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Abstract: Computer systems have been applied in many different areas, and the failure of these systems may bring catastrophic results.
Systems in different areas have different requirements, and how to build trustworthy computer systems with high quality is the challenge
faced by all these areas. Recently, formal methods with rigorous mathematical foundation have been widely recognized as effective
methods for developing trustworthy software and hardware systems. Based on formal methods, this paper presents a classification of
requirements of systems and their formalization, to support the design of trustworthy systems. First of all, six types of system
characteristics are considered, namely, sequential systems, reactive systems, parallel and communicating systems, real-time systems,

probabilistic and stochastic systems, and continuous and hybrid systems. All these systems may run in different application scenarios, with
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their respective requirements. Four classes of scenarios are considered, i.e., hardware systems, security protocols, information flow, and
Al systems. For each class of systems and application scenarios above, the related formal methods are introduced and summarized,
including formal modeling, property specification, verification methods and tools. This will allow users of formal methods to choose,
based on different system characteristics and application scenarios, the appropriate formal models, verification methods and tools, which
ultimately helps the design of more trustworthy systems.

Key words: trustworthy system; formal method; requirement classification; verification method and tool

B TF LR MBOR 1 R, KRR S N T AN ARS8 T, tH LR S Al {5
PRI BOR RS2 B 5CHE . R GE AT MR S0 AR 28 B DG 22 A MO s, Bt ss il . LR B B
J7 LA EIXSRAUE, AR GEH AT RS T RELE NI AR a ROV R TR BR. BeAh, TR STk
2N T AT 0 B EAR, JF 5 SEA7 il A0 AL OGP A 6. ] B s £ P 0 R A ) 5 2 4 A
AANE, B IX AR SRR NS (0 R S L I, N T RE R U AR IS I S A . AR VU
WU SOA G PHAE I 32 S5O T A 35 B0 SR 2 B R P, L TR] IR A OB ) TR, B A AR G 2
Atk APPE GBS, BE L, @R ET SRS, 2SR & A SURILH
T W 87 KB e AN ) 0T 02 T 3 S50S 2R 8 I A PR3 HE T AN R 5 o, A B I 8 ] A5 P 5 SR 0 FE 24T 73
I, AT R G R T R e ) B A
AR, TEAM B IR T2 N T BORE A R G IR A R DR, 48O DA 2 T R et o {5 AR A R S8 1
A RO7EPN. T XA R B0 T 5 R R GE AT A S UG (PRI, T ARV ) 56 B A U i )
FRGUIR A B A FERAIE W) R G W AL IX S PE . 5 T SRR G A A R R ZRR N Y37 SRS B, T A T7
DA AL B AR ARG | PR S DU UEROR. B, T AU R R, AT iR
FER NG R AR, (B0 TR B S E A  M R S, BATRIE RGBT R, 0T RA S
BRI ARG, FATRERGEAE AL — 2 I ) ] w2, 545 5T IR 2% ST IR BE R G R RE A ok T 8T I K
R ).
FEXIAN R R GERE T, R AR B2 5 L, A AR T ik TR LR, 743
W2 AL, ARTR I A7 AR 22 S 6 A R AR G 5 I R (K P 2 Ak D5 b AT B, — 5 I e 0% S A 1
AT (0 2R GEAN N 3 S BRIV IR AE BOR 5 TR, 55— T TR AT Bl T B 58 B M R AN [ AR AT (1 A AE A
R T AME RSB 5 T R BATFE S B M S e i T L. AT H AR X Al AE ARG 1 75 K AR 5C
WTTAEAEA A R GE P (0 N BEAT AN R YR BE R 732, LS g b S 4338 1 10 50 7 36 B0 T4 AR A R SE ) 20 M 9
Bk,
FATE M RGRE N K, % 6 PHARGURAL: WP AR5 RNARS. HFRGEG RS, S
RO MR ARG LSRR SE. N, JATHIE 4 BN 5t PF RS AT, 5 BN T
RERZ. REERGURFAL AN I 5 R LA, MR ARZAZ X AL, SRR R GUR AR N H 37 5%, 3RA)
XA R M AT IR FUEAT BEE, EESGELLR 3 ANl
() RGHAREF, WAT L8 AL BRI R GE AT AT B WA BLE 5 BB TR &
i, BEHL. ARAEL S RGE. RPN RGL, 7520 I LA R BUE 5 AT N
e BN, SCIN RS0 EHE AR S IR I IA, R AR BT L A T 0 s R R e
HAT Dy, TEAR PRI 5 R 2 S A, A
(2) PEFORLIE S, BI AT LU O L8 T 3 5 A 2R 40 i L . R M SO 235 5 B i
WA RZE. NPZiE. shAZE. BREE. XS, MEFORAE S L 25 8
AT FORTER N K RIE R AN IS AT IERE, DA 75 75 5% 18 SN A 2 DR 345

(3) WUETIVES TR, UIAESS € RSB A UL )5, SR W28 75 1500 R el A2 R L, DL LA
SEbUE TR S0 UE TS VR AT LA Sy Sl R AL g 0T i BRI e, SRR 56 o ) R
SRS AR RS, ASI R LR, E T R A 2 TR X1 e . o 2 AR A 23 T R KN,
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FE ALK TR DT W, A 7 SR A 5 AL 0O, S gORS A0, BRI a0 1 4
S BILUE W] 00 38 1 2 AR A By NI TR AR 8, BB HESL LU K02 4 Ly R AR, IRl SAT.
SMT 55 H 8 & BiUE Y573 as 130 BRAE W 58 ACRIE. 32 BHAIE W IR s A T AN SR 2 T/ RN 1
BRI, A S AR AR, — B 2 ] SR AR R W 40 5 . A SO 2 REOCTE A S AR e A A
RURLIG T 05 TR, A AR OGN ) A 4 5 BEIE W 1) 7 1
T 3L T VR R AT 2 0 £k SO DIRAR G R BN 15 A I SRR AR L, AR SO — AN AU R
(AR R, SR RSB R L6 5, DU ORI UET7 3455 TR JRAT Ay B0 0 S0 e g 4 B T
M F R GETT R N AT RE NS AL T B BB I SN 01 T i AT R BOR R R, IR AR H i/ R
PR AR A G (0 SCRR AT TE TR BT RS, BATAN S IR IR 0 UE I 1 40 1 DL S o SR 2R P K b 3
H ] LUAREAT 5 SR A T A I B 8. Beabh, AT R 7 08 (5 AT sha& oy B iR &
AR M A GARR A, XA AR T AH G [ 2Rk U R 4807
ATCH 1-6 W A4 6 P ARGHFL. 25 7-10 5704 21 4 BN IS 3 11 100 ASCHET B 45

1 IGF &%

TEARSCH, BATE BATHAT WRRIP RN BT R4:. XPIRIPAES B NG, G v AR M4t 45 5. 3417
FEO IR ARG R I T BE I A Tk (functional correctness), RI455E &L MM, IR 0] 4t 45 5 Y %06 2 —
SERME G 2k, BRI S R 2R . AR TR RIA I R S, T RS T R
H LR R —. AR, WUT RS R IEA RS TR A v s I S e, R AR o e, BT AER
RAZHIFR, RIS GNP RGERETE XL BUE@ . ZOEPERURA ARl SRR 46 DA T
IGAIE T HL.

11 ERIEX

T J7 28 48— M Ad AR P 0 5 kR, R R Pl 5 A S AE . WP iEA . &E R FIEIRE A, B
SR PG S IR BOR (RS TRAD fest LR 5. HERA. SR ESEmRNZES T
TLE. BPET WIERGE ORI AT 4 A e S0, wTRAAr D 3 BRI BREE X FRFRE SO A Bl
S ERAEESCH Plotkin 42 HUS SRR RO BAT IR TR R G, T, R R HRAT 0 1R A 2 B A R
PATIITEIAL &, T8 RGBT R M B — AN TE A AT, AR R B ) IR, o kN D A v
SRR LB AR S FEFRTE AE Scott (19 TAE e se#E U, B RN P i BOR T — AN EeE %, HoA U %
gt AP T A 5 4 b s VR s S, TR R AN R PR 0 AT A TR B SOV A . A B S E SR
TR HER R R TR T (AT, AR N ERIBSE, BN W HEANA
12 WiEB4E

WIS IR P IR T i R S o, KRB EERF AN 5, REBEGANETFE
AU R GUIRA P43 L I VE . Floyd B 5G4 H AT FH BT 5 413 5t P 10 vk 1y SEAEOL, 78 I ERE I, Hoare 42 H T
BRIBARN A E R = Jn 4l RIS IEM R Se A IER . 4SBT c PN = P, Q (FR W AT & 4
PERE B 4A1), o0 B E R =00, W {P} ¢ {Q}, KW AWIMEREWH L P, IF B c MATZ L, TR
AR Q. s IEMMEME /R =04, W H[P] ¢ [Q], FAWIRMIMIRARHL P, W c MHITH EX
1k, I HZORIREW 2 Q. Mk, 784 IEMAME I 73 IE# 1tk i DX 7 -0 45 2L AR 9 — AN 35 B0 2 I Ik e,
AN —AME B 7] — I 0, Dijkstra #2817 859 AT 4 m E 22 e BT ¢ RUG B 4&0F Q¥ wp(e,Q) & LA
I 59 1 AT BLORIE © IPAT 2 1b 0 HZRIREST AL Q MITT 4518, fe 99 T 4 AR 5 1) — A E = ouik 2 o vridad 5
RN, EH T RITE S 55U EBENMER AL X )G, B30 E PR 56 55 221
WUF A, RS IR FRAE T H S5, @75 0 Adaptation FIILARFLIN, 7] LK E /R A 2165 W
B FH 38 U1 U T PR R DA KT 1R e S RE 23 O T AR FR £ (R ¥, Reynolds 45 AYE Hoare 3245 1 LAk
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AR T 4y BB i (separation logic)*. {E4 BB AR P, W SO CIR A AL MRS, 3 AT AR IR 2w v K
RS TENAF P G RL B /R =J041{P} ¢ {Q}RARFETF c i P HIAFPREFR S B Q #id g, AR
SAE AT AT SLARARES . 4 B 4R 1T LA RN T 96 F B 20 FHR S5 504 &5 M BB A 1k, DL SRR P TR ANAEAE AT
B S e A R E . 3 B A FH TR THT 1) X B R () B U 2261,
13 ZIEMRMARTRER

DLEAAMEREHE AP RIERME T — AL, MARER AN, REEREE, ETE
IR IG R IR LE A 1 56 0E 75 ZE AR A AR /NI BR AN 3 T AR AR 5L 0 SIS TR IR ) 2 b, TR AR LR 2R
3 U1 FH f) Bk B8 % (ranking function). ANAZ 3CRIRK B8 SR 1 80 A A7 (AR 24 22 (WF9E 2728 140 & Bl B 1Y
E AT 2. B, FE5 TSRO B B 2 Y T e R A 2R v AR AN AR SR Bk ok B ). ST
A PSS A s ) TR R 4 B R D), (H AR vy DAY i B B0 . 3 2 5 iR AR AR T TR
F& TCEPWSE. I, CAKCHE 9K 5l Ay LAk (0 4 20 0 28 RN JEE 2 3 5 it bl A1 AN AR d 2B il P23 ) s g
PERE O, A7 7 56 % 10 B oR B & ST, B 6 — BB A1 SR FE ), Terminator Mt F S {91 1) S f) K A4 5 72
(CEGAR), X} THRATTREMITRE P B 12, FIT 2 754 0 B 1) Bk ok £, 5 DK 28 B s 9, I A S 481 A= R 1 Ak iR
#%. Ultimate Automizer {§i/T] Biichi A Sl RF R IR)FMHUT B 42, @ 1L o5 Biichi AZIHLINE S RE BTN
BT A%, W 0T e e 28 1B DO,

14 FHERAWE

A5 RS, 50 F AR AR AT I 2R 0 (0 Bk 1Sk e I FH RS 1A TR R G 56 P F SR Sy A AR A 6 B,
WA AR B RS 50 1) 32 B R T A AR R ORI, S TE ST R IRPIRAS A A), BLA SR B 48 5545 £ S B 0 AT e e
VAT BRI . AR R R R B v, FR B O BRI B A B IR A HLESR R HE R4 5 ARy
1 48 P R4 22 (summarization) A1 48 1 (saturation) J7 9%, T ATEIX SEA6 Y b 3EAT AR 00 0 6 B0401 o {00 Ay 16y
) 3 — AN ]l ] e vk B A AR 8 R IR R T, AR = A AR B R e S ) M B R R L AR TR A
(nested word) ¥ Fliid 1 55 76 204 A8 ) R AIE 0% Z WAL T — APt X AR TE 5 T LR IA BT R
BERRPE T, B SRR BN AN B B0 PRSI L P, U R B0 IR [RE IR AL Q. 1ZE S Al LU IR
TE— MR 5T, 90 ek P iR R RE H IR R £ PR R A AR AR
15 EFKIETE

H A VF 2 2R IR T HL DUE RIS 4 B L J ol i, 33 LA A H J LA R, VeriFast!™ 52 £5 5631F 17 4 43
BRI S ARE R C RRP L Java BT, CE SCRER B ECALI T L AR U7 AT RS OF SR A I g e 2
ANl 5 Ak SO, A 5T R 0 B0 A AP T, AT 36 I R R R 4 BB T S R . LI
TR R AL IR T B A3E Dafny™). Why3™12%. Frama-CH¥UH T Talk 2% C A HAF, S24# L ACSL
VOG5 R D REVE ST, 45 LA requires. ensures. assigns. loop invariant S5bRid VT, DL R KE T8 #1H
EiiZ L oan

BRAFAE R 96 e 91 1) — AN e h 28 /& SLAMUY), FE AR 2 W) F T30 UE SR ) #5396 42 APT A TR, 1% T
S GRG0 71, BRI TR P S A A A R Ry, R LR 2R T R R A BB 50 vk, BT
B4R 1 Infer T H7F Facebook 24 &) B FH T-AURG 22 v 4 A A4t %, ik AR 40 i RS I 1, 48 & 2 1 sk
, AEILREEE N 1 AT AR T

SRVEEY2
WU 2 G2 1 IE R RO RGN RS, R T — 28 RE, BAIDOSFEM AT, 86 &
G EANBITIERE. RAIHRX LRGN I V3 R 4 (reactive system), ‘B fEIE 1T i FE P HF4: 5B 3E 1T A0 |,

A 2 B T S B N R SR8 3 75 T B 2755 4 AR 25 tate) L (eventy H B 1751, ¥
OIS R P BV, A 46 S R R BEIAT o . VA . WP IR 402K, LR

NS P
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J B ) B T L
21 fTHERE

BV R G T DA T R, TR RSN W TR KRG AT, A W ESRE R AR
P 1 s AR A, A7 1) B K 206 ROR A SE B . RS TR IR R G — N ZI AT AR R (K4l IRESITEB R RN —
AR AT U 3] 5] — ASIRE. CRESITB A BHE S PAT N EREDC, BIAE R RS TF BAT K — 2 1 7T U 46
F AR AN, REFEAEA X N R AL R RIS T R AN B LR R. T8 R4 o4l
(SAct,—,LAP,LYE R, Hh, SIRRELE, Act ZEI1EE, SSSKACXSRITH X R, IS EVIIHRALE, AP 2R T
AR A, LiS—28 HetR A W S I (1 JR 1 iy B A . 308 R 4052 SO RGCRE A, 4 F—
M B =581y, & XN trace(m)=L(S)L(S)L(S))... ¥HRZSFRIT H 57 v A 1T R G Rk
Kripke £5#4.

22 MEAYIES

IR 3 FR G T SR I A N PR, BT B R R R PAAT B 42 0 k. JRATmr LU 1 s L0 st
RN I 7 AT R A R R B PLUR — AT AR N R A R G, B2 I N7 B B T L
WNVIEE ARG BAR B SES, WOl AWK R R TR R G0 TS 0 PR 5. i I A 6 1A B R
M e, (21 S N T B, DA PAT B R ERIRES R, B, fE— 4 b, Bk
BHMILAE S —AREZ G, RN, o] 2t 5 23 S0 05 30 SEHEAT 2001, 3 55t 18 28 4 16 12 4
(linear temporal logic, LTL)*UR1 444 3% 4 (computation tree logic, CTL)P*.

