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Verification of Concrete Programs with Respec act Programs

LI Bin, TANG Zhen-Hao, ZHAI Juan, ZHAO Jian-Hua

(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjingf210023,)€hina

Abstract: This paper presents an approach to prove that a concrete program corr its corresponding abstract program.

Here, an abstract program uses some abstract data types such as set, list and map, an ations upon those data types. A
concrete program uses the types in the C-like language. The approach presented in the paper requig@s to specify correspondences between

the abstract program and the concrete program, including correspondences between progr

points and pondences between

variables. Based on the correspondences, the verification task can be divided into small subtasks f| casily and mostly

automatically verified.

Key words: program verification; consistency; abstract program; refinement; decomposition

HARHIFR T8 0 &0 fa 5 LR )2 B 45 0,3 2885 77 AIE B =2 TR S 7). B A 3R 1 T T S @serti
A (invariant), B BT #) TAE, Q1 SCER[1-31, 0588 3 LARIE S A R G HE MM B0 IF TH AN VeriFast!!1F0
B PSRBT B E B (low-level lemmas)HliiF B 5 #5 (proof tactics) 318 S W iF. 18k H
(code)FIRLL)1E 5 (specification), 7 B A F #24it & 15 9 A2 X (invariant)——IX 2 6% B HE i T1E.

H T EAGE B R A RS R I X AR SCAR TR P B AR 4 B B R R RR R I 5 VR A R R R TR R
SRR (ADTs), 0 set,list,map R FHEBAEXNEF LEEFNETCHER LN C E5ER A AHEE

« BEEWE: EEXAREIEE4E(61632015, 61561146394); FEHK E S ERAT R E B R1(973)(2016 YFB1000802)
Foundation item: National Natural Science Foundation of China (61632015, 61561146394); National Basic Research Program of
China (973) (2016 YFB1000802)

R ETIR: 2016-06-20; 15 20T 18]: 2016-09-08, 2016-11-26; K BHE]: 2016-12-04; jos 7E £k I R I []: 2017-01-24
CNKI P48 44 5% i ff: 2017-02-20 13:43:27, http://www.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.2560.TP.20170220.1343.002.html



MW FaBdHREFER LA kER 787

PP A SCBGJT 10 2% BLARTE P BOAE BA 43 B 25 B 5 1IE 9 4 B T8 P v AR 440 (S SO Sk i b 3 F2 P FAEE B ) 3R
J5 UE B B AR TR P A0 4 SRR R 2 — B X PR 43 JB IRE B T LA RS A UIE B A R S AR TR A
(1) HhSEEFF L B3 ELEUA 57 4 578 50 PR i 3 i S R R AR P, AT 0 188 T SE BB 49, LL S 4R 4 4

() M AT 2 R F R B = B B U (high-level design)F b4 % 2 SE L2 /7 08 8 (F Fl #h
g MR H VA R AR L B YRR SEIAE A W R Bt A R AR B AN R B B, B A
<'gi’ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ZEﬁ?ﬁR%%ﬁ%1&%%&?%5&%%%W$%E%E

Fr ARt SRR P 2 — B, A T 5 2 BA £ 48
4 AIERRERMRE LIATE IR — B R R R M A B H s R R R AR R —
BV E 9 AT DA ) R R T x4 B 0 R R B B4R AT FT RESEER B BhERA.
AL EERFETEBIE TS BHEXRRIEN.B 1 BRTIEHMBEEFSRAEF—BERER
HIHEZR.
. ﬁ%%%%F%&%%E'ﬂég%,%E%&%%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?&i%%ﬁ%%u&%

SRFEFRNAGEFEF AT
o ZRWIEXFERBRERKEFERF R L AT E
'3

o  BRAEREFUEYWE T RIEHEM4RE i T L S0 SR ST R 4 BLAR TR P 50 4 52 0
B R AR B W, AR .

B2

BB NRR ‘
WMHREFA4 L
BiIFX% AU X5 2 ERL R
L RLAEPOG RAUEFR
RURBFC

Fig.l Procedure of our approach

A v
1 —1HiF
2 iF B E 2 B R R (Ci R ). :

typedef swuct {Node*link; int D;} Node;
Node*second,
Node*first,
Node*tmp;
C1:SL_IsSList(first)
second=null
C2:
white (firstt=null) {
C3:
tmp=first->link;
Sfirst=>link=second,
second=first,
Sfirst=tmp;
C4:
}
C5:SL_DataSet(second)=SL_DataSet(first)@C]1

Fig.2 Reversing list
K2 BEHR
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FEF 5 C1 45 AT B 441, C5 4 Y R B4 .SL_IsSList(first) 3 7m first 35 W — A~ 53R SL_IsSList & LA T
SL_IsSList(x:P(Node)):bool2x=NULLMrue:SL_IsSList(x—>Link).

SL_BataList(first) I first & 14 i) BLEER T AL OB 3 D 1 set.SL_DataSer 5E X U1 'F:

SL_DataSet(x:P(Node)):Set(int)2x=NULL? {} :x—>D+SL_DataSet(x~>Link).

@ A 2R TR 2 o R B E T R TR E A PR G B M R AR, (IS — T4

(e =ILi), Violec s B, FETEHNAZR.
SL _DataSet( first) + SL _DataSet(second) = SL _ DataSet( first)@Cl

SL_NodeSet & X I
SL NodeSe x:@et(P(Node))éx=N ULL?{}:x+SL_DataSet(x—>Link).
11 FRMRIEFIEARKEF

FERAEF R R FF R B A 508 r B R IR v B 3 iR T R SR NI R R R4 RoRfR
JF 1) 0) P, A ST B 25 S I AR AR R 7).
List firstLi.

