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(1) t[] is positive if V60,, 0, € Prop, :
(0,=0,) = (t101] = t[6:]);

() t[] is negative if V6, 05 € Prop, :
(0, =0,) = (t105]= t[6,]).
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T+ &|V L+ | I Lr+|~T—|7+V Prop,
|7+ A Prop,

r= &V Ir—|3dLr—|"7+ |7—V Prop,

| 7— A\ Prop 4
FPAQ 2P r9h r oo o
HFel oS ksl 7)&wt,

HEAR 43 Lot t]|ET be a template. If t]|E T
+(or t])ET —, then T[] is a positive template (or neg-

ative ltemplate respectively).
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[611%F 18,1 Apole] BAE
. % o R A4, 929 3912 47
S,

9] Let § € Prop, be a propositional formula

over A. A well-formed template ¢[] with respect

to 0 is defied as follows.

- ] is well-formed with respect to 6;
- VIt'[), JLt], and 7t']] is well-formed with
respect to 6 if t'[] is well-formed with respect

to 0

2) AA S8 [4ledl 5 Fo] Arh

-tV is well-formed with respect to 6 if t
[0]77 0" and t'[] is well-formed with respect to 6
- t'IN0" is well-formed with respect to 6 if ¢

[0] and ¢'[] is well-formed with respect to 6.
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(* t[]: the given template *)
Input: a valuation p for B(A)
Output: YES or NO
if SMT (v p)) — UNSAT then return NO;
p= (st
if t[] € 74 then
if SMT (p/A=1) = v then return NO;

it is WellFormed(t[], ’y* () and SMT(p A71) — UNSAT then

return YES,
if t[] € 7_ then

if SMT(¢v A7p) — v then return NO;

it is WellFormed(t[], ’y* (1)) and SMT(t A=p) — UNSAT then

return YES;
return YES or NO randomly
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(* ¢: an under-approximation; ¢:
(* t[] : the given template *)
Input: 8 € Boolg(y)

Output: YES, or a counterexample

p:=(8, t);

an over-approximation *)

if p is an invariant weaker than v and stronger than o then return YES;

if SMT(v A=p)— v then return Ot*(V);

if SMT(p/A\7t) = v then return a*(y);
let SMT(p A1) — vy and SMT(L A=p) — vy,

return a*(l/o) or a*(l/l) randonily

Algorithm 2: &% 2

AR FA med F1A
ok AFR t7F FEA R 459
3k W (v (, )= 0)Ol T,
2 «ol] @2 whgkals] wr}. whof
Y (el dsiA A3 AR

= 7F R, daE e

o]
« oﬂ”

If t[] is well-formed with respect to *y* (w), and

*

~(u, t[) = ¢, then the algorithm returns YES.
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ol
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ol
oJ
R
KID

ol

: a template

Algorithm 3: H|

{6} while K do S {€} an annotated loop; t[]
an invariant in the form of ¢[]

Output :
Kk Ve;

43
try A :=call CDNF with Algorithm 1 and 2 when abort — continue

until \ 7 defied ;
return (A, t[]);

Input :
L
PE
repeat

1=
jm

ERCIE

hud

e,

A

=
T

o

Ar

ol

o}J

=

2

o

K

—~
fi%e)

3

s
ol

|
K

(Algorithm 2)& ©]-g-3}o]

=
=1

1+

HA &l 2 = ]

=4 S =)
o] s

)

=

oW
il
ol

BR

H
il
Y
o|J
Nln

=

N

ey 929

robl 174]0]

B

QELER

=
=

2] SMT solver

M
A=
S
=5

R

1
Ao
)

—_—

0

Pl
oo

!
st

1.02
5.21
3.40
5.06

317.78

50
1845
167
18327
31256

RESTART|Time (sec)

46
243
253

7205

5207

EQp

613
4577
2036

62060
323611
-,

EERE

215
4762
1268

65410
128334
X

622
7594
2946

62060
323611

6
8
4
7

AP | MEM | EQ |MEM,

A AR 95 EBQ

vk

Vhky. k.
V[

Template
Jk.
V. 3k

case
max
selection sort
rm pkey
tracepointl
tracepoint2
9] WAL AN, MEM :

RESTART : CDNF &

AP -

=
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{i =0Aret }
1 while 1<n/A\—ret do

2 if #l[i] = addr then

3 wl[i]: = 0; ret:=true
4 else

5 1:=1+1

6 end

{

(2 3] 2=

5. &g 21t
e o] EEAA AN GuHFES
OCaml 210} 5 o] &3lo] FE3t) $-2l= +

Aol M YicesE SMT solverE Zi-sol| ©3l7

9] 8t 019‘3}"15}(‘”"’ = 1, 2.
ERDEE NEE R
[35] 2% TE1 2719 JAE FL o]F/ o]

