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Ranking Function Synthesis for Loop Programs via Counterexample Guided Deep Learning

LIN Kai-Peng, MEI Guo-Quan, LIN Wang, DING Zuo-Hua

(School of Information Science and Technology, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: This study proposes a novel approach for synthesizing ranking functions that are expressed as feed-forward neural networks.
The approach employs a counter example-guided synthesis procedure, where a learner and a verifier interact to synthesize ranking
function. The learner trains a candidate ranking function that satisfies the ranking function conditions over a set of sampled data, and the
verifier either ensures the validity of the candidate ranking function or yields counterexamples, which are passed back to further guide the
learner. The procedure leverages efficient supervised learning algorithm, while guaranteeing formal soundness via SMT solver. The tool
SyntheRF is implemented, then, its scalability and effectiveness are evaluated over a set of benchmark examples.
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Bt T SEALRCT P 0 AN W 4 5, PR AR ST (K R SE R R A5 R OC 2 MR ON B ER M BRI A
o3, BFLAEME TSR T AT 2N g AT, A7 AL — Pl N4 P RO B ) T4
AR, EAHIZAE AR AR IS AT AN L, WIRRZRE P AL, B0, FRHOAZbm. B, BFHRA
LR RER SR EHLAR SN, A FERG R Wik, B mLabu i R EZ MR E XS N
FIA .

WEFUR M R I 28 R PR AE T W2 AN AE K, (B T S BATRE R S M IO PR 3R R Je, L%

« SEGIH: WA BARRHEIE S (LY20F020020); it Loll4% il 5 458 22 4 657 Th AE 8L & TSGR, 1k JE b 42 1 e 4 B
AT PR 2 ) ¢ B U R
AL TR T v I R 24 G R ST A R B . PN SR AR
W I [R): 2021-09-05; A& BRfA]: 2021-10-14; SR i) [A]: 2022-01-10; jos £ £k H ki [A]: 2022-01-28
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P AT s WL g, SCRR[SHE A0 A8 M MR A A 0 T 45t T SR VAR R 28 1k i O e 40 A B A6 1. 24
T, H 7 vk 2 A5 B R e £ (ranking function) sk JH i A R RE 7 I 28 1l k. BR BRSO — AN KRR IR A8 g 31 5
HAEA I RE, H R B A SEAGIR R EA N A0, BAEPATIEER G S A% 0 0. AR, XA e e R R
Fo, BARAE—ARRR AL, AR E R R A

Bt e M ok R BORN 22 3 Rk bR B T 9 U KR TR, AR YRR oA S 2k B 1T, Colon AT Sipma 78 SCHR[7]
ORI 22 T AR P LS Farkas 51 BAE T — M2k Bk s 20 oF 577570 Podelski il Rybalcheko 7t SCHR[8]
EEXT M L AR AR BRI AR P A T — R MR R B 58 & 3G T vk, Amir 55 Samir S5 A HRH T T
& PR LRI (linear programming) [ 77 45 06 45 ik B 14 47 2 11k 20 UG 34 (single-path loops) F2 ¥ (1 22 [ Bk b6 40, 12
i Ak o £ HE R U7 2K, Manna 55 A 7E SCRR[L0] 48 T <7 S8k 5% %k (lexicographic ranking function) M2, -5
JH Farkas 513 H T — Rk vk 7 S8k B0 TE 5105 k. BRAk, SRk s BCHE Y 7 AR SR 1 AR A T Sk R B
A Y 2 4 BERK B4 Kl (piecewise linear ranking functions)214%:,

1 22 35 2Rk R 52RO T, Chen %5 A AE SCHR[LSTHR, 8 82 5 10 PR R 1 (0B B BB, K 22 T RS (K B
BRI B 1 0] R AR R 1 AR GE R AR ), AR5 IR AF 5 75 T DISCOVERER F1 QEPCAD k3K fiff AR 4K
RYE, B9 3Rk RO P S50, 6 SCRR[14]H, Shen 25 A K Bk R 304 1 1n) 7816 14k 22 330 210 1) 8,
I3 2= 58 # K (semidefinite programming, SDP)R R AE £t 2 T aURR s 4. Yuan 55 A UK 22 T =0 Rk s 011
A B ) BB A Sy 43 2 1) SRS 3 S 1) B ML (support vector machines, SVM)RELTI2E kb vk B i B, SRR IS
JiI SMT sk ae Z3MIEATIRAE. b3k Iy 3T T4 it 2 0 s 08 B R 10 22 00 2 20 Bk o B, AR T T A7 A 45
B ALt TR Y 25 (quantifier elimination, QE) /7 VR RERT, AT AL B E B S U Ek g 1 1,
RS T OB R 2487, LT SDP M5 vE AL T SVM 5V 3R 45 2 am AL (e e Ak i £, R b 75
BUE R Z3 SRARMS TR, BT Z3 SRAR#S 0 A AL R R B R IA K, TRk SR A5 IR 1 S Bk oR B
TR IR, % 7 ¥ G ¥k U WA Ak 39 ok R B 1) 1 A