List secondListy
Al:

secondList=empty;
A2
while (firstList!=empty)

A3:
secondList=head(firstListy+sec
firstList=tail(firstList);

A4d:

}

AS:

Fig.3 Abstract program of reversing list
B3 MEHERNERETF
EAE 7 ALRARTR T B AR TE X B R ROX A AR W R LA 4 T

o HWZEFHNLEIIANRABRTFHNEER.
firstList = SL _ DataList( first), secondList = SL _DataList(second).

SL_DataList & XN :
SL_DatalList(x:P(Node)) :List(int)éx=N ULL?[):x—»D+SL_DataList(x—Link).
o HIZFEFHRE SN RABRET R HEA.
TR 2 Ai~dj Z VAR A0 R ST R CinC 22 8] 18 ) AR IR V8 ) 0 R 3G R, 1] LA AR 7 (1 — Bt ¢
FUEI R A E TR AN — B E S & AT I B SR,
AR 2 3C 19 77 75, B B B R BE R T SRR P (W B 3 TR ) BB 1 14 (43~44) 5 H RARRE Fr (B 2 B ) BIJE 34
H(CI~CAHIH R — B X R, A FIF I 4 PRI R0 TIERE 4 FroR MR, L 2 T i &4
SL_IsSList(first) (1)
SL_IsSList(second) 2)
SL_NodeSet(first)y"\SL_NodeSet(second)=2 3)
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Pre:
tmp=first—>link;
Sirst—>link=second,
second=first;
Sirst=tmp;
Puos:
SL_DataList(first)=tail{ SL._DataList(first))(@pre
SL_DataList(second)=head(SL_DataList(first))@pre+SL_DataList(second)@pre

Fig.4 Proof of consistency relationship of reversing list

B4 BEEER B SC R IIE Y

AR TUEB R

2 BEF—HMEXAH

AN BIRFFEE. BFREL >
2.1 BEFEE

BEAEFRECIESEE FEXERSH

map B3 LRIRIE SRR R EE DT

type = set | list | map |
st u=el=e2|st;st|if (e) st
BiRalation WM E A I E R /RFR map R H 2 _EHIK L

MaE EH —HEXRARFE FRHAZEN
+SL_DataSet(second)y=SL_DataSet(first)@C1 )
ape)t 5, H 7 K B4R 4 H7(shape abalysis)f L {E2)F) X £
A B4 E B . B G, AT DA P STRR[2,10, 11189 75 V515 B B 3046 A B

S iwhilede) st.
, tHT ADT L#H WAER1E.
Table 1 Operators

T BAE
Bk B X
S1+82/81+x £&#F
51-52/51-x g£&HE
S1*§2 EEX
xisin § BEx REESH
random S FEHLE — T &
#S B S K/
S1xS2 BRI
L1+L2/L1+x o) Bt
xisinL BExREELY
Sfirst(LY/last(L) LEBI1ARE/BRE AR
tail(L) EHE L A TERNTY
~L HE L
#L B L K
L(index) B index ML E

remove L(index)
x insert L(index)

MR index A R E R HIFFI
x WS INE] L 1 index LB 2 f5 W50

M1+M2 FHE =
M1*M2 BEES
domiran M By s S/ {E 5
#M B M K/
~M B M
id(S) SHIEEXER
S limit MIM limit S PR %1
S limit—-MIM limit-S R 51 9%

M)

ran(x limit M)




790 Journal of Software 3AF¥ R Vol.28, No.4, April 2017

# 1P S RRRE L RAFIMER Mapx RIFTE.
2.2 FHXER

FF A BIRS L, ERE B D% B ATAT 4 52 MU B A 4R B R 30H,B AT LU 448 A
ling invariant)l, K {44 % 7T LA 5 A F RO 02,

wp(4, TA=wp(B,—wp(4,-1)) )
{3k A W1 B B2 6 Rowp(B,Q)FT LT B 213 Hik B 5 B 444 O 1 B HEW
kS LR EG) R FAAMVIER M HEREEAER 1 8 B WHAT.HFEE N 4 IR
N B (B LRSI RSL W RARSF 4 R H5%E 1 #(deterministic), K 4k 4 1 (S)Y T LL 1

(A T)=>wp(assume I,B;A;assert I, T) 6)
ARG)EXRK 4 M B § ﬁBBE,A B MFIR MR LZREHRE LETHR NS EF2HAEH
52 M.

23 —HMxXER

U XRRERAGRETEE v@ BN EBE&G BELHEREP MEEFEFEAEREN
WEELRM. B, ACRY T HEHXR HRER.

H T R R R AR — R = o 1R — B AR HE(consistency  criterion). — B bR
R—AZR4(S,E).S %—/I\ﬁl‘%‘%ﬂé’a,%%%ﬁﬁ@w}éiéﬁ# O HBH ZTTHP,0).E BB EREA
BEBMEXXRENERWT:

Abv=exp(Cv _Cvn).

Aby BB RE,Cv RAABTEMBREES 142 FixXE TUBEEHLM EFRRR
FREEAER.

EX 1(—HBMEXR). 4 S=P.OR—IEFML,Progd &— 2 B{Pro
M —B bR, — N B AR T ProgC 2 Progd *TF C M—BUMESEIEERID 4

M(P){ProgC} M(Q)
BRSL, b MR — B R B, M(P)R M(Q)4 B BT — B dr e P AR B
BES NN ARTERERZBEHAR.

WIE B KE R P Q B—E AR C 45 H ML, 3 B ProgC< Plogd B 4%
%2 P{Progd}Q, B AT ProgC it /& M(P){ProgC}M(Q).