2.2.1 IR EATE B

YA PR AT LA AT 95 IR A A BRSSP T 1 I . 1 D) 2 A 5 mT DA Sl s
1795 FLSIHLONFA) R R s SLR a4, S0 10 00 5 AT DU IR 52 1 Biichi A SIHLINBA)PPDR KR,

e 52 AT 95 B ShHLE R4 75 N7 500 B s, T B8 Uk 3R 7R o 6 41(Q, %, 6,Qo.F), b, Q
R ITIRBIIES, Z227F, Q-2 BT B S, Qu MRS IS, F RERENES. X T A3
A TN T W=A A, Ay, WRAEAE— B AR 7=0001 G- O WAL Qo€ Qor G —250,,, One F, U w2 TT B [
ZNHLAESZI, FTE TR A IHL A2 NP5 AR SRR o A T2 TE 5. ERRIFIEH R4 TS Wil &
B E ) A B PO TR i — AN AR e AT 95 B AL A, LR A2 U R %R W 2 A M IR BT AT <R i
S, K TSH AR —NH TR R4, %I H AGHATAZ R, K LS WAL
ATEESZ R AL, DU AL 1200 I 22 A P

JE#f 52 M Biichi HBIHLATHFEe32 o5 N 781, SLiB7kS NFA AR, AR A TE T I 52 18 5 e X
ST AR E P Biichi A ZIHL A TN T W=A A, WERTFAE— 405 N 842, Al L0 LUIG 95 YR 1) 432 32 IR 2%,
T wE B FBIHL A B2 I, BT A B BHL A B2 N A SR SRR A MBS . fERIFER
R TSATIH L F— I PE T P BT ATy — AN JER 2 1F Biichi HBIHL A, (L3215 5 &P, ¥ TS5 A
e, B —AFNITH RS, WZTH REATRHLER A, IR e N ZEAFRE A K
PR ARAS: AT, DU AL 12 0E U T P
222 MEN P

LM N 8 R N T 1 A P R T, R I 20 L RS AN S 4R R A, BRI, LTL AU XAE RSN
FA R AE b LTL (B 1

g=trucla g Agl=@o g U,
Hp, ac AP & JRF iy il LTL 5 iy U8 45 1935 mh B340 T o U WANE AR, BT —ARI<HE]. HHoge
TR T AN ZIIF U6 1 B 205 L @ M o Uy RORAEAE— NI Z 0, 16 1 Z AT AR L o, TIEI %10, B2
Wi @, (ECEEAE b, ATAE OO AN AT, 20 MR R w2l LR — Bk L. ¥ EIRIEHIFA S, wTeR
PG AR B, P BTo0eR R To T L ¢ TEOn@R R I — B 2" MElong®m T —
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R4, B g, %, XAl 54 RE, & AP={red,yellow,green}, Mk B“TC 55 Uk H LERAT AT
LA IR h odgreen.

LTL 7] UG 56T A SIHLIR 7 AT B RS 36 153, MR — A LTL Ao, 7 LARE H— AN R 8
Biichi Il A, I35 S EF 2 Lo R MES. R, ¥ TSEH AMREE —NMIMER R4, &
XANHER RGP A — S B4R 2 AZIHL A MESIRAS, WITER RGP T — 40 e -l B 12, R
RGN T @ A ARABIZFEM AR, W R G L @ LTL BRI (1 5 2 5 AT R & 48 (1 K/ UE
b, S o KB R HOR R
223 WHEWIZHE

TR N0 S 0 A B R . fET B ARG, —MNRETT LN 2 A E40RE, ik, h—RE
HOR AT A 2 4848, TR — MROIREE . AR PR i b SOMER, B2 S2i 8 45 8. CTL & —Ff g Y
(5 S PR, I T AELE i (@) M RR R (Y), HEdE R A 2 oM s 18 2 38 o i 23

g:=truela| A g |- A3V @
pi=0gp U,
o, JpRIR MR R AFAE — S R AR T @, V o 7n MAZIR 25 HH & T A 1) 6 42 0306 A2 0.

AT R T LG L CTL A g, AT LUE % 3 H00 2 A R A 7 A IR S, 2R H b
T WP IR 2 05 A8 1% A R B0 CTL BERLRR I 1) 42 % 5 15 ST A% 22 G R 2 s i K J3E 40 ik
RFR. BRI, XIFAIE YL CTL PERAH L T LTL S 25 2 A0 50 LTL 76 RS8R i ik b fai 45, X 7 —45 LTL
PER, FRETR B BOK M CTL 2R A e Rk AR R v R
224 CTL"

CTL VX CTL (U4 . 78 CTL H, REANIN P2 A o A1 U ij T 4200 S5 BR B 1 1A (3, V), {HAE CTL
N 352 S R R A% 3 T T 25 . i, Yooa 7E CTL WG, {HAE CTL W43,

LTL 5 CTL [RIikfE ik tbE, BN L6k finl DUH LTL RIAEARER CTL ik, i Ledk mn] LLH
CTL #ik{HIEVE LTL %Kik, CTL (WEIAGE 9T CTL A1 LTL, H CTL &A% iA LTL M CTL TiEXRIEN
225 piEH

LB PR BB, TR RGO 20 S AE. w0 RIARE DB CTL R, 50
i@ % (monadic second order logic)?FiT# R4 F HAARIAZS FHEMFEC, WSS MER, w-HEITT L
AL N 58 415 ST B 75 48 P 2% (parity game), AT DA BX — V4 2075 31 B4 R S0 e e 104,

L R B HAF R BN A T u S B ORAE S E v B, uX of RN N RAS S T4 S
AL (S)=S. R - 15 P OB RS SR I0 BE DL B e A B AN BN B AR AR R B, AT KX AN ST R
fity1631,

- IR A 45 0 2 SRR SURRE, SR TS S E P IOV W THIIEB RS, — A
T R, WX o, WAEER S, IFH Su=aS)E B MBI NS B ST,
AR E. X P LIRS H TR R, S0 KI5 AR, T Z A5 B ¥ $(ordinal number)[f) HE
B W ARMRIEE DS AR P TRV PR MBI R ECE %, X — 5 5O AR
(alternating depth), A LA AZHT A 55 B SIS SC B R B A RCER 1A BRI AN B)) s B 145 B4 08 B8 g 100 7™ bk
JE IR G5 4107,

KT =T S SRS M SR 2% P — B ARG R I ) 8, 45 — NS n MRS B R G
AR BE Dy d 285X, HEF IR AR BRI B30 S 4% BE 2 O (™). AH A28 10 £ JEE 3, a3 B 2 2 AR 6
) AR L YA 45 Ay 7 A8 e i AR 0 SR WS P A7 ) R, T DA PR VR I SRR B, W BVR L R T RN IR R,
TR - TR A A 5T e 1 B g S T0),
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23 MERMH%E
231 wAeMEHENE
INF P 5 PP A Y SR T ) R ) 32 B v 24 Mk (safety) 7V 5 i M (liveness) 72 224 Pk B IR IR
AR, WA AN GERE R IN N B R, SRR I kA, W sSmlifE 5474
HOIRERAT . X T LRI )k o, 22 A PR 1k vy LA s LR
o —ANMERURRAMER, WERVEFUE KOS RETEE A N ORI, gt i, 6 T AR e A P
Wit o, BEATE o —ANITR o, T o ML MABER P. UPATRI o, TAICETTLIE Eo
ML TR E LI e R BT A IRECAT IR R R L R IR AT

o —/MPRJFURIE MRS, S RS R K TCVETE A RPN R I, g R U, X T AT AR B AR B T 4R
o, BERBIKE oM —ANEMo, 15 oL P W WIS MM <X Be S s
HITEH 2R

BT EIRE XA, At AR RIS N AR AR MR, 2 A R R T I B E
JPEARRL 24 VE S — BT F R RGN AAR N, ME Pk 50 UE ) S Rk . BT e S R
REETEA B P N80, RG M TR B 2 A I B A B, SR, TEIR 2GS, 35 P IR 56 E 75 ZEXT
M R

S A PERVE VE IR SOR BT B 2 X I GEEAD 3 =7 XA SR TH 4 MM —Hgs
(universally safe). — &% (universally live). 1F7E %4 (existentially safe)FI777E 1% P (existentially live). X 4
ISR AT DL B T B R IR I S A S R AT BRI s — e R R RN M EEAS
KA, CARCAEAE B AT LT (s — 58 AR, T2Hs 1) 58 SR B S M Iy [R]85 B FH P BB 42 2 1) FR) T 60 0 S R G
YR BNTH A 18] (R ZRT AL AR OC R,

X TR Pk I IRV, AR R E AR T LR IR AN A P UAE PRI RS ER, BIAETE — AN ARl SAFE
ANETE LIVE, f#43 E=SAFENLIVE. X173 SO PR 5T, AR PR E AT LR A2 AE 2 A MU AE IS PR AZ
. — B M —BURMERAE, DLRAFATE M —BUR AR,

2.3.2 ZeMEI R VT SR IR A A

W T e bk SR 5 2 Ab, A St (0 ek B ) R 0K 49 2 5 12 Manna S AU HY T 4k i ) 1
JRIP 2 IREER, A5 %45 (safety)s fR1F(guarantee). I (recurrence). F7&E(persistence). X 45 (obligation) il
M (reactivity)iX 6 FH3EAL. X 6 MBI MW H KR 1 P, & p h— MBS T AR, %24
PR s — ELi AL p(Rlop); ARIEME 28 s B 29 2 p(EDop); TP R 7R TC 55 0 AL p(Rlaop); Frakit sk
N —HE L p(Rloop); X4-PE It 22 At R GRIEME A AT B A R AL & (38 I IR B, SO 5 5
B LA ORI R 1 R A AR R AT R G152, BRI RIARE ).

R R
A [oopVoog]

[ WK } { P J
odp <op

HHFHR

A [EpVeq]

[ ReMR } { (RIENR ]

op

1P e £ L e R DY
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24 WUETH

FLRT, W 5 3 R 40 (0 IRE 3 P B 36 AE T BT NuSMVUS SPINUSL, Murphil””, TLA'81%%,

NuSMV i LTL B S . CTL SRk 5 AN IR AR AR 4G, X SMV TR 1 # SEILA . NuSMV
45T AT BDD A5 BB 30 M T SAT B BR A RURT 46, 652 BB HUBLBLAE D di N, S0 TiE A5 2 i 75
JEH LTL. CTL HiR (5, 76 A6 2 45 R 6. NuSMV AT T AIF 3 4% i o800, R A b s s v 181 821
WAEET, AR AR R R Bk RGeS 153 R IR R MR MR 4. B, Clarke 26 A2 A SMV 46
UE T Futurebus+Z8 47— SUPE UM, FF AR B T 1% 00 80T 17 76 19 Uh i A 9 &2 DL IR ;. Anderson 25 A3 ]
SMV GHIE 7 R LIRERT 28 48 & 753 /& TCAS II (traffic alert and collision avoidance system IT)[{] HI £ B3k

SPIN (simple promela interpreter) & H T I AE I K R M X RGEMIFIR LR, BIET IR = A
WL S AN IF R 1) PAN. 7E SPIN H, fii ] Promela (process meta language)i& & i 75 2200 1FE ) &R Ge 8E4T
AL SPIN SCHRRRUE 2 R PEREYE . R AR, R d g e W7 555 5. SPIN nl HI T4 Uk /> A AU 55
FEUOSO] R B LT A P RO iy i A . 454, Ruane 25 AT A SPIN B6AIE T — MR RGE 8k
£V S DA IE A ;. Holzmann™*Mi i SPIN B61iF T 40 S N2 EVAMERTE, (HFE 2 G 1 A wE k4
FA.

Murphi J& —F iR EF, HEH TRUFA BRI R R MR TR, A # 7 J%5 H Murphi 1 5 X5 Ypill
e, HEAE ] Murphi T RIS UEIZ PR SO i e et PR R I ANEZ 3. Murphi ©# e N ] T 2
S ) R A6 IE, R A el Ak B B A — Sk ) P, O Murphi 78 BT I [ A ), E R BT
TEEE/ANST [ 2247 — SUPE P Ubn v S B A7 48 1O JLAE C ARRD A 5. 53 4, Murphi B8 3045 B3 ) 56 3,
iltur, {4 FHl Murphi 7] 78 JLFP N % 1 Needham-Schroeder Pl P77 (iR, 5 HZ DL T TMN 25814 K Wi %
) IR A

£ T EhAE i 15 2 38 #R (temporal logic of actions, TLA)P7 2 1 Leslie Lamport 321 I R MAE S, 15/
TAMmLRAEIATRAENIF K SRAE. TLA I—MR s TR AE 5 AT DU S TAIRES HIE I, &
AT AR B4R, RIETT AR M BI1E A RN, 3IE B — @ S7Ek kR A7 M. TLA W 5 RN kAl &
GEAT ARSI, AT 56 UE I 70T DA A O B LR 2 4 O X System—oProperty ¥ 1E A 1. TLAE TLA ZEfifi B 51N
T 2R R S5 MR B TR S DU (B A TLC 2 TLATAE R 56 T 1, SCRRIGUE AN P A7 A0 S i — K28
P, AT, TLATIEEEET Tl gy, WRIR /R, k. W ER NG 2 An 2423806 TLAT TR
A RGBT RS, mm MG R4, S Ll — 8PS, TLAfgls kLI B A
i LAAS DU B 1), 35 B 56 3% R4k

3 FRE5BREARSR

ARG RPATIS, S AT I I = A s G E A s FORM LA A B W I, W
RAUE MR A AN R LS e 5, B AR REAE AL R A SR Bl i, 59— AN R AN RE XX A Fodl AT 18 2
B G B 8 A 0 AN LT VR R AR L S I B, e AR HOBURIRE TR A 47 T 3G R R 0 TR B K
3 AETUR AP IR SR AT L — A U BERS v I, R R S i 2 LR R A e R AR RE A B E —
SE AT IR TR], AT LR BUABSE I DL, SXAK A M 5 SRS 1K) 8PP, 23 P PRl AR BLAE BRI 5 8 20 I 1) 3R
g, PRAIE R AN S R AT ML 2 A X L8 B I

BTG AR R R R A 2 A s Blr L

o [ZDIEAH, BUAIETT MBS AU N HE 25 G SRAT IR, )20 3 A A e R A

o SRLIRAE, MVART AN EARAR BB ZI KR, T R EEROE I B B 5 A A, O BN I RIE

ol rh . 4 R B A I, RO AR A
o JURRIEAE, BURIETTBRNLZIKE, T, BT AT IR A L RTAT (K Bl ¥ Rk 5 IR R
A AT M IFAT RS, SRR MR AR, e Bt
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(1) TEAEB: IR T, 2 NERE AN T REUE 5 5 Bt B R AR T A5 R AR RERR, 1 i A 1
TR CIE RS HAT, XIRATEH. R BI85 a2 72 R g BB, BUAS & 3R SR OB 1 It
J¥, #RT REIE A
(2) TIEBL M 2 ANEEAEFE R TE R WA, 1 ICVETE S BR AT S5 P A, XK i B
NG B S A2 1) 845 1A P 13U PT B I J TG B I 42
X TN ] B I 5 0 A5 R BRI, AT S PR 1 R 2 R R IE v ZE AR K. ERRAREE — A I R &
AR k. e AAREA SRR R, JEEE SRR RAN IR MIEERE. HAr, Hm 2 iR
ARBOE S O EE RGBS CCS FUEAS WP UERE CSP. AT DK 1 26 A 28 DLBERRAREOh L fk i) 3 & 815 &
48, SRIG 4 Petri P DL R IF R R ERAE T H.
31 BERFKEH
W45 RS 5 (calculus of communicating systems, CCS) 1 Robin Milner 7 20 40 70 £EA0H 11100, ik
FRARE TR ) TT B PE TAE. CCS A B /3 AL BIMEFIRERE, RN HEFREAA B 2 3I1E. CCS MZh1E 5 i k.
. IR HNERENAE, TR R AR 1 R 2P RAE . AREENAE K A TE — N RGP R 2 W),
I3 o B, o —ANHERE AR RIS S WA AE, AN, S — AR AR S R AE, KR
I H a Fla 3wl RS E R R BRI B, A— BENIREEHLRSE, F8 20 AL 2% % 1
BHRE ARG, WU AT AT LB AR RIEAT N, BENRSEHLRE AT A mr LB g O B (s 5
AN AE.
o —RENMERLWNEENE, AR HAME, B — AR A, SHETGOC, W H ok, wl, b
I B 3RS R b T D)4 S 1 S mT LB AE A RS B A
ANTEAERI N FRENERI L T CCS MIBhELR. CCS #EFE ti & R g b L W B R E M B, A Fh 81
I IEPRIRAE . JFRERAE . BRI Ay 4 B VR 4
CCS it & XA AR S SOk E N HE XL, AR N — MR S5ITIBRR. BMTBXREAN p—257,
LR p AT —ABIME af5, BEHRE o0 W TIMENE ap, at—8fE, ap—2>p Ul ap fEH
TAME a5 2B AR p, Z G SPATIHERE p A CEIE. BATH + RIRIEBIRAE, RS prtgh, FATIESE
PAT—ABME, ZIADBNEE AL pHATHAT, AL Qi ITHAT. B8 p—2op, BNREG prqidfp 24
gy, PUATENME a s BIR R p RS, FIEE, 5 H g—2od, BNRS prqik# g REH S, PUTIME a s
BRI o FPRES. B, FIERS ab.nil+acnil, XEI nil RARBIITER T IAT. BT RREMATIE
a, BRLEALAWANTRAEH T UPATIE a HEHEHRERSEEL D | AT RR, FE P RMARELF
% bonil BPRAS, EABIK cnil FPIRES. X TIF & 8AE, BATH plg - FRE p Mgk, H8ifEad
XENAE T ARGEHIAT, W p——=p, W plg——>p'|a, qsIfERPATRLL 243h1E a £l TR T
AT LABAT I, IR p—op L&k g—>d, WENIE a BT BESRRH—DWIREE, SHEETLK,
HRHAT pla——p'|d.
3.1 REHHY
76 CCS W, HBHAEM R RE — N EHEEMES, £ CCS RARUERI LA, T4 M-S,
BATHQA= KR —NER RS, L, Q /& CCS WMHFRES, A LaEEE, WdiIfEreA &X
RCOxQ A HBRIKRR. LM ANRE p g, p fl g 2 MAEBRCR, idp.gpeR, WX TAEZEINE a F
p,q'eQ, NI &ML,
L HAHAEIME afift p——p', WA g——q W (p.q)eR
2. FAHEIE afifd g——q, W p——p" HiliL(p.a)eR
(e R WHEAE p~q, RAVRE p A1 q 2 B EAEEM SR, WA B, KRB OC R T L
BRAR S — B PATAT A B 58 2S5 R R,
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BT ORI B L R BV T4 AT LUAE ] Hennessy-Milner 2 #:(HML)!'' Sk ko, B R ik R4 2 5 7]
Re IR M . X, A HML f— AR AH. e — D afEE A, 42 ac A, HML B A 02
MR