oK, FETHLMENBACHWHTRESNSRIE, MR AL EERR &R MEENE
Sy Wil SEF IR ARYE, Giacobbe 258 AT VKR HH T JE TR B A0 20 I 4% (0 AR P R bk 0 BT O 9R P, iy
LN Gr— AN G W 2 A D e AR bR 2, FEAE B Z3 SKRARSR AT IGAIE. 7ESCHR[24], Tan S8 N$EH T — Py B
2 190 2% T B o BORA) 3 (0 3B  v. 5 SCHR (28] T AR R, % vk i da AR A g i ok A Bk R B IR R, B
AN A By ] 5 2 ME R i (satisfiability modulo theories, SMT)AH B 1iF B & s B IE B k. 13k 7 v ANV g Ak
HLE RS 2 G FE T, 7 FL A% A B A AT R R A AR Y. AR, RIS FH MBS 3] I I IR A A
WA 2% 754 ok R KA A 7 RO R (RN ZRRE A, XA 153 T v A ok bR 11 A s 2 o4 TG 65 52 PR 7

S b 3 R, AR SO T el S g s £ e 2 ) 2% TR Rk e B A X . %7V SR T Learner 104 A
Verifier 411428 B I ARAESE, L, Learner 4147 FH R 3 B adi 1 2 Il Gr B 5 M it — M Bk pR 5K, Verrifier 41
PHIZ ] SMT SRAf 2% dreal fff {505 2 Bk o 20043 2k, 1m0 di SMT 3 [B] ) S 4 JU) FH T 558 Learner 4144 rp (1 111 5
BB DO 3B 7k R O AT RS 4. TR B IRIEARRE R, 128 AR AN 25 0 ol 20 0 4 R Bk o B AR SCHR R
IR MR B 2 ) VR s, R B SMIT SR 38 SR (RE T SR A5 1Bk R B0 IE W k. se ot b R, BT
P& 10 7 72 LG AT PO 2% X O YR A0 R oA AR R R R R IE R D B AT R

AR L TN AT XTI LA RNE S 2% M e, 55 2 TR B8 TAE, VEAIA4H R f
) FR i 0 2% K R B IS ST, O 3 I I 4L L AE R R B 4R STVE AT SE IR VAL, IR BT I —
SO EREAT LU, A5 4 N AR SCRAT 4.

1 Fa&FIA

11 BSHREFSHEH
MR F P, Kl R
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while ggi(x)DO do

Xil = f,(x)
X, = f,(x) 1)

X, = fu(x)

Hrp, xe R WFEFIRA &, ne N, RATH; vef{<,><,2}); ilegi(x)l>0 ETNTEAY Y NI E A RS
BAAER—IRZENME. BEAh, FRATERAG IR0 2 LA 41
(1)  #ikr(terminating): EIFR /T AN REZFEAEIF, A& AT Z8 1115
(2) HfisE K (deterministic): A &t (S B A E M, B —UOEARN, 5 HAXE —MER X = f,(X) .
T = AR Q)RR T P, 4 B A TAW IR &4 IREES, B

B={xiagi(x)l>0} 2)

Y MEHFREF P ULRAEIR S B, FAII4h Rk ek e LR,

EX LFKREE). 4w — N aNQFRWTERET P, WA — KL RX): R >R, 12 LU &M

(i) VvxeB, R(X)-R(x")>c";

(i) VxeB, R(x)=0,
Horh, ¢ R—ANKT 0 I EL IRATRAIFR R R(X) 2 TEIAFR T P IRk R 4L

FERE 1 () U B AE AT RIS, Bk s RO B ™ K B0 3 D, AR AR 2 (i), ROOSH 202
e, R, 2R R RO AL R 4, WA (RIER IR RL T P AT 2 (40 46 4 A A8 2 22 1 g 21,

Bl 12 4% —DMEHER P

while (x, >0,x, <X,) do
X = 2%
X, =X,
o L R(X)=—xy N, EXIEIAFEFE P, P26 55 AT PR RS R B={(X0.x)x>0,x:<x}. 4K, B
RO LFE T A 9. SR 1T, BRI RO B R/ T 0, KT T Rk B4 PGy, AUk, o
RO AEIAFET P Bk o 2L

o RMX)=x—xq I, BREL ROOBEHE BEOGEA A% 808, JFH FART 0, B, R()E P AIFK 2L
12 REHZM

IREEMN I 28 (VP 2 A0 IR A E s 4, & DA T HUE B JE 2 A AR R I E, B — = B
SIUEBCKR B E—EMA TGS, IR SR AL S ST — 2. W, B R MRS 0%
HOFIL, f NS R AR A ERR O R, RGO L B DR AN, ARl 4 k2%
PRI, 85 T8 S 1 e PEvT SRS bR BUE & 2 T AR 3, BRI EE 2.

