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Abstract: This paper addresses the state-space explosion problem in the context of verifying component
composition. It adapts the counterexample guided abstraction refinement (CEGAR) scheme and proposes a
compositional verification approach that the verification of component composition is transformed into local
abstraction refinement for individual components participating in the composition in order to reduce analysis
complexity. The existential quotient based on equivalence relation is employed to compute the abstraction of each
component in component composition, and then the abstraction model for the component composition can be built
by composing the existential quotients of components. A compositional validation theorem is proposed and proved,
so validating if a generated counterexample is valid and refining the abstraction are all carried out component-wise.
This approach does not require the construction of a complete state space of the concrete component composition
under verification.

Key words: component composition; model checking; state explosion; equivalence relation; counterexample guided

abstraction refinement
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hEE S £ S TP31] SCHRFRIZAD: A

R P B AT S PR AT A A A A T 17 e 55 1) o S A5 B A P A A5 ) 1 SO AP I R T 12 P A
TREF P B, H AT, AT ORI 2 (K A M R P 21 5 BAR SE B Al 55 (¥ 1 F1 2 40, BRI P A g 1
S B (K0 b 55 Dy B8 3 22 S 4 1 (10 B 1l 20 ) 3 PR 2L 45 R O S BRSO B2k 1Al 55 T e AR T R 1 AE R
J T RE H A A AN IR, A 3 S5 R A A 2 1) PR A8 B AT RE 5 R A A (Y AT S 1 AT D — S e Ak
TR TR R P11 Ik e 230 DR AL AT i A2 25 5 PR R

BRI KG (model  checking) s — P46 IE 8 G4 0¥ 19 3 B AEREAFAE AR P I 0 b 25 21 1) 2 (K,

explosion), 171 FJ i HME LATE 52 B IF) R4 4 20 G B 00 b AT IS AR 30 il 5 B A W R AR S JR 0 i) L 1) 2 B R 2
LA SEARUE ) 3 A0 2R 0 A 2R ) el BT PR 7% ) KA 406 990, AR 5 FE Al AR 5 2R 8 P gk AT A
B A G BB b RPIRZSFR 0 3l GRS AT N H il 5 T 11 3R G0 B B AR Oy H AR AR A B B [RRIR S FR Ol B4
RE.

15— M B SR BAT M ST OR B AR A0 S 0, T SR At A B i R O, IS LA R R AL P A
BB B — A L BEE A I G B v] Be 5] N R GE P AN AETE I B 04T 2, DR, Y il S A8 s 1 e — PR BT I A
07 AR R A T B FUE Bl BRI b 5 ON IR — AN B INAT D S e U0 B AR 0 T A ISR ) R AR Ay Ay s A8
(spurious counter-example). It I, 75 BERE 10 4l G AL 10 DUAGE I B3 O B 90 190 47 0y I 338 — 20 X PR g AT K 56 0 ik,
il 51 2 (i % K5 4L (counterexample guided abstraction refinement, {8 FX CEGAR)!MHE 22 4 472 1 5l¢ I 78 2 Fh B R4S,
3% T 24 SLAMP VR BLAST! O e S Bl HE QUK B0E 43 i 3 AN EEARIAT 20 Mg 3 il 5700 L RS 56 A B )
Tl AR A AR T, 3 26 1B 2 R U 3 i S BRI 1) C B Java B4 )5 Pl HOR e (B TRY 31 1l il  A it b
St B30t A 17 AE 2R 0 A T AR ABA I ok B2 5 R 408 1)K S A BB Ay 246 30 [ 52 48] I, sz 437) 4 DX 7 ZEAR 4k il 500k
ST VPR AR 745 B R SRAPE 2 77 A7 A0 0068 I 18 FAA S 48], — Lt Oy S A8, Do) i G A 3 STl 4 Je P R RS 4K

R (R AR AT AT 2 AN W] LT A A A5 TR AT DA b R RS 0 L ) 0 2, 6 ) P T sl el R AT 3 D)
5 THT, BT IR AR AR o L, e A A 2 T 4 SRS 7 TR A TR 2 2 T e TR b, — A Bk il e 1 ) 82,
7 A AN T2 B b 3 A8 P 2 5 1R 4 Jm DR 28 22 T PR AR 100 6 0 A1 A 5 80 4 Jd il RS A T A D 5 1G5 0 2 £ g 6 4l
GO H B A DG AR AR 2 .

R SC I FH A9 7313 1 41l R A HE 2008 A 41 20 5 TR AT DA R A7 50 UE B0 A8 R 5 (R R P 25 A G HE B T
ARG IZEAE B8 AT St A Bl 5K 4 B AT 414 1 (compositionality). Bk T 7 22404 Jai 4l 5 45 B 0 AT 65 R 4G 56 DA
AP GG A e SAIF DA RIUAS A 208 8 2 A4 Dy 5K Jle 7 R AP 1) ) 08 A B S0t s PR il SR A 1) 2 AT 55 2

1) AE D A6 T il G A5 2R Ol R P 20 5 TR BEA 8 23 R AT AR AR 2 6 UE 1 1 B RS S S RO S R R

X FARBERLIEPIRAS SR AT S50 SR 23 7 AR b BOIRES ki i B AL H [F) 22 B (synchronous product)#: /F
AR KA A LA R il A

2) BT I0 A A SR AR bR 50 U, KR AR R B T R e S A TR A e T DU A A Tl AR TR
S 6 &5 R AT U], 7 A e MR S A g R 5 3).