gr=tt[ff| gn dlov Pl a] @) .
AT 4 MARMW E XL EHE S M TREWDNAR: [a]ogRm — A IREIATIE a Ja 2E IR ESHD
Wi gy (R R — A REPATIME a G RIARIITARES, FAE—REWHLH e Fla, &I LH
JFH (@) . (anptt RN RGETAEE—4% ajay...an MBIEFH. A (b I A A. . AL )RR —AMIRES
% by,b,,.... by B ITH SIVEIE L (B VEAT byby,.. b, AL R EIE), #il2EAIKR bubu...Ub=A, T
KW RSN T — N IEBCR S (A TEVEPATATATBIAE), ZAEBATAT Lo — A R G 1 TCFE 8 M 34T 560

HML 5 iR o B HIE IR N RE p A q il B A BRIOCHR, Y HAUCYX T A HML A5, p
g B AN, AR AH L.

filn, %F Z4: ab.nil+ab.nil IR ab.nil, HR4E BB E X, XA Z G029 L 50 BT, 6
M, XF—A HML AR, wifalloltt, WA~REHH XA HML AR, W FHA RS ab.cnil+ab.dnil
ab.(c.nil+d.nil), FRHE 5B E S, XA RGOS A WL AR, YA — ARG ERK IR AT ) E
a b, cif, HFEFHEEMTRIEET ab.dnil, ZRFEAGES HBINFEHMER; X FRHXANRSE, Tk
PRAEREEPATIIME a B b 2 )5, WIEASA58. N HML A3 ek E, #74E— HML &
A [a][blo)tt, FI—NMREANHLEARN, JFIHMRG &L %A M.

3.1.2 9 HAEA

BT LidsE L E RIS R LIAL, 75 CCS Ak il i 4 AW &6 Pk, & 200 ]S E AT . 15858 X
JUMEE. 4558 se A%, H, ARRRIEEKBERISIETFF, B4 se (A—{r})* & X NN s BE 75 T Bk pr A
P BB o 3 BUNEME B, 405 se (A-tah), SEX q=q, 4% q TR —MMBEIEITSI s ITB 3 ¢,
{ELJ oL e AT AERORER 4 P2 . 0 PN p AT g, p A Q238 IR R i p=g,
B TALEEE ac AR p',q’e Q, i AL T 1 PR 4% 1t k.

L FHEENE a il p—o P, WA a=q AilAp.qeR;

2. BAAESE a7 a—2d, WH p=p’ HWZ(P,q)eR

MWEM &, HT WS E LI R RTTWNE, BOXA 5525400 ¢ R WO S0P, e —Fp
0Bz I EARRLOG .

MWB J&— ML CCS FMn-3 5 (131 & R 4040 W 5 5k T 2190 4y Uppsala K2EJF &, xFF—AN 9k
RY, WEE MWB FHIAIFR RGN CCS AR, A5G, MWB &%) CCS R [t REREAT 43 #7 A1 IE. MWB
SR I N AE DT A HEAT SR BRI L R S AR I
3.2 BEImF#HE

T84 M5 3 72 (communicating sequential processes, CSP)[H1 C.A.R Hoare #2H! U, CSP 5 CCS Z18l, CSP
FEAEVE PR 2 ST A ERIERE, 15 CCS AIFME, CSP 5 e EATHEX 43 [ — A SR It Kk A,
T I 2 ol R AN R B B AE; [, CSP ANF SRR sl /e, A T oMk FER A ks, 75
SCHR[105,106], 43 5I%; CSP A1 CCS MAN[R] ) f BEREAT T LR 4.

CSP BN AT LLsE SChn R

STOP|SKIP|a—P|PrQIPoQ|P||Q|P\aluX.F(X),
Hrp,
o STOP L/RFLBII REL.
o SKIP KR ARG KL 58 T AT
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o a-P RIRTTAERLE, 5 CCS BN,

o PNQ Fl PoQ 43ill# s MRS IE RS X AR D RA NI E Qe HHIETLE MmN
WM B, i, — A BRI IRE, EF 1 Pk, & —A 1 Yk pfilim
WA S AR T B R G A A R, T S AL BB A R A2 pl 2 1) R A e 1.

o PIQ RRERAMIFATHAE.

o PR EnfE a BT R, AR BB,

o UXFOOXRRRG—HAE F#AETD BT,

CSP HA LR A e oriE O 8 a 4% #5E X (trace semantics), RIHEFE AT LAFAT AL 5 51 (1946

By RIGAEE X (failure semantics), BIZEFAT —ANT 515, SRR DU 48 & A M SH R4 4

} T % 48 (a—>STOP)o(b—STOP) M % 4 (a—STOP)(b—STOP) Ml &, ‘AL S 25 M, Bl
{(O@ybyy, RIATDAAPATAEATENME, B8 AT a 8L b it — A0 AE. (HORIX /S R 40 1) RO S & 2 A AH )
1, HEERTAIMERSES, T — N EE 2SN IR B AE, Kk aI{E a fl b R4S R4k 2L AT,
IR A 2 2 aby, 1T 5 XA E L N BE R, RAERBHAT agi b —AshfE, B RSW
SRIGUAE g 2\ {a} F1L 2 (b}

10 I s SCI Bl b, R L8 8 Y (failure-divergence semantics) W JLdE— 04T T A, RIBR T
PR WeE LA, 38 0 HERR T DARAT B 55 ean AR I R B ARG B, RA(uX.a—>X)\a R —A RS TR HAT
IME a 0 EREEREWX asX)\a, BIE a & T WERSIE, MBS FIRMEE G M B, % RS STOP
R AR EEES KB, STOP RIS ES ZD, M(uX.a—X)\a K LSS HEERSET
FI A (B R BT LG BRAT P B30 1E a).

X3 Pl Wk e R IR IG5, PR TR USR5, W RUE ORI, 4 AN ERE P AL Q, Q
S& P B K AL (trace refinement), 00 PC1Q, W Q 442 P EE S R T4, J8flih, w5 SURIKL K%
1t PCEQ BLRR M- B RS A PCepQ. #2 T2k, W] DUIE ik FR R 05 SCRL RO I FRORG Ak 56 R AT 1S Y 06

T, MRS E L —A CSP HIY, it b HEFE Spec, 174 SEBLE U HEFE Imp, AR-4 S A2 BTG R
29 SpecClimp, MM AT LA HE A [ 1R F8 Bk LA FEXF MY (PS40 ¢ RIATIRUE. JEAe8t. Joimsl. o e S5
JRHR AT LU AL 5 B ) CSP BEFE LA KRS 1h 5% 2R BEAT 360 3IF.

CSP I Al 477 Ji 38 552 IR R il 3 48 A o 1081,

3.2.1 FDR

FDR (failures divergence refinement)!' V& — AN I |32 BB 56 4iF T A FDR J&%: T CSP #HATIF &
1, WA IESERR 2 M RGOS R, G TR RA AL UE. FDR F CSPy 1 5 (WLAE nJ 525K CSP)XY
RERSFNPE JFUREAT WA, I B Z)5E Spec Al Imp &AL R, — M F, £ FDR PHENLEHIFRR
AT by DL SR P IOkt B (R 2. T8 SO N RS A6 0G &, FDR AT BUA T4 CSP TGRS, TCis8i. #
SE PR T, FDR 38 32 HE I E] CSP (timed CSP, CSP [ 52 I J ) Fry 8 73 5y L1011,

FDR C&MINIAUE TR Z @5 VM3, A0 B0 L s ZERUE i) 224V i, W) FDR IE% B H; 50, FDR
S PR 45 8 22 AP R By, 78 SEK (0 5 7, Donovan 28 A M@ i FDR 1 Casper % ISO Public
Key Two-Pass Mutual Authentication WM AT T 4087, iFE B T i Vh SO L S UGE <M, HaH T —F
B3 7. BRI AE A FDR B0AE T 4R 2 4 03l {5 Uil i) 2 4 PE %, %4, Brackin!GE T 1SO
Two-Pass Unilateral Authentication with CCFs FI& 4 J5 [f) Needham-Schroeder Bl iS0iph A& Ko AL 1 LA K & 3N IE %
2, # 3T Needham-Schroeder 25 44 P SUAN I A& £ U TAAIE 22 A P UK S 9], 4645, SRR, FDR REUEXT
TABAS I 2 VAT I, JF R 4 AR 22 A st i — A Bt
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3.3 Petri®

Petri W20 85 HUEAT R M %KoK, th Carl Adam Petri T 1962 4E4 1, S48 2% R G kAT 5170 /)
BT BOAE S 5 ELLL R PR RS A i R 2 T BTSSR A g, — A Petri B PN %05 — AN =g 4L(P,T,F), L,
P R AT IRALE (place) (AR 77, T R AT HGT B AR & (transition) (5 75, FC(PXT)U(TXP) R 7R LI KR 414
FAE T PHBEE THHMAELS Int):={pl(p,ye F} LI TIEHF] P i 44 Out(t):={p|(t.p)e F}.

E—A Petri PUHh, 52 XU i (configuration)c g —A™ Petri W HARZS, ¢ & X T ERMLE p T4 i (token)
PR, X B MECE T RA T HRENEH . LR E%. Ed Petri MITBRIHAT, ARLE p
AR S R AR, R RGN LT Petri (% 3w .

Petri (W B G RO IGFIERE Sy, v LAIGUE RGN 2 PPk o, H 3T 50 0E ) B T

1. AT M (reachability) i) ;W — > RS0 eI B — /MR E PPIRAS, BRI B AR 2 ThBe.

2. AP AR R O e MR AR HAOIRES, R A A MBI R A A IR A, A 1R 1T IR
BSRTET RS, WRFAEXENTERE, WHEARSSTESR, B0, SATEZR. &
55T ) R AT DL AR 4

TEAE ] Petri WEAT PR B0 F I, 2 BLALE PRl o7 1.

o —FIE7E 35 (the coverability tree) i, 1% EE T8 T RIEATIRIE, BG4 1A Petri M)
WIRSH ¢, XFE, HTIEBIRSES TIWRADNZARE, MEES P IRNMUZA MR, KA
3G 7 FEMCS TR T LLUB B 4548 ¢ T Rt LRI mT. T p  BATLR A M ME N, 5IASH oRR
THHERIA]. X, ST R —A Petri W, #Ae i tH—ERAT PRI 55 0, a0 7078 o A% E R 31
AL B T s o S BRI %) BT 8BRS R T iR R R R A A T R

o i, RIBEHE M 5IRZS U5 ik (incidence matrix and state equation)!" St T Petri B K PERIGIE. 1%
J7VER F 5E B 5 FR SRR 7 Petri BIZNASAT . X Bl 7 R RRFRE. 258 X T Petri Wit
T e 1R o7 R e 2 TR) B T GE . e e AR S BB R A 1) 7 R S AT M BT 1 B

H AT, 3T Petri [ [ 5A0F A4 A7 T H 5 245 Travis! U1 PNRUZO2E 78 PEREVEA 21, 3045 Bl o #1220,

oA A F G20 BAT B IR A A
34 HMWIETA

3.4.1 PAT

PAT (process analysis toolkit)!'" Vg — M TR R LN RS SR R0 L5 0AF T A, & RyIH
FRAS BB UF A LTL IR 0 RS A2 5ok, PAT 3% 8 & Fe i Bt % 5 F 22 Sk R 45 (1 36k T =1L,
BT 11 A, SRR RN W AUEE F, R RS e SN RGE. A SR
A ANE L. B, CSP AL AR X, e R G H N ] EBHLE X, 5. PAT IF AL BE Tk
X IXLEA R P s G — 18 SRS, R B2 INIE R RGOR KR, AR ST AR, ENITE R
4. LRAT R RE, DGR R B, [F, PAT3 SEEL T 2 MR I6 507k, H T I IEA W I R A A
JR, el 2 LTL. CTL. CTL'R/RMIMER. A PR, BRI LIEB. Kb R K A DL SR A
FUPEFTSE . BT XA R I U T, PAT Wbt T ACHF IO P A8 LS S5 AH R IR g 2, B B3 B 48— 1
SRR HAT AT S I0E. O T 3R R 4T I PERE, PAT 7 B & WS H T IR Z b oK, Wik FE v Seas % .
FEATHEAT R 30 525 . 1145 53 B PAT 5 SPIN. UPPAAL LA PRISM HEAT T L4519,

XT CSP AE, PAT 47 )& T DL B 00 bnitE CSP B, MuASLsAR G, WU DA RO 3. AR S il 25
W, SRR TN E . CSP WE S e SU— MR 510 RS, PAT SCHF CSP B R RRG A0 G R R 2,
SERT LA T CSP S IE.

PAT fE 3B A Z KN H. 2PC (two phase commit) e ¥ 22 43 i 2 5 22 B H4i 122 H >k 56 1 43 A 28
S M. PP E R E TS 5 E I HERE, X CRal o i) — B0t B AR . PAT i i % b
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B PIABY BCEAT @A, 7T LAIGHE 2PC YR W TG Ae Bk e, I T DR 75 22 8 SCAH DG LTL M Bk AT 38 1F
4k, Fernando 25 A\U2612758 53 PAT 361iF T HE% BAR R S5 4441 24 #5 (Nash-equilibrium) ¥ 5%, Thin 25 A\ U285
I PAT %t X HBEIEAT T A R0 M. kA, PAT g FH 1315 A5 ek i) e P P08 A5 B S0 A0 3 TR 22 DL S AR R 4 o
Ak 3 A 2 R ) 6 120

4 KRG

S R GERARRT T WS A TR EEOR R GE, RAERPIRE . SEBESAT P 35 20 L — & I 1R 29 R4 A,
B, DA ZFUAE — 5 1 (] TR P A HE i 25, YRR P T R G L I 48 S I I 2 R G AT X e SR, PRItk mT AR Ay
SRS, IR N SEIN R IAT AL . PRI A RIGAE . Wik T HBHTRIT, &Ja it S2int R4 &4
PEHAT 44,

41 1TAMA

fif 1] [ 2 Al (timed automata, TA)E /N A SCI R G0 ERAE &, X — BBt Alur 25 A H3h 1320
TA W LLEAEER SRS AN EERE ESIN TH RN, 58k Xy, z28R. ST BUETE FHE Re,
EHEANAIGRIRAS B, BT B R o R 0, 2 )5 B AH IR D3GR, TA I AL 75 B 80 4 4 A Fi i
PR G EE”: AR A T TR x~c MR FARIAEI, H, c BFE, ~e {<><, =), B
AREAF T LIAREEIT S B, RRTBREND ELM, B DIAREERES b, Rons HEZREr 824
fF; BEPE TG x EE N RAREETE b, RRENT —RER x TEHR 0. 1AL, bWEETE LM T EEE
IREE.

