x]
*(&s)  Y&alx]), L)
<&sum,2ij)b[x]> ,vxe[0,5-1].a[x]>0
—&5)@47(37b[x) @4:5) -1 (@sum — &a[x)) @42(( 37 b0 @4: alx1) ) > 0.
PVAR2 PVAR4, —(&sum==&s)@4 —(&sum==&a[x])@4
, , vxe[0,s-1].a[x]>0, . , (&i,8)  (Ax.(&b[x])
[0:5-11,0) / ' (Ax(&abD0.5 11,3, bly1). :
vx €[0,((&s € Ax. ~1))@4?0:5)-1].((x<[0,s —1])@4?(z;:0b[y])@4 :a[x]) > 0.
4
PVAR4,
2.3
2.3.1
“e1=e,” 1 ! & , &eq (573
“sum=sum+b[i];” um+b[i])}.
2.3.2
s “S1:85" s x (s1) )
2(s2) 2(s2) S2 , ;
(S2) S1 2(8) 1) {ee,s1)lee x(s2)}
(s) m, os) (e(ZK(m)@p).s2),51) P
S (“t=t+2;a[t]=0") {(&t,1+2) (&a[t+2], 0"
2.3.3
. S else s,”.
S 2(5) v 2(81)Vx(s2)-
m, 4 N1V m z S P1
p2 else then
Table 4 Calculation rules for values of conditional statements
4
me y(s1)Ame x(sz) (AR
me x(s)Ame x(S2) CVig(*(x(M)@p1).S2)
me y(s)Ame x(s2) C2(*(x(mM) @p2).51):V2

,then else

2.3.2
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(&absSum.absSum + cur — data),| [(&absSum.absSum —cur — data),
(& posSum. posSum + cur — data) | * | (&negSum.negSum + cur — data) |
if (cur—data>0){
absSum=absSum+cur—data;
posSum=posSum+cur—data;
}else {
absSum=absSum-cur—data;
negSum=negSum+cur—data;
}
Fig.5 Program summation of an acyclic singly-linked list
5
(&@bsSum.cur — data > 0?absSum + cur — data : absSum — cur — data),
posSum.cur — data > 0? posSum + cur — data : posSumy,
(&negSum. data > 0?negSum : negSum + cur — data)
2.4
24.1
while , while
, L:while (c) s, q, p,
. c w~e e~w, W i e int ~
"~ {<=>=#} , .
> &(e,s)==¢e p , ;
> c w<e,w=e,e>w e=w, &w,s)==w+1 ;
> c e<w,esw,w>e  w=e, gw,s)==w-1 p ;
> c W#£e  e£W, &w,s)==w+1vegw,s)==w-1
W , W
1 | , a
b 1 0, v
100 , .
. c nullzw  wznull, W ,
1) q isList(w)
2) &w,s)==w—next p .
3) e;=ey, —(&e1e Wi(is )
, Jist w ,D(isList(list)) list next

next
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W , w )
5( v (valid value)). , &v). v
1, ,
i a , i [0,99].
, 1 v
(iterated values), ¢(v) .
v p , v ¢(v)
.,V low.
v, v ¢(v) [low,v-1]. 1 i
g(i) [0,i-1].
v , v s(v) [low,v];
, v up.
v, v g(v) [v+1,up].
, v ¢(v)  [v.up].
7. m m (fixed address), S
8. m . e(mS)EEm ; ,m (shifting address),
S W
1, &sum )
24.2
, 24.1 ; ,
, , L
S L
w Wo W &w) ) w
Wo £4(W,Wo) ) 6 ) w
W, W) , 7 .
{{x| XeEW)AX<W},  wiint , W 1
W, wy) =<{x| xe EW) A X >w},  wigint s ,W 1
nodesSet(w@ p,w,), w
Fig.6 Definition of z(w,wp) :
6 u(w,wo)
{{x|xe§(w)Ax>w0}, w int , W 1
v(w,wy) ={X|xe (W) Ax<w}, w int , ,W 1
nodesSet(w,, W@ p), w

Fig.7 Definition of v(w,wg)
7 Yw,Wo)
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(W, W), NB (e,wo) w Wy , e

NB(e,wp):=(we u(w,Wo))=(&(e,5)==¢).