T IREM L%, AR AN JZ A TTE d iy — 2 B0t . BCERERE W A1 & 7 & b tF AR 4 xo KR
BN R AETTE; 2 M X, ISISL 700 R 7R BEUZ | T I & e/E SRl oS s a 5 5 MAE; x o
JERIPREE TOAE, DU 28 X 6% 1A T 1) £ R AT R N

z,=Wx_,+b, 1=12..,L-1
X =3,(7), 1=1,2,.,L-1 ?3)
XL :WLXL—1+bL

R 8 FH 3 AL 5E B (universal approximation theorem)8] ¢ B i 28 o 2% HL AT AR S 0L & B8 T, ZEANZ oA
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HORBE B REIL T, 95 L) T2 85 S o 500 T LT ol 20 9 255 A AU
2 BRERHERSWIE

258 I — N AR QIR PR FR T P, A SIS 78 W] I TR B2 28 0 4 F 3 — DM AR B R(X), BAERIE
AR P b bE, ik, BATIEE T —MNME TR WA SMT R AR 09 [ G 6] FHESE. i 1 R, %
HEALth Learner 1 1-F1 Verifier ZHAFZH AL, R IfI, FRATTHE 730l 48 Learner ZH 4471 Verifier 28 1.

o Learner 41fF: FIPAIFFRT IR IE I AEARSE, 4G e 1 b Rk o B A gl A Bk s B, RS

BB T RENENGMAEM S, HRHRREBIIEE N 0. B, KA ) 22 W 45 B A 15 32 1) Bk R
B BT AR R R BN AE IR L RET R 8 L R R R A, TR TRk — D0 12 £ 0 Bk bR A%
4y Verifier 4 AFREATI0AE, DULRAE A5 16k o6 25010 1 1 ;

o Verifier 014 X FRBH—MEERLE L, 1ZH SMT SRAASHEATIGUE. fon 50 o 0 Bk o B AL 8 3 1

Rk R EACE, U B 2 A R R B IE 0 A5 I, SMIT SR i 30 [3] — AN ANl 2 7k R B4k 1R 11
i, FEFI 2 S 0% I ZRAE HEAT S0, LA I 00T 10 Ak 6 )k o 4.

S E \\
U 4D _
D ()] —| pEmEH
x' = f(x"),¥x € B}
N /
BT 45K N
) k < miE > SMTR R ]
~
| ikt
RiEaf [ wmmam |
. /|

P L g ok R A 1 5 £ ) 3 A

15 bR S FHESE Y, Learner 4144 H1 Verifier 411158 &5 Aia T, H 2 Verifier 41141 [0 — M 210k
BRAR, B TR B TBE (1 B KB AL
2.1 fRIERR R R

7 Learner ZH 04, FRATTLATIT 1584 45 00 28 kg ABER5 ke ¥ 3 i e Bk oR . T IT A 48 I 2% PRI 25 A 1

o AMEAEL Fth ), L1 A B

o IR TR RS B IANE

o HHZMIYERE S 1, B H RIS RO — MR

X F NG A 4%, BTG DR TR 2% ) R B AR R 2 Ik pR B T A AR R AR WO R B S LR BT
— A TCE R AR R B, AR B T 22 I 4 (W R TR e D AN SRR DD, IO BRSO sigmoid Y0
BB, Relu 0% B8, Swish 0% BA 5%, 7 3CiHk[23,24], Relu B30A0 sigmoid #8554 WA 402 I 80 B4
B, H,
X, x>0
0, x<0’

T R aF e B IR SO R R, AT EEL Relu & URT sigmoid s8R S #2845 TR0 bR 2
211 IR

75 Learner ZH44 1, FRATTHRI F AR BRRR 7 IRV BIUIE K A 3 R 82 2 20 I T IR N R PE AR BE S Kirain. FLAAHE, 455 —

sigmoid (x) = 1+1e‘x , Relu(x) = {
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A AR Q) PR BRI P, H 2GR 4 A PRS2 B A (27, I ZRAE AL Xypain HOAE) 3 J7 00U
RN

Xirain:=proj(filter(mesh(l,u))),
Horpr, mesh il filter 7359 3¢ 75 4 A% by gt Aok o 2.