Bl 2 E—ABT IR A S LR, IR T LS PR R R S B AT 14T 0 WIRIR A S (of), 28 1 Kk
JEENRAE (dim), W0 R B B, MAERRSFES: 10 s FXM; 0 RAERRS TR AR, WaHEN
IR (bright), 7EFDIRAFFLE 10 s J5 ABhIEH]. LA dim £ bright (3T W1, 24T dim IRASE, 1550802
dim R x<10, TR AR by 1, (X} RRIZEB AN b sifE, RAMDELMER 1, FHWEE
AETIER, WHRKNAAE G x TE R 0, ZFAHEN bright R4

: T
\ .
4

/! -
! ™
f \-\{:, xr=10,0

mz=mﬁf émTJﬂ \

\ f \
\ / \

<10 @b,ﬂ:?’ l-{-l'} <10

B2 PR AT I IR E 3L

RATFR TA B — 4 5 (configuration) 2t (24 T B s 55 IS B8 JC IS v MR HI Z e 4L(s V). TA R PRl
Bk R A IR A= 87, T8 R AR I B4 M W 2 AT B 5 B [ I B 0 SR 4% £, 7RI 1 i AR
o, AVFEBE BRI, B QBN RS R, FRET R RSN N B A2 R A . TA
B — AT AT LLE B i A B B8 R AN R ) R )7 81, i o=(off,x=0) (off,x=2) (dim,x=0) (dim,x=2)
(bright,x=0) (bright,x=2) (off,x=2) (off,x=4) (dim,x=0). .. /& — X HAIT, &K AK KA off. dim F1 bright {5 ¥
2 s JEEA BN —IRA L FRAG L.

AN I TR S e Al (ta), tE A TTERIZ AT 4 )1 B R, a A2 76 t I 23T B, T TA f—k
PAT, PEASAHAR (ks J5 2 TR PR 5 B mT e s I R) R 00 Bl VE R, BT DA bl — R BAT T LA e — AN s AR 7 81, i |
— B (AT ot B ISR A1 (2,d)(4,0)(6,0)(8,d).... TRATHFR T X AL ShAE 41 h 1% TA B2 5 5
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42 MHRMAFAIIE

T TA ARG TA 2R ER, BAIGE 3 KW aldE. Ao mEmasiv:. S, nrk kA g m
KB JE PSPACE 1Y, i BT region S50 28K 7 MRS, K TA I JG BRARZS 2 A1 K1 73 1A 95 4~ X 35 (region), M
T4 TA (T A PEEE AL AT 9538 R4 BT IEPEM 2, S R AP % e 2 AN B A TA Z B IR R B
A TA Z AN 2B R R U —A TA B2 a5 bk 0 — M2, HHRI BB AS TA 2 a0 2 A 554
K. b, AR AN Y, EORBEL P R T s U,

TESCHR[134]h, fEE S T JLIE B AR Stk e =, i, —AN RGETE 2 A I (] Py — BV AL S AN
Jii(minimum and maximum duration); — M52 K IR R] /2 — IR (periodic X recurrence); —AMIREHILZ A,
Z R RN 55— A RAS H I (bounded response). F 1% X 28 TA PRI AE S H 20, LR EZER 2
$ T4y SRR Y Timed CTL (TCTL)AN%: T2 1%k 5 18] /) Timed Propositional Temporal Logic (TPTL)!"),

HICTL —#F, TCTL 852 XA AR A& 2 3 g g 42 24 2 o i 43 11361371

go=truelalgl A~ TPV @,
Pi=pU’¢,
Hdr, a RoR g7 dl, g BRI B R &AM TCTL 76 CTL MIERE ERAM R VFIRES 2 3 o] DA I 40 3 &4
0. BEAXR ARV @i=g U, —FIER, i, I Ry LMK IE, RRIEE A I PN Z) ¢ ¢, I HAE
W2 Wi —E AL ¢ 10, legalU*%ldeadlock /& —4> TCTL AR, FRIEHIBAT 30 s ASIEHI. 4% TA Fl—
A TCTL 2306, BilE TA JEEW L onT LLRZ T R4 b CTL MR MEIE, M7 T Wi b g N i is #
RBE TS 5 CTL Mg, 4113 TA /& 624 FAX Y TS 35 & ¢. TCTL F58 LA 50 5035 w7 Sl ik 5 | NGB () I 48 oo
TCTL A X OF AL A EM I CTL A g, FHEB) region S50 28R 73 1077 20K TA HAU A RN T H R4 TS,
M35 T — A4 19 CTL $030F il . TCTL ALK M 5175 (¥ 52 44 8 & PSPACE 56 4x 10,
TPTL 5% 5E (U F:
p=am=< m| m=qym|false|pi—> o P Ups|X. ¢,

Horh, z=x|x+c, ¢ L. TPTL 78 LTL F2EA b Ao ir 2 3 rb H BT I B A% 0 1) 2238 2 A LA % () 4% 3 450 IR
BICIHILR. X @R 7K X WRAE R 0 J5 oifiar, WA o, 0] U LTL 1977 20 . B, ox.(p—-0y.(gray<
x+10))& —A TPTL A3, FRTE—A piF=KAEWTE 10 s (WA E] g W, 7T LUIERH: TPTL [\3RIAHE ) ™ 4% 5 T
ARICH; 6 W EA A1 MTLEY, H TPTL 22 K ELHEH)5E 1) B2 EXPSPACE 56 4x i),

43 ¥IETHR

H iy 2 £ F0FH F i (A B Si WL IE R T H, 41 Uppaal. KRONOS. RED %,

Uppaal & H BT &5 HE0ET TA B R @, 750, BF T E, HEMD7E4ES 0. Uppaal #4411
R SE TA M4, M2 IEEIAT. MR LU TA, SEHRLE8EE 0. BEHE. RAORESH %
MU A2 AR [ 75 SR I R 4. A8 2L JBRUGIE 7 T, Uppaal 52 X T —ANATEGAIE TCTL %4 T4E, 30 ghir—ut
B FLE PEPE B4, Uppaal SR T 2 B0 B REGAE T 5, 78 TR RN 3 S8 5. SubJy i, I35 i
FIER . AL TS VMR, BSR4 7F Bang&Olufsen 24 1) () — AN & Sk A 2 s h RILT 3 ANk
TR A7 T, 2T TRON ZEZE IR TR LA &% COVER MRZE R T H, fefig L1 TA B8 AL Rl 2
R S AT I TR A AR B, gk R A A R R B K A s R U i U, 4R T STRATEGO.
CORA, 5T PricedTA A #7456 Al e MR LML HE, SR ARE T ERWEHI RS, HRRERAEL
FATHAGSAT Pl 2% g o144,

KRONOS [WHF S7E T R 2 ML e, I BB T EEAM TCTL ELASL, & RvFdid e X —1 TA
AT S B 7 SR I 5, K s P R ) 0 A T 5 g 72068 st 4 A% G I AN 1 B L G LU ) 4], KRONOS =
BT 2 B AE VML IAE, U3 ATM Phil . CSMA-CD ¥pist ! FDDI BMX &%, B T Ur s B E LA AN, g
FH 008 B 02 8 5 2% (0 25 5 140 RED 3 2 T30 47 () 20 38 4 10 o0 Al RS R 4, SCRe 3t T i) [ 30
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BURI T B SRR R B, A 25T CRD (clock-restriction diagram) 5 5446 i 4403k 147),
44 B

5P LS AR T PR, £ESCI RAEh N BRSO TS0 Mo, TG (O 0 9B A
BHSHMWIEESTRRENERIBIT. N TENRZME, REPATIERETT LB B—A 7 i 183 134T 7
H. BATAT ALE A AT R e 1R 2 1) v 5 SC—ANJRE B, AR50 88 0 4 ) AR DG BRSS9 s i 2R S ) e 11481,
TA BHHEF R EZENH TR IF 5L RS, e —A TABR A FRATH As Rt AP ITA B2 ) 4
PEFRFA Bt O 45 B (AT (U x>¢ AT, x>c—0), MR IGHIAY A (RSB TT DA B As 101 55 755 B2 S B F e 70 450 g
AR R @, ) TG IEAA T AR TR A A gt

5 HIXRMEHNRL

MR RFIAT N B AN RS, BENLERT Rk B TREMLE T, Rk B T HSCHEE T RAEA Mk
AN FET IS, BeAh, AT DR PR 2 S8 1R 11— Se A i M A BE AL % 1. Katoen kM2 155 7R K 56 1)
DUARAM T 482k e B (1 2k 0,

51 {TARE

MR RG AT BB T] DL AL BE 50280 RS BT TB) e S ) 8] PR/ S PR TR0 B i AE. ih
W] DLUAEAR H 22 FNE R LAY FTERATI A 4R 3 P R AR BN R Sy R TR TR n) R PR SR I R DL 2%
SIS [A] By oK W]

B8 BN 1] By R W] R4 (discrete-time Markov chain, DTMC) & i 5 fill (I HE % R g ;1511521 DTMC 22K
TH RS, EEANRE Nl — /MBS LB AR, AR T8 — 40 75 AT 2, #nr L&
HOZPAT K AR FIE%. DTMC A AL AR T, 5 /R A7 5K 2 545 5 (Markov reward model, MRM)F1 5y /R 7] 5% ¢t
5 FE(Markov decision processes, MDP)!'**131 MRM 7£ DTMC )54t FARASRZSHIN T — AR 8 2 i (8
FADIIME, WU EPIRSER 25 4RSI, Mar Rk A5 N M E 4 B, AT BLE SC— 4% B A% 11 22 5l (51 9%
M. TERXAERI Y, B T 52 i) T B BT A7 29 R4 1 IR S0 AR (W %€, MDP 72 DTMC f) 2R 4t F 51
AT A ek, ART DTMC g — AR HERT R M — 1 5 4IRS T B M2 40 1, MDP & — M IRES
AIRE 2 MR, TSR ARH e Mk B — MR A, SRS K TROX AR o A ik B S 4R R A AR E
PEEFE AT LL B — A 5K S (scheduler) £ 7R, USRI HEHT 45 € I, MDP 1] LU 4k Ok 464 1) DTMC.

K 32— DTMC M%7, #3487 1Pv4 H Zeroconf Wpill (I HIRLFE. 7EMCE 1P Muhb i, FHLAEK T2
BENLIEBE— A Hbdik, JE i b i 2 WA T, TR 2 EE n IR RS, =4, RAURKH q 1)
MEZEE B b bl AT, JF B 5 G RN B R B I MEEE 2 p.

_’/
l—p P
— -
— 1=pm _

p— "&D}

TPv4 bSO I F) 2 10N TR) 2 K AT SR (n=4 45 8)1)

5 DTMC X3, 21 e 3% S8 i 6] B 238 2R 46 1 S Al A 70 2 3 221 (1] 1 7K AT K % (continuous-time Markov chain,
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CTMC), Tfii Xt 32 SN i) T A 2R A7 Ay 57 L 303 () F 5 AT LAIE 3 B3 AR Rl 2V ) CTMC 7RI B R oER BRI T
TR AR, JOFRESE T ATH | AT E N Ay, LR IR T EPRAS | B R A R 2 BLA; 2301
TRB AT, MAHZA TR S RS R, R iR I, S — i, MR B A v s, S
NEEIRINSERE L SR 0L R S NN Z?:Iﬂﬂ HSEIIREO (B — 3 n MIRE), HITBEPRE | %
2%4,-/2?:121,-, A LA B A S R — AN i oy A i e ST B AR I T, 7477 B DTMC AR A % 04T
IT#%. B4 &—/ CTMC 167, A —MFRHRATAES MBS, WILEA 7, B2 A7 3 MT5%5. AT 5N I %
& 32 CRRBNEIN (R [RIBE 2 2/3), 1F45 50 I 32 3 (I8 58 BV I ) 52 1/3).

ermply 3£.’ -'ii‘i 312 full
B4 T AR A 55 B0 7 0 E I 1) T/ ke
52 MERMY

DTMC H ) e B a5 mT BL 434 58 11 1 B (qualitative properties)5 52 & 1 Jfi(quantitative properties), fif
H LTL AR, 75 DTMC 282 5 [ B3 iE =, 4 FhIEREAT LTL e v (s vE. AW isdE. EE M
RS2 ) A] LU T 200 DTMC HoE B M6 1) B RS, XX I M2 KT 0 (FF7E— &) FAE T 0 (R A7 TE
1), AT B 2 A SO Sk TR A B0 R i DTMC, LTL & PEME S50 E ) 8/ PSPACE 584 117, s &
2 I 1) 1 U A RS H R, T AT W A S 2 P I ) 5 (1 B A MR 2 0. 24 LTL 5 g 1 I o
A LI 3o ) 38 3% R ) e T K I PR A BROBR A& 1 BhAL LA B S 2R i) R 5 % E B LI R, 4 56 E ) A 1kl
Ty IR ] RBE Al Ik R R 24 LTL PEJRON o 1E PR S, Al DU S R385 Pk Rabin [ 3hHL, B4k DR ATk
i ) ) gk i SR,

DTMC Fl CTMC [ 43 S )P S5t m] L 43 0) th BE 26 11 S04 32 48 (probabilistic CTL, PCTL)FIESEFEHLIE
(continuous stochastic logic, CSL)iids, XM A2 A & 7E CTL 5| A&,

PCTL i e SCUTR, [FFESY kA 2 3R o 42 28 2K o 3 43

¢.:=truela| A dr| PP 9);
g=o g Ug 4 U "p,.

PCTL BT CTL WR&EAXFMATREFEFEERRRET, M8 THERE T Py, L, J & Ry RIXIH,
S=Py(@) R R s AR HE BT A W L of I AR MR 2 AE J XA U e e A, I T A BRI until
HF U, WEEFo. 0L AR AT LAp7 i LTL Ay e L.

i1, P-(o(try_to_send—P=9o(0 ~"delivered)))# = JL T — & TR 2R IEMF BE A 2/ 0.99 M7
3P ERKI%. PCTL 5 56 UE nf UG RUE R R 4e b CTL A RIEAE, 2 W iE sk [ Eadr, &
BRSNS Py AL Uy B AE OL. WERZISRk PCTL H 1 Py @) ZE A & Pao(@), B4 JE Po(g), BV REREIA i1
JLF—E RAETILT— A KA, WARH] T — AR E M 748 QPCTL, JLRIARE)) 5 CTL &AL
fl1. PCTL" 5 PCTL (2% 225480 T CTL™ 55 CTL {156 &, PCL7E PCTL (3EAE b fo ¥4 45 A 3R = B U1 LTL
AR, PCTL K ik fE f3/™ 4% 38 T PCTL 8] LTL. PCTL/PCTL 5 £ /> DTMC 2 [l MU/ TR O R S VIR R, 4l
W, PIAS H R AE 4 (bisimulation equivalence)fR14R A3l /2 AH 7] ) PCTL 2 {60101,

CSL Mifidie Xan'F, RS HREA KX oA ¢

¢::=truelal oA g dPy(9)|S( 9);
g=ogpU"g,.
CSL 7E CTL WAl B3I TR A T P FIF S 5 T (steady state operator)S. Py(¢)38 7~ 7E 3 — I Z1 i 42 ootk i 11
T AR 2 BT JIXE, EIBRAM; S(oURREKIRESERT, WL ot T BRI MR 2 g
T I JH), BRRATER. B, So, (Full) R R 7E KIS S AT I, ATk — AN 2SR BT AR IR A, 4k full (%)
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T 0.1. CSL [ #E 5 CTMC 2 1) i) B0, 56 B2 A e 3R (1621 CSL 2 20 (0 36 01E R FE 4 BB 1 1 S 1) b2 #r, 0T 1%
A5 JB PR 6 0 LA 1y 34157 4K (uniformisation) J5 v, FaAR P B IR 560 UH 45 Ay £ 1k D5 e 4 (1) s A1 631,
53 Z&-EFMHSE

Katoen 2 \Bf 22 23503 2507 N30 R BURE R AR cp 164 f (T3 T AR W I ML & LR R R R U
M RGHATAT A, I ST R AT SR RE 1. PR AT LR s MR M IR &, —MER E B2 4t
T2 AN AT AT 33 2 E R T 0 8RAT — AT BRI (I RT A T7, Al A S 4 BUAE AT 396 2 E IR R B (B 3t
UL, BATE TR AT E] T, — AN FUE 36 P 2 HAN ST AT FR VR A4 M 2R 4 R A I e oy A
EF ML R B, 7EREZRM AR T, [RIRERT DUGE B, AT AT — AN R R b 1 0 40 T LA s Jl— > e A M Rl — AN
R 1) A B
54 WUETH

PRISM BRI T H S R MR R G b, 0 BURBGAED ), 3% T B F A A MR R G bt, B
THIT A 224 DTMC. MRM. MDP I CTMC LAk, IBAFEHER A SIHLPA)Y &5 AI I 25 /R a] I g s 72
(POMDP)%s. # A {f F PRISM & X I TARS G T, 1 A BPIRES AT B ) s A, SCRFREER I & H.
PRISM fig# 5 4iE f PCTL. CSL+ LTL A1 PCTL ML i 5 i (L, JFAEH T im0 i 4 b R4 54k 12
AT AS 56 5L H i, PRISM O &4 105 MU IR . A sk 2B RS AN RN A b % &
G HT RIIRAE, BOREFE I CSMA-CA PR M E A PRS0 T4 19 e Bl it e (0 4% FhobE =R g 1081 56y
TEAEY) T 54 T DNA-walker [ 7] 5 U014 — 2 31 T 4F.