—HHEXRER T RALX R XA ProgC M Progd RAEEFEN—FUMRHE C T
ProgC HUF B 245 M4 MPYR M(Q), B, P R O B —Birt C F4AEHNY. BN, K2
H%W:E%ﬁﬁﬁﬁimﬁﬁ%#ﬁrif%i’%ﬁ%ﬁ?;ﬁﬁ4&%%%*&%%%&&'@%?%4M
HBERF AL ZHURE—BSXRERANELFIEP MEEFEHAEHENNEE &G EER
HEEZNERMG T LRMBEFUTHLERET SRR, EREF OIS LS RH S w %l
SR R B A (BRSO R E IR IR T HIAE B), R 5 iE B R A1 7 R S R EE X M e 4 ek
LI AR ST AT LA AiE 85 £ 4.

(1) TEF2HERARD,TURNAE 1 SERHNESRNTRBETY R B,

2 BEAHBEFMNREREFREXNKR MBPIET R0 — 800 U 8 0] LA 48, N8 T HiE

ik

3 HMREFMAKEFOMEXER
AXMFTERERFBIMEEFNAGREFHNNXR FEFERXANBEFAXR THS 4.

YO HIRFEF,C=(S,E) B —
< ProgA, &

KR EN P Q PRIMBEAE
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31 TEXA

ZEXRBBHI M.
1) HMERESAGTEMNEAXRAR EEHEm TR

Abv=exp(Cvl,CV2,...,Cvn).
B, RFAKERMEZTEET —HAAZRBNEREA XM ERFAEA T EHHRER
B R AR BREN XN THRGERF A EARKIE XS EERK.

R AR R, st e M B R . BHARFHFHE%.

B IR T BRMABERINEARR.
reach LI T MAET AL v0 RBICHT B AT A MIES reachableSet I FE(4i F
CiETEFR)WMEREFT MR ES N BT RE S nds LI " TTKR edges KRR ER B FH AR
RISt 54 LinkedListNode* A[nlfé

int m;
LinkedLisiNode*Aln);
pool(n] reachable;
LinkedListNode* toBeExplored
) Ct:
Set nds; for (int i=0; i<n; #++){
BiRelution edges; reachableli]=false;
Set reachableSet; ’
Set waiting,
Al:
reachableSet={0};
A2:
waiting={v0};
A3:
while (waiting!=empty){
44:
u=random waiting;
waiting=waiting—{u};
traversed=empty;
Iterator it=edges{u}.iterator();
45 while (index!=null){
while (#traversed<#edges{u}){ Cé:
Ao if (reachablelindex—>node}==false){
v=it.next); c7:
_/{6: B reachable[index—>node]=true;
ift (v isin reachableSet)){ LinkedListNode*tmp=toBeExplo
AT: toBeExplored=alloc(LinkedListNo
reachableSet=reachableSet+{v}; toBeExplored->node=index->node;
waiting=waiting+{v}; toBeExplored—>next=tmp;
A8: 8
} }
A9: 9:
traversed=traversed+v; index=index->next:
A10: cle:
} }
All: Cli:
}
A12: él 2:
(2) HBREF (b) A

Fig.5 Reach program
Bs UWERERF

HEMGA-SHEFSHAGRERENES. FISXEMBTTHERMBRIEFREFEAI
BR3P MRS R LR nds MRBERZ BHEFEXXRZMNT:
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nds=0...n—1.
WG, ADT B B lamda Rix R MEF M B EIB LRI R R. Map .
XEAFHEERERE ZTXER,EH lamda BERWE LR ANES SR edges MAKREE

edges=AUx)({x}xSL_DataSet(A[x])) in (0...n-1).

BH P B EFET S RRAEFRET SN R,

NE B — R NXRBEMEEFTMRGRFEHZNERELA LD - HRE

F T FE B SO BRRE P R i — AR R B, BB SE A  EBE X R R R ER K ERERF BT

ENEASLIE A Z (B B R WL, R R SO R B B SR AR T A F A LB A2 (] B R R,
BRB M EARE E 0 R R EREHE S HI—EiEA) 2 0 AR B B NS AL B 6

T B AR H S Ai 1 Ci BT 5.

Ser explored,
List stack;
Meyp LR,
Ser LR={Left,Right};
Meap <nds,LR> CHK;
Al:
explored={}
stack={roof];
parent=null,
A2:
while (parent!=NULL|\head(stack)!=
NULL&&\(head(stack) isIn explored)){
43
if (head(stack)==NULL|head(stack) isIn explored){
Ad:
if (CHK(parenty==Right){

AS: 1
stack=tail(stack), it (
parent=head(tail(stack)) T

A6: i

Node{Node*;Node*r;bool chk;bool mk;}

C

while ((p, 'LL)|
C3

stack=tail(stack), )
stack=R(parent)+stack;
CHK(parenty=Right,
A8:
}
A49: (&
} }
else { 9
Al 3
parent=head(stack); W
stack=L(parent)+stack; [GUR
explored=explored+tparent; q=p; p=t, t=t=>[; p~>Il=q;

chk(parent)=Left, p—>mk=true; p—>chk=false;
Al cli:

A13: C13:

(a) W% DFS &F (b) R 1% Schorre-Waite 25

Fig.6
Be6
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B 6(b)E =T Schorr-Waite ik, & —Fiv by ¢ (Bl e i B k. — AR A Bz 3 [T B3B8 6(a) B )M FiL iR AR
5238 7 (DFS){8 2 (F F — MR I0 5 2 BT 17 5] 543 Schorr-Waite T2 5 788 %, 0048 B 81 4 5 (45 41 S0 390 B 9.
K24HTE 6 PRIZENMNCR,HEA,STACK EXLWTF:
TACK(x:P(Node)):List{ P(Node)y2x=NULL?[]:x+STACK(x—>chk?x—>r:x—>I).