HoE, TATIZH mesh[lLul s HORASAS ) B HEAT A% RAE. 4 Lue R 73 A IRZS 28] B I L. T H. XF
FEFEE [ Ul &2 B2, DATIUE (A% () BE s BEAT A BERAE rI 9 200 RO My ARG, FRATINAR SRS M ZEAT
filter 258, WRIEFRF P INEFR S AT EEE M D I &% AT 01, BBRA W EIE SRS 5, 132
P P 25 Y 2RI T 75 (R FE A BAE 2R Xirain:=MMB. 4R, 4 B AL BN EH ELUIN, Xrain=M. FFZEUHIIZ:
IR T PR 25 ) B 2 J0 A XS, FATIAE % T SCHR[24] 0 I 757, ROIRZS 75 ) B AR 3] — A7 AR
MR, FEAEAZAT FURES 5 [0 v MEAT WA KA, R ARSI I OCHR[24].

2.1.2 KR

TEVRBEE A 2y, 38 A D A5 2K R BEOR Al Hpi 28 I 2 AR [V PIO(E 5 S 2 IR (R 22 . R s Be — A
e SEH AL, 20NN SH, BE A NAE S mE. 75 Learner 440, AR i 7S Wy b 58 37 M 45 24
6, ANTTALE AT 45 21 1) o 2 ) 255 B85 7R 0 PR BRIV BN 45 1. DA atl, JRATIHRE 2 SC 1 b B0k B B4 P 4 0 A R 5 2
SRR R B, AR i A 2 ) 2 A R S PR R B AR A AR RE . T, BRATTRE A 4 B e R A R e A A B
012K R £

5, ARIEE 1 R R B E(): YxeB, ROO-R(X)>c 1T, TRATEI I K B3

L =E,_, & max{-R(x) + R(x")+c",0}) 4
Horr, x @& X CEPATIEIMA Z G IE, B x'=f(x); ¢ KT 0 I H 8. XA RN xeB A3 R(X)-R(x)<c®, #ike
He Ly Ftn A3, AMAETS R()-R(X)AE B L IR, B4, A:
vxeB, (L1=0=R(X)-R(X")=c").
JRAT, BRI L4=0 I, R Bk R(x)TH AL vxeB, R(X)-R(X)=c".
AR, A RAIE 2 SC 1 Rk e B4 (if): VxeB, R(x)=0 Ry, FRAT5INFR 3

L, :Ex~pB(B) (max{-R(x),0}) (5)
XTI xeB i £3 R(X)<0, 3B Lo % JLRt A& 4, Mmifif3 R)7E B L FaEf. B, f:
VxeB, (£,=0=R(x)=0) (6)

JRAL, B Lo=0 I, 5k Rk e 2L R(X)WH L VxeB, R(X)=0.
g5 BT, TR ek B ) BT DAL A R R BLL(O)= Lo+ Lo ISR/ME TR WK, LR EL(6) AR
(F). SHEEM 4% SH G, {I13L(6)=0, 552 AH NI R B8 K0 4R35 2 58 L P R Bk B 1, DRIk 2
MR e, AR R RO E SCT VR BRELC(O) A R B AR WS U, X TR R A ROk
RS, 52 AN B W 44 2400 T L(6)=0, B8 LI —A 4 R A i
SR, BT ASIE IR P RSARE S B LA, 7Esehrrh, JATEET S EAURL(). Bk,
M 2256 KR ML HE N, BATIATH T — 41 M 25 0 {13 250 512k £(6) -
L) = zn:max{«R(x) +R(X)+c",0}+ zn:max{fR(x),O} @)

i=1 i=1
EINGREE S Kyain LI/, BI 0" =argmin £(0) . 4R, SAEA4E—HMESE G015 £(07) =0, 52 HH M ¥ 7 16 Bk
0
PR ROOFE M ZREE Xipain L0525 X 1 IR BSAE. ASCRH L 10 Adam oAb #s, 866 T R Svkse
P56 391 2 BR B /MK, AT 75 30 A I 0 % 326 Bk R 4
Bl 2: ¢ —MERRET P, RIEAX N
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while X2 +x2 +xZ <1do
=X, —1—-cos(x,)
X; = X, —1—cos(x,)
X3 = X3 —1—5in(x;)
RMHE— MR R, 13 WX e X, %y, X, | X2 + %5 + x5 <1, R(X) - R(X) > ¢* AR(X) =0 J&T.
iE—A 3 JRIMAE Mg, o, MIN)Z. BRsUZ S5 20 S50 e 3, 10, 1, 1%4% sigmoid R £ A
WG R AL, JFH %2200 0.001 1 Adam ARALZ R I ZRX AP M 4, FeATT Rl DLAS 21— AN 5IL K 2R 4L R(x),
JERLR A
2, =Wy, +by, X =[x, erxa]T
X, = sigmoid (z,) (8)
R(X) =W,x, +b,
Hory,
—0.58851 —0.55490 —0.39862 —0.31029 0.14352 0.36681 0.75939 1.02156 1.06512 1.55494 !
W, =| -1.22047 0.51520 —2.10911 0.69139 —0.81984 —0.56088 —0.16346 1.04451 2.62539 0.31080
-1.01813 —0.62673 —1.63820 1.36523 0.34825 —0.02534 —1.42174 —0.26419 1.58296 — 0.54971
b, =[0.00188 0.00123 0.00404 0.00219 0.00224 0.00266 0.00669 0.00268 0.00407 0.00887]T,
=[0.93271 0.93348 0.93183 1.07352 0.95441 0.93963 0.92702 1.06152 1.06726 ],
b, =[0.23429].
NGl e, a6 R R S IR BI R WME 2 Jros. WGl R4 B R A REUR 5
TR T B, J7E 580 YOG SR 0. 1X 3 B b3 i3I Bk 2R 4 R(X) BECRIETE VI 2R AR 356 AL Bk bR B0 2% 11F,
TMTCVERUEFEARAS 23 (0] B th 35 2 Bk R B0 4 1