STORM S 2017 4F- KA 1 — K T A 3K IR 3 ARG 5 T B U7, S0k DTMC. CTMC. MDP LU %:
i 1) MDP @A, PR TE 5 SCRF PCTL Il CSL, {HANSCRE LTL. HE TR AL RVFZ R TE L, BRT
ZHE PRISM FINAE T 40, ESHF) XL Petri P, BT AE 3, 5 T 58 i 250 00 s BRD B0 502

EPMC (Ji iscasMC)2 H o1 R} 27 B P 50 T O & 1A — 6 1 199 T (R A A 6 T B, LA B (1
A, RERE R BRI 0 E ( VH L AR 40 3. EPMC 222 H AR & 40AF B 2% 1) LTL P 5T, X T3 S0 J5T A 96 iF 55 B0
TR R R, BB ENCER.

FAFEAUE T HIEH MRMCU, LiQuorl 4%, B AT B, 1 5T LA KA F IR B AR A s A X 3.
MRMC R X DTMC 1 CTMC LA B A T 2, A8 T 38 T3 g 0 B 1) 3 7 U7 2 DL 26 4. MRMC
—ANTEEL N S A A R W 5 % 1THE S AADL (architecture analysis and design language) 36 iF. AADL J&
—NRGFH P EAE S, FNEREG RS R RG DA E RS, EHiReas. DEABH RS AL
BAMORRG MR PP E LM . HiT, MRMC /& AADL [{501E T H-F & COMPASS [F 4 i 45, i
ALFER T — AN 90 NMEFIALIE TV G 56 R4 <A TR LiQuor 3= B4 %) MDP I & IF
WPPE T e M 8 2 500E, A T W) U3 2 (partial order reduction) s A it G0 48 2 2% [B] 1 E.

55 WMEEFMPMEERBIE

DL B TAEHSE N B ENHLI A B R R RGMMERAT ), (EARERS S0 7 500 R ML M L. 1 4F
K, EREFBIAITINAMEZR, I DIABEZR E /R 12 48 ok 4 55 T 3] 22 (weakest pre-expectation) i Xy FE At 46 UF A 26 1
J, 2 — R T AU i vE. HAT R T AR, 766y 2 2URE 7 i R B3 e
MERIRAE. B0, P [p]Py RANFET LA p MR BAT Py, BL 1-p MR PAT Py MR FE 708 v] DLER IR x WAL —
AN D A, TR, AT LA 5 59 A0 T R — SRR AR P R 28 b I AN gk S T B B
AV T RS (W SR 3K TH I M B T SRR I 28 bk, LR R SR R AR 0 32 VAR 1 560 1)
0, Katoen %5 A\ 7EIX 5 14 T 4R 22 19 TAEH761781,

5.6 FIFEMEFAA A
N 264 5 B0 AIF P — A 2 B 7 1) o AT SRR R AT A PR B0AIE: R 41 AT FE % (reliability ) 48 RS 7E 45 € 45 1R
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25 I B X 8], R G R TG 2 AT BESR (W B8 75 10 AT FH 1% (availability )48 1) & RGAL THZ TR PATIRES
MIRES). fE—ARGH, TR LRI, MR MERE, RS0 FEEIR AL E 1 R
DIE) t A, R GEREHE AN I RAT IORE S T FH PR (R 2 AN ZR e A0 5N I 1) DX 1) P Ak 1E S 8 AT 1 B )
TEARFNT A, TRATKE A BRG] SRR AT 2L 10 52— B % (fault tree, FT)Z#7 LA R A SEPEAE
K (reliability block diagram, RBD), X AHJC It ] S 44 ] F 4 3010F T B AT A48,
5.6.1 BRI
A L A LR R T A A R ) A e BE AR T R AR, Bl Bell SE3G & AE 20 tHAL 60 AEARHR M, JEH T b S
U170 R AR — AN K R SR 5 A B B G5 4 O — e dth, T DA V2 1) JE A BUSOL g e R
PR 43 2H AR
o FFS IEA AR R AR (AR R IT I AR BT R AE RGP b A
TCLAE, AE SRR AR A o T — A T B R 7 R B W e T 8 S A B TR, — A T AT 1
RAMTESKFE, HEEEER. i, R — & NIRRT IEF BT, EAF4GaSXa &5
CPU. WAF. WhEA4E, T2 X 6 i SN IERI247, FFREAFM 5 X6 TR S
IE S
o RBEA P AT I TR ECSB  TTHERR L, A T ST BT RRITTEE N MR, G
KA T W 1) 2T TG A 1 B AR SR s on W O DA, Sl TS5 S AL S
PATT LK RGBT 45 4.
Kl 5 R — AN EEA I MU, E1-E4 205 4 N IEARFAE, 4 MIEARFARAA B, HFEAN D51, &
FETFEHERRE RN, iR , R El & B2 Hfh—Ag ks, H E3 5k B4 Hf— AR ik
Bt gl HH I AN R G

Swstem Failore

K5 —ANHA R R s ]

{E Codetta-Raiteri % AR 7 ey, K B it % a4k 2R e — AN Y e 4l F=(BE,G, T 1). Jirh, BE /R4t
KA G AN TIEA; TATTRI IS B MU s, W5 —A G Mo 2 WL BIX0 R TR 88 s 1 24 1)
BN KNG, 1(@)FR 7R 1T g A KD,

$E, T DATE AR 45 0 v AT R SO o0 A, AAE PR B b, T BUER B4 oh (9 5 2 #1 4 (minimal  cut sets,
MCS)Filfie /> % 724 (minimal path sets, MPS), M 8 A R4 1 FIBIT &R m DB ZE N RS m
DS, XS TG4 O, AN R . E R {(ELLE3 A — N N RIS
i, BN BRI N B SEAT R, Bl — N RGE WM E DA S, NS PRI TR, AR
G S IEH TAE, LR — NN R {ELE2Y. fE— AN, f /NSRRI N R AR AN — S S
HE— 1.

Y e AN R, 2 i P SR /N SR R e N B AR SR B SR T TR R R 1 g O kROl kA, S
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HR[182—184# F T —FP s B A Bk —— 4 vk 38 ] (binary decision diagram, BDD)K T3k — A A4 1) 8%
NENERFI IR /N 2% 424 . Monte Carlo V240 5 A T d5e /N1 8 i /N B A2 B TR SR i

MoE B b, e R — %, — A RGN RGAE LI LR A B IR AR A Xe=1
KRR G F HIE R — 3, WAL —NZT, REMTENE Re(F)=Pr(Xe=0). Fit, MATHIE RFKTE
I [A) N A — AN BE A A R R I, gk T e R R RS ) R BT AR B A R R TR, 4t
G B — BN [A] 9 R AT SRR, HURE A R — AN AR A TR X BRI R] P OB T I AL R A X R, B X
Ye=max {t{|VsXp(S)=0}, RAIMTIHEM: Re(F)=Pr(Ye>t). XN LW rl FERIE X, REMaTHME A)=EX:()).
LT TAE T, BF9TE 8% 4 M BDD. Monte Carlot'®, UL 34 k4 £% 4> M7 (Bayesian network analysis)t'®714%
JIETVH R R G AT SE MR AT RAE

Pt SRR Be AT — R AR R, 11, 8 3) 2 MR (dynamic fault tree, DFT)2R AL 340,55 5 41 (¥ 241
PR RS BRAB BL, ALAT  d FE SRR 1 0 e A H BN, AN RGN 2 Sk, i AL 1 2 2k DA A
JP B, RGN s LR O, 25 R 3 o FE AR R B AT TR AR BT R B A T A T
PRl R B (R G E N T — e B AR e 0 ) S50, TEO VS NI G 2R A, B A T B ARS AE GT T A E A E
BHRMRIERS). KB, TATEN LA DFT P E T )45 1.

e PAND [']: HHNIZT NZE B KR IRA 1 I, TTRSH A 1 B, —DRsE — &, REH
MR TS Ja, & & ek, XA A S kAL BATTH PAND 13878 T X 4177 514K
R R,

e FDEP(function dependency)|’]: FDEP %t & — O i i (RTE 45T 0), FDEP [1 — MUk 4, 4l
R ds s, FDEP |1 T A I T TN AT S0E (R SE T 1), 2488, JLR A — 5 5 2 R g it
ATfilk. i, IR RRT BL S BUT A CPU ks, FATmT LU S 1E— Ml & 2%, H FDEP ']
KFRHEFEE CPU 2 [A][FKR.

e SPARE []: R/RAIH—MEAEZ AN F WA Y3 b R AR, WZE B4 H05 5 1 /N AT H
& Ak, — T BUERE S 24> SPARE '], (A HAE#—4> SPARE [T H. #lw, — M HHLASR
R DU NS, AN RN, T LR A& N AR AT AR,

6 & BRSO 1K) 7 451

oF A~ A

SPARE SPARE
1 C1
O&

Bl 6 Bl b AR () s g e

XA RS2 DN T P ASSh A BB 114549 FDEP []F1 SPARE ], %1 FDEP [ &, 24 PS fil & I,
CI M CE N 1, G3IME N 1B RGN, 2 PS AUk I, C, Fl Cy th 2 AR HAR R B OLIE A 1800, &
fI17% 1% SPARE T[], 4 M Fll Myt R — ARG, &AF My BRI R AL AR BEAT - 4 T4 My Rl M, 52K
BRI, £&AF My ASRE RN P AN T1EAT B 4, 2 A SPARE 11 H 1 DM kst

UbAh, WFoHE I 8T — S Ay T PR . B, S O 2 A AR, T 5 2 BB AR £k
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ARHBE AL s o3 A 100 SCRR[181,191]70 % RE 7 s RRedh b i N Wb 0 S S o, A4 — B 41 F i i LA — 52
IR AT T 1B A

AR Z I T MR T 3T RG0S R T PR30, 41, CORALM 1) Markov % X i
WEAT 50 HT; DFT2GSPNU i 3k 51 N Petri AT 5, JLA0R HLBE T Markov 85 (1) T 47 T #2 7+; DFTSim!'*
A& DRSIM!BET Monte Carlo J7VE3EAT 40 HT, I3 HF T 2 P bt (141 .
5.6.2 TAIEEVEMER

A AEPEAE RS — AR T PR 2 Fh R G ) Sk R AT FH Y 0 A M v, B A SRR R AL, e
—ANRGES SN, BRSNS AR — AN TE e B AL, B, AN,
AT AR 4 S AN 2 1) e B M 2 2 T oK U B3N R G 1) R SRR BT L T SRR AN R B S5, R AR 7] (5
AR

) B b, 20U T o v I 4 2 3 25 MO O 4 8, RBD W] LL% R B MK M 2, 6 J8  DRBD.
Distefano 25 NU'SUH I/ RBD 15| NS AR, 1 RGALNE 2 10 18 AR RBEAT (4, M9 & T
RBD (1R IEfE

J£F RBD HI DRBD 87776 — 268 AL KR i T H. 4, Object-ZM""d it ¥ DRBDs # 4% Ji— >t i (4
1) Petri M (colored Petri net, CPN)H, #5235 F FH Petri M (1) 43 #T T H R 5¢ it RBD 43 #; SCHR[198,199]1F] H
HOL4 BB 45 56 1k T A2 RBD LA DRBD HEAT T JE UL I A5 5 20 Hr, AT 58 ot 22 4 ml & vk A ]
PE B VEAS.

6 BEASK

B ) R G B B ) A A 0 R G, SEELRAT W A RO RR AR B B SR R IR . TR G
WS B HAT W A S ELAT NN R S, WBPET R 2 SRR RIS ) R G A IR R (A
FE R AR B P AT — IR, BUE R R M BEHCORSE S, RI5, R G UG Uy 2 20 (¥ R0 73 B I R] 386 44
RIRRG) ZAAETIENUR S H 2 355 e MO, X8 RGN R T RN U T2 9 HE I 5 2R
I, XKL R RN AR R UE AR O B H T BCE A R T R R IR R R T A E
BETHE.

6.1 1TAML

IRR G LT 2 B AL ARE 5 R0k, Hob, i1 Henzinger 2 M (1098 & A ShALRL AL 20N R 55 Y e
EEZ—. AP LUEVER BARES B LRI B Y E. M RRE RN E LN, REW
AR 45 8 OO T A, AL B W LU A ARBN & RERGREWE A &M, RGminT Llgks:
FREAGAE. 5, AT LAEE &M CURGREWMELM, TBA WLURAT. B4&TRLTLE
ARG T IPRELE. B, B 7 R TR ESIPL —A s, HRERAER - MURRR, ZREHAHMR
A: ON(IF)FI OFF(R). (REVILRIELE R 23 °C, R&GuidE A OFF A, B T PA-0.1T (s Z 484k, il B 2
NTF 22 °C W), ATEkEL 2 ON RS, T4k P H 2 WA A T 2 T=20 °C W Bk#E ) ONIRE. 26 F ON IR
A AR A

T<n
T=23—
e
K7 IR EHE S S
VR A SIHLE L S e iE S AT . AR OIS Bl —F#E, R AL AT & Esss, TR
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ARG, AR RFNESA G, B TR AP, AR R GRS O My s &2 5
(differential dynamic logic, dL)** 1R i {7 I /7 72 (hybrid communicating sequential process, HCSP)20%204],
Wy B A8 B Platzer $2H, 2 3)A8 4 (dynamic logic) ) — Y 8, 7EShAZHFER BN T & 45 2 il
53 77 FE AL 8 A HCSP & CSP — AN i, 75 CSP 2SR L T 3o i B AL R b B ), SRR RAVR
F oy T R AT 1 AR v ) A5 R IR . > erh — AN TS T DUR AR I, o T3 S35 A R AT LA

B TSGR 2 A, T S A 1 i A R B R TR R R4, B Simulink®),
Modelica™ V4. Simulink >R HI BT A TE 5, 38 ek K 14 21 1) e (block) JE B2 L SRR I R AU B, I PR T e Ao
W o T TR A R

Modelica Wl 52 ST —ANRENE R IE B 77 BRI 4> AR BJ7 # (differential algebraic equation) 2 P15 & .
6.2 MHRMY

TR MRS, AR T I TR AR e A, e REASHENAE IR, 0101 19 3 25 3 ¥ 4 %
Ao 5 AR WAL, B T e begb, BAii ol LA jerg vE v R, 90401 [ 2 25 i 1 2 50 e ¢ ik % Bk H 1) .

