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Abstract: The model-checking problem for hybrid systems is very difficult to resolve. Even for a relatively
simple class of hybrid systems, the class of linear hybrid automata, the most common problem of reachability is
unsolvable. Existing techniques for the reachability analysis of linear hybrid automata do not scale well to problem
sizes of practical interest. Instead of developing a tool to perform a reachability checking of the complete state
space of linear hybrid automata, a prototype toolset BACH (bounded reachability checker) is presented to perform
path-oriented reachability checking and bounded reachability checking of the linear hybrid automata and the
compositional linear hybrid systems, where the length of the path being checked can be made very large, and the
size of the system can be made large enough to handle problems of practical interest. The experiment data shows
that BACH has good performance and scalability and supports the fact that BACH can become a powerful assistant
for design engineers in the reachability analysis of linear hybrid automata.

Key words: linear hybrid system; linear hybrid automata; bounded reachability analysis; linear programming
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GATE CONTROLLER

Fig.1 Linear hybrid system for train gate controller (TGC) model
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Fig.2 Example of path-set and behavior-set selected for TGC model
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AN Z MM R ZEAT VRG34« N EE K5 8 B A MV R 2% 55 42 1 I AH SGRHIE N 5
T ARAS BACH (145 35 0 S b in B 3 iR,

e i
- "»-7'?:
(a) Main GUI (b) LHA editor (c) Path-Oriented reachability
checker for single LHA
[QREE ] (b) LHA &I & 4 2 () LHA THT [f] 4% ] Tk P A 56 2%

| Lossmntns | Rk

| Lmentn 1 Rt b b et
|

|m

(d) Bounded reachability (e) Path-Oriented reachability checker (f) Bounded reachability checker

checker for single LHA for compositional LHA system for compositional LHA system
(d) LHA H F ] s AR 56 2% (e) LHA 414 &R 4¢1 ) % 1% () LHA D15 R G157t
CIBEN G vt e ALIE PR A

Fig.3 GUI snapshots of main components of BACH 2.0
K3 BACH 2.0 % EZEH A4 H - 5t i & 4]
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2.2 BACHEYR G4
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e -
Editor Graphical
e ador

Syntax LHA
checker [™ generator

\
LHA Reachability
parse checker
v
Function

selector

Single LHA Compositional
checker LHA system
checker
BMC reachability Path-Oriented ‘ Path-Oriented BMC reachability
checker reachability checker reachability checker checker

; ‘I’ SLS-DFS-Based | i
i pathset generator 4

P (Repor | (Report )
i

DFS-Based H Single path Path set
path generator i encoder encoder

Fig.4 Structure of BACH 2.0
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25 52 B N T AT B AR S R 06 o, WU B A H b AN TTaA,
(3) EBUHLAL G ARG 7] #4241 n] A PRk
L5 B L i) A T PERAIE SR B, BACH B SETUAI J il N B AR SR AE IR TR b 1 15 B ik 5 AN A,

VOB R AR R A 0 4 52 BR AR HEAT 70 M7 8 I — AL AR B 0 LS R A5 T SR 5 125 2R 1 I A 4

EA B 2K RN HE 1.2.2 75 P 10 R ASORE JEREAT G i, A2 1 — AL 2 AN S5 50, O 3 P e P R ) B ) AN S5 X L 0t AT

SRAE, T RA A W B AR T IK, S 2 AN T Ik

(@) CIEILLLE R AT ATk

PRI IE

647

HI P SRS BN 1 H AR 5 452 2 1K BACH AR 1 A B EIHUIT AR AT IR AR S 4 R 4k
AP K IR A ELREARIE H AR (42 5, 2 T i A rp L SR U A2 F A B shFL P AT R LB R,
FLR AR H BB R 2] — 545 A I A P4 0F HAEW HE F AR iU B AR 0 3 Bz s AR 4L a o LT
50y A T3 AR [ R kAR R Bz Y ] 9 40k 544 R SRR 45 5 B A T A e A R R 36 ek, WU B A AR A

GRS

Model the system

Syntax analyze

/ Generate the ha file for the model

Reachability analysie
for single LHA

Path-Oriented reachability

Precheck the
structure of the path
Yes
Solve by LP

Yes No
Reachable

Unreachable

Fig.5 Flowchart of the verification in BACH 2.0

LIRS SOVEN ST (Y

Bounded reachability

Function
selection
Input the path

Input the target
location and bound
Search the path
within the bound

Yes
Verify the path
No .
G

Reachable

Input the file to
BACH

Function
selection

Unreachable

Reachability analysie for
compositional LHA system

Path-Oriented reachability

Function
F — selection
Input the path
set Ir_\put the target
location set and bound

Generate the share
label set
Precheck the structure of
the path set
Solve by LP

Yes No
Reachable

K5 BACH 2.0 #7456 3 FE &

nel 6 .