0 100 200 300 400 500

Pl 2 k328 Pk o a2 L Bt A 36 A Pt o >

2.2 BRERBIIES R BIE R

WIHT IR, {E Learner 411 b, ML 2% > R L% 2R, (AL 50 400 K% B B /M IO T VR ACORAIE T SR A5
o LE A% bR B AE VI ZREE L AR AR BR R AF. AL, JRATTE T i Verifier 411X Learner ZH {11445 21 (¥) f £E 7k
PREIEAT HE— P IR AIE,  DURA O M 36 Pk pR 5D TE A

1 Verifier 411, FATM] T SMT KA a5 dreal S I IE 12205 12 Pk bR KR 73006 A2 58 SC 1+ (R Rk o B 2 1
HANIAL, SMT SR g s U3k []— A>3 S Ak b B 2 1 (KPR VR Ol B il AR Ak b B 1) 5 3C, 35— M B ok R 2
AL T A AT

vxeB, R(X)=0AR(X)-R(x")=c" 9)
W FR N PEIARE Y P IRR R B 1K ] 33— 25 864k g 36 31F 4548 (9) 1) 380 Js¢ iy i .
3xeB, (R(X)<0)vR(x)-R(x")<c* (10)

A I (LO)AFAE AR, I A T A i 16 ok R BOR T Pk bR B2 AH(L0) R Je 8, JF e — 2D 9778 Learner 41
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IR, it E R AR AUIZRIRE I E. AR, 5 A3 (10)4 SMT KAl 28 0 Al il 2 1, RIA
FPRES x A5 A X (L0) a7, J0) i WA fige 2 Tk Bk 00 A 7™ ik i AL Bk R B % 1 (10), AL A FRFE T P IR A RORKR BR 4L
1E bk R B T IR AR S S HEZE TR {8 4D 3 U DAL A S TR pR B ) DG, T I — R AE, AT —
TR ZA ), BT T 515 Learner 2044 it ik Bk bR £, T 5, SMT SRR 28 70 S AR I DA [R] I A2 = 2 A
B, =B (5, WY eR B e S, SO T (A A A R R T R SRR BR A . DRI, FRATT AR S A5 P AT R
AT BEATLRAFE, BE AR YE 44 (LO)HEAT BN, K oAk OB R AR In 2 R — 30k AR N2 4. B i X
BRI T IEAE ], TR & T IR IE AR 2R B R0
Bl 2 g T AT REERL R L R(x), TAVEH SMT KARSE dreal $82] T —AN &8 x:(x,=0.7192,
X,=—0.6689, x3=—0.1870), %X B3 T Bk $ 41 R)-R(x)<c”. KA LR 03T B T HER 2 I HESL,
23t 4 YOEAE, BARB T EIHRART P I — AN 20k B 4 R(X):
7, =W, X, + b1l X :[leXvas]T
X, = sigmoid (z,)
R(x) =W,Xx, +b,