Table 2 Correspondences between some variables of Schorr-Waite

% 2 Schorr-Waite 284> 2 8 4 N 2% &
HEEE X R R RIER
nds NSO
/’xplored {x|x e NSOAx—> mk=true}

stack [A1+STACK(p)
L \ (Ax)((x,x—D) in NSO)
(Ax)((x,x—>7)) in NSO)

B 6 H 3 R AR TR e JHRHBRFET A5~46 2 B M35 5 BT C5~C6 2 B fiEH)
RFEEX N RN C5~C6 Wi BB T RS RR T A A6 LR

=L@A45 @)

5 )

X B RAEHER(9) HER(0)ERBIEF g 06 EF AL

(Ax)((x,x—1D)) in =(A(x D) in NSO)Y@C5 )

(Ax)((x,x—>)) in NSO)=( }) in NSOY@C5 (10)

ix Bt R E A N RS B AR AN R AR PR R H R R MERRRE 45~46 5 C5~C6
AR SE RN B2k R BB A Z (B SR 77 72 38 43 B X XA AR KSR 4 A6 Ab S B P BR, 0 i R
(1), HR12).

explored=explored@A 11
stack=tail(stack)@AS (12)
FoxE R B RAAYER(13). HBR(14)7E C6 A U3R LT
{xlx e NSOAx—>mk=true}={x|x e NSOAx—>mk=true} @C (13)
[+STACK (py=tail([{1+STACK(p))@C5 (14)

T 3REURH B R B EL A R B U 5 R AR SCNER R I A SRR B N R ORI A SRR R , T LA
o — BB AT JC v 5 A LA 11 ) R

XEFERBOLRRE 6 N EAREFRMESET IR ERE A BARF RO T B 44,5505
FTETE S BT I KA 5% FRAE B S0 2 AR b 0, R R T A SR R AR TEE 6 Fian i1 46 71 Co S

L = (A(x)((x,x —> [)) in NSO),
R = (A(x)((x,x — r)) in NSO0),
B LA 6 Fin i) A5~A46 2 BT % B G5 C5~C6 Z 1A M B ARIE A A B R R R,

B FEFRT SN B TE I8 A AN R o8 R AR 35 Bh A2 )% SRR E B S48, O HL g ST Fox B O R
FREARAEHHAFARAREMEFANNNXRBRETITH, THLSEEENEF AN XRATE)
YR,

o HEMBEFAXNRR.

AEMM BRI SRR w8 3 B 58 2R i R T T 444

(1) HBERFEH-NMEFARSREN—DRARTF XN, ERESNMMEEF AR NEIR—R

S ClE Y
Q) WMEEFHACNEOLF5HNEFRARFHIACHLA.
3) MEREBEFTEMEABEANATLE —MEF AN EEEF X4,
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a)  RBEMEHEQLRMENBRAERER BRI B
b) HWRMBEIHRIEM body ZHI/ZIEHIREF A SRR N FEXARAEHEDR body ZHI/ZJERIE
Fr i
MBI BRI Z /2GR R a5 T RERF P RERF A
RS R PR REA i B R ROEF SNESRERF A R4,
) XA I TR AU AR R ETR P A if 1B A TR R
B if BB AN 3 2R/ 2 G MR R A4 B LT A R B AR if BRI BN SEZ R/ 2 )R

s
¢ aéﬂﬁ&&ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬂwﬁﬁ¢%ﬁﬁg
5y M+ BT BANARE MR 5 AP 1 AQ, 0 AP dominate AQ B. AQ reverse-dominate AP, 4
BATS R ) R Ak R CR 1 CO £ B AR A CP dominate CQ H CQ reverse-dominate CP.
4 WEMF

WP BB T s S I S 3 LR T FL PR 8 A T A 1 B
AR RER I A OSS h ST CRRR TR SR 03 2R TS 2K SO B 77V A 7 A 2L
RRRFS 5 A e i X 5
41 BABIENE

e R 5 L 0 4 9
AR E— S BT TEN R

o T B CIERRIE LS

N?ﬁ%ﬂ&%ﬁﬁﬁAP&ﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬂ%ﬁﬁmz;?‘&%@?ﬁﬁ.

(1) BLASH 4K 05 2 VM B Bt K A 2 7CP

@) T AP LEIR PAE CP E W M(p);sm,;iqn,@a PERRYE C RISAXF E A
FRRE A R P R TR AU O LA 2R AR

UL, A U 45 3 KLl R A0 0 0 v AR .
rogC 57 Rl % F2 /7 FLB R 2

REBEMABENMHEREF A LA TIEHMSETF

PPN DR D05 B xS T RARFFMA DRSO XEAXT ¢ WERRIENS
M(Q)Y5y R BTEF BN DRI D &S5, B M(P){PorgC) MIQ)RAL. K I ProgC< ProgA.
4.2 HLIERBAXF

M IRP S L 8875 K2 AE RE i R o i R R, 3 L3R 4 BOIE B L &3 R B S R T A R B R
MR TUA . A8 A B B4k A B U B PR L.

o ARTEERIE D) I T AL UE B X S R .