W, Wp), NA(e,wq) w Wo
e
NA(e,wp):=(we 1 w,wp))=>(&(e,s)==e).
(m,v) S 7(S) , L
L)
1) m
) m
L \ " 2(L). ,m .
@ v , v s , v
m . 7(S) (m,v), (L) (m,c?v:*m).
m \/ kY *mop e e op *m, ,0p {+—x, 57V} &w)
0 o/W],Wo) , L) m 5 . 5
1 , 2 (L) m . 1
(&sum,sum+b[i]) ,&sum ,  sum+bli] *m op e, &)
ic , NB(b[ig.io) 5 ©ofl) ,&sum sum+ """ b[x] .
: L) @ m (m, o).
Table 3**Cal rules for value expressions
2) m
m )
7(s) (m,v), w ,
v mlwge/w]  v[wo/w],m[wo/w]  v[we/w]
VWwoe 5(wW),NB(x(m)[wo/W],wo) x(m)[wo/w]
Wo .
Ax.(mxiw][Ew)]).
v , VW e &(W),NB(v[wo/w],wp) WO/W]
Wo) , v[wo/w] * x(m) [wo/w]
v[we/w] m[wo/w] . , (AX. m[x/w][f(w)]
L) - Amy), (Ax.mxw][Ew)], 0))-
1 i i &i) [0,99].(&D[i],0)
3 Vipe[0,99],NB(&b[io],ig), Vipe[0,99],NB(0,io) Vioe[O,99],NA(*(&b[|o]),|o)

. (Ix.(&b[x])[0,99],0).
2.4.3
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2.4.2
(Mo,Vg)  {My,V1) 1 ,Mo V1 *mo,
Vi *mg Mo
. &Vo,8)==Vo ) Vo S ) 1Mo
Vo, *mg Vo
o *mg op e e op *m, ,0p {+—x, =1V}
g(w) Wo , NB(e[wo/W],wq) , 6
Mo . 6 , 1 , 2
mg .
Table 6 Calculation rules for new value
6
op L) m
+— *M op erg(w)e[x/w]
X, *mop HXEg(w)e[X/W]
*M 0P Vyeqwelx/w]
*M 0P Axeqwe[X/W]
1 ,(&sum,sum+b[i])6a;|], i , ,&sum
sum+b[i] *my op e, (i) i . NB(b[io],io)

, 6 : m sum + z:ob[x] ,
(&ali],sum-+bl[i]) (&afil, 3! ,blx1)- [iJgsum+bli]),
: (&alil,>"!_bx]), &a[p[0s -1, 3" ,blyl).
244 / N g

8 , 3 , Lyl

. , . (Ly):
(&k,p),
{(&c[i]m,(c[i]m+Zf=3a[i][x]xb[x][j])@ m)}
(L), Ly .
Lo ' L 7(Ly) Lo (L,
&k, p),

(&j.m, |
(x @ctilpOm-1,(X] 5} el <bilyl)@ p.)
Ls

L,




BAR Fw AT B B R T R AR

i=0;

Ls: while (i<n) {

i=0;

{p2: j==0}
L,: while (j<m) {

cli][i]=0;
k=0;

{pr k==0}
Ly while (k<p) {

clillil=cli][]+ali[KIxbIK][];

Fig.8 Program matrix_multiplication

1 (&sum,sum+b[i])

¢i) [0,i-1],

k=k+1;
I3
j=j+L;
i=i+l;
}
8
3 /
3.1
p s
s
. m ,
° m ,
1,
) 1 ,
</1x. (&a[x])[0,s —1],Z;:Ob[y]> , (&
vxe[0,s-1,a[x]==3'_blyl@4.
3.2
2.2.1 ,
S , 2.2.2
(573 €1 S ,
3.3
(m,v) s ,

1) m
o &v,8)==v ,
. m WV *myop e

1063

(m,v),

Vxe[set],*m'==v@p.