b
R

0.92969 —0.97519 0.56415 0.16971 1.42025 0.61081 —1.40393 —1.9905 1.42759 —1.78298 '
W, =| 0.79271 —1.25771 —1.16492 0.16850 1.23613 0.06772 1.40757 0.32609 0.10745 0.35209
0.41964 0.50886 —0.11197 0.03039 —0.71144 0.51805 —0.97699 0.64773 —0.40218 0.69932
b, =[0.06188 0.06123 0.06404 0.09709 0.06221 0.07246 0.06069 0.07234 0.07207 0.07387]",
W, =[1.05307 0.94812 0.94271 1.074532 1.05045 1.06237 0.94162 0.94101 1.05940 0.93969 ],
b, =[0.13123].
23 HEHMEREE
SO LR IR 7 36 S0 T (0 Bk oA B0 A B S LD B R LUE R AR T P i K IE AR VB maxIter
YE N, CLRK R B0 fin . Learner 244 A1 Verifier 2144230 th 5535 1 (¥ LEARNER F1 VERIFIER R £ SE T
B 1
BN —AMEHFEE P AR (L), BKIERIKRE maxiter;
i AR R.
1:  LEARNER(Xirain)
2 repeat
3 R<NN, /INNARRMZ WL, R REBMEETL AL, OhIIE M LS5
4 T 20 0 44451 2 R B L(O)
5: 0« 0+aV,L
6 until 2% s HOR S 0
7 return R
8: VERIFIER(R,P)
9 360 IF {17 S K R B 75 5 2 4514 (10)
100 Ml or AL« SMT KARZH(R,P)
11:  return ] or AN AL
12: MAIN(")
13:  XyaineX) P KAE
14: WAL Ny
15:  while iter<maxliter do
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16 N« LEARNING(X_data)

17: switch VERIFICATION(N,,P) do

18: case ANIliAE: return Ny /3G AIE 45 5 9 N5 42 Ui B Nk ZLRK oR 55
19: case S fil: X_data<X_datau 2 1

FATE SN IREAE T Xirain, IEHIIGACRI IR (B 13 47 55 14 17). 28 15 47~ 19 T 2% SAN &
LERAT PR, bR % LEARNER 3 e 3 HIAE B2 T FROLAL J7 12 BB M 45 S 5 ok i /IME I UK B L (B 44T B 5
1), APURRESE S 0 IR [ AMEE R L, JFF A8 VERIFIER B4 A, VERIFIER b 0l if
SMT SRk 45 46 UE K BR B A PH I T 2 VE (B 9 47+ 28 10 47). 4l [T 45 SR AN A2 I, Ui WA L 7k ol 0N 7
BORRREL, IR LR a5 Ry, P &a WA SR, JFR ISR T8 78T — OO il e g6, &
BRI, HENE R SR EL maxiter.

i SR IR, S0k LIOFANREER L8 s IV 2 B VR E 45 2R Wi TR, ey e IR Ry, Sk 1 A7 edk
FUMINE R BR R, W WAL 2 2B 1. AR, U505 1 7RSS 8 I s B AR B D A BE SR A5 Bk e BT, 3
ML MR R TR R P b vk A g R, B 3 ZI128 1 ANIE [ SCilk[24, 271 AR 2L A R 7. X T

LR 1, BEE 133 T —MRERRER L, RIMTE SMT KRS IE, 240508 Bk o8 B077 76 1 S R
BRI HA AR S, OF HAEARIREGE 1 10 DR 2 anitt. BRIk, FRATTHIE L 1 ol sRA3A SUh Bk R L.

1 ints=1t=1l,c=1 1 intx=0,y=0,2z=-12

2 while(t*t —4%s + 2%t + 1 + ¢ >=0): 2 while(x*x + y*y <=1, z<=0):

3 t=t+2 3 x=1/4*x+1/8*y

4 s=5+1 4 y=1/4 *x*x

) c=c+t 5 z=1/6%z-1

L IRIERRT 1 ALY 2

K3 AR LAY
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FETF 5 1, A tensorflow P& SEIL T AN [ )5 24 T H SyntheRF. SCH AT A 1 SEE ¥ FERL S 64GB
RAM, 3.7 GHz Intel Core-i9 &b 3¢ FHEAT. 7Estierh, FRATEIN 3 2 G5 P2 I 4 A5 2, 4 AT S i Ak
FEIPAR B 4T e, Besl)= 1 s o 10, i 295 S0l 1. BbAh, Learner 448 i R4 AR 27 2] Skl
0.01, c' >4 0.01, JFIEIN sigmoid. Relu bR ZUh WS s AL, LI dreal T B AEN Verifier 4114 1 1¥ SMT K A#
2 Hod dreal 5% E ) 0.000 1, A1) _FBRE K 1.000s.

3.1 KIEFIKIRE

BEse Athag 7 30 s R A 924, Jerh, IEHREF 1. IR AL 11, PEIAFERE 12, A AL 15 &
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SCHR[L5], MEFAFEN 16 Kk A SCHR[9], JLARMAIARL oK B SCHR[24]. X Lesc Bl BE AL 1 4R FEA A IR A e, X
BT 2 IR AR 7 A0 A7 R 8 R S R A 2 P 55
3.2 RWHER

K141 T SyntheRF 5 3CHR[2419 1 TAN-LI JFiEMSEIG 45 . T STk [24] 1 #E 45 1 TAN-LI 77 7k4
FRR R BT W AR IR, ok, BATRILT %754k, WS T A0 T SEIR I 7). 765 TAN-LI J5 k5%
ELi, FeAl 16 T 5 2 MR Y sigmoid 0 ek %