Unreachable

Bounded reachability

Search the path set
within the bound
Yes
Verify the path set
No )
Feasible?
G
Reachable

Unreachable

« ModelChecking.diagram_ha G T SCACH A KED 5 FEL T i A BEYE 75 Frame 26of S0 B AL St
g

LSt Analyzer X A A B B E AL A S HLIEEAT

et LU SCAHS AR E, DAL S HH B AR S0 TR
o ModelChecking.modelchecking 1 > 3= 2 i 832 S I A4, 71 :Model Checking 28 S T H 1y 3= St 1f

5 J %944 % ;BoundedCheck,PathCheck 4% 4

TR W A 5 A TRV T SR o A I A

AN S A TR 4 Rl ik RS Dl e e S 11 SCF,
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FEATAH L I %o 1 A PRy 3 [y 46 285 2R

e ModelChecking.modelchecking.hybridautomata 3 3= % g F2 )37 52 I [R] B 3L 4% 76 2 1 5088 4540 5 4
1, 3L N A% State,Variable, Transition,Constraint,ChangeRate, Reset 25 &4~ H A sk b B H & T

e ModelChecking.drasys £l 4 AN 2 4 42 i 2t RURI B STRE, H 87, 3AT T I A T2 P42 e iy 42 1 L k)
A4 1 OpsResearch [ OR_Objects(http://opsresearch.com/OR-Objects/).

ModelChecking
diagram_ha - — — — — — — >
modelchecking
hybridautomat
Analyzer <%TransitionAnalyzer‘ PathCheck ybridautomata
[StateAnalyzer| | ClockAnalyzer| BoundedCheck HybridAutomata
ModelChecking
e
- - e
P C-PathCheck State Variable ’Transmon‘
e
e
1. ~_T1_7 1
C-BoundedCheck ChangeRate | | Constraint
drasys

Fig.6 Package/Class diagram of BACH 2.0
Kl 6 BACH 2.0 /245 k&l

2.3 BACHRYX BRI A —IRZIBHA B L]

BACH = BEHOR AL R 2 METR i A ShHL B — S5 BR AR Bl B S LA & o B — AN B AR 4 A AT 3k g i)
0 o 2 P i A 8 S 2 5 AP 2 SRR A e 1 AT R P S A 1 6 1 R e A e 2k n B AR i T
BB HLEL B B LA S 1T AT B AR, SEBRAT AT Sk A B6 e AT R I B shALER B ShHLA & T B4, 2
BACH SEILIF JCHEH AR, B2 M BACH REARVE ik 1) 8 2 I8 381 T 4 A0 408 A AnT 3l e 3 56 U0 5 B0 okl [ A Y
93 %€ AR T A B AR (A1), DUSE BT Rl ik PE A 5
231 HESHHLR B S i I 5

B X VR A Bl L A A E R AR R AT IA M 1) L AT R T T R T R R B A R 2 o )
L i R I ik T3 U, BRATT AT LU i s [ B N ) BT B AR K S8 A B S LIR AT ST A PR AR S
ERE N NG e 2 VETR BB L H IR a5 67 & HH R, 3T H IR R 24, R F iR B A0 S 48 ik O Uil P 7E 45 58
KT FE AR A B A, 3 T 2R R U ) B A A SR A B e L R T e B 5% R AR P R MR 56 T VR A
R AW R T IE AR L, G SR ) AR 8 e Ik S, AN T AR U e b R, B A AR X A U ) o B R AR
1 H bR RO Bl R v AR MR LT (1 B A%, AT 58 25 8 A0 B0 AT B A (MR 28 5 0 A JR TR I W IR 2 TR AR
SO BATRR— S AR D BON KRR ZBRAR T S K AR
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HARSE WK 7 Fros: 26 0 VERIFY (H,R(v, @), bound) = A1 N 23 1) Db A AGr 56% (1) 28 Pk VR B B AL HL 45 58 T
ISVERLZY R(v, @), %5 5E {8 bound; &6 % TRAVERSE (loc,stack,step) 7 i A 23 0 2 - 24 B 7 i) 15 54 loc, 24 B 47 77 4%
stack, 4T #4220 4L step.

VERIFY(H,R(v,¢#),bound)
for each location v,eV°
begin
new stack s;
int step=1;
s.push(vy);
boolean res=TRAVERSE(vy,s,step);
if (res==true) return true;
s.pop(v1);
end
return false;
TRAVERSE(loc,stack,step)
Get the ongoing path p from stack;
if (loc==v)
check paccording to R(v,d);
if (reachable) return true else return false;
else
check the feasibility of p;
if (unfeasible) return false;
if ((step==bound)]|(loc doesn’t have any succeed location)) return false;
for each succeed location sloc of loc
begin
s.push(sloc);
boolean res=TRAVERSE(sloc,s,step+1);
if (res==true) return true;
s.pop(sloc);

end
return false

Fig.7 Algorithm for the DFS-based bounded reachability verification of LHA
7 TR RN SRR A S AR R SRk