LSBT ALdf 85 Ci,Cf 3, 4i 7F Af 2 87.Ast FR Ai T 4 Z Q) F1EA),Cst 7= Ci fl G Z. 1811
B Ast PABF/EBAIEALN TIEHMRIER At HEBIER) Co BB —BEXRAFTERBER A G ik
B0 MR

M(sp(S,abv = abv@ Ai)).
aby RAAMBIEA Ast PR BIFF, abv@Ai REBFH) aby LT A Ai MEALERFR 4i &,
abv = abv@ Ai YR M RS FE B B AATR P BB B B M(P) RS YR P P IS 25 B8 ey ot I B4 AR
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B MSEFABRANNAESER SEHER.
sp FoRE R B &1 (strongest postconditions), sp(Ast,abv = abv@ Ai) F T MFEFF Ast BIVIHE 1% 2

abv = t,Ast £ 1R R BRI B &M MIBIBD Ast FRAEIFE A, sp(Ast,abv = abv@ 4i)
witH 2

it ) 2IF 15 AiAj S B15 Ci,Cj 3R, Ai £E Af Z 8. Ast IR Ai Fl 4j Z [ B H],Cst KR Ci fl
Cj 2 18] 15 ), S=(B@) 2 A F2 FF ML, E —AR B X N KR, C=(S,E)E — BUMEHRAE. W1 R At T Cit AR AL 18
HEA) IR ) 3 LA A0AE B L 55 BSL, B4 Cse<Ast.

EH xR A7 ik f 4 i 2 R R T AT AR B, R4 st B Cst 5 RIS R U

M(wp(Ast,true) AV =v@ 4i){Cst} M (sp(Ast,V =v@ Ai)) (15)

Hd 7 B dst PHBEFF, v@ 4P HE 75 v 7P 5 Ai F{E. wpdsttrue) i T BB Ast £EHIE Y
EA) Ast RS TERERE, 2

BV @ AD{Cst} M(sp(Ast,7 =v@ 4i)) , (16)
M =v@Ai) 7E Ci RbAE 7 SR 4600 Oy B 4 17 P AE 8 51540 ) R AAIE B9 345 #0004k E B X %
AL T 4 28 FR(16)BRAL Ast FT Cst 36 2 HG RGR, LU st R Cst — B B X F— B ARUE C I—BUEX R
Cst< Ast. O
#it 1. WRMBRIER Ast FLEAES CsN L A1 R V8] () fAT A0 3IE B X 4-HR I, 3 B8 A0 BE X %% v
iE, B84 Ast #l Cst ISR R,
42.1 While f§¥iEH
A F5 % B while loop 5 4] M I ALAE B L %
T IR THEBREQMRBEAE LS HRE %
EE,CiA—ERERBIEMNEHEWRLIER S,

Table 3 Program points correspondence of whil€-statethent
#3 while BRARF RN MRE

1j 43 BxS BB ARFR T 5 CiLCj,Ck,Cp.

Abstract while statement Concrete while state
Ai: Ci:
while (46Con)
Aj: Cm:
Ast while (ConCon)
Ak: G
Ap: Csty
Ck:

Cp:

o while & A) & K UEHT L 450

WRHBEIEAEF SN AAREFREUNREF SHLER 3 RN NXR N TS #BIEHNE
FELARAE BN B A0 2 — B X R, LRI BA TR T A9 £ A L.

(1) 7ERARFRFE A Cm b, M(aby = abv@ Ai) BiSL;

2) TEEBREFE G &, MAbCon) KL,

(3) HBIEIE Ast; FIEARTEIRAE Csty R KRR

4 #EAEER S Cp &b, M(—4bCon) AL

MP)RE¥ PHS BRI NAKEE. MERF AR NEARERF EHAR.

TIR 3. 4 Ast 1 Cst 5 B RN BB E AR BARTEINE 10,5=(P,Q R F A E REEX N KR,
C=(S,E)R—SUHEATHE IR dst R Csr REWSNF while 754 ) 187 4L AE B9 3045 B0 3 B 18 ALATE BR (45 BAL, AR 4
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Cst<,Ast.
IR A RAEMEIE P Ast T Cst BRI RR WA Cst< st A FHMATERME P WG EE&MNF 0 #15

P{Ast}Q Hior, LEE R M(P){Cst} M(Q)RLSLEN Bl §T & 5 4F M(PYTE Ci KERSE,BH K M(aby = abv@ 4i) 4 C &b
WA 7E Cm AL A INV RS ARSI AR

(P=INVIAUINVAALCon{Ast; INVMIA(INVA—AbCon=Q) an

) 1 R FE R R, B e A (18)SE.
ﬁ UNVIAMUINVIAM(AbCon){Cst, } MUNVIA(MINVIAM(—AbCon)=>M(Q)) (18)
3PP 2 SLLEE G b M(ABCon)iSE, 7 Cp At M(—AbCon) i sr, 3 LA X (18) i 37, B 1, M(P)
{csz}M(Q)ﬁijWﬁw%%%%JH:,Csz<CAst. O
Hit 2. WRMBRIEN 4s PER) Cst AT AR FIRER 08 41 B (] 40 T B L85 #R I, O B AL IE B 45 ]

BB 4 Ast Rl Cst i /2 K5 1

#it 3. 4 S=(P,0)TATF
BLREA) Csty F Cst, T LL43 5]
UE B X 45 ATiE, BB A Csty;Csthr<
g E AR N AR EEMFE W,*ﬁﬁwﬁ C=(S,E), R BB A) Ast M EEIER Cst ]

VE RARERI N KR, C=(S,E) 2 — BUEARHE R MR dsty W As, 5
A SCS5 R GIFEER T8 7 fR AL AU B0 1 30 3 A (4T AL U, OF LTI 4L

VAR F AR 20 ) 1] 4 40 ) 2R & PR 2R 18 0 W), 3 EL R 4k AiF B L 45 B, 84 Cst<cAst.
5 E=pIFS Q
AT AE A BRATE A IEERIE reach TP (WIE 5 Pias)#1 Sc -Waite 27 (21 & 6 BT7R).