3) Al A S A RORS A 3K 2 R AT 55 2 U i 5 S A9 R AT RO S A BB B ABEAS 1 A A Bl B
HBETRY 1 SAREAS 15 53 RE A ) L AACABE R0 A, 5 e 48] 3 S 0 I R AT g T s 48] 2 A 280 5 491 A B 45 R 1 U (£
Ay, 55 A0, B S ATV EAT by TR B S A8 A T el A TR AT R A0, D HE B O S A9 1858 % T2 1 B AT 2,
A2 OB I AL 3 GO AL 5 2), T O 1 TR A T A 2

AICEH 1 VWA E I RAT @B 755 2 WA e 2 e e 40 B A 5 1
5 XA SR At 2H A 1A — SS PR TS0 3 R IR A A SR A9 G AR 9 U v % tH 2H G A e BRI HHUE B R S O
FRIRA.ES 4 5 A 23HH 0% AR d5eJa A 4518 LUk — 25 I iE 5 07 ).
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1 HHESHERER

IR RS 56 08 5 FH Kripke 4503878 RGBT, H W 25 18 B AR R Ze 2k it Kripke 4544 & — A FHIC41(SInit, AP,
L.T), b S — AN BROR A, Inite S AT URIR A5 4 APy J5LF A R L: S22 R A b id o8 016 A AV IR A
WWAEIRRE P AR F i RS T XS RRAET B LA,

Kripke 454 1) — 45 % 1% (path) & — N L IVIRES T 9 7=(51,%, S, ...), 2o 1, Vi21:(S,5.1)e T. 24 s€ Init I, B AR
0 UBAT AE TR T R T Path(M)# 78 Kripke 458 M B BT AT 4 &

ARSCAT 2tk I A2 8 LT A sUHGR P L LTL 220 i R 76y 84E AP K JR 1y L, 124508 R LR
BIBEAM R LTL A 305E XA

(1) N THEZEN peAP,p £ LTL Ax;

) WHE ¢ @it LTL A3, -0, 0r0,0v 0 XpF0,GoF ¢ Uglt: LTL 2330,

NAZHAF X F,G Al U 53R R T RS mext) 5o ¥ R IR (future) s BT KRR 25 (globally) LA
J% 3 HEASIR A (until). 30 R Kripke 458 M 4E— 45 % 16 e Path(M), z =g, I 24 M =g,

FAPE AT A 20 B AR IO 300 S 3 10 ) A4 A R 25 i N B A ) R FE R A g 121 190 P 45 Cliin o8 sl 4 ) LA AT P 35
B AE (N BB 1E). TRk, 76 T Kripke 45 R R R A5 14T 0y I Ji 7 T T s — A sl e R 2E.

EX 1), — DRIEEI4T BB Kripke 458 M=(SInit,AP,L,T), H: 1 AP=1UOUH, I A ASE&EA,0
SRR A H A SRR 1,0 I H B ASAHAS RS s AR IE LS & gl a RonfERAE s KA T 30
fF a

AR AE R 20 G v DA R T S 28 I A S R A8 Mi=(Sy,Init AP L THFT Ma=(Sy,Inity, AP, Ly, To) 52 A
K AP = 1,00 UH |, AP,=1,UO,UH,.

EX 2(A[4EE). My Il M, 2 1] 41 & [ (composable), 4 HAL 24 AP,nAP,=(1,n0,)u(1,N0y).

gl S U, P9 A4 P 1) L 2 Bl A BURE A A S Ay 11 2 1) 1) 22 B B A B — AN 1 3 5 — AN AP 0 i 453X
N, L = B A N K A A5 (R W B Sl R LB 2 A0 HEmAR,=H,mAP =1 nL,=0,nO,=@. 111 2R 1 I 3 44 155 4L, 0
BT R AR 1 P 8 ) A RO i s BV E T 44

ENX 3(HHEE). % M=(S,Init, APLLLTHHT My=(S,,Inity,AP,, Ly, To) A& P AN AT 40 & kg, Horr AP =1,U
O,UH |,AP,= LU0, UH, B AT [ 25 21 5 M=M||My=(S Init, AP,L,T), 5 A2 :

(1) S={(s.s)|L(s)N AR, =L,(s,) N AR};

(2) Init=(Init,xInit,)N'S;

(3) AP=IUOUH=AP,UAP,, H: 1 1=(1,Ul,)\(AP;NAP,),0= (O, UO,)\(AP,NAP,),H=(H;UH,) U(AP,NAP,);

(4) L((si,2))=Li(sp)ula(sy);

(5) (s,5).(5,8)eT, M HA Y (s,9)e T, HH H (s,.5)eT,.

FAAE 205 T A A PR A P A P AN R 1 1) — 6 DR 2 45 1 3, A SRR S s=(51,9)e S MFR s, A S o R4
FA) 2 5 1D i 7w R DA VA o A D5 o L [ (R 3 2 R A I 2R B AR B T N S B A R R A IRPIR S
EREI A WA 8 R A I B A LU B AR B 44 0T CASSADL M AT i L.