8 4 —MELF 5 MY E T . WA RGN MR A A S HL% A SIPLR T AR R Bl T
YRR WA M AT 7K A R 1R KA, DA R b T B0 BT RR T ). B LEY) B AN VgV, Va,Va Vs, 70 KT N 35 R 1)
5 FORAS FEALE Vo, vo A0, 10 T THT 7R v, va AL, 1) 1716 A HE A7 5 vs b, RGEK AL BN 0, R G d 1 LAE. R Grh,
AdEy AR KA X R ST 5 N FRATT U A SR IR F R R B A 5t i D S B A B 1 A AT ik
PR ) RRTEISAT k 25 N RETTHRIE T 11 vs(Chy T B LB k 258 0 6). Sk H AR P R

(1) MATLETT A vy TP 3 BRSSP e T 15 B B84 va— vy, VA THT 7] 5 438 W) 3k e AR 6 4o ik A 36, AT 61
A RIS 32 ST

(2) A b ARV [T V1=V, Vi—3Va—>V3—3Va, V1—9Vo—3Va—3Va—3V1 V1 —>Vo—3V3—Va—3V1—>Vy, 35 T 15

(3) ML, BRARK LN 6,75 B B AE, Kk, (0] 9 & 2 0 B AR v B SR — AN 0 3T AL v, ViR R — 4 3
v1—>v2—>v3—>v4—>v1—>v5.éé’l‘ﬁﬁﬁ?%%ﬂKﬂﬁ,?%éﬁéﬁélﬂﬁﬁﬂ,%j%‘%% V1—Vs [RIFEATT X,

(4) 2k, BIME 6 2P Z WITH BB BRI 58 58 15 4510 7045 8 ME N, R RIBAT A& IE E70 17 Vs,

BL LS 0T U 2B A4k, LE AT ViV VeV S5 B 18 TP AN A AR 1T £ v, PRI RN 5 220 T 26 i 0
AT A58 AR, 2 BACY g U7 ) B8 AR SR fa — A9 s E RS R v I, FRATT A 75 R T ) B AR R AR 56 7 v kR
AU ) 6 42 REAT K6 36 R okt 76 BREL 6 20 P9 LR 58 B A2 ViV Va—vy—vi—vs Bl vi—vs [ AT IA M BRI AT (0] H
B SR L n] a1 i)
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Fig.8 LHA model of the water-level monitor (WLM) system
K8 sKFA/K AT R A5 R il R G s Y

2.3.2  FBNHLAL A L= SR e 50 I SR B o e I B
L5 8 B ML AT IA PR A 56 TR A, dn SRR R 65 AT o 2 A BhHLAL A R G AE P 4 T A Y T (R %
4L, It A S A RGETH [ 2647 Tk PR30 5 o0 BT A B R A — R 5, B A FRATT T LARI S s LA
RYAT S0k v ) LT DL AR S AR, BRI T R i R A0 Sl 7 4 e R Y T AT B AR A R 11
SR T R B ML o L 2 SRR AT R0 AT R A A AE LS SR (K B 1, e AT AR B L S A B
L 0 451 — 11, TR AT T AR B S Sk L 52 44 4 (share label sequence, i &R SLS). 4t — />4 45 W AN A 51 Hy
M OH, M ESIHLA S RS H, MFEEES b {abelH, £ h{abd}ZinZ={ab}, I 4 H;, iz
p=b—>c—a— c—>b 5 H, H 12 py=b—d—a—b—a AR e AL AT A Tk P L. K Ry oy 70 L2 4 iy i
4 h boa—b, i pp 78 S EFAEE E WA b—sa—sb—a, 55 AR &, T AN E R BAT AT 459247 0 3 UL |
JEARL BRI L = FH AR E B S R IS T IR AR S R LR TR K A S HLAL A R G AT ST A R vk
(SLS-DFS).
A T B A ShHLRGE R A P S A SO SR )</ 10T 1) 25 B ML BACH ™ 4% i ¢
AR e SRR 4 i1 A5 00 BT AT Ji5 70T A AT R AN 7 T 1T 1) LA N AT AT AL S 1 AR
e SR FH 67 BRI PR 5 SRV AT 3 g 1 T A I 482 B A 1) B LA R T 5 3l g W 350 2 2 2% L ) 1) s LT 4 4
(1 % A%, PRI 224 I3 17 1) 4 A0 1 A B3 1 B ML B A% 0 22 R 40 AR R — 0 R — 35 ) 7 A [ .
238 7 B 96 Ja — N B A B L, 4R B 4 7E B A IRIA E AR S I B4R, OF LA BB LT UG IR 1 AR 38 1E
R BLPE P A AR s — SO, At R FE T 17 545 450 4L 0 T 0 R G 6 T 9 R B 2 B A A A 3 A R N R, 3
AN A2 U] MBS A 1 Bt E S LT LG R, B 20T E S ALK AT RS 4238 U5 il o ok AR SR B 9 iR,
Horp s 2 VERIFY (N,R(v, ), bound) = 13865 53 53l 4 A5 AL 36 1 B BATLAL & B 48 NON=Hy||Hal|...[|Hm, 45 T [ ] 3k 2
LA RV, @), 25 5E B bound; ¥ 3 SLS-DFS(H;, 9,0 ) A4 AN 23 90 4 w3l 7 [ L Hy, 2 i e 3 S = ik
HUSE S 1 e g 4 Al
TATTR K8 1R G R R ) b0 Sk se 4 T B0 1 m I H AR 8 {To,Go,Co} LA K AU K i
{[2,51.[2,51,[2,51} 48 Ji $4 S L3 51300 BT AR 30 1% H b (604 A il vk
(1) TR G AShHLH BT ST 4 BT, A L S F 4 4 {approach, exit, lower, raise};
(2) XFEEAN B A BIALIS AR R — 4 W4 e 42 DR 4 5% A BhAL 24 1T U7 i) B 12 or, o, pe, 3T AL IX 3 4B 420
N4 0 =L pr. po,pc}, IR AE LS5 A Fe B 4
(3) MRS %R, T4k A BhHL T Hh gl 7540 52 B [2,5] P HRIE H A 15 A5 To (K145
Pr=(To) = (T x(To)>(Te) >(To):
(4)  HAE pr 25 AR N ) 3 S S F 1 51) Sr=approach—sexit, K S s N2 9
(5) KAl 7E BB G HhHRBIEKAE pg = (Go) =(Gy) —>(Gy) ra_’ise<G3>Tp’<G°>;