DataSegment 5E 3 53 B0 F FioR:
SL _DataSet(x : P(Node)): Set(int) =x = NULL? {}: x— no
SL _DataSegment(x : P(Node),y : P(Node)) : Set(int) 2
(x=NULL)?{}:((x=)?{}: p+ SL_ NodeSetSeg(x — next, y)).

reach {2 LA ARTR /T IR s a8 5 B, B S5 T IR FR T % Ai 3 N BLARE
Table 4 Correspondences between variables of reach

er(x —> next ),

5.1 reachiE[F
Es%&?%%mmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁWQW%%ﬁﬁmiég%x%%mﬁW&ﬁE%ﬁﬂﬁmﬁ%%
& reachableSer Wi FR. % 4 #5HT reach Mi%AEFHA ﬁéfj R, 5 SL DataSet ¥ SL_
+ 88 Da

T4 reach LR 7 BATRX R
MERE X O A B AR AR B RIS
nds 0...71
edges edges=A(x)({x}xSL_DataSet(A[x])) in (0... 711 )
reachableSet {i|0=<si<nAreachable[i]=true}
waiting SL_DataSet (toBeExplored)
traversed SL_DataSegment(A[i],index)
v index—node

TES WAL R RO R R 2, AR SO 77 ¥R 7T UAFE B RR F B AR BB T X 45 (B A8 S T30 7 RE R F
A BCERAIE X 45). R A B AR R A AR TR T A BB R AR, R X BT LU & N R R IE B XS B T T
reach BAATRST L IE X 45,0 7 4L 2R, B 7 B vER MO), MW EBETHBEE v N EATEERER.

e R ARE P b AR R AE 55, A LU B AIE B TR T B e 5 IR A A R T 0L A B8 AF 45, B LLSIE B
XEIUE 5 R AR5 K HARRF LIAE X 8 AT 9 1 72, o7 B2 2 AT LA M3tk :http:/seg.nju.
edu.cn/scl/download.html.
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1

Cl:
tor (int i=0; i<n; i++){
reachable[i]=false;

reachable[v0]=true;
C2: reachableSet'={v0} Awaiting’=waiting’@C1
toBeExplored=alloc(LinkedListNode),
toBeExplored—»node=v0;
toBeExplored—next=nuil,
C3: waiting'={v0}AreachableSet'=reachableSet'@C2
while (toBeExplored'=null){
C4: waiting'!={}
int i=toBeExplored—»node;

piting"@C4—{i}atraversed'={}n
"=reachableSet'@C4

edges{u}
—node]==false){
e isin reachableSet’)

waiting'=waiting@C
traversed'=traversed’@C7

}
Co:

index=index—next,

C10: traversed'=traversed’ @C9+{indeX—no:
reachableSet’=reachableSet'@CIA
waiting'=waiting@C9

}
C11: !(#traversed<#edges{u})

C12: waiting'={}

Fig.7 Proof obligations of reach
Bl 7 reach F2/FEIE X4
5.2 Schorre-Waitei2 /&

B 6(a) B T — i i 3 P B3k, o A8 O P AR 5838 17T (DF S48 R (8 A — /MR id & 24 a7 10 42 P (b
JB7R T Schorr-Waite B3 & ANE B, AU B B 4 B 35 4 St B E.3% 5 44 H T Schorre-Waite 1%
GREFENTEMN AR EP NSO X RTAEPHENTASIANES.

Table 5 Correspondences between variables of Schorre-Waite

% 5 Schorre-Waite F2 /P B BX N K H

HBREE R R ERRER
Nds NSO
explored {x|xe NSOAx—>mk=true}
stack [1+STACK(p)
parent p
CHK {(ex—>chk)xe NSO}
L (AX)((x,x—>0)) in NSO)
R (Ax)((x,x—>r)) in NSO)
Left false

Right true
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STACK & XL W'F:
STACK(x:P(Node)):List(P(Node))2x=NULL?[}:x+STACK (x—>chk?x—>r:x—).
BRI SN ARERA

IsRotateList(p) A STACK(p)( x —> mk).

& 8 drre-Waite ELAAFE P I IE X 45 (B AT 28 F3) 7 RIER AR F LA RBAE %) HE
e H £ R R%F explored,stack,CHK parent % & MR IE X %, 8H X T LR ZEKKITEX

& R — AR EIC T LA Rk T explored stack,CHK parent % B IR (A0 LR ZERH ), BLE 8

% UE 345 7T LAIE B Schorre. TR % DFS R BIWEEXRT CIg—BE L. 8 / INV R R
BB EHEFHAER

Struci Node{Node*!;Nodelr; [ mk;}

Pre:

ForAll x in NSO()=>x—>mk=#alse k=falseAroot!=nuliAroot isin NS0()

Cl:

=root,

Pp=NULL;

C2: explored'={} rstack’=|rootjAp LA K'@CIAINY

while ((p!=NULL)||((!'=NULL) && t—>mk!=tru
C3: (p!=NULLJ{(head(stack’)!=

if (==NULL||t->mk==true){
C4: head(stack’)>NULLjjhead(stack’) is
explored’=explored’ @C3ACHK'=CHX @

it (p—chk){

C5: (p.true) isin CHK'AINVAstack'=82 pCanexplored’=explored @C4A
CHK'=CHK'@C4rp=p@C4

q=t; (=p; p=por; t-r=g;
Cé6: stack’=tail(stack)@CS5Ap=head(tail(t: 9 @ CSA
explored’=explored’ @CSACHK'=CHK'