3 b AT, 4

g Z47te] ukaE s 29 <o
2 Wglsta o]l /ol 21ES 74K
ATk devres= Eho] B oA,
tracepoint2= 71’24, 1E|L rm_pkey< Infi
iBand TlHo]2s Efo]Hel A 23 4= Qlrt A
g Ade= 50089 FAS Hw W Aot
2.66GH Intel Core2 Quad CPUS} 8GB W 2.2
2 7ML g5 2.628S OSE o3l #AF

BE ol§3te 4Ysd

tracepoint 2}

5.1 devres

3) the SIA|OIA] ZolE 4 gl &
4) o] 22~ FAEE FE2 26.2

2 2lolEEjzloAM F&F

(Tret= N k. k<n = bl k] # addn) /\(ret= bl [i] = 0)}

devres

omata, 28] grhd thif] o BE AaEC]
addro} 24 o5& WAL ek w9l A
el {tbl[kz]z addr, i<n, i =n, k<i, tbl[i]
=0, ret} } Bed AFHYA Ve[S ol&sh
A SEo daeES e 22 AgE 2

e Hua e Fohuck

o

V k.(k<i = tbl[k]#addp) N (ret=> tbl [i]=0

5.2 selection sort [35]

[19 4]¢] 8 FE (selection sort) FilT]F

gl

& AV EAL | E Hare]Fe] 7] o]l
M af o] WEE HERITAL Sk o =1
< daglFol s ol wd afel ¥
oldel wWidEe] AT F4e AUE B
sRaL olek o] elAlelA, = elef B
A FuEEE HE WHER] e ww
& 27] S8 ARl o] & flske] el
oHE wHEol] g WAIE AFE

S http://ropas.snu.ac.kr/cavl0/qinv-learn-released.tar.gz
39 lib/devres.c 39| devres ol 2S5 QT



{i=0}
1 while 71<n—1 do

2 ni= 1
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3 =i+l

4  while j<n do

5 if alj] <almin then min:=j

6 ji=j+L

7 if © # wun then

8 tmp 2 = altl; ali]: = almin); almin): = tmp;
9 =i+

{i=m—DAVE .k <n= Jky.ky <nANalk] ='a[ky]}

(23

o= o 2 O gAY Qe AR
Sk (k> 0, k<, ky =1, ky<n, ky = n, a
(k)] ="a[k,], i<n—1, i=min}. AFF Vk,.3
ko [I& o188tAN ol vt 2 S

& Zropdith
Vky (Fky.[(ky<nNalk]='alky]) V ky =i]).

AFHL ez stofm Fed]

{n=0A7i =0}

1 while A[i]#0 do

2 if (p =0VA[i] = p) then
3 n:=ntl;

4 =0+

4] selection sort [35]

5.3 tracepoint1

[18 5] 25 Al 353 vHELE B
otk HHEE FARRE fEs olF 23S
FES F Uk wep Al iA 29 if 0] 2710
Aol glolehe Bolglw, prt 0ol ohizhy,
o|Z& 7] 2] FHA HAA (disjunc) Sl A
[i] = p7b WA Holololghe ulanh oA
Alk] = p& WS ofm ko] wkEA] £
oFS olElFich of o) TAORYE, Fele
o] kol B =4 A THordn
S AL o 5 o add SEs AFY Tk
& o83tk o] AFH I 712 2349 A {p

Jk.(p =0 V(k<nNA[k] = p)V(n<=0).

{n>0 Ap#0=dk.k<iNA[k]=p}

[T8 5] 2lsAa Lol F=¢8t tracepoint 1

5) o] &2 F=E FE2 26.289 kernel/tracepoint.c 3+ 9] tracepoint entry remove probe 3ol A S 4= gtk
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{i =0Nj=0}
1 while 0/d[i] #0 do

2 if (probe/\old [i] # probe) then

3 new []: = old [1];
4 Ji=g+1
5 =1+l

{Vkyky <j= Tky.ky <iNoid[ky] = new[ky]| N new[ky] # probe}

(2

5.4 tracepoint 2

WHEO|The W BARYE St thgel
o1F z7g o}

A 2

ZFE Al Eok wmebA W] ARl A new
o] BE QAEQ new [0] ... mew [j —1]2 22}l
NG5l old W2l 3k 0ld (0] ... old [i — 117} 2

o) o) z71o TR, 2]
ki Tky 19 FEIYE & 5 S
A% w9l BAL W {d[i] =0,
0ld [3] = probe, k<i, k<j, old[k] =p, new[k]=
p, old [k] = nen(k]} = ©]-&3to A §-g9] &g
Zo vhgel BEAS Bopdrk

X

g
—1~ N

Vky. Tk (ky<j) = (ky <i) A (odd [ky]=new[k,])
N(old [k1] # probe).