(6) R oo ZE AT N ) 3L S AF 7 41 9=lower—raise, ¥ I IR N E I
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U)ﬁ%iﬂﬁﬁ%%%%ﬁﬁ@ﬂc%%&ﬁﬁ&%%m%ﬁ@@M@@Mxﬂmxmg£@a;

(8) DXh EEhHL C L& R Ee b s — AN [ ShL, R FH T 1) i 450 A0 vl G PR 56 J7 VLKL o 1) WL I
(9) e p T ik, ) 5 A 2 4 T AR
(10) W R p ANAE UAE ABIHL C EARER R LI R AEA RSB, ASIHL C EASEAE T — 4 Rl 2 L 2 g
P 4 A SO R o i B FL T LAARR H FR 19 A i AR, R BN & 2 AL Gy IR ok Tk Bk
A%, TR 4k 22 I 2 B sh AL T 95R RAS I HFE 1) % 42, DR DR RE 7 45 R, B AT H 45 {To,Go, Co} L 45 1 19
1{[2,5],[2,5].[2,5]} . A Al ik,
{HAF— 320002 78 IR 7R Bl JE e H AR 2 vk s A ] ok, AT 8L 38 O — AN B AR 4L AT T R 56 X
RN TR —EIETE B I AR A )RR D Rk, TR R R TR At B B HLIEAT R R AR A S — AN e s R
A28 0], AT SRt v LAAE 45 0 AR P S5 2 R 8 IR 2 25 ) A T DR 1t A 2 P i )

VERIFY(N,R(V, ¢),bound)
generate path set p*:{pl,pz ..... Pm} and SLS set 3*:{91,92 ..... In}, Vo; and V 9; are empty;
SLS-DFS(Hy, 9 ,0);
SLS-DFS(H;, 9,p0")
WHILE true
begin
using DFS to find the next potential path o of H; after p; in bound;
if (no such path exists)
set o and 9; to empty;
return false;
else
update p, p*, Jiand 9 by p,
if (i==m)
check reachability of " according to R(V, ).
if (p* is reachable) return true else continue
else
boolean result=SLS-DFS(His1, 9 ,0)
if (result==true) return true else continue

end

Fig.9 Algorithm for the SLS-guided-DFS-based bounded reachability verification of CLHA
Ko S e s S R 3 TR B e R AL A 2 PR R G S A PR 6 uE 570

3 EOIFRESBERXITIELLE

7E HP T /£ 3% (Intel Xeon CPU 1.8GHz/3.78GB)#1 Dell T_1E i (Intel Core2 Quad CPU 2.4GHz/ 4GB RAM)_L,
FATR BACH FIPEREREAT T — RN SLIe PPAL, JF 5 AHOC L HAE T HL8R, T v gl A 23 AH DG hE L.
3.1 BB ALEME B KITEE

AT A T BT 8 From KA 28 48 S it B 10 B (s FE 42 il 9 230 24T T 5, X P R 431k
I SCHR[3], I HL A2 V8 J 5 48 50 1 1) 28 SIZ 481 0 3 7K A8 1 Sl BILASE Y, 75 56 UE ) 3 P ) Rk 49 580 vs (KA 20 0)
ST ]I R FE R AR 1 SS9 2 IX A — A o I A 288 o o P AR AT R 4 R IR B AR 3~15 2
A, 2435 B (7545 o8 ) 18 Bl s s (L 15, R N4 00 25037 S8 FH G A — M s it A e il A7 B8 diaL. T — R 4 it s 7 K
A5 FH 11 B 2 (] AN B/ T 6 AN B [ Py i SR 24 30 P82 3 381z v i, 1 284 7 skl T FH I T8 4 R e i iK% shutdown
RIS o W8P AR 5 x5 %o 4 IR R B vk da A 1 B R 2 AT 2 KR ) R R A L AT A
565 P ] 3k P )RR A R 22 42 A va(shutdown)7E R G347 2 15 ] ik,
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Fig.10 LHA model of the temperature control system (TCS)
K10 i JE AR H R G H ALY