# 1 SyntheRF 5 TAN-LI Jj k4t B 5t b

28]
Examples | Network structure SyntheRF TAN-LI 75 ik
t ty Samples  lters t Samples
1 1-10-1 0.30 0.09 20 1 2.87 221
2 1-10-1 0.17 0.08 20 1 0.25 17
3 1-10-1 0.25 0.01 22 1 0.40 227
4 1-10-1 0.24 0.01 22 1 0.27 227
5 2-10-1 0.09 0.06 55 2 40.58 28 483
6 2-10-1 0.17 0.01 110 1 0.22 5223
7 2-10-1 0.30 0.01 313 1 1.13 43 541
8 2-10-1 0.68 0.01 313 2 18.48 43 541
9 2-10-1 071 0.11 313 1 0.89 43 541
10 2-10-1 0.26 0.05 110 1 8.42 9045
11 2-10-1 0.39 0.04 313 2 17.43 43 541
12 2-10-1 0.14 0.08 150 2 30.81 27 167
13 2-10-1 0.23 259 901 2 12.26 53 361
14 2-10-1 0.15 0.90 901 2 11.05 53908
15 2-10-1 0.12 0.02 15 1 0.34 602
16 2-10-1 472 0.01 1225 2 14.59 9045
17 2-10-1 0.45 0.01 820 1 1.03 9045
18 2-10-1 0.18 0.05 1225 2 72.11 62 500
19 3-10-1 0.09 0.02 110 1 2.38 6 786
20 3-10-1 010 1.21 4160 4 456.03 452 865
21 3-10-1 0.11 5095 4160 3 26.52 229919
22 3-10-1 0.10 0.07 2 060 1 9.62 143 100

R 1 W G5 5 BT sE A — 3, W4 A4 3R R A5 SR o SR P 0 A 6 I s S 2 (1 FL AR g5 4, 4 3R
7% Learner 4151 570 35 7k o 50 BT 75 104 28 0 48 D R[], 1, 2871 Verifier 204040 o fik 56 K bR 20T A 1 T 7 (K56
UERS ), Samples FRWIEAVIZIERI RN, Iters Fom 1§ F kAR 2 N ZR Ik #. fE“TAN-LI J7ik"d, t F
Samples (1% X 54SyntheRF”H (A1 TR, BT TAN-LI1 J7 722 FARAE O v6 00 e o e Bk R B0 IE mfa vk, BT 7 1 36
TIE I () AH 6 352 20, 3 B 2200 AN o

MF 1 AT LA i SyntheRF R TAN-LI 7 VA8 Bl & i 7T 22 MG FRP IR B AL, (Ll an I 4R 4E
MU 5, SyntheRF T 7 (IR FEA SR TAN-LI ik /b, JEHAFH5 5. %5 7-%5 9. 45 20. %4
520 St NIRRT, M ZETE RN, IR TAN-L J5 5 B E VR S5 2% > 75 ok o 015 30 1456 Tk B
I ™ B T AL K B 004 1A T SR T B AT T R 5K, {EL SyntheRF 7S 75 L[] 5 1K) S RE Tl B, 7] AR 4 EL AR R R 5
HEAT RAGERAE. BeAh, ZETH SR RR B8 00T 75 (AP & W 25 I Sk IR] L, SyntheRF BT 4E 2% (¥ B 7] 48, /0 F TAN-LI
Ji, ISR S 5. ST 120 8T 184 4R T 20, ST 21 SN MR, RISk, SyntheRF -1 1.78s
A A AR R EL, T TAN-LI 73513475 22 60s. 5 IR, SyntheRF T i #1146 I SR 2 £ A% H Ak TAN-LI
T 2%. H LR I, SyntheRF 88 TAN-LI J5 v 8 4 %K.

T — L B S B SR AP T, R LS N 7, 9, 10, 19 XN IR IAFE R, A& — Ik S -I6AE
Tob R A5 B — AT RLRR R AL I U T R P A0 PR R R R BRI S TR R, Al P 2 2 1 DI B L i 408 2
BRI RR A, PR A VI SR 8] AR D

WAL, SR LPRS 5. 5 12, &5 18, 45 20 S0 A RET, T SyntheRF % T 2 451
SR BE 2% 2] 7S DURR B BE i, BT AR BRI VI R )3z 2> F TAN-LI 5 i, IX e i i fe e 7 s 481 il 3 7
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EAEH.