2 1 %

FH 1 B 1 e AR 2R (R 2 205 i) ik 2 EL o P B2 50 19 M 5 A SO AR 4 6 1) LTL 2 o (A 36, DR b A
0 P 40 R SUBEZY (14 5.

EX AFHE). % M=(SInit,AP,L,T),M3=(SInit®, AP? L% T?) 2 P> Kripke 45t 58 M? & M %, it h
M=<M? 3 HAL Y AP? ¢ AP JEH X M IEEA 45 1=(S),S,,...)e Path(M) I, £E M2 HrfE 4 — 46 5 W 1) i 4%
72 =(5",83,..ye Path(M®), i & : Vi > 1- L(sY) = L(S) N AP,

EIE L(ERRB). % M A1 M2 ZPA Kripke 4514, M< M2, b B AP H {1 JRUT iy /U B ¥ LTL 220, 4
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R M¥Ep 4 ME@.

IR 8 X 4,M R4 AR oy M2 R — 40 R 8 12 2%, Vi 2 1, 2 P RS s 5 2° P st RO s7
W LA(S) =L(s)n AP Ak, Vpe AP?* - (pe LA(S7) = pe L(S)) A (pe L*(S7) = pe L(s)), RIXT AP zfll 2 £
RSO RO A RGN MIEpR G M IR R4 B R #0 E o, T 2,V e Path(M),M? 1 5 73 [ 1) % 72
7@ T @ K AP? v I it i, DAL I = o, AT MEE . O

A7 AE M4 G — M a3 T 1) e 5% 9, 0 SRR AN B SOIR S 2 IR AE AR 2 AL 72 ANl SOk s
oA S AFAE— A B AR A X AN B pOR A B R h AE AT B AR SR — P BE T 7 (quotient) IR A7 A6 1 Hh
% (existential abstract). FH ZE 4 5¢ 2 5 1 7Y RRIR A TE AT S S8 K 43, 58 5 MR A A7 70 PR hh 52 )5 D) g s o e A5 28

E X STETER). W M=(SInit,AP,L,T), AP AP, RIEIRAELE S BT AP I — M EM LR AL Vs Se S
SRSB4 L(NAP=L(S)NAPZE X M T AP R R FIAFAE T M/(AP? R)=(S%Initt AP? L% T?), 1L -

(1) S=(SR), S & SETF RN KR4y,

(2) Init*={se SYse ¥ genit};

(3) LASP)=L(s)nAP? H.r' se s

@) Vsi,sie St (s, sHeT* A MIse s, Is,e S5+ (S,S,)eT.

FETE T AN T GOIRAS SRR M e ) — SRS SR GRS, 75 (L I, R T R 2 SOk &R 1L
XTI B AR AS 4R

EIE 2. W M=(SInit,AP,L,T),M T E—MEAETERT M/(APERE M I— A%, B M< M /(AP R) .

T B R E 5 M AR AR AR (), S,,..) 7E MIAPA R A/E — S0 AR (S, 85,0, IF EL Vi 21 (s €
S A(LA(S) =L(s) N AP?), [t M< M /(AP?,R) . 0

TSI B AL 3 ) 1 20 R G Tl SR ABETRLINS A 77 A A 5 W 50 A 1) (] IR 2 ey il 5 R J 3 AR A LU UE 1Y) LTL
AR R IEH G % AP, ={plp & @ I — AR T8} IS A S A M (AR, R) it UL 3 55 o DG 11 )it
T AR AT 2 G T LT RS R (il B T O AL e TR LS 1 g i AT S 2 R R
a2 T EL AT A [ 10 TR0 25 3 JE BIR A il 5 SR AN 400 R M A 2 TR A8 B M = (S, Inity, ARL L, T (1i<n)
se n A AE R, o SEIAE Y LTL M54 F2E M 5 AR P 52 i AR5 1 5t o R IR BT A 5t 1 i Ly

ARa:(AP¢u U APj)mAPi 0

1<j<n,j#i

EX 6(HEMHMR). B M, =(S,Init, AP,L,T) (1<i<n) & n MATAEMME, oL BEIER LTL YRR BIRE
£S5 EXT AP ADNERLRIEXME =M, (AP, R) A M, LT (M, [|M,[...M,) = o %

2 [ Kripke 45 44 (K9SB Z0 45 (0 70 Ry 2 e 5 R 20 4 LA THT () B B2 .

EIR 3. NI AT

(a) MG BA 45 G FIAS .

(b) < AT KA.

(c) TM M, AP HARE, MM TBA M, [[M,<M?2|M,.

L L WM, M, WA HE M MM, <MEIBAM, [M,<M?||MZ2.