}
else §
C7: not ((p,true) isln CHKHAINVAstack’=stack'@C4nexplired'=explored'@C4n
CHK'=CHK'@C4rp=p@C4
g=t; t=p—>r, p—>r=p—>l; p—>l=q; p—>chk=true;
C8: stack=(p—r)@C7+tail(stack@CTA(p@C7 true) isin CHK"
explored’=explored’@CTAINV
}
C9:
}
else {
C10: not (head(stack’=NULL}[head(stack’) iskn explored )AINVA
stack'=stack’@C3nexplored’=explored’ @C3ACHK'=CHK'@C3Ap=p@C3
q=p; p=t, t=t—>1; p>I=q; p~mk=true; p—>chi=false;
C11: p=head(stack')@C10astack'=((head(stack)@C10)->H@C10+stack’@CIOAINVA
explored’=explored’@C10+head(stack')@C10n(head(stack’)@C10,false) isin CHK’
}
C12:

}

C13: not (p!=NULL}j(head(stack’)!=NULL && head(stack’) isIn explored’)

Fig.8 Proof obligations of Schorre-Waite
B 8 Schorre-Waite 2/ RIE X %

Wt FHik T Schorre-Waite XHERIE B 72 BAARE P K IE XA AIE SR, /T S ERATH T A M
ik:http://seg.nju.edu.cn/scl/download.html.
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6 HEXIIEfMITiE

1725 B (concpéie),] 2 AR, HRIEEEARZR BT progd BT ac,] BIEFILE progC B AN YN FTE
HIAREE c KIEE&M A

o HiE Hﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁ%.ﬁﬁ a B—H Mm% A B (abstract),c £—4HH
%

p(progd,A))=>wp(progC,Ja.InA).
Akt TRl FEF A DRG0 2 T B — U 3 R A SO B L AR

R (8] R S 43 R R AE B,
6.2 ERFIEE

BlF RE A HFRIERT I E % f(prédcondition). J& E 4 fF(post-condition). 7% (assertion)Fll
A2 R (invariant) bR 10 F2 70X 2847 42 (annotatign) R4 3 2 (specification), 17 B8 & AN 48 31X B R ZF 50 4
BREBEFRANAEMEAE Hoare = JLH( € b 2% K 2 P8 5 101G X, B 2 )7 5 (program
verification) Bl £ i #E F 38 18 24 3R T IE#,3X o] LR s AIE a8 1T # 2. T B Bedrock™,VCCPL AFNY!?),
HAVOC™® VeriFast!"),jStar°fl Smallfoot?**14& #5 @ T-ix 28 SO — e T H BARRE W e FIE B i, Lk
N Bedrock 37 ##:3E B 351k (mostly-automated) ] 18 )5 iE @' T A 45 R ) 4 B 5B 22 (low-level

MRFEER S B ER N E) 2 B R -E 1S BE B 58S A0 A28 20 A B 480 135, A8 S 7 vl 0 43 2 R E B S
3 SR FME T LA,
L REIE AN A5 R R R0 — BRI S B] LU 5 R, o R WU AR A B H &2 T
fie B3k,
A 748 scope logicl' 4k 24 J5 4% logic T B..Scope logic & Hoare logic Ky &, " B £ R
EHMEFEMEBEALUEENERRER ¢ HEKBHANFRLES XNMHERTS %
memory scope.Scope logic 32 #F local reasoning, 3 FFF& ¥ #1358 i€ (program-point-specific)
B e EFRF AL LRIME.

7 HRIE

AICRY T —AMIE AR 2 BAATRF M AESE: o 5B W S A2 5 36 2 M40, R U5 UE 91 B R 7 A 3 3 8 PP
A& — B Kb 43 J2 YRR B AT DA 06 A4 A B X BE AR SR 4R T E B 4 B AR P AR AR AR PR — B B N
S F R B ARTR FF i — BUMEIE B T LA 4, 40 A A AR BT i B MR R B 4R AE, AT A B UE B 5 T R B B
UEBH.
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A AKHIA Schorre-Waite F2 /7 (& 8 B 7%) Y E B i #8 . Schorre-Waite [ — 2 M iE B/ 5
B R Xt 5 T B A BRI AR B, B AR A ) G (rotate list SEIL)A SR AT A, 1% L4 /R 455 4 187 842, 4R
£ THER T A RN R 5 Hdt 17 ik X cope logic T B HFATIERE. FHE4 KM HIIE A L 2.

T FE B AR VR R M. MR HAEARRIERNSOR AT EERFEYEIA

IS TH4 HIEREETAINAES K X.
explored = {x| x € NSO A x & mk = true},
stack =[t]+ STACK (p),

CHK = {(x,x —> chk)| x € NSO}, /
INV = IsRotateList(p) A xEST/{E'K(p)(x — mk),

STACK (x : P(Node)) : List(P(Node)) 2 x = NULL[]: x + STACK (x — Ehk ?x —5r : i85 I),
IsRotateList(x : P(Node)) : bool £ (x = NULL)?true : IsRotateList(x — ¢ -,

Al C28bBEAE 55 BOIE AR i3 IR (AN B 9FT 7R)

Pre:

ForAll x in NSO()=>x—>mk=false && x—>chk=falsea

root!=nullAroot isin NSO()

Cl:

t=root,

p=NULL; O

—

C2:
explored'={} astack’=[root]Ap=NULLACHK'=CHK'@CIAINV

Fig.9 Proof obligations of first two lines

P 9 Schorre-Waite F2 /5 5 FA 4T B 5 iE X 55

T ESKE C2 A BANRIE ST C1 AR RSSHTE &1+

fE C1 bR BR B BSR4 12

explored' = {} A[root] +[] =[root] A true A CHK' = CHK' @ C1 A IsRotateList(NULL) A (x — mk),

A
xeSTACK (NULL)

HHh CHK'=CHK' @C1, IsRotateList(NULL) A A (x —> mk) & C1 & {E L.