6l 252 Aol F&

St tracepoint 2
A A 2); ) THF W] bhreakE
SREUAARE et AR pheys [i]5= eyt
2oEFHA 2). SHARE pheprefs [1]5 0°] oFHTh
A =); (3) T R F5 Fol| e 7F 3
o2} preyrefs [i19} pheys [i]17F 02 2Tl A,
oA WA =),

ZHAOREH, $oE =Y
ek A A F A universal quantifin) S 3
ofgitt = & T Ak e AR Y
k.t o9 BAL A3 {ret, break, i <n, k
<1, pkeysli] =0, pkeysli] = ke, pkeyrefs[i] =0,
pRorefilk] = keyy = ol &stolA S-Eo] daelE

o el AuAE EIT BAAS Fohik

o]

Ao] kol

I 3l

o5

Fl(‘

A

(Vk.(k<i) = pkeys| k] # key) N\ (Tret N\ break =
preys|i] = key N\ preyrefs|i] = 0) N (ret=
phomli] =0 A pleni] = 0)

Sheee] S2lel wie) A of o

5.5 rm_pkey g BN oA #REn $E dues &

Agste BUAS SATRHY 4 £58

[2¥ 7]2 ¥%2 InfiBand TlHlo] 2~ Eglo]  BalA 2T 4 vk 929 sdae g

HolA] FZ3 W while 0]t} A 719k WS Hgte] AAle] AlE S

ol& zA pPo =d¥ O]Z}%(conjuncts)% Ast= dlo) B} Agsitt

27k o5& vpehdinh (1) 2ok W] break
ol TEHETH, phese] B dAES kgst

6) o] A2 FEE G52 26289 kernel/tracepoint.c #+ 9] tracepoint entry remove probe d<Foll A 2S£ itk

7) 0] A2 FEE HE 2 26289 drivers/infiniband/hw/ ipath/ipath mad.c 3% 2] rm pkey ol Al & 5= gtk
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{i = 0N key £ 0N\ ret Nbreaky
1 while(s < n A7break) do
2 if(pkeys|i] = key) then
3 preyrefs|t]: = pkeyrefs[i] —1;
4 if(pkeyrefs[i] = 0) then
5 preys[t]: = 0; ret: = true
6 break : = true
7 else t:=1+1;
8 done
{ (ret Nbreak = (Y k.(k < n) = pkeys[k] £ 4¢))
N (et N break = phkeys[i] = key N pheyrefs[i] 7 0
A(ret = pleyreffi] = 0 A pheysli] = 0) }
[Z28 7] 2ls229 InfiBand ClHO|A =2}o|HolM FZETH rm_pkey
6. ZHH A7 Aol A 2 ZAgs 2 2AoR 27 o4
2 5 gl
A 71 718 As 35, 21] The AR ek o wiAe] A4l A
t2A 2o AFHL Rl $3E Afs 20 AT Gulwani 50 [22] AFRAA B4 7]ut
2ol gk Ak 27lo] gl HollA] wrh ARk 3 A 28 Aokt InvGen [24] ©] A
Aoltk. 359l 270E 7]EE Fol AFoRF AR o R o]Folzl WA ulgt 849 A
B =R 2gEe 2A4%e W Fdel A e ANEeiohd, A8 At o2t wis)
Sgah ATARES TR A, meb] =Y 4 95 o)28 AT o2 U WU (g
T WEAl AR s WAHOR TE  od FAFUTE AFAS Eieks v B
sofopit 3t} Gulwani & [21] BFAE 81 2o A4l $8F AT A= Flanagan 5] [16]
= E, F; and ejoﬂ gsiA EWde] JeE A A A universal quantifir) o] tiste] ¢HH3)
E NN VU (F= €)= ARSI, A BFAE AR 71 skolemization) & 14
7129 7|eEe g myelge nur g ATk 339ME =F 2] (paramodulation)
&3Pl whsolzth 94 Sl ke gAge Rkl AR Abde] BEAA e Wb
33 ZAA s WE7)E (15, 17, 36) I A Tl 51 7](saturation ptoven) & A A=A

34100 & gaE 4 g ol el SAAE AYs Fe A

o 47 (interpolating prover) = &gttt 52

A 71eEgolgatlA Bt A& 2Agtss 7H ARK e gEA, gE He e

¥k 4 9l (16, 33] 22 HA| A=A universal quantifin)E
u

WARE AT 5 ek gl

N
i\
1o
A
2

>,
o
of\

=2 s X =5
ek o] By T e BuHAS wiEsl= 8o Ot 48 EAgE Bl #EiAE
RE 5 7best AHES mor)h 18 §84  Halbwachs 5 [25]0] 349 WS s
QA EWA A fete] ojgfst ERAEY B wf jhEwity wjgejQld s ghs FIHAIIAY
o5 Al oy AES o Ha W 52 A/FTHIIAY, wide hddk A4S
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