% 2 JB/R T SyntheRF 5 3Cik[22] 9 [¥) Giacobbe J5 1% LA K& SCHR[L5] 7 3 T 2 FF M A L(SVM) 1 7 725 ) s 36
PEMG 2R, KR, 7555 Giacobbe JyvAMHLLEL N, FAMEM T 5 2 AHIFEIK Relu WoFE . 2% 2, T ALK
DN HE BT OB e, F AR R B 4K 204 RU0Rk R 5L

2 SyntheRF 5 Giacobbe Jiik. H:TF SVM W77 45 Xt

%' Giacobbe V=P LT SVM [ SyntheRF || 45 Giacobbe 732 2L T SVM 977 SyntheRF
1 T T T 12 T T T
2 T F T 13 T T T
3 T F T 14 T T T
4 T F T 15 T T T
5 T T T 16 F F T
6 T T T 17 i T T
7 F F T 18 T F T
8 F F T 19 F F T
9 F F T 20 F F T
10 T F T 21 F F T
11 F T T 22 T T T

7 3CHk[22] ', Giacobbe 25 A A F T Relu o8 3 75 S il 45 W0 25 160 S0 6 B, 30 Bl )2 5 i HE 2 2 ) R B,
VA L, AT AR AR T A B PR e BR R SR 22 AR R . b T IRl &8 10 4 B (¥ 5 ok 5 440, 145 Giacobbe J7v%
TEACE S T-9 'S 9. 'S 11, Zw'S 16 %'y 19-Zw 'y 21 XSG PR T 108k i B0 AR Bt il RIS 2R 2%, 1
SyntheRF |34 g B2 A5 A 20 K Bk ek 25

BEAk, SCER[LS]HEE T SVM (W77 T {5 Bl 23 sRAR 2% 30 E 6k Bk s B0 B mf ek, 10 23 SR ok b 2 R
ORI A, B, T SVM 5T SRS 3. SiS 4. 4T 745 10, 4T 19-4n'T 21
XTI IR A R R B BRI B FRRE . T SyntheRF AN AT LA 38 22 T CAE PR RE R, A m] DA A 3885 A Bt (14 7 A6
R

Zi BT, SyntheRF 4 VAT IMFE T HLAS 2% S IRk 0 B2 i AR L, FERE R FIR I e ) B — 5@
P,

4 B 4

ATCRM T — R FE T SIS A IR AR s B 7. 12T E R s 77 3, 2l Learner 4111
55 Verifier 4101 /E AT R Ak eR 2, 3L, Learner 4L INZRIR BE A28 W 46 A i i i Pk ek 5, Verifier 4171 i
SMT K fiff s I AIE K bR B A5 1. B AR TLIRAR, BRI . SCIR 45 1R W], JATER 5t
A BB 27 31 T VR A Bk R B0k 3 R AR i g b BAT L4
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Misk A

®3 MG

G Loop programs
while x=>1, x<3 do x'=5x—x°
while x>4 do x'=—2x+4
while sin(x)=0 x=1, x<<6 do x'=—x
while sin(x) =0 x=1, x<<6 do x'=x+1+cos(x)?
whilex, —x, =1 X, +%, =1 x, <2dox =x-1 x;=%x,-1

while x, =0, X, + 2% =1, X, <3do X =% —4x +1, X, =—xX, -1

~N o O WNRP(®
N NN R R R

while x2 + x2 <1, cos(x) =0dox =x2+1, X, =xZ -1
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®3EIAGIT(E)

# o YEpE Loop programs
8 2 while x? +x2 <1do X = % —1-C05(X,), X, = X, —1—COS(X,)
9 2 while x? + x2 <1, cos(x,) =0 do x| = X, —1-sin(x)?, X; = X, —1—c0s(x,)*
10 2 while x, =1, x, < X, dox{:%x1+2+e‘xl,x;=%x2+1
1 2 while x? +x; <1do X =X — X +1, X; =X, + X/ -1
12 2 while x, + %, =1, % <3, x2 <1do X =5% — X, X, = X2 +X,
13 2 while X <1, x3 <1do X =X +X,, X =X, 1
14 2 while X2 —x, +1< x, do X = =X, X; = —X,
15 2 while x, =1, X2 + 2%, < 3x, dox{=1+i2, Xy ==X X, — 3%, + X2 +1
X
16 2 while x, >0, X, <X, do x| =2x, X; =X, +1
17 2 while x, >1, X, < X, do X{ =X + X,, X, =—X,
18 2 while x, >0, x, =0do x; =X, +X,, X, =X, —1
19 3 while x, >0, X, < x, X, <1ldox =x+1 X =%tan(x2)+1, Xy =—Xg
20 3 while x? + X2 + x5 <1do x| = X —1-C08(X,), X; = X, —1—C08(%,), X; = X3 —1—sin(X;)
213 while x2 + x2 +x3 <1, sin(x,) =0do X = % —1, X}, = X,, X} =sin(x,)°
22 3 while x, =1, X, < X, X, =0d0o X{ ==X, X; =X, X=X +1
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