311 I I A% VT O M G A e S 50 e

AT 5 5903 BUK A R R IR AR Vi (VaoVa—V—v) Vg L 8 1 1 3R 0 1 B 42 (Vi—>Vo—V—Va)
V>V 1 N SEIG BT A%, L K 30 I 46 45 e BT A B0 AT B 256 Bl 40 i B 1 38 L RIER 2 . il s
AL AR A AR A AR B D0 BRATT B T UK 25 (K B A S R 1 600 N1 a5, A2 LA AL AT ] AIASE i) S0 (1)
B MG A AL k Gk 500 I WSS SR AT AR AR Ak I R R S S P A 43 i S “Java.lang.out of
memory” X — B4 1 JR R 4 -, B b B A2 H AL M 2 M 29 R AR I KB I 7 40 iy Java JEBIMLIK P A7 L 4 (45
32 AL 2% b A bR — O T 2GB, BRSS9 IDK R ASAH 55) AH 2 FeATTTT LA IR, fin o S ) 3% 422 20 At K,
B AR AR AR, T H R S 13 B K3 . a3 1 TR e 2R U H0E 31 10 000 (15 B0 T, o S48 FH %
BAFIRHA, LT 0.031s RIAT 5 J ) 5 e A 1 46 42 v 3 5% ki % H B ik 40 000 4.

Table 1 Path-Oriented reachability data of WLM system
R L KALPE G R Gei A A m] A R S IR Ho e R

Path: vi— Vo>V oVs—v1) vs

i Original technique (without optimization) Path decomposing Path shortening
Constraint Variable Memory Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
200 7207 2002 512M 503.140 1.562 0.031
400 14 407 4002 1470M 4202.421 3.187 0.031
500 Java.lang.out of memory error 4.109 0.031
10 000 Java.lang.out of memory error 38.047 0.031

Table 2 Path-Oriented reachability data of TCS system
e 2 WJE SR A G ) R AR T M SR I Al R

Path: (vlavzavlav3)kav1~>v4

K Original technique (without optimization)  Path decomposing | Path shortening
Constraint Variable Memory Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
200 8815 2004 512M 686.938 686.938 686.938
400 17 591 3998 1470M 5574.312 5574.312 5574.312
450 Java.lang.out of memory error

3.1.2 A7 St Rk PR A 50 AR H S 56 K

5 RS20 A, 10 I TR AR R G R AR RGN AT Sl ik R sE g b BRA T B 14 H AR 200 o KA R 4
) v Y S R A R G 0 v T TR B A 2R MR TR R BRI A S n] A MR 6 T LLIE I SAT B 58 AR T LAAE
XK PSRRI 3 S HEAT A B 2 e SR TR Hy SATDUSEAT 1 S Ll e, Hy SAT J2 224 il M — I 170 JB8 B 11 S WL T %
[, 55T SAT JMARM A FUBIBUR 56 T B B A4 S 50 2504 B an JE o AR AR Ry 45 38 20 K P AR R A fift WAl 1. )
FBUIT 5 I TR0 5 58 2 45 BT S AR 7], S 56 o 2K s SOH % 12 R 3 1T s i 4 H
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W 11 R 12 s RO 2 000 A K AR FR G0 R B s ) ZR G0 10 S i s R SR R O BT o A TR
BACH (15256 %540, 5 14k T H HySAT (15256 4. b nl LA Hi:

(1) BACH FIT AL B () fr] AR K T+ HySAT. 1T SAT J5 i i BAERL I B S AT K R 48 K 26 N BT 47 M 4 i

AL R, ) BAE, i BK. AShHLYE FE S KR, 20 AR K /N K R 3 e, AT BRI T AT A R ) T
UL W BACH, R8T i F2 i BACH FLUFR7E N A7 HARAE 1 BTz A7 1) 5 470 LA B A I 6 A28 5 4 A8 19 28 kAR
S SRR AT 6 P A7 75 SR AR /N B5L bk BACH R LA o il 5 (19 BUASS K 351 SAT AR 1) HySAT;