VR 2 G5 RAT-ART I R 5T ) LA LTL (9% J& MTL 1 STL #6i%. MTL (metric temporal logic)?7 /& LTL
MRS RGNS 1DH R, N T3 252 T I AN A2 28 0 (R (IS AT B0, R REUIRAES th 2 AN REL K, &
G2 IS AT B AT LLFRIA g B A (IF SEHO BRI B4 MTL 552

o=pl— Pl oV @l 01 Ua ) 05,

o, FER IR L E 0 U @, 5 X0 AE4E— NI TR 55 te [ab], REEMIEAT OB LRI TR] 0-t 2 [a)3
JEVE T gy, I ELAEI ) 5 L E T @y 7F Upa MO8 F, BATAT LUE X Opap @1 0am @, M AIARE 7 [a,b] X F] iy
A AL @ F1AE [, b]IX ) P9 A7 7 — AN I TR AL . BT, Op0,10)(P1—>0p2.4ip2) FI 5 S [0, 1015 1] P9 (14T
i), SR py WAL, DUAE AN I 1) 2 5 PR (2,410 )X 1) Py, A7 AE— AN T 4 p, gl . MTL PR
R RO 6 R AN TR 5 1), 32 R ) R I [l I A, RO IS IR AT RS A R IR, Alur 25 AR T
MTL ({22 Fft MITL (metric interval temporal logic)>*™, 7E i /M 215 AL o i a<b BK5 0L, FEUEM T A k75 310 1)
TR B 0] B 7E EXPSPACE Hh (7] 4] 52 1k

STL (signal temporal logic)?**'% % MTL il MITL f#— 4 R, VARG MR h s34k, STL A
AT LA 06 TR rh S B0 B K 1R 3] BLAOR MTL —REI A5 05 5. B, STL A Ko, 101067 00,4%<5) I
2 TE[0, 10T (R X Ta) iy, W R Gerh x MR 7, IB4— @ 7E[2,4]0 M 2 )5, x {E4 IR HIE] S IR, X
Al DU T-fd — Al R G i e, SR ) S A x o v i, B A 0 A I ) PR xR [T I S

H RTS8 MTL A1 STL 115 SCHR & AT /R T8 X, Bl B, A5 4 B8 s 3 A vk s ANl AL 1k . 51
AR RS, XKE LR L5 TN 2. B, W ER) STL 24Pk R o < x<5, B x (K1
KIEANTF S, IBA—ANREBLRIE X AT /N T 4 RGES AT RgLk x 0 4.99 [ RGAHLE BAR < H 241, )5
AR A N R B A AR N e Ay, TR TR B ORI, Bk, FeAI ATl X MTL 1 STL [ EAL1E
SRR S REAS RGN STL IR T — A S 8, AR B il 2 M S (R

KT STL (BRI 46 O — S mf7x 2, R, 8l B R 56 56 UF — MR RCR 48 B 2 0 2 STL M Jiuid /2
FEKERIAE . DG, 7R 8 24500, STL N 5% 58 4 1 185 e sl s inf s 42, 3l e W48 R 43 BT 2R 28 (1) I8 AT e 1)
Wr Rt T STL PR, SCHR[214142 tH T STL MBS & 45 77 vk, SCBR[215]F — 24 T STL i
FITELE IR P ik, AT DALE RIS AT Hh Se i I AT b e © 4l T STL TR JR.
6.3 WiEEItE

AR TR TR R G 2 A B I T E R F B, Wb, REESAT h AR R EERE
JELEN. PIESE— AN AT e AL, DR SCER P RSO IR AR b R A

ALIEAE PR S U R IR RIS, B TR AR, W ATIASE RIS fE RS AR,
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Z—, JHR R S5 AR B T B BT, WAL iR RO A v S v e O P
7‘5‘\]2[220]‘ PAC 7‘:,—?2[221,222]/,_?_%.

ASE R IT U AER A SR A, — BT T At BTk - e A D 51 ok i Wl ik B A ek e
MT R gz A, Wl vk 5 e 5 rl a5 K N UTEL, AT LA E A AR ZEdE N H AR D HLAEE A H AR X 8T R
WG BRI R ARSI B (PR O wlak- B R ). A SR RIS 8 S RA THIRWE ST, BRig K5 A
FEEZ. HA U U, ML T — LB g vk, WD )V R ST s R ik
ﬁiﬁ[ZZ&ZZﬂ%'

6.4 IETHE

VAR B G R i T AL SpaceEx22). Flow™ ™), JuliaReach®), CORAZ!, BACH??, C2E212]
A% RS T HL B A ) A AR T LG R VR B R G e AR R S A2 EGAE T H, it Breach!?*, wf
AT 3AUF STL PR, 5T B I R R R A% E T AR T sh &2 #H1 KeYmaera XP I T
HCSP ) HHLProver'**?l,

SpaceEx M — MBI R G RAET &, B H T 3R A e e i 1 BU SRR 4, # e
IR BRI R R TR A 4 Al R TR AL ATk A, R A A B AR 0 ) RIS R A R [ I D 45 R A
Johnson %5 NP8 ] SpaceEx X% 1A RA M al SEVEREAT T 2007, B0 R 84T BB Fe R i, AR vl Sk
PR JE AT AT S5 A (K PE 5. Minopoli %5 AP0 b B #44k, Kt Matlab/Simulink (¥ 85575 #% 4k sl — 4 SpaceEx
Y. IXHE, SpaceEx AT LK BT Simulink #5458 7Y 3E 4T 46 1F .

C2E2 78 SZhr N ] 5 R 22 45 BBl & R G T T %Ak 4047, 1 Duggirala 5 NP4OSLF C2E2 T A, H
5 I B AR (STL)R R G SR AT 2, XA 414130 ) 4% 33 il (powertrain control) RGEHEAT T 43 1 FIIGIE.

KeYmaera 7EVR MR KRBT A 2N 7E3CHR[241,242]%, 1EH T KeYmaera TH AT T K%
PR R G0, S R G0 B R HEAT TR, SCHR[2431503F T MY HUS i R AU 2 A SCHR 24410 K
AT RGN 22 2V FUEAT T I AE. B T S I s LLAL, SCHR[245,246]F) FH KeYmaera XJ L A (145 1l
REHAT T AF. AN, KeYmaera 8% F T — 2 Lo Ah 7 B4 31 2R 48 0 1 240 A0 56 10F 12 4 Pk 4y 7 12472481,
HHLProver # FH T H BR 8 Bl 445 1 R AP 4273 4 RO B0 31F.

7 BHRS

B A 0 U S R A 36 5 B A1 5 B D 1) T S ) 2 4] AR 22 TR A 36 R 1) 8 e W) FH T R A A R A
P URHEER I o SN TR T RILY of AN | R 7 N a1 T R AU E A 2 AR (o = 7 S Ul N 1 R LY i
56 1 I3 Pt AR R 3Ry T A R i AL R (S AT) SRR AR 1 R JR 203 A A AR A 6 £ p A7 A B
BRIz 38—, TR AEOR AR B 5, I HABERAETIRFE 5 T 308, A A e v A iR A0 23 i ok BRI 4
Ky B, AHECTRRAE, AR B 8 AR AR R (7 8, — OS2 A2 0 99 R 3 0]« 3 VA ) 45 52 2R ALE.
[Atk, BEFEGE, WA IR AR B R 5, SR AT EDA TR il 2y A 1 D fig.
71 TAFMERMAL

TR AR R () B v P U — AN R GE, FORAS 7S ) B n A 7R A8 B 21 (R o BOIRES B oh 20). tlifr
MO ISP IR BN 1K, BEAN I B AREAT — AT A%, DR, AR (9 AT A B 20w DA R — AN 046 45 4 Init() AT —ANIT
BRR TR Hrp, x REFARELE, Init 2 x Ei—AE3H, T2 x A EragnE, b, x RER T
T AR &, XARRIT R 5 WAL &, Blanbh s R4

Init(x,y,2=(x=1Ay=0Az=0);
TXY,ZX Y, Z)=(Y=XAZ=YAX'=2)

R — NI A (6Y,2=(1,0,0), I HL7E(1,0,0), (0,1,0), (0,0,1)Z [MFEIRI R L. R4 Init M T 2 )5, LB R
G IBAT BB IE T WAL Init(X)ATXo,XDA . ATXn 1, %) H X0, X1, - ., Xn
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TERAE RA R IR T, SO PR AR e Zat. e — A Wigw P R 22, FoAT145 2 )

AT AT LLBNE PR AR L P, W2 B, X TAETIRESF I Xo. X1, %0, WAL

INitX)ATXo, XA . . ATXn-1,Xn) = P(Xp).
B, VL B4 I ARG AT x, y, z R 1 AREN 1, W 2B x=1vy=1vz=1. BT
LA, AT R LA B R GG 5T, LA — MR LTL P45

BT R R TR A 0 ot S, AR T AR HE (R AT R R PR IR R RN SO A% 2L AEAT R TS T, —
BRI TR M X, Bt AIGERP. 3R (% SR AE AT R, D2 R L R fs B, Bt nid
ey RN Ll A I8 B o 0T (R A 4SS RS 56 35 SR T A4 4 F 15 i) Btor2 A% XL ZE vk R A = 5 1
b 3 3 A B FRUE €35 PSL (property specification language)>>* il SVA (system verilog assertion)>>).

72 WIEFE

TR (RSB AT Sy AN B K I 7 B A % A, T DU — M LTL BEAURS S0 VA SR E. BRIk, AR50 TR
FZEPAE Ok B AR I8 UE RS BRI H e R, AT REW R by AN R AR 5, TPRAS A5 (A U2 AR AN H i e £, Al
AL RRST 56 TR AT 9 S 2 OGBS A A 0 2, 455 R T AR 2 AR B s BIE B 5 AR e Ak B P2 K (IR A
2% ).

51 ANE 2 SOIR AR 23 To) LRl 1 A B 75 5 B 56 0, 3L 3 B AR, 8 F G ¥k S Bl (binary decision
diagram, BDD)AF Al A ARAS 2= 0], 7R e 2 & 2 M HE T 5, oo 3 B n] DAk — ACRATAT AT R LB =K,
IR AL RS 50 7 75 B LA IR RIE R B, B AR SR IR ARG 5610 W i R ITIE R R R,
PR TR AT RPN AR IR A A 4008 — A SAT SRR ). X 77 72T DL PR i AR 1 o i i, (H— S
VEUE WY 1) TE A

h T RS IR R 1 E A, WEUR AR R 2 P AN S A, A I AR R S R (R H AN A
AR —ARIERXN KT Inits TR T RIEFTEET P2 AR, WS LT 444

INit()—1(X), I[)ATXX)—=1(X), 1(X)—P(X).
WRAEAEIXAE NG AR, W] UE AR R R L 22 e T P, A AR 0] LAY R B kB I A AR
3, BRI L &L k PO, AUER TN PR, BT kDA AR S I P S IE T VR RR N
k-induction®**). 7ESCHR[30]7, McMillan $2 ) T 3648 (0 A AR A ey vk, e RS AR R o L PR SR 280
WA RINRGEAE n SN, W5 45 5 IR AT IR )i 2 1 0] 3802 TEAR . AKX A ] 788 TG Ak 1 U B ] LA
A — AN {A (interpolant), & REE7E 1 P TBZJE AR, XMEERZ RS 1 L JaraEm Bl
KA, WTURBIRGAES L 2GR ER FIERL, HAAEREAEA.

WAHHVEZ B R — A F R & 103 50312512521 i #R 4 PDR (property directed reachability). XN
IR A T Yt — A RIE A Fo,Fy,.. Fo, HH, FoAURWIIRE G, B4 Fo AR | P AR ER) 1
WL Wl — RPN TP B T IE I SRR, FEAW A Fo e thoo 2, LTk o, A2 I F=F.,, W
Fo &R EMANAAZNX. HRFEAKEEA N, IC3 BIEATEEIFIEE LR, FRN T SAT KA ) 8 1 HE

Y4, ¥ SAT KA In) U 4 D SMT SR gk il L. 3T 300 (¥ RIF 50 1 b 5730 9 1 A R I 1 A il 2 s Aty i 5 ok
AR, AT KRR AT IC3 B9, JF kT BT EAT I Bk 4. 307 T (AR T A 45 IC3+IA (implicit
abstraction, Fa3lHl1%)2 R 1C3+SA (syntax-guided abstraction, 535|544 )6,

T A B R 00 1 BV AR T AR AR e — NTF R . BR T IC3 2 Ak, Hfh— 2875k, 46 CAR
(complementary approximate reachability)** 1% 5[ 1) 5 # 4= i (SyGuS-APDR)P M 45 5 ) 1 1A T
B, BT ARG B RS 56 Sy, IR 56 U 7 AL S 755 B2 B AT (symbolic trajectory execution, STE)Z%Y!
FNHETF 5 FAIE B 1) 7 vE1200,
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73 WiETH

T 455 780 44y 56 5% 3% (hardware model checking competition, HWMCC) & 5 1 4E 8Y, 2 22847 — IR AR U A8 56 T
H2Z M i5a3€, T AR sed] B TR, HRT, s T80 T A AVRP nuXmy!*%
H Ponol**). LAt — b B4 I FH T2 BE TR A 56 1) T HALHS NuSMVUSO1R1 ABCP!. Fortel?7223 1 — AN 3k
TAF S HOL AT AN E BRI T VA O BEAF I AE T, 7E Intel P IZ AL

8 @EthiX

A P BSUZ BUARTE S I 25 3E B2 K 240 5 AR, 8 DR B v S TR R A% 1 22 A PR ) T SRR JHL A5 B
ORI EAHI T HE ™ 22 80 0 7 AR 25 2 18] BEAT NI, ﬁ;¢ﬂﬁA¥%%ﬁ,%EﬂﬁE%%§éﬁ.%ﬁ,m
R A PR Be vk B BUAE AR TR, AT BE SR VR R MW TE B RS R, BT BE SV AR D ke
B —T7 5 55— J7 MEATIBAR, 3 A B M R AR AR e A I PR, DRBREIEAE B AR 22 A T AL I
e Ty AL, TR R I ) T VAR B UE AR DRSO T A TARZ ST, FRATIAE A TR 2 ] iR 56
A R P SO o 2 R L P B, DL IE VA A T A

81 1HiNFIKHHEER

FERGR AR U DU, FRATT 8 26 75 EE A DL T

o {577 (agent): IR AEHE AT IS HRAE I LA/ H .

o fifh(role): FyRIEAE 7 7E— X SLIEAT T 4 8 10 A €8 (491 4 K U7 (initiator) W Y. 7 (responder) LA

Je A ) AR 4 48 7 (server)).

o hil(protocol): IR 2 A €A )R 1 JE AR I NI

o Zxifi(session): FKIRVMM—IXRIAT.

TEERN L, BAEE T LS5 R AP £ A4 i (session), 48 S AN F 0 £ (. i,
R AT UAE IR RS )5 5 B, FHRIESLE 5 — N4 1l v 4 S i 3y e B C PRl

FE AT PRSI 20 v, 5 30 4 P PR B i B 2 Doolev-Yao RT3 S AN U4 5 e ol 2% T AR 30 A
] D0 2% P AR B IR R, R ILREAT B 5, 90 T R AR A 2 R A AR, B AN RRTE R S AR IR LR R
T RV HEAT At 2 (R 15 I 3 095 % AN R BUIE 117,

FA14E ] Needham-Schroeder fHS( P51 4y Ze ). 335 5 AN 48 €6 2 0] (6 B U DCIE B, A €65 A R B 43 530471
4 B IAH pk(A), pk(B)FITFAEH sk(A), sk(B). & 4t, A e E—ABEHLIT nonce Na, S8 J5H5 {| AN EH pk(B)n
WG RIEG By R OK, BUS {INaNg|} 5 H ph(A)V A JG R IE L A 5 Ja, AKE{Ng|}EH] pk(B) I J5 K i%45 B. &
XA, AR B AfA T & AR S5

AR, XA Dolev-Yao Bili HHA TR AR LA, ¥ | AT, fAAE LR s ANBd, o Ldf
21 3 AL B IR,

L Aol RIE{|AN} ey A7 AN TEAE, BRIHERE {|A N ME T pk(1) I 5 Ak 4 1.

2. 1-B KIE{ANA} ey | ¥ A RILIH nonce 7% 5, HIBIPBLIAEE 1 B O0BERE A, K {| AN} IS 3%

4 B.
3. Bol—A K% {|NaNal}pay: B IEMHBIIEZ LT A B FATAT LB BEX AN SBE | 3K, JPRE B ks
A

4. Aol RiE{Ng|}pay: AWEIH RS, R Ng & | 72400, H U EE 3 20 {|Ng|} I3 RI%E 45 1.

5. 1B RIE{|Ng|}pkey: | TEIHBJG, X ILHE%IRAT Ne, K5 H 0% K%L B, NIMSERYS B L.

XA B i B 5E RN, B AT AL T IR, JF B R AR B Na 1 Ng. (HIFR B, AJFEA I B
B TE, A | B Na AT Ne. X 1] BB ak B it A 15 5.