BB M <M RIS Z I 3(c), M, [M,<MZ M, . X BE M,<M2 Il M, [MA<M2||M2 R E
H 3(a), H G HAZHA, M M, <M | M5 T 3(b), < LB, EL, M, [[M,<M? M. O

Hit 2. W n AWHITALAEHEM, A<i<n), M, M2 A M, |[M, [[... M, < M2 ||M2 ... M2

HE18 1 AHETS 2 BB AR R I A S R A S A S R, 25 n AW S 4 M, (L<i<n) F1 LTL Pk
JR@ SRR (M [ M, ||| M) E @ I B SRR M, (< <n) ITREIPE S M, SRJE LI (M IMT ..M E
o, AR D SEFR R (MM, )L IM). R 38 s BE L ] (MR M2 M) 35 2 o 84 K14 &
(MM, [ IM) 3 2 .
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3 ROIEIAFIFEL

R TS LTL P T IRE A5 R A 560 382 (1] 1) S A9 W] i A — A3 55 BUAT 28 (trace) B — AN 47 JE 95 G A 1K 6 95
AT 78 (FR Xy 22 % (lasso))! ). 24 4t G B0 3 15 1 o b, 5 0 A ol 5 091 10 A7 2, B o 52 I 49 2 5 % 17 T L A
T e () ELARAT A S T R P R A 7 Y A 0 L A TR o 5 7 S0 I ) LA BA T 3 B SR A7 A DU LA A T 32 gk
A T M TR LA S48 A 5 S A 2 A A5 1 D, DA A il g R A — A B A9
31 MEREFGIBRE

¥ M=(SInit,AP,L,T ),M3=(S,Init® AP% L3 T?) & M [IAELE T, @it — A LTL 2430 I8 M2 FelfiR e T —
ANG S 22 TS A 30 22 S 154 R0 i

HoBER RAIH, 7% =(S, S5, ..., 50y, HIE L SUFLERD) P AL, 72 EREAIRES §7( =2 1) A —AS HARORZS
SR, 22 6N M R — AN BT AR A, ] CTrace(z®) oK.

CTrace(z®) ={(§,sz,...,§1>\ ]/\ (ses)A(selnit) A lSi/S\n_]((s,sﬂ)e T)} )

XL E R S > 1) R (1 HAACIR A 25, CTrace(r®) i A 45 BAA AT L 46 T s Init 71 (1)
EAREBREHENMRE s BT 7 I HARE s, 50 LT KR DA, 7° 2 A i % S ) 24 HAL
24 CTrace(z?) = @.

A LR FHIEAR 7 ik 0] CTrace(n®) # @ 2 75 7 5 # >Rk i CTrace(z®) JH RS i st 1 AT ik L AACIR
B RIXHT R IRA se RS, fE4E— 4 M st mInit I E—REH] s k42,304, RS =S N Init, JF H

RS, =5, N{s|ISe R§ (S,9e T} 3)

EIE 4. CTrace(r®)# D < Vie[l,n]- RS # 2.

E B 2 56 UE AT ) 25 08 i T CTrace(n®) =@, B A7 71— 4% HAK AT I (s,8,,...,8,) Wi A2 s € Init Jf H.
Vie[l,n]-se s, Mt s e RS =s* ninit, RS = @. & RS #@ I H 5 e RS, 4 CTrace(z?) #5& X, s, € &,
JFH (s,5.)eT, ks, eRS,,, RS, #J.

THRUE S 2600 W R Vie [1,n]- RS = @, AT L RS, T4 & 10 #4938 — 4 HAR AT 128N RS, HAEE — /M IRES
s,€ RS, I (3), b EfEE— MIRE s, € RS, (S..8)€ T. M I 2 #, i 28 1 LU 35 — 4% B AR AT 38

(8,S,,...5,), Hf Vie[l,n]-se & 7 H Vie[l,n-1]-(s,5,)e T. [ I, 1 F S =5 nInit, §7 LL s € Init, [§ 1k
A esHn(semta A (s,5,)eT) BOLFE(S,S,,....s,) € CTrace(z®),CTrace(z®) # 2. O

Bl 1 AR M S T 9 ANIRES(1,2,...,9), B Init={1,2,6} IS BRI 1) 4 ARZS T, 1ILILIV A3
SN 4 A EARIR AN 25 1 ={1,2}, [1={3,4,5},111={6,7},IV={8,9} IR AT #% 5 & FH & S k. n B 5 451 Ay
CTLILILIVY, 25 55 3k RS ={1,21,RS$,=13,5} ,RS=C. IRl It T, T1LITL IV Y A2 — AN B S 481 AL 40 SR 4 5 Jse 4 4y 1,1,
VY, AT LK RS ={1,2},RS={7},RS;={9} ,(2,7,9)e CTrace(( I ,IIL,IV)), Kt T ,IIL IV —ANE %R 1.

BRROITTURIRA 7% =(5, S50 s U Sy S0 A T SRR NI BAR AT 28, 75 255 6 75 108 B4 35 43 1k
7 I B

T = (S S SN NS S =S S8 S s S Sty Smbnoiys Sste2(noiy >+ S a(nciy s>
Horr, ke [i+1,n],j20-83, ) =St . CRUEWL EL AT 55 KR IF IS, 7 % IR FAR BT 284 52 ] 303 vk A A1
¥ min = iMijgnq STy iy = (885 0n SHS s S ™™, T4 T (K] 5 FEL AT

EIE 5 BER 2 A HAY CTrace(z2,) 2D .