*eSTACK (NULL)
ST RTE &, T LAHEY explored’={} AL

A2 CSFAC6RLEEIE S & HIE PR T B2 (AN E 10FT 7°)
T BRMF C6 MHIFANRAENEE C5 MBI B &M
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fE C5 SRR R R RS9 0T B A& F 2

[p]+STACK(p—>r)=tail([{]+STACK(p)) (19)

p—>r=head(tail(tail([11+STACK(p)))) (20)

IsRotateList(p — r) A . c/1\<( )(x — mk) 21
X€ por

5 it p—chk LT A STACK(p)=[p)+STACK (p—r)R 3L, HT U F (19). M B(20)nfiE. XK INV TR

isIn CHK' astack’=stack'@C4nexplored’=explored (@ C4ACHK' =CHK' @C4rp=p@C4nINV

=pgr; t-r=q;

k') @C35Ap=head(tail(tail(stack )@C5))@CS5nexplored'=explored' @CSACHK =CHK (@C5AINV
Fig.10 Proof obligations of C5 and C6

B 10 C5HC6 % iE X5

NE 1157 7R)

C7: not ((p,true) isin
q=t, t=p—r, p>r=p—>Lp —true;
C8: stack'=(p—>1)@C7+tail d @C7.true) isin CHK' Aexplored’=explored @CTAINV

b B IE X 55

B %%, 76 C8 4bIF W STACK(p)=STACK (p)@CT > i C8 Kb p—>chk BLSL,FTLA,

STACK(p)=[P#+S ) 2)
AL A FAE I A 2 (23) 3L
[P STACK(p—r)=ST. w (23)
~R(23)E CT KB SSRTE &4
[PI+STACK(p—>D=STACK(p 24)

#E C7 &b, —p—chk B BT UL A Q24T
T4 BUAE B C8 AbRIBRAE X 4.
D BRIENS stack’ =(p = r)@CT +tail(stack Y@CT A A (x— ndf) FHI STA VRS A

xeSTACK (p)
STACK(PY@CT,
KBENIE C7T M EBF I ESR M ENHRFIERGR
[p — r]+STACK(p) =[p —> r]+ tail([t] + STACK(p)) A XEST/{EK(W(}C - (25)
WR¥E C7 BB, ARQS) BRI,
2)  p=p@C7 7E C8 bt (i £ 59 07 & 4 W E), Ry p—chk AL, R (p@C7 true)e CHK'
3)  explored=explored @C7 81T 5 55 81 & 4% 14 W iLE;
4)  1E C8 4,10 p—>chk RESL, BT LAEAEAE B IsRotateList(p), A &k ¥ IsRotateList(p—r)H.3L.
IsRotateList(p—r)TE CT AW B 5501 B &4 /& IsRotateList(p—1).IsRotateList(p—Iy4E C7 &b

A4 CLOFNCI14LEEE X 553E AR T2 (AN E 1257 )

C10: not (head(stack)=NULL|head(stack’) isin explored )AINVA
stack'=stack’@C3rexplored’=explored @C3ACHK'=CHK' @C3Ap=p@C3

g=p; p=t; t=t—>1; p—i=q; p—-mk=true; p—>chk=false;

C11: p=head(stack Y@ C10astack'=((head(stack Y@ C10)—>@C10+stack’ @C10A
explored’=explored'@C10-+head(stack")@C10a(head(stack N @C 10, false) isln CHK'AINV

Fig.12 Proof obligations of C10 and C11
B 12 C10 1 Cl1 & H%IE X 5%



W Sl S HEEAERL AL RER 803

B 58,78 C11 #IE M STACK(p)=([{1+STACK(p))@C10 J§37..
HH C11 kb—p—chk,FTLL STACK(p)=[p]+STACK(p—>D)F3r..

LB STACK(p)=([{]1+STACK(p))@C10, X T iF B A R(26) K 3L
[P1+STACK(p—D=([1]1+STACK(p))@C10 26)

STACK(PY& ¥ A ([1]+ST @CI10 KA EMNMBEBIELA T HRBPELTR
[t = I]+[]+ STACK (p) = [(h K(pW) =11+ [+ STACK(PIA | A (0% x7x—> ik true) (27)
W C10 &8 PER, 2 QT T,
3) i p=head(stack)@C10 D (head(stack)@C10,false)e CHK'TE C11 &b pkor;

4) £ Cl1 4,8 R —p—chk T LLB IR IsRotateList(p), R TUEBE IsRotateList(p—>I)X L.
IsRotateList(p—)TE C10 & H] BRI A& IsRotateList(p).IsRotateList(p)TE C11 S F3L;

5) 1E Cl11 &, 724 pomk I p=head(st 37 T LA explored =EXPLORED(NSO—{p})+{p} 1L 3t
®,EXPLORED & X WF:

EXPLORED(S:Set{P(Node))):Set(P 2))2 {x|x e SAx—mik=true}.
EXPLORED(NSO—{p})+{p}=EXPLORED(NS0)@C 10 BT E &4 2
EXPLORED(NSO—{t})*+{t}=E. +{t}.

7 C10 &b, K —t—mk 531, BT LA EXPLORED{NSO—{t %ED(NSO)E&YL.
B, explored =explored @C10+head(stack’)@C10 £ C11" 4t 4

&7 b, Schorre-Waite [¥)—BUMEIE B 43 57 /5 28 il 35 A5 B A BG4 o7 DB SRt 5 55 0 B 41, B

Rt A — oA 4 J5 SR A dc 55 1 B 4% A SR AIE B AL B IS R AR X ] 2.

()

FEH(1988 —), T AL MBS A I 4,
EMRAB ARG LR EBFONERF
BiE.

B1B(1988—), &, 18
1 T2 2P 1R,

ARE(1989—), B A, E B R REE0971 )5, B L, 8,
KA TR ART AT, WAL | I,CCF M2 A, R B I Fi h
Hidk A TR RRFRINES.