,&sum

€1

€1

{+,—x,+A

,  sum+bli] *my op e,

sum==sum@4+ Y. b[x]@4.
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) 4 sum== . , sum == Zix;lob[x]@ 4,

Table 7 Generation rules for loop invariants
7
op L) m
. *M == *m op z

X,+ *M == *mop HXEg(w)
A *M=*M 0P Vyew)e[X/W]
v *M=*M 0P Axe we[X/W]

rectw) e[x/w]

e[x/w]

m . Vxeg(w),(*mx/w]==v[x/w]).
b[i],0) ,&b[i] , i 5(i)
[0,i-1], vxe[0,i-1].(b[x]==0). , 2.4.3

(&ali].Y!_bIx]); vxe[0,i -1, (a[x] — Z;zob[y]).
4

Java ,
Accumulator .Accumulator ,

,“count” ,

Table 8 Experimental prograiis
8

count, sum, multiply
copy, assign, count, sum, multiply, search, maximum, minimum
copy, assign, count, sum, multiply, search, maximum, minimum, matrix_n
assign, count, sum, multiply, search, maximum, minimum

9(a) b a, a k b k
) a sum. P P2 ) Y
Pa

{<&b[i],b[i] + a[ﬂ[]]):}
(&], ]+ '

b o &b : bli]+a[i][]
*mee; <) jo» NB(@[iholjo) - 5,
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L&b[i] b[i]+2:j]a[i][x] . &j

{<&b[i],b[i] iy a[i][x]>,}
(&j,m)

) -&bl[i] ' , P2

bl[i] == (b[i] + Z::)a[i][x])@ Py , b[i]==0  Vye[0,m-1]V¥xe[0,n-1].a[y][x]@ps

a, b{i] == (Y" alil[x]) @ ps.
j==n bli] = (X" alil[x]) @ p:

9(a)

&b[l] bli]+ > 0a[l][><]>

&sum sum+zx 0a[|][x]>
(&J,n),
(&I,i+1)
L1 &bl[i] , Viee[0,m-1],
NB(b[ig],io) . , j

Ps &b[io] i io

2y.(&b[yD[0,m-1] .
i, Vije[0,m-1], NBZ afi, m 11,NA(*(&bIio]),io) C el
*(&blig])
(2y.(&5lyDIO.M-11, 3" aly1[x1). b@
3 Y Jbody
&, y’ n (&

2
(2y. (&b[y])[o.m—1].<zx Oa[y][x])@ s

<&Sum'(z;”;;z:;ta[y][x])@ IO3>,

(&],n),
(&I, m)
9(c)
wye[0,m-11.b[y]==3" ;alyl[X@ p;,sum== (3.
@ps,j==n i==m. 9(a)
Vye[0,m-1],b[y]>0, , Ps

vy e[o,m-1, 3" a[y][x] > 0.
p: Vye[0,m-1]V¥xe[0,n-1],a[y][x]>0 , Z3,
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: : : sum — (X7 alylx]) @ p.

(b) (c)
Fig.9 Case study

9
5
5.1
: . [6]
, SMT (SMT solver) ; , .
[7] (input-dependent loop)
ﬂiuction variable) ,
, Y 40
. [8,17] (symbolic
abstract transformer)*®!, , .
, UNIX .
5.2
5.2.1
[19,20] . [21,22]
[23]

[24-28] , . [24,25]
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[27] while (invariant relation)
[28]
, . [26]
) , . [30]
5.2.2
, [31-35]
. [36] ,
[37] , [38-41] , ,
. [42]
[4,43] . i
, : [44]
, y=f(X1,X2,...,Xn) ,
[45446] ,
[47]
[45-47], Scope .3gop Hoare , ,
6
, Accumulator
) : , break,
, ; , foreach . Java “for
( )" 1 1
) 1 )
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