IR B L=| 22, |= n+minx (n—i). B 22 25 2000, BA7 AL X B B ARSAT 8. i T 22 5 TE 5 16 38, 3L
Xof I [ AR AT I 2 — NI ST AT (S50 800 IR, (S,S,5..., 8 ) € CTrace(z2, ), | CTrace(z?,,) # @.
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Fig.1 Abstraction counterexamples

K1 g sl
S —J7 I, CTrace(n?,) 2@, WAF# £=(S.,S,,...S )€ CTrace(z?, ). WM % IR s (ke[i+1,n]) 5
min N EAACRE A 7 AT LURIR N (8,808 00 Seoeeos Sciniio s Scomins(niy o SL)» 26, Vi€ [0,min]- S, ) € S
B, B AFEREN |, Sy juqny DB j <M H S, jin) = Seomansy WL IETT (Seomenoiy-ts Sce jniy) € T- X FE,
BT A I 722 10— A FRHAT 8 (S, S50 S seves S oty X S oty o--os Scemucned 1) a

PRk, BB R R A U T ARk 22, AR AR B 4 A 22, (A Bk G e % R 2T 5 1
TS TC T 1, SR AGAA A TT LA 45 54 47 55 BAT 78 144G R0HE A A A8 R TR i v 3RAT I 25 B8 A 55 S 4.
32 HEXRHIFIA

MEGUE n AR M (1T < n) (LA I T ZE DA AR AL S A AL (M2 M3 ). M) B85 HEAT B R
B0 AR I AT T AR M| My || [Mp, 51, 72 2 4 R0 58 215 S B8 B4 R T AR SCOR) T A6 41 20, 3 ok 410 531
% RAIAE MAA <P < n) BB A RO KAl DA AN T 5 S A (1 24Pk

EX 0B 5). B M, = (S, Init, AR, L, T) (k=12),7 =((3,5),(S),S )seers (S, S2)) A2 My|[My (1] — S5 AT L,
5 X atE Mi(k=1,2) BN 74 M, =(5,s),.... 5.

EIE 6LHEMIN). WM M, 2PN, M, M55 AT %, M <M M, <M, 7% 2
M| M3 4547 55 0T 328, )0

CTrace(z®) # @ < (CTrace(z® I M?) # @) A (CTrace(z® L M2) = D).

iE B B M, =(S, Init, AR, L, T),M, = (S,,Init,, AP,,L,,T,), M, [[M, =(S,Init, AP,L,T),M?=(S?, Init?, AR?,
L2, T, M2 = (S2, Init?, AP, L2, TA), M | M2 = (S, Init®, AP?, L2, T2). 11 T- 72 & M | M2 10— &4 95 AT i, %
2= (S8 ), (57, 57))-

SEAE R 7 263955 F: CTrace(n®) # @ = (CTrace(z® L M) # D) A (CTrace(z® L M2) = ).

CTrace(z®) =@ KW M, | M, T2 52 A7 AR I BAR AT 77 = ((8,5),(S), 5)seers (S, S3))-

MEE X 3P4 E).45:

s e lnit AS e Init, AVie[l,n]-(§e SAseS)AVie[,n-1]-((5,5,)e T, A(5,5)eT,) 4)
MR 108 L GE X4 & X5), Vie[l,n]-(5,5)e ($*,57),
Vie[ln(Ses" A es™) (5)
FEENGOVIENE)IES
s e Init, AVie[l,n]-(Se SAg e )aVie[l,n-1]-(5,5,)eT, (6)
selnit, AVie[,n]-(Se S, Ases?)AVie[l,n-1]-(5.5.)eT, @)

PR, M R ARSI 7 21 AR AT 78 77, = (S, S5, Sh) L FHE X T(E R, 15 51
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A M=, il m e CTrace(z® L MP).
[ AEAE 7, =(S0,S,.... S ) € CTrace(z® L M2) . T2,
CTrace(z® | M?) =@, CTrace(z* I M3 # @ .
TR [ 45 3% ¢ & : CTrace(n?) # @ < (CTrace(z? L M?) # @) A (CTrace(z? | M?) = @).

T 2% = (7,870, (S5, 850, o (S, 507)) 2 M I M2 A7 S5 BT, M 1 S 3(H LS, T 1
Vie[lLn-1]-(s",§") (5,51 e T* & Vie [Ln-1]- (. ) e T A (.51 e T (8)

@) i, 22 L M2 = (s, s, 2 M2 AT I3 AT, 22 L M2 = (22,827, §27) it M2 R AT 55
PATIE M CTrace(z® L M) = @ i 1E M| FPAEAE— 4 BRI T 12

7, =(3,8),....S,y€ CTrace(z* L M?), s e Init, aVie[l,n]-s e, Vie[l,n-1]-(s,5,)eT, )
71 B2 A CTrace(z® L M 2) = @, M, FAEAE — 4 HLAR I 017 7
7, ={s,5,...5 )€ CTrace(z* L M?), s’ e Init, AVie[l,n]-5' e s, Vie[l,n-1]-(5.5,)eT, (10)
B2 (9)FI 2 (10)75:
(8,8 Init, x Init,) A Vie [Ln]- (5,5 € (5*,5™) (1)
THAE W 7= ((S,5),(5:5)ses (S, 50)) J& M ([ M, 10— G ST 5.y s, 75 BHIE W] Vie [1,n]-(5,5)e S. WIT