B T Dolev-Yao B2 b, 5l th A f 5 o (1 Bk 4 AR (K 9T, 9l e KPS AN Tt 2 M 0B 1 34t
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i #% B A A Dolev-Yao BB B8 T, T3 7 RVF LG 38 AT BEARAT I/l A5 U7 AL A, A eCKARZY, FRATTmr
DU IR 5 45 1F [n) PR % (perfect forward secrecy) P ii: BIAH Xk 3 3R I T FHANEAE 5 R, W IGykpifi 2 vk
ARSI A, BUE TN IR AE 7 B E R HAh AL
82 MRiiA
TEATT, FAVFNZSEAE VI — L2z . X Tl AE i, — 28R % H B IR (RIF S 2845 B
SV HER. X IEPE RN FA % M (secrecy): X FIE T AZE RAG T —4&ER t, BATU t ZREM
HEACY ATE RAET 5 HARTTE F0EAE J7 30T 85 I, t ANRER AR 38 1 i Wa W 15 B
Lowe [ SCEEPIR 4R T — AN S A UE BRCE BRI 20238, Bk i 2 s 4 A4,
1. fFiGPE(aliveness): 43815 /7 ACKEE )N A A5 7 B 58— MM EAE I, 45 B ZBiiE T XA~
W, AV BOESE 7 B X T ARG AFWENE. X AEUE 4 80 b & 59 1 — A~
2. 595 (weak agreement): il {E 7 ACRIEH)IA K SBE T B 52— N EAE YIS, 5 BEZANEZE
AT XAYI, I HAE RS ABTXAYRL, AT UEE T BT A R 59—,
3. RS —H M (non-injective agreement): B AF /7 ACK A )INA HIlAF J7 B 5¢ — AN EAE W, 78
PR R B — AT A e I EE ds, B (E T B s 5 A BT I AN MY, FEH TS B ds ik
T 5, FAVELE S B X A B AR — 3.
4. i —3 M (injective agreement): Il {5 77 ACK IR E )N A 5B A5 77 B 58— lAE Uh U, ZE BB
WE — BT S ds, WHEAE 7 B s 5 A BT I XA, H H XU B ds i T —
B, HAT AR — R RIEAT, 7 B LA ME—X M IIEAT, AT UEE 7 BXT ARG 1
S, SARRS S L, XA R IE A & I A
LA VR, FATTHR AT RO T BV (recentness) Bk, B sE L—ANISIERT ) t, 7E45 A A SE—A
WA, BESR AN R0 (E T B fE 5 2 t N [A] 2 §E 47 1 X AN il
P LL e X, BTATAT LG B, Needham-Schroeder il A A7 35 P, {HANIH A2 59— B0kl H i) Ak, |
AFRAAE B AL A SER T AR M. B A Z NS AT XA, HEMELS 1, AR Bzl W
BNV ISLES 2 DAL RIS S { N Ng[} A { N Ng, BJ Y, T AT LLIBE G X B Moy, 45 20 (1) 0 13036 AL F b — 2 k.
83 WEAZAMTIE

Lowe fz 5.5 T FDR JF & T 3845 PRl 36 iF T B Casper®® &I T %) Needham-Schroeder Bl (B k2™,
A 75 BE R 50 FE) F 5 UE30 A P SR A T2 SR, HRT, M TR A B T S Tamarin[?80-281
ProVerif?*?, AKiSs!?3312%

Tamarin F 385 Ph AN BT & BN —NTE RS REMPRERRBGEH I APE R M4 ErE R,
B A E R OT RPIRZS, RIEA—NHOMF L (fac) AR 2 T, RANITH HLZ HEMES MR
15, SR B SO R R B 2 I RE . N R A e B AR B A N S P8 (equational theory)ZKiX.
GAEVERRIENRTIER RGN BEN— 282 10, Tamarin F F 2 AR AR SR E RS T I UE, B % m
MWRMIT, BB — A TR A R R T B, WU B BTN A, R P S LR
INIEA A, WA BE R B #5 4%2, Tamarin R RLAS Be— ANk BUE B .t 3B b R 00 36 10F 10) R AN W] )58 19,
Tamarin ] B2 RIEARERUE L L. (HETEIR 2 558561 F 1, Tamarin fE%% 75 AR F7 A I TA) Y 56 B30 0F S04 21 X
B, B T %A, Tamarin A G5 IE PR (9 — S8 B A P 5T A M 5 2540 11 (observational equivalence). Tamarin
(EAR 2 4B AE VR LI T A e S, 1, Schmidt 45 A Tamarin J31F T NAXOS Bl 7 eCK
Wil G MR i 22 PP Cremers 25 A ] Tamarin 33F 7 TLS 1.3 Ph g4 R84, Bagin 46 A8
Tamarin 501F T 5G AKA B %), 56 1 45 L W% b OAE 70 ¢ AU, 3408 TB G 5541, Tamarin 1B 4%
JH T 56 40F 5 A A6 AR A AR 4 R A I P, 6120, Kunnemann 25 A f# ] Tamarin %6 3F FH T 9 4% ¢ 4% 1) 5 43 DA
1) Yubikey Bipist256],
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ProVerif Fll AKiSs 3£ T~ Applied pi 18 57 %] P £ 4. Applied pi v 57287V pi i 65—/ S0 42007 137 JH 0 A8 o,
FEH T3 EAE ST B Pi SE T LUEVE CCS M— AN ke, SAVFRERE 2 8] (10 15 10 18 45 14 &k A= AR 4k,
BN — ARG T R I LG Ty — SRR, PSS — AN 59 mUR R AL SUE R, IR 29 iR aE, 9] n 4
B Z e, TFEGIMOEE RIS, XA R AT AR AT HEBEAR /T N S 2%, Applied pi ¥ HAE pi
L EEA VN TP R () A R ), FHE AR A EALEAEEX 5Tk, BERIRE. H, 4
Fr(names) T '] FH TR B = LRI E . FENLEL. 24055,

HTF Applied pi 5 I0E [ FEAE SRR 2 M S50 RS, JLHR, RSN P (static equivalence) ik £
it 2 ) AN TTIX o k. LS S A PR AN Y AR (9 TN G R (labeled  bisimilarity)33E T HERE 2 [8]47 h B9 AN 1)
R o3k, ok, WEEEAN IR 0 8 SR TS A W] fe S E AR AT TR ERES, D HER I E AR E k. ML,
bR I AL OC R Y T H AR IE. Applied pi Y B IR I — /M0 g BUE, WEEESEM M AN A AR v 1 BB
KRG ).

ProVerif T H5CHL T Applied pi 3 AT ) 0] 35 7 (reachability) . — 2L 1 (correspondence) Fl W 22 25 4 M 1
BAFSE, Horp, —SEPSIRIE R A F O e AT, AT — A FE e B ARIEZ AT AT, B — B R
UG R — B, RIS AR e $UAT, A AT —EPAT I F4E &, HAFM e M, MMK eBAR. K
UE—BUERT, Selg 258 0 UE B Horn TRIMAES, K FRRAEMN—SUEM RS s H R 4516, 2R )5 8 v f e 72
W FRIEIAT Mk, J5 5 8 ok R B SE 1 R S T A 45 08 2 15 B AN T A SR T 4 5 R EPSOL B0 SR A
PRI, H bad SRR RAN AL M ELTEN PR &5 5, T8 B — B2 48 T 1 resolution 3 FE X T ) SR MEAT W AN AL 3,
U1 SRR A SR R NG 45 R bad (K7, MRS S5 Ak e a2 1220 AR IR BTk, ProVerif n] F T 50 @ AH
PRSI AR 35 P (secrecy)s AAIE I IERITESE, #iltn, Abadi 25 A\2MEH] ProVerif B&4iF T JFK (just fast keying)!**!
P A WP, SRR, %P BRAIE T 3 R 5 P I RE R PIIE 48 IR 25 Beidi; Abadi 2 AN PPE Al H
ProVerif 38 UE T A UEBBAE B3, GE I 25 HAX 5 A 7 W B0 B Bl B, o7 Bl 200 R Ak, ProVerif i 4
FF 56 U P B S AR 22 A PED 200 AT B B B B IR A A B RATE . B R AT

AKiSs W H T B R R 2 ih R Nl s h sl s A0 P, i NTEVE S Applied pi BB VEMRL HiH S
TN ET B A R R T e MM PE. T AKiSs R EEH WAL E, HER TARBISEE, o
LUHI T 56 1F — 2% ProVerif JoVA%UF I HY, #1401 Okamoto HL 1 FLZE iy 2%,

8.4 FWIEMARRLM

T3 — P 5 AN [ 1) 56 T 2R A8 32 4 4 B R AIE WA P O 22 A, AR D AT IE B (9 %2 45 P (provable
security). HETPERE: Tk, PRI RBGEE B, )G, E USRS 2 e &h, Wi
VA2 (reduction) 4 T i 2 1 R W 130 22 4 PR 5T IR BUe AT by 3 28 36 A0 6 S AR 4 2 A B AR B, AT 5 B 038
1 22 A M (7 B0 R 5 e AR T BAL (R 155 DL ) AN 23 B 32 = . Barthe 55 {4 F RESR AR )3 5 B sORN 0ok #5047 D gt
1T g4, IF Al B MR 2R 56 R 7 /K 38 # (probabilistic relational Hoare logic)ilk B Wil (K % 4> Pk, sc®l 7 T A
EasyCrypt?®®”) 3 T-iiF W 22 4= Up 3L i 1 255 11 298

9 B

G B — 3R 1E BASTERSTBUIG TGO F 8 U7 A A SO 28, [ B CRAE 3 A — 5 R85 2 1
AR P, & BT A A . AT B A 3 25 Bt 5 T (noninterference), Bl & 1% ¢
SRR AE AN BE 52 W AR LS 0 FPIR S R ar s ASi% B 14 (opacity), BV ZR 48 1AL 2 0 40 Fi I NAR 3K Ui AN IE B
DLA B AL, B = 0 0 25 <2 D8] (10 0) 3 0% 3R — o R 5 M 4t Bkt >, A 79 Mo 3 o vEHE . FRATTET X
1K 3 PR, A AR L A A R B IE I 4 T T AT R
91 XTFiHMH

ToT Ptk ) XA — A% 58 (security model), iR UREE A - /EFE 0T LA ) 808 C50mp & 93 5, Bl
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WIE L8 H = /3E 2 (B AT LA G% A5 BN, Rushby %5 TR [RI7EZ (B unwinding X REEMTE, HXG M T HA L3
PPt i e P B R4 M BAEE 2 AN (domain), i D, XSk n] DUHAA G P B R, A
NENEES, SHIRESHES, O Mim&ES. 2 X domA-D, St FERKISIME a dom(a)ik BI'e e R, & X
PR step:SXA—S W FENEPAT G, RS S, LUK output: SKA—O, & sIERAT G, 77— M.
— AR BUR (policy) i€ AR B — N TF KR R, Hp, dwb £oRi d R iF Mg b KX E R, HdT#tb. 1R
ZAEMLN, BT EAB L ALEPEN, B, JRATTReFFZERR A~ daf Ll 7 b fE4fE R, (AR
TAFRIE ¢ XATLAIR A drae, cvb Fll=(drwb). 55 —Fiei I IG B2 5 BAETE 2 MR SR, s IRE SR
{5 AT LU i — AR A ML B R e 55 2. DR, e 4 S 4] LA s AL AR 3 A5 R, A4 LR T LA m)
R RERLRE R, HETeEHAG B ML T2 EH LS R,

LB EF W, EABILE X, RE M 0 WA 2 X ) (view-partitioned), W1 X T ue D, 74

S EI—ANEN KR~ XSG IR JE il —E (output consistent) ], W15H

s~%Mdt_ output(s,a)=output(t,a).
BPan s s At 2301E a B ERSEMRE, A eiIT a)a, 2 —30. M 25500 — 508 (weakly step
consistent), U1%H s-"trs~* "It _sstep(s,a)~Ustep(t,a), HIUIHE sHI t & FIE u LN, st KT EhE a ki
N, W sHtHAT afa, KT uBRENH. MR LE~X R, WH—(dom@)~~u)—s-"step(s,a), Bl
WERZNE a A TH u, B4 s TN sHAT a J5 BPIRES KT u 250 1. T A 30 W iy B, #Roh AEfL ik
T TR K unwinding & Hi.

EE. WA AL LT RBOE, REM 2 MAXE, HigL: (1) M 2300, 2) M 25
H B (3) M EHH AL ~R R, A M X T BUOE~Z 220, RS TR u F3IEF 5o, AT o8RG
PAT u % H RS AT o BRI u BIAT A 2R )5 BT u 3.

JG >k, von Oheimb %X /N SCHEAT TH &, REMEALFRAENC RAMNG O, H HAEME R8T 2 0k, 4
76 Mk % M 5t (nonleakage) M G 5 W 12k J5i (noninfluence) ).

PR TAR#S A I TR ML, BRIbZ Ah, B4 3 FREBACEU G TR Tk i e R 36 1R P09 e — 2%
EEMN TERETESRNRERAEMNEIE, HAHNETHHER, € LRBRE; K5, € XL FHRENE
X mJEUEY], RERGWH AR ARG, Mo REWHAT L& WL T TIMEIE S X, AN RAER
W TP, HUT B AR A AL ). X T TAEAR 2 P07,

DL I CAERR B W S S BOK, BTV DI BOR, W RS ME B U BOE v] DUE AT 2
A%, Eggert 25 N4 1 T B2 (B89,

P56 UF, Hadj-Alouane %5 APV & —AN78 8 B BI040, FT W00 T Hdk 2 75 ik
37, RTRVE I B 2 B AIREUN. Eggert 55 N LA RIZE B TE TP, & T 2 IS I A e H
RO X T AR RGN, TRt R TR, B0 7 AT B e FAE W 7 k. Tl
1o A8 L 2 A B 4 AE T TP BT 80 A AR SCHR[312,313].

9.2 FiEMRE

3% B 1 (opacity) AT LA SR & R GE 0 224> 5 BRAME . B IR E AR, AE AR BUEZE R T &
GERLEAT N HIRATA R . 54, HE 44 (anonymity) R LR 55 (secrecy) P 5 th 4B nT DU AN B MR IS ANiE B
HAs 2R RARIR R, FHXT A A NRE R WAE . Bk, SRR H IR R R AIB B E 4
AR, (EREI RS AT I, 5 B A Re oW 2, BUE AN RER b L 2. b FNAR
T EIRAE R, ARG RS AT HER. W R RGEPUEAT —FBAT T, SMFENARE ARA BEVERA L 3% 46 1
B, MM ARRIANRE T EADERW. i Bl &, NEHENTFR AR SEC REH
#, WES NEZEIRMEES, Wd4E P, ik, RIEHMRIRN: RGO TIHME SHNREMNEES) PN H
EANE .

FEF BRI, ANFHETT LA RIS UREMME L —MES, W— AR AT e s 4
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EF, BRONFIETAE S ANE W M (language-based opacity, LBO); 4RGN E RGN —AIRSES, BI—4
FBEE PRSI A I, FRON FIE 15 5 A5 BH 14 (state-based opacity, SBO). F ARG N B WA RGN Y =
T, AR RGBT AN Petri . Fi4k, TEHIED BRI B 44T, RGBT R B3P A%
P R B TIE ) 3 — A IR 5L TR AN TR E K. KT A SRS, Saboori 1 Hadjicostis A FRARZSHL B, 43 71
WHIE T WIURARAS A% B 2 (Initial state opacity). K b ANiZE B (K-step opacity) BA M TG 55 20 AN 3% BH 2% (infinite step
opacity)®" 7L LR N BIRF ST LR 1, AR T E D B RS T 2R AE AR RAE, S RGEAE
TE i OR AN 32 W1 1R 4 A AR /U R BS Ar AT 4R A AE, A I O v A ER BR T S BF (supervision) AT 3 G
(enforcement)&s. S AR UL, TR0 T 58 Mk F 8% bR BOE 2 AR 8 TR HE bR B, BEXT4E R B IR B I ANIE
AR BGAIE, X I8 AR TR ke AR — AN AR B . S — 5 T, W RTFRE T TR R G AT e R S ER
JRVI N, )T L2 B Al T ARE S AR SR At ) 316200,

Petri A5 B4 2 —Fp FH R BIF 90 B B RGN 2R A% TR Petri BB UG B B HLEE AL — B % B0
B R IE 5 T ) B 2k, i BLYESERNAR S IR Re Y R A s MU AL AR e ). SCIR[321 2 T
Petri WS BYAH 5E R GE AT YL AR, Hat TAEHERNYIE € XWIGEW . R&EWH. —HIEW), HH
WEB T 7EH It Petri MIBLAS R ok 3 FOARIE BV AT IR Y. 5 22/ LL Petri B4R Db R B2 1) AN 3% W P 40F
FUIEATT 4y NS, RIVAT o 3 IR A A0 AE W PEF S B2 G 4 3 38 5 10 A58 WA PR 5E.

TS TR B BB RY, 0] ) 5 2 R DR A B, A IR AT E RO AR AN T Y i)
ALUT A (1) BN AN T, AT HELE %74 AR BT A58 W8 (2) 4 /NANE B P
B, A ) AR A5 ] fifg 223240,
9.3 [aFAME

ARG BERYE, WSS RE R P R P ) 2R G B 2 1) R 9% 2 (correspondence)— i FE JE b
Bl ke, i Bk # GV B DA BHE S XA R R OC R, IR B K TR B AR R], 2R G0 4R AN [R] o 11
APk, I WL A FA TR BTG B2 AR T] 6 B (unlinkability), BIVICEE 3 AS BERA A FH A R 2R 48 S04 2 75 AH DG B
B 44 1k (anonymity), B[ # AN gk AN F P A — A BE 44 P S A o U0 e ok AR Tl 1 45 A (plausible
deniability), R4 7 A £ RGn, Bodia BEA R A b A a8 3 A W 4 (unobservability), Ef
Wik TR e A 2 SR LEA RE; %%

Bohli 2 A\P201 S0tk b s SCT 44 b R M & LA S B0ty 4 B8, F i 17 AN [ o B RA 2 T R J2 R o6 &R
FLFEIT, REMHFH AT RS Bk # A1, 8 =Jr G )R TR S Beh #eism His i &
VB, X LR R H As AP AR B A, X S B FARR A/ 4 5 B RL. Dong %5 A P27V F applied pi 3 5, X 48 56 b
FAEAT T T 2.