(2) X TAHF 1) B BACH Jr a5 N 1) /N T HySAT. 3 2%, BACH 3 et v BE A 2 1 75 T 3 1 455 254 & O 45 4
e RE N AR N B LAY T A, AN 2 I NAEAR BT R B 1) stuttering #4410 Hy SAT JUDE f 4 ] SAT 4%
RAEKE k 25 T AT T Gt 1 ) 29 RS B R BE 05 5 2 H bR 16— 4L DR 58 U AE, T stuttering 5% 4t
(51N, S BTG (1 1 8 25 1) 58 o0 42 2%, LU, - 4 B AH I #4422 ), BACH 38 3k 28 1 40 R ofe 56 ik 4 4 16 42 1) T 3
P11 HYSAT FIIX [ili2 & (interval analysis) [ 75 ¥ 8 Ja) e AH 18 i) 457 HE H 00 2R M 29 TR &5 0T A 41
2P 240 SRR [V SRR 7 T, 206 2 1l AR 1 12k 5 23 3k X (1) B 2

—+—BACH —#—HySAT0.8.4 —+—BACH -—HySAT0.8.4
10000.0 ,/. / 10000.00 » -
1000.0 1000.00
Z 100 o'/ = §00°0 // —
g ' P o 10.00
E 100 > £ Loo / Jrad
1.0° 0.10 g//'/
0.1 0.01
300 3000 10000 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Bound (number of discrete locations) Bound (number of discrete locations)

Fig.11 Bounded reachability data of WLM system Fig.12 Bounded reachability data of TCS system
K11 ZKAH R GEAT S nl s e S 0 Acdla 12 R R G ST M S Hoi
3.2 BahHAE AL B LIS 1Rl

FEAT AL BATER Fischer TR Wp iS5 1% S b e il B2 R Gkt H S HLAL & R AT IA PR A SR AT PP
il IX AN ZR G0 10 JR 2 43 SISkt L5 SCIR[3] A0 SCIR[20], 3 R kg 1] 13 A 14 Fow.

set_0_m set 0_m

test mm

Process_i SharedVariable

Fig.13 Hybrid automata for Fischer mutual exclusion system (FME)
13 Fischer B J& R 4iR % A 3 HLE B
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rod_m
#=[081.1]

Rod_i Controller

Fig.14 Hybrid automata for Nuclear reactor system (NRS)
K14 A% S R R SR I B S Y

Fischer I J% 248 1 —4UM1 158 4 E NI S IX O BERELL B, I 13 s, R 485 — B Fischer 4 (1 [X 17
T8 T S0 T AT K FL A S = AR B RMEAT R 0 A B HL R G el T 5 T L SR AT ) 2P
[ B SIHLR G D, AT A L R GE R I T — ANl L 5248 5 1) [ 2 #L SharedVariable(SV), 4 &l 13 47 & s,
W 14 7R 1% S N S48 il 22 G0 1) 3% 3 R — 20 FH KW 1 F 4 S . R 490 300 I s o e ok o s S e e
J 3k N HE K R A (1 mR 1 DT 2 ) 2R 48 1) 2L A 22 43 L P ASE AR DI I 7K v B ) 2 o e o 4514 A T
15 B — B IS I) A T LA 4k 24 O 5 AN 1 3 WL 2R G KRR 28 T LA ok 388 I B R 1 s L 45 R 1 S HL I A
A, DR Al 5 38 A5 T R VP A BACH 78 Ab B EURE [ S HL4L & RGEI (T fig.

3.2.1 T[] 5 A7 T S A 6 A B 512 6 K

T THT [ 16 47 7T 3 T 512 56 P A v, O 7 767 W DL, B AT T8 B 1K R 48 40 Sl B T 40 ANIEFE 1) Fischer T F R 48
FIPIAT 40 HE 12 b P % 5 I3 S 45 )b R 495 3RA1 1k Fischer B 22 B VR R 1 ShHLE IR 6 A0 21 S o 45 A 1R
H B HUAFILG N 1 sp $e i (s, —=0L 5, ST yg  ULIT yg gk SLOT o (05 ST I A X 1Y A s, P
B s, HN (1 BT 3 (1 77 3 () R0k B AN R G RE A 4% U S I HIB AT K UR A% SN M 4 R 2R 4 3k B itk A2
YRR IR B SIS AR N out 3 ST 4R 3% I (out —2-l s jn et ; recover )X —=¥eY Ty oyt ) 77 B
AT DT 1R T ik e ) AL [ R A A R 45 B A5 4% TR P 91 TE 3 384T KU AH I 1R 52 36 45 R LR 3 R 4.

i 3 3R 4 IR BH v, S v B A e 1) B K ) B — AN R 40 AN B R HERR 41 ) Fischer HFh LR
G P AR AN A NI FEIXGK 15 IR 2 (R B AR 2. TR D BRATT I 55030 BT A s 1 2 Rl i) 810y A 15 s A 56
H BB 28 e B A0 20 0 RIASE 22 P AH DG, B DL, T SR 48 0 5 1 B LI I AR 5, T8 % 3 mT LA 360 55 A B8 22 1l
R A SN A R G 35 b3 i i D B AR 06 PR B AT TS T b B 0IE T — A th 320 ANk FE 4 A 19 Fischer B
PR G LA K — A th 320 AR A 0 4 e I A% S 3k 2R 46, LA B K A R — 15 I BAE .