B (s,s) EM, M —RE. BT 2% B MP M2 0407, il Vie [1,n]- (5,5 e S~
HA 52 S 3(F 12 ), 15

LI (™) N AR} = L3 (™) N AR? (12)
A 5 X S(HEAE T, 15
L™ =L(8) N AR, Li(s™) =L(5) N AR} (13)
A 2 S o(Fa il %) M (1),45:
AR* = (AP, U AP)) N AR, AP? =(AP, U AR)N AP, (14)
R (12)~R 147
LE(s* )N AP =L (s)NAR* n AP =L, (s ) N ((AP, U AP,) " AR) N ((AP, U AR) N AP, ) (15)
i (15)73:
L2(s®)NAP? =L, (s )N AP, (16)
[ 2 A 15
L3(s™*)N AP? =L,(s’) N AR, (17)
Bt 2R 16)F1 xR (17)75:
L,(s) N AP, =L,(s") N AR, (18)
TR S 2 X 3R A) R =R (1), i 45
Vie[l,n]-(s.s)e S, (8,8)e (Init,xInit,)nS (19)
a0 T4 Vie[l,n-11-((5,5,) e T, A(S, e T,) I 4t X 3 w15
Vie[Ln=1]-((8,§).(S.. 5 e T (20)
IR b 4 3 (19)113K(20), 7= ((S,8)),(S), ), ... (S, 50)) &= M, || M, I — 43047 728 AR 4 (1) A1 CTrace /)
E X ()15 7 =((8,8).(8,5),....(S,5)) € CTrace(z?), CTrace(z?) # @. O

SEHE 6 v DL B AR LB B n AN MR LA D il 5 S A R PR R R A A B S 8 B A R AN AT
DA RE G U S PR LA 110 L AR TR I TR IR 25 3 A 00 288, ) BN 3 W] DA B AR AR s 140 ) AP g ol 4t 5 s 181 IE 3K,
B4 5 S5 48] 2 — AN Bhy S A8 3R 5t TT AT 22 K A2 10 41l S A58 2L 1R A7 A LUGE 22 B Db s 49 IR0 AT .
3.3 WMEEL

FH Ttk 52 2 8RR PR S50 28 K1) 40, AT T8 el b S5 5% 28 0K S TR 4t e B AR F0 RS A, AT ol e 2 RS B op
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2B th R 22 AT R
EX 8(ZEMFEL). % R A R ZIRAE S AN SN KR R & Ry ARG HAY
Vs,s,€S:((s,8)e R =(s,8)e R).

P E M2 =M, (AP, R)1<i <m) g m AMAPEIZ KE (M2 [[M]]... || M2) = @ R[5 T il % 2 4] 22 9 H.
SRR 22 LM R TERLED CTrace(z? L M) =@ B 2% L M7 = (S*,S7,..., 5%, H4H 5 B 4, 0 5 A2 AE —
AMFRRjA<SjSn)i L VIS | RS # B ARS,,, =@. 7 s) b 22 11 R MCIR A5 (failure state), ] RS HY PR AFR b <AL
IRZ(dead-end state). nlKf s§ K931 3 AP IAAIACH) T4E: 8] =RS; UBS; LIS, JL:

(1) RS AZFEHIRAEE T8 SEHOIR A L WL IE HEAAF AL HORS B s, (KPR ITRS .

(2) BS;={s|se s rIse s, (s5)eT}BS PHPREF AR (bad state). WHCIRA 1] LLITAL 2] 87, 1R

IR ABI AR AT ILIR.

(3) 1S, =s] \(RS, U BS)) & Tt KR A (irrelevant state) 4.

BEAA (7,80, e T2 B4 /A 1 /AN S8 i AR B s7,, 19 BAOIRE (KT RS, K 0L BS, # @, 1E /21X PR
AT T B 22 7= T A SE RS RIORE 2 B AEA A S0 26,08 XA 8T IS LR R:

Vs,5€5((5,8)e R (35,8 €5, :(5,5)eTA(s,8)eT)V(VSes, (5,92 T A(s,)e T).

WAL, sT PRBEARE 5,5, BT EMOCR L HAY 5,5, RN HAT ] ST, (K AR 10T 8 sl 40 15
TR, L R¥ s? XI5 AN A0 26 s% = BS, I ST, = (RS UIS)). A G EW]L 4 K &R Ry R R FIRL,If
HLER 70 8§ @E4T R 73 LAAR, HAb A A S AR FF AR M < ML (AR, R R) < M /(AR R). A, M, /(AR?,Ri;R)
JE M IRSAE AR N — KA SR AL AC T T M /(AR R R) AR M2, X (ME IM2[].. || M2) |= @ P IEAT B IE.