9.4 MERAINZE

B0 AT 2 M D Re e oty WPt GBS PR T. Ph B SR A, A2 N PO, B AR R g
PIEEASBAT BIE AW L AR B2, R2E BRI RNILEIR, BAENFHERERAERHA
LANBATIE 2 A5 2, Bl EA BT H00E. Clarkson 25 A 32 T #8 1 5 (hyperproperties)®), &2
X BE TR B B — AN 70, TR R 2 AN otk 22 a] il 2 i M o

Clarkson 25 A Ji 5K SRt IR 28 #H4™ Ji8 B8 1 R +H 522, HyperLTL & %F LTL (H &, 7T LISt & X7 M4 b
IR PE AT Hi& . — A HyperLTL A :U2 AL G HIMES. 76 LTL BI5EEAL E, HyperLTL A T IR 71l ay,
KRB Wil 2 dr il a AR, RVFFAEMTREARR. B, 76— HyperLTL AU, 77 BLIR B ik JLA
KRR E 55, Jeblth, X CTL*E4TH &, %€ X T HyperCTL*. Finkbeiner 25 AU 5% T HyperLTL ¥)
RIS AL ) B, UEWD T % A PSPACE SE4TIf. AbATTJE R AR LKA 1 Se L TR M R 05 E T2 EAHyper™!,
FH T 3600 A B P 5T 7 ¥ A 0 T A B T ST T A A A

Wa, MW TRAe-GEERN SR, CEUFM, (T — AN PR AT AR 7R g 3 — AN e At A I — AN e
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E‘Jé’ﬁ)([m}.
10 ANIEHERESR

ek, BT IREMAMEMIAN TR RREFH T IR KRB Z RN, B EERSEMIE
At Al DA 32 BRI 2 (R o0yE. R TIREE MR M WA E M 2 e o8 TRZIH, k(3328 ix L&
WERFRHE T 5E MM ZR0R . AT 1 50 DOUR S 1 22 X 4% 1) 8 ORI AR R BN T 4R i R B3 o 48 I 445 11 B 7 X
HPEJRIEAT 4328, F2EOCH 2 A1 LLAM I J0A P T, 55 7 S MR T 6 P Joit 1) 30 F g 2R T AL
101 REMEMEEX

NTAPE ML, ARG LS, & — PP A i 48 W 25 (Bh 0 B P AR AR R G, R il A g ) 1) 465 440 il
INREM B A R B SR Y, 6 B BT A v Ba L. & LR R E, Mg M g s fEs Ui, B
il F5aE, FBhvesk. N TR B AR 2 WU AT T T 2 MR, IR BT E I 48 2 R B 5 S I —
FHER, BRAEFR D IANBRGEZR AN, 5REMAEM S, WA M ) B8 R4
FRALERE, A2 B E AR TR AL T Z MR 2k, DI m T BB R 68 0. P48 M 2% V) 2 A 5 4
ARG 3 )3 N)E . BOEUE . M ZE, &2 RS T RIS J0 R B 41
102 REHEMEHTERBRFR

TEREMAEM S, (59 N — DA TOENB T —/NME 0 2 70 et AR SRV, kN
—EME T HEAR L EOE AL, R R AR, W EN R L TR AR R R B &M, A1
Pl N 26 A A2 % 1) fie 7 R A 52 2% BRI ARFARE .

WERAME A AR L) BE R, B b EmAN L&, B, TiHaNsa 208, Ml
RHN I ENE R E, XA A R A — AN BRI & — R, TTEE i B e et R g Xt b4
WG R AR S AR LR . PR (30T pR B0t Sigmoid. tanh Fll ReLU B& 4L

e Sigmoid FE: f(x)= ! —.

I+e™*
1—e72WTx
e tanh BE: f(X)= —.
1+ *
<
e RelLU KL f(x):{o’ forX\O.
X, for x>0

IR 9 2 AT LU g

(1) ML M2 5L SIS B R i KA 2 ARAE T, B R Bn S B ) 38 MO, AT B0 [ A 7R At
AT 00 M V. A A R ) LK) PAY 08 R AR A 6 v A R RO G 00T, Ao 28 8 Tl LA e o) AR 1) 2 20 )
G, BRI 2 iy B 10 bR BRI T ek SR B M DA B M LR, I H & s 2
B ROUL 52 A Y ) 7.

(2) T RAZACHE ). P20 4 2% AT LU 1 0 B AN AS B 1) 27 DIk, S ASH K el A 2ol oy P
HE, TERI T2 23 B U A T AR K ) K

(3) MR L L — Pl H AT W 3 1 H k(e BCE LT Y. B DT BORS BB AR A AR e vk s 8. A% 48 1 S0
R R A7 AR 2 PR, AN REX SR K 22 o ol BCHEAT AT R A T, e IR 1K P o eR HOR K HE A% 2
MG Ik S g AR

(4) ML ML FPIE AR LML TTIE. A0 T R EL I 2 RO LR R, A A5 48 A 104 2% DA N\ =2 1) 31 Ay £
R RR T ARLE W, T AR B SE AR B A SR SR AN I AR AR RN A WA 1

i) 7.
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103 REMZEMEHBEFMERD L

FTRATIXT o0 28 T 2% 1) mT i ek Uy R 3R R 5 A () P SO A 7 43 26

TG, FRE g% hT e B I B A BUR LK.

o IIZEI Briti(training-time attack): Boili 38 3 B I 78 U 2548 4B BRI BE, AT 52 i I 25 Hi Sk (1
FEE W 4%,

o R I Bk (test-time attack): Bl 34 ik B K 3 6 U PE AR 22 4l (adversarial example), {57541 £ 9 4%
AMCHS BRI . X e AR TR ) i B B A =KL

o FRAVHEIN Kl (model extraction attack): B & illid X — AR ), K BRI R AR AR Y. X v] RE
£ 3 1 T M Z0H B N BERA A 1 i

TR FE A 28 D 8% 10 AT B 43 g LR JLRE

o BN BB R R, X IE SR S N B IR ORI B, A N AR K R
XA TE SUR N AE K 2 BO Pk By, 8 T xRN BIPR B SR 1R 5 0 2 ) 25 45 AR B FI T, kA,
Ak vy LR St e O SR AR, T 8 0 2% ) % e A AL

o ERAN-BTHIOCER. XPPIEMIMEMETE: M NS R ET N R S PO, BT H N M9 2 A Q.

o ARZBIEHTE. X E AR EEEAE: — MG WG NZE B — AN KRG — . B,
PR 2% 1] DU R IXAS R GE IS, DRIk, o 2 0 24 1) JE A PR I S A RGE I IE B 5 58 )
i, AN FRGE R IE A T U G STL S5 7 18 508 A AR 7EIX AN 2 SUR, P 4R I 28 R ipe A —
AT LA AN R G0E ) STL A AIREA. FAEH, EXRPUREA BT H B2 H A 2, 15 R4
EHEZ O T e 2 E 1 STL A3, X P % Hu A 38 I 25 00 WE & B BR 4 18 SO PLiR 2% 3]

(semantic adversarial deep 1earning)[334].

o ESARYE. XTLENH, B X AT AR A EN R, D X XK X, IERRTERE SO,
PR A 2505 T REASSE A A 0 2015 2 R RE B . XL, SR S S 20 3 R R 5% B, AR
AR K, BATTAT DABEAE > B B N AR BEAT B A T8ORs 75 2 1) — A SR 2RI A

o FUNVE. FE SR, NS IR X R B R Y A AR . B, R % T e
AN GTHCHE A AT A, IS A DU R A R A 2 R e 8 n Atk v £ T e

o PR TR LR I R NP BB B DG TE . FRATT S B A 2 0 5% A A L B TR I AN 2 52 B KL R T
FH(BIMAERE . FRRSF) M. X 2 PRI e SCAT 2 R85 3K, i, nT BLESR AP 26 45 A i
H AR A 5 RS BUR A A AE G0 F B SO 2 S5 T 55 — bt i Ty o UAROR PR R AR, 5 Sk
L 250 T RN SE AP, W RO XN AE SO SRR i, R 2 B A DR AR

104 REMHZ MK RYLE

RPN 2 0 28 [ A Nt R S BT L e R SRR BB, O BAESEBR N H R A LR
FE55 T SR I PR, DRI, 0 AR — 2822 A 000G WY F A0l A VR B R e I 28, 81 7 ) TROL B . DO e e
Jo AT AR, AT Z000] 8 AT 20 ) 2 BEAT TR SNBGE, LR DR H RBAE 22 AT, IR BEARE I 2% T8 X\ e
UF 32 ZE05 F 00 IF 9 4% 1R i L T 0 AL 45 08 1) 22 Ve SO A 2% S8 B SI2 B I FH R iR BE R 2 R 28 (R AR etk o i B
HAEREE, X ILREAT I 20 UE AR PR

i AT H AR 2 I 28 B0 30F T B AT 4R Reluplex®**), Planet'®*®), ReluVvall®*"2% Reluplex #! Planet /& B4 JE T
SMT K fift 25 A A 28 W 25 36.4F T ., {3 F| Davis-Putnam-Logemann-Loveland (DPLL )52 144 28 45 4 5K 43 51 Z 451
FIHEBR M 9T 1), Reluplex ¥ & T Simplex S5 LN, 1556, Mk 320 00000 #3026 M £ SR IR AR5 1R
LAY, 4 — A ReLU 3% pR B K fr N i VTR, Planet SR 28 PEUT B 5 v 56 0 48 9 & B AT S i B, JF38
1858 2 A W ReLU Il max-pooling 5 £ 1) 4542 15 B4 i 42 . ReluVal 487 FH DX 18] 55 A S 36 1F 44 28 ) 2% 1) 21 ),
g HIBHAT M AER BT AR, #aT LAR B a5 ) I ASE E, JF HAX R A AU o B AT DR #h 2
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Zg b k.

ERAN (ETH robustness analyzer for neural networks) & 7 22 tH I HS B T 2% JF & 110 #2644 68 e 1A 1) 36 i
TR, B2 Rtsh el T 2 AN RIEE Y, HlW% T zonotopes %K1 DeepZonol*** HIJL T DeepPoly %
SRV Iy i, FAU I 28 190 4% B P B AIE T H AL HE Fast-Linl*f1 CROWNE*Y, i Fast-Lin {X % & ReLU #i%
RIS DL, FERIA T ReLU M 4% FREHE; CROWN £16) B — M 4 48 I &4, i FH U0 B 250 100 46 1k B — TR o 8K
S AT IR

BRAh, B VF 2 TAE AN R S 5 R 1) 0 4o 28 0 2% B 36 FHEAT T #8R. Seshia 25 AP0 1€ 3 o 28 4 4%
B R HEAT T 4538, 2¢T DNN [ttt 70 A RS IF 1 DK B SCRRSS H T &R E o, 7 JR LI L8 )t
BRI, DG T PRANASIRI A BEEAT T8 58 1 Bl 28 Tk B SCRIAR DG 0038 AT A 288, 28 2 Fod 2Tt
AR 5 S R I B . Dreossi 5 AP H T — Pl 7 24 110 o 28 I 43 (RIATL A% 27 STABS 7R ) [ 5 1 99 A
e L PRI 40, SR e i N A ) R R S — AN T A BB 1) R, L T PR I T A R L R PR
FEARAT A BRI 3 Ge— 0 % 5S40 2U R DUREFEAS [ 490 7 b ) i 58 X AR PR (R & [
B B FOAS TR R Bt 2E B A 8 37 0 b 30558 AN [R]85t Bt B A (1) TRV, (58 - AS [R] e A RS it 4 A7 7 32k (3
T T VEFEE T 5 ) Z (R LR

Dutta 25 A5 BT 548 28 TR A 3 5 e v R, 42 00 T 75 W 4 i S A AL AR EVAR L 1k,
BEHLIE B N R G I — WA, R RS Rk tH i W4 5 i ER 5L R R A b
PR EMEm bR R, R R E TR R LT A AR AR R,
SRR B — A AT AT SRR i e RS BT A R R TE AR, STk gal, k) BT R Ch R BT
AR, TR R BRI R 7 kAL TR R 2 L ) R A, kAR

Ruan 25 NEBH 7 K2 402401 DNN JZ 02 Lipschitz 821, LR H 2R s hagfie e otig, H
P P4 SR A 1) 13 I ik 25 A S R AT AT I o BT, A Ao 46 9 8% 110 2 A R 5 ek 2 i 441,
TH 42 4 1 Lipschitz & BCRTVEE — R P BN 5, S 20 SEI 42 0 2% i A i AR AL

) ] i1 52 7 R AR TR VT 9% Ao 428 D) % (1) 6 A JEARLE . R FH 5 38 1A i % 38 (LK 4 boxess . zonotopes 1 polyhedra)
K b AT AL 2 Y 4% S NS e LV S R, A9 B e 2 AR T BT A, R IGAIE O R R 45 e . Li
2 NP R SAE R BRI 3 7 H T o B i DNN  I63F BRS04 48 0 3% v DK S A2 7E FR 407 50 2 3,
T K R R R R A5 AR 7 A R IR AN, I e AR A R 1) O AR A T B B AR B HEAT X [ T 5
Frr=Ae iR ZE; W, SRS AUE B R S S k4% ReLU 33 BR 2R max-pooling Z 1T =.

o 3 FRE A T IE R S M I 7 00, AT R R B R 2 X B L, A B IE 1) 8 A%, Bl R T -
T IR B (FVIM)SR R R 4R 41 2 S5 M 1 S8 R i P40) FVIMSs S50 T4 i B e b m. o]
DIEHEFHES TR MAES 2T ReLU pREERNZ o 10 i N R0 IE S NS, AT I8 4
A FH 2 1 TR AT 0T, B K R i e () . M3 NSRS R T Re LU BB E50 T PR N 3 [ B, R AT oK 2L ik
KI5 AN T2, 1% D7 0 o — AR 2 SRR AN H BN (R [0, A VR R B A M RO I 1) S 2R iy
NEE.

B — B aa g Mg, Xue 55 AN FET ] G811 IE A 2% 2 19 P& (PAC learning) LA J 3% 5t £ 4k (scenario
optimization), $&H T v “H &7 FR G (CL I8 IO | 2 P 1R 8 1 22 190 4 ) 22 A R AIE S N B T 1AL A 2 M 10 4l 7
R

PR AR RGP I — 0, Bl —AME B RS RS T BN A, BAR
G 10 22 A PE IR ) 7500 5 I A2 2%, Dreossi 25 A — N5 & HE 420 fig e CPSML iF O il 851, 38 3ok 1 132 4
FhIE BEANNLAS 2% 2 o M 2 3L RICERF B, S R M RGP iE & HbRFREIAT A0 ML 20 4 16 4 A 25 1,
KRR GE AW E STL FPATER AR, Wl 456 RS IEMPERINES . IEDhECRFI STL 1 53 (1) 45 %2, Dreossi 55
P T VerifAl T HAECH) JERpg SR F 1356 T M0 28 4% 1 K ML AT 28 2 A e R g 6 300,

ReachNNP T HL 2 pl i - o1 28 o0 2% 1 2 81 8 OO 3631 17 781, 3% 1 L1 SE WA G 48 1 51— Bernstein
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Z AL, BT 400 ¥ (knowledge distillation) A, Filil 3£ F Lipschitz 3% 22V i i #i8 vF 50
H I8 N R A B ARG BT R Z 05 1. WA 2 IR, Sl LA sl Rk Em Lintl. 5
ZHTHI T IEANTR], XA v ] LA R 2 R s pR B, R R AR T R MR AR

11 B 4

W ek 2 AR R LR S, R EHURE I EDR P, JCILIT R e R S ARV LU )2
I, 45 ZR G R SRR A R SRR Pl B A ™ R R A (1 78 30K VR © e A BTk wI S R ALK 0T
2, AR AR A5 BRI N . AR, AR G 05 BN B, T AR T 3R 060 8 T 3 B 2SR AK AR
By oy Jrim, BRERGLINTZ N s R I U TR A SN R GE I AT AR AR R, 6 R AT AN
[ YERE )70 2R, JFDE AR Ge e vt b B F 00 2 208 S 05 3. BT AR s AR S O AR A N L 3 5t K R et
7oK BEXTEE—RARG NI 5, WAT @B PEBRGR . B0 7 V5 A TR A8 5 1 73 550 A 48 SR I A 7
. ARSCE A H IR R GEAT Ak o 32— A A 0 73 M BORKESE, DS AR R R SR N I
AR R B

Buft O COd R, B E R KRS
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