Table 3 Path-Oriented reachability data of FME system
< 3 Fischer TR MR Gt 1 [n] B A% 1]k 1 S 46 £l %

Pro1 (S1 test_0_1 Sz set_1_1 53 test_1_1 34)k set_0_1 31
Path set P;’;‘)-4o s, test_0_40 s, set_40_40 33 test_40_40 34)k set_0_40 N
SV (0 test_0_1 0 test_0_2 set_0_2 O)k set_0_1 0
3 Constraint Variable Memory Time (s)
5 4962 2041 256M 160.661
10 9762 4041 1024M 1233.208
15 14 562 6041 2 048M 4 099.463
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Table 4 Path-Oriented reachability data of NRS system
Fe A4 %S HESE I 2R I ) S A T e S I A gl R

ROdl (OUt add _1 in remove _1 recover)k recovery _1 out
Path set R(')'d.AO (OUI add _ 40 in remove740.“ recover)k recovery _40 out
Controller (rod _0 add _1 rod _1 add _2 add _40 rod _40)k remove _40 rod _O
K Constraint Variable Memory Time (s)
4 6 246 1682 256M 235.066
8 12 166 3282 1024M 1602.527
12 18 086 4 882 2 048M 5 334.934

3.2.2 7 FEAIA MRG0 A B s 56 K din

FEA A IA A I AR B A1 Fischer B JF Hh SR S8 8 AT IE H b A BEAS BEFR 3K 30795 550 s, 0 1% %
N HE 7 B 2R 48 1 A (K T 3A H AR kg A B 3808 B 0 recover, LA N IR BIT IS 14 52 B A B AT Ay 3 )
Fischer T J5 24t o T A3 HEFE [R) B A I X A 22 AR S 5 4% R N HE 3R 40 0 A 4 Tl 3 A A ik — IO
T 5 BV i 428 B VB 0 22 A RS AE S b AT 145 AH AR TR 1 3 1028 K 43 ) b %% B B AL
I AR AT R SN0 B n % Fischer B R 48, REANERRAD KON 43828 B H B HLE KO 3n+1, 3L, n b R
GNIEFEEH .

55 18T 1) 2 [ B AT S T PEAS S0 A e Sz 06 B, 2E AR Sz 36 b BRI FE S HySAT #3047 7 bR A i 46 T
AT R IR AL A 8 GEAT R (R A 25 Te) K AR il 0K AR LA SK — T2 TR 6 1) — 00 o 32 R A, IR e, 7 P A e 1 2
IOVPAL A6 2% T 5 2R 1 FRATTR AR N B SRS B E ok i g 0D 7 S td e SMT SO 78 st fth - 48 FH B
A LLE Linux P4 FISATH0 . 15 2Pk S BORARAR DG SMT A FH 28 % HH I 1] J030E 4T SR A, AT B 0% B8 0 2% 0
PG P AT X — L R B 2R P S BOR AR ] FBL7E SMT 41 X Al Se Bk o QF-LRA ) J5L7F Le 3 v FH 21 i SMT
b PR B A5G T 200 2008 4E SMT K ZE(SMT-COMP 2008)" QF-LRA 434 35 3¢t Z3PU (I 4IE Windows fift)
ZAMAETE SMT T A 45 MathSAT? Yices®! cve3P4LL &% Barcelogic!. s i v i 4 ] 31 1 i A ¥
T TE R A BT i

AP R GE A T AN IRAS AT 38 R R R IE R AN IS IR R R N RGP AR IR W AR AL, R 2
“ALIE R 3278 0 B G FP AT 3 A0 M T8 1 405 W ) B 4 L TS 2 AT I8 )0 o o e 2k S 36 P I ) L R BE A 24 /NI,
SRR T 4 AP R, P BT AS AT TA AR K 4L S50 B A B 1) 15 R 16 BT, 3k n kA (1
20 S50 A3 ] 17 ] 18 TR,

—®—BACH2.0 —#—HySAT0.8.4 —+—MathSAT4.2.3 —#-BACH2.0 —#—HySAT0.8.4 —e—MathSAT4.2.3
—+—Yicesl.0.19 —e—CVC3 1.5 ——Barcelogicl.3 —+—Yices1.0.19 —e—CVC31.5 —=—Barcelogicl.3
100000.000 / 100000.000 - — T
10000.000 Va 2 e 10000.000
1000.000 V AVJ 1000.000
=  100.000 7 C =  100.000
2 10.000 c 10.000
F oo F i
. = .
0.010v 0.010
0.001 0.001
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
Number of processes Number of temperature rods