4 FBIFR

R i 3 AN FE LR — AT R 9 2R 28 KA Machining F T 0 1% &, Testing - #0007 5 Buffer 5 71
KN Ty 1 RISl DX B 2 BT s M 35 75 b Kripke 45 149 Machi ning=(Sy, 1 nity, AP, Ly, T ), 2L 77 Sy= {my,m,
My, My}, Ity ={my},APy={i1,5;,wy, 1, p} . Iv={Si },Om={p} , Hu={i 1,wy, 1 }.i1,wy, fi 205l 4530 Machining %5 R . T AE
58 IR AS s 22 TF BN T T p 32705115 5Kk Buffer 4 n T4 1197 i in N 22 1 X, Testing=(Sr. I nity, APy, Ly, T),
b, Sr= {to,ty, .t L Inity={to} APT={i5,%, Wy, 2,0} I1={S},Or={g} . Hr={io,Wo, F, } .i.w,, f, 73 Jil b5 il Testing F1725 PR |
TAEMSEBOIRAS, s, 2m TFUAR I i g 3K Buffer M2 X AL 77 i Buffer=(Sg, Initg, APg, Lg, Tg), Ho 1,
Ss= {Do,01,05,b3,04,05, b6} Inite={by } ,APs={E,F.€,p,0} .Ie= {P,0} ,Os=1{ } Hu={E,F.&} .E,F,& 73 Jill m G i X 4 T il ik
HUIRAS, p,g 27 DN St R HE 7 S s A AN .3 AN P mT A .

PR E B AE R AR AL LTL M9 =G(f,—»X(=f,UQ@)),lI7E Machining 5¢— A7 il L5, i
TG DX KN LT A T IR R I HT S RE 58 5 — AN R0 L R A % e SRS
AP, ={f,, g}, AR} = {fi, p}, AR" ={s,,0}, ARy = {p, g}, AT rT LAZp 3R 3 M PFIRI S Kripke S5 4. F AR 4
P2 A 8 SCAT DKt EATT I AR i S 2 A A 0 1] 3 7R AR AN GOIRAS X B BRI — AN 28, A S i G0tk
WA — M GARZS oA

2 4 i % 412 BUE Machining® || Testing® || Buffer® Ry 30 PE T g I K7 K 56 32 [ 1 4 5 1 (G2, 62, 2, 2,
). % IR M5 £ K 1 1 % Machining®, Testing ® A1 Buffer ® 1= (5 5 5 43 53 29 (m@, m@, m@, mf, me), (t2,12,12,t2,t2) Al
(bg,bf, b, b, b2). 1T CTrace((m?, m?, mf, mf,mf)) = @, H#fs &= ¥ 6, CTrace((c?,cf,c2,¢%,¢2)) = @. I i, (3,67, ¢,
ot.eoy s A D S, 75 RS A6 Machining®. kS Ak K mg Rl 23 S P A il SRS {mg, my AT {my RS AL R
Machining® 55 FCAW 5 Al A6 A 15 IR & 5 TR B PR o, (7588159 31— AN O S 1 ) HL 25X Machining® 11X
AL T 2 ORI 5, 3 445 B — B T o A RCE AR & 61
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My, b)), (M, 8, ), (M, by, (M, 1, 1), (M, b, 1), (M, 1, ), (M, 4, ), (M, £, 1), (my,, £, 1))

/
S b Qe Rt

to

T

K : >
f
.2
t3 b;
Machining Testing Buffer
Fig.2 Kiripke structures for the example
K2 7RI RGN Kripke 451
m = {my, m, m} 6 = {t. .6} by = {b.by,b}  bY ={b.by} G =(mf,t5,65) ¢ = (.5, )
A X A
\ 4 A4 v \ 4
fip 9 ¢} ¢}
m' = {m} th = {t;} b = {bs,bs} ¢y =(mj,tf, b
Machining * Testing ? Buffer ® Machining ® || Testing ? || Buffer #

Fig.3 Component abstractions for the example
K3 BRI S
RGN T AR LT o (R GORs A I RE P ) R G 0 REAS A il S AR PF 4L 5 il AR R IR S K mT
IR EEE T2 KA DR S B SR B, 52 B 13X A2 SR PR AL 5 (R 1) 425 'SEZAEETMWQEAWQEA#\*EU%W
T3 IR BORR AL A 5UAH B, DR A 1R AL R AT 8RS SR U W) RS A B — A 7 4R B 4L v LUl
Ao YR I AL 5 B 0 A 4 SR (L2 A A R P B K 2 1T DR 285 AR A il AL o 0 A 56 A T 58 T LAAT 24
Mo i /NI AE LR BRPIRAS S 1) (H AR R T RERR 22 2 AT AL & . IR IE RS AL R 1.

Table1l Size of models for the verification example

R 1 BRI KA

Number of states for individual component Component composition
Machining Testing Buffer Possible states Valid states
Direct composition 4 4 7 112 96
Abstracti Initial abstraction 2 b 3 12 3
straction First refinement 3 2 3 18 5
refinement
Second refinement 4 2 3 24 7
5 HXIIME

S 51T A G A 20 3 3 R A 2 C R Java R B0 [ B 36 E 2 . SLAM T BN 43 A
C V5 5 ik i K 2 B AR R s BLAST T HISHRAL T C 5 5 FERF ) on-the-fly [ ik P40 #.Corbett 25 A 8]
T AN Java FEFFHIICH BOIRZS BB FNAE T R ARRE H B IR AIE Java F2 P 7775, JF S5 T 1. A BANDERA.
Pasdreanu 45 NPUGT AN Java F2FE UM B KY 56 T B BANDERA 1 Java PathFinder #£47 #£ Ji Jf %} Java PathFinder
HBEAT T 97,1l BANDERA X Java F£FEREAT % AURS 4k, 1] Java PathFinder 2E47 K56 A1 S 51 A He 2 AUt
X F G (system-on-a-chip) 5 T 14 Gk A8 UF A BRER R 4 ) UEE 8 T PRl R U] A SC I 32 2 AR 2
TERE PR 2 A R B0 3 2 v 2 FH e kG A B A R 4 1 A 1) 6 R F SRR 0 AR T A RS A ) 4 i DAy L
A TRT B T ) 30 i SORG A ) R, B0 UE B A Gk AR T, B U VR T H AR SRR A A A S R E I A A
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PEMAGIC!M 2 3 — A C R JFIAIE LB, 8 sUB Y SR AR 0T # & Zi(labeled transition system, f&j #k LTS), 1%
H 172 5 0F RS 2 75 8 RS S 3 52 MAGIC [# 56 10F iot F2 108 R 1 51 5 1 dh SR AU AE 20 0 BAT 21 & 4,
{EE 41 Pk S BRI AE 2 T R — B e P A TR 56 2 T R D 1900 SF At A ke 1 e S 3R AT A 2, 8 i 1 R 5
FE BUE I ECR A C F2 )% v e EXCR S0 1) S5 IR 2R T AT 45 4 S 0 A 1) 2 0, 300 3 % A A A AR IR AR R HE AT Hh 5
R 3 AE) A 2 TR At 5, IS4G TR A DA R il S )N A A B AL B B AN A 1 EAT DR MR BE BRI T A BT I R R
Ji Brandin 25 AU I T — R AL T T R G R GSH0 R 5 15, R 2R 48 A B AIE R A0 Ol T RSSO AIE 2% 5 v i
S A T2 ) e R R 358 b R R 38 1K 2R G A BRI 1 5 PR AT A B ] 4 S R I SR R AT
FEA A B ST I J LS B AT )R AR ] ) B4 4R

A R I 11315 B — T 1 DR 2 R K T L0 7 9 R ) R G A A 5 A0 ) LR A iR, K 36 4%
F RGN LR G HE T o AN ZR SR T, T 38 G 7= 28 R A0 e 2 110 TR X T 40 T ¥ 2 1 O 3 PR AR TR A
B0 52 F FE A 3 T B SCHE ZE 45 NIt 4 A B RS 50 AN A A RS AL RS 50/ T 2R G 0 20 1 R U 8, UBE R 565 £ £
JEE D3R T 9 b L A5 TR AIE T 9 T i B R SERH I 1) 2L T I R RV AL M AL A R TR R 6 1 ) A R (A
HEE TR A 30 P DR T Q1 R 2R 50 1) A AAC P T 2 i Ay %1 2R 48 111 o DA B T e e 3 B 5 ABE B

5 A0 LE R A (R B E 7 T, VF 22 0T 9 3 T 6 A [R] B S0 1E ) R4 HE 1 4% i vk 2 5 LM Bz 1
B SN O B 3L 2% i fF 2R G 1) e v A Y A T UML I [ 26 7R 56 139 55 10 5 SR 240, 5 % it A 2
500240 2 180 B A7 AE — S0E N SR 77 AE — SOE S PR BRI T 0 H, 40 T MG I B0 595 Lee 6 NS A B 01 B 30
BUHI 2 A 38 SRR A1 2 1] 1) A8 TS 25 1 b AT 4G 1, AH 98 A 6 2R e AT 0y 75 99 L 4 08 PE I HEAT K 5 Bultan 45
NI T — A% Web 45 414 (47 AT IRL) R 50 AE (1 T AL HESE, F Mealy HLoA Web AR 45 (K147 b 45,
FH Web IR 55 2 M 1 25 16 KR IS L2y J8 ik B 2 LA 26 AL OC R AT U0 A 3% SETF 53 8 38 A7 K FH 5 kG
fER.

6 % it

H T IR A el A, I P B 10 513 P il 0 A B AR 6 A P 4 5 P 3 S TR A T AR B S AN RE A i
2 Ja) PR PR AL A T 25 5 AL A B L ACSCRR Y T 415 U SRS A TR B AR5 ] Kripke 45445
FEIPF AL, 25 5 SRR ) P ORI PF PR 3 5247 D D 35 0 O 3 0 450 7 2 A P FR AR 28 2 ) i AT 85 A Sl 7 97 2E
B J T3 R P EASE R PR A7 A 7 A SRR Ay T Y ) 20 AR R 3 ) 1 21 10 ol 8 20 5 A5 A A BB S 9] A A 20
N AE A KA 0T B 1) 8 5 10 80 A, 30 5 ) 45 e 2 A P A 0 35 S B 45 5 T T N2 PR 4T DA SR A s 49 B A 2
B0 A DAy A Oy B A5 5 HH T RS A A A 6 AR S I B A AL IR Tk

SV I BN R AE Bl G AT AL A V1 S5 (B B R R PR JRE S T R S A L B A R R AR A K Y
20 5 M T L, [ A i GRS A HE 2 1) 2 B AT A 25 ¥ S T B A K A 0, K P R AR T A R R 2R

P ARSI, b 10 B TAR A AT AR 4 T R SMV)SCEL B (LI S AR LR 4,
B I G S B AN il SRS A S S B AL £ U I SRS AL R RAE TR
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