Fig.15 Bounded data of unreachable FME system Fig.16 Bounded data of unreachable NRS system
15  Fischer HJ% Z 4 AN W] A B2 52 56 Hc Kl 16 % S HE A% T 2R G0 AN T is AR S 36 H e
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—=—BACH2.0 —#—HySAT0.8.4 —+—MathSAT4.2.3 —=—BACH2.0 —#HySAT0.8.4 —+—MathSAT4.2.3
—+—Yicesl.0.19 —e—CVC315 —=Barcelogicl.3 —+—Yicesl.0.19 —e—CVC315 ——Barcelogicl.3
100000.000 100000.000
10000.000 10000.000 : i/f :
1000.000 1000.000 1
@ 100.000 % 100.000 4 -~
e 10.000 e 10.000
= 1.000 = 1.000
0.100 ==~ 0.100 ===
0.010 0.010
0.001 0.001
2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 512 2 4 8 16 32 64 128 256 512
Number of processes Number of temperature rods
Fig.17 Bounded data of reachable FME system Fig.18 Bounded data of reachable NRS system
Kl 17  Fischer O/ 2 4t n] 1k 4520 S 46 H P18 % e I 4 il A 2R 00 W I R S 6 M

BT UL EEE, AT LG e

(1) EATERR b T BACH T BEAUAS IR U0 {8 P9 BT BR AR 21, 7045 H R A R 48 v A . i 44 41 5
H A5 K, R XA FE 2 T80 BACH 7850 EAH ¢ 1) AN TS FE R 5 2 (0 I 1) 0h5 oW SMT AbBE 2% /3 55 T2
HB P9 F) %= 2 (conflict clause learning) i A, SMT AbH2% 1T DL 2 £6 85 15 1E 1) B A2 41 L2 2] 31 5 3 AN /]
TR B4R B AT A1 S 115 B P R I B0 B A4 BERS TT LA Sl ) R WA T BB DR, 4 T SR ),
DRI, 358 5 SMT AL BB AE A AL B b (1 SI256 1 REmE A T- BACH. EL e Fischer H. /% &4t b, BACH % iiF 1) i
KB EA 6 MR, M SMT ALFL2E 4, MathSAT H—3 R B Al Dk T — N8 H 9 MM RS A
S HEZRGE T BACH 75— KIS 8] P e Dh 36 1E 1) 35 K i) 5 A 10 A5l #E, T Yices 55 Barcelogic D) iE T

ANEH 1L A HIE T RS,

(2) TAE IR AR A R SR B — 2 IR A A 4k T LRI H AR BT IA P O HLOX B BACH Bt A
SMRILT H T HERE T BT BACH 3847 v T A 1 5 19 T8I B 25 48 23 i) 3-8, 55 SMIT 45 52 BB N T B AT 38
S FAH Y 2 R T AE IC 2 SRAE LR AT 3B A Bl 3% T 35 T 119 ) 8RR 32 K O R i 1] 17, 18] 18 JiT 7R, BACH
FTREMR UL RGP A L B H A B T 320 4N.BACH B ilE % 320 MEERE (1 Fischer R4t R fE9% T 2 258.5s, % iiF
AT 320 AP KR A% RN HE R AP ANAE 2 T 2 068.29s, AN Iz 1 /NI 1 SMT Ak 328 e i e 19 st KR0S i)
R — AU E A 18 AR I i% ROV HE R S, 1% ) 8t 12 2 Barcelogic {£2% 25 648.9s fif ¢k, #5:4x 7 /N,
AH I ] AN A6 %% BACH 0.153s. Hi itk nl LLUF H BACH {EACFI K IR 2 & R G 19 B KW . 55 4b— A B A3 3
e, 4K 240 SMT bR BRAEH AR BE R G b M H gl i S H i 10 AN, & AT 1GB A7 TR R A7 57
JC T 5%, I X R0 R () R 4841 BACH IS AT BTFE 2R PN AEAS 2] 64MB. IR I, I - A B T 55, 7 M A 2 (1) S 46 B4
1, BACH Iz i T SMT AbFEE. 55 Ah, 75 Re il 3 Hh (02 AN nl IR AR Y B ) s $5e i HUBE U W RGEAT M AE—
YO P9 AN BEIA B AH RORAS, H AR U B RGBT N J0 2k B MR A AH L2 R AR b (R HOE B A
LA TS RURT 50 (R DL 34T 5. B 2 R GAT M AR AR GRS, I B R J7 V5 TG 2 SR ilE AT AL 56 B3 ik R fh AT Ay
B BE 8 R B A R A TE.

4 BEERE

RN T HMRM ARG ST AR TH BACH [MJRHE, Beil b5 5w, 05t rde 4L 1 & A T Be s
SRty Bk gty 7 N S 3 o g B AR 6 TR R S RS RT BURCBIL, T8 I8 R A vk A F S LIS 2 A BRL
B ARG, VAL TC Y R A R T [ 35 422 P A AV [ il it A S T a b ) L BACH . #8557 HH IR 0 (K P RE A AT 7
AE AT O A THI 17 2 PR VR e B B HL A RS 23 1] 1A 2 T R I BLSE s 00 JA TS BACH Wl L A HLAE AT
SRR U0 s I R A PERE 1 A AR SCBIE AN B3 (AT 70 B T, 35 B A VD B o o R P G 6 e 2k e VR A E 1Y)
RS Z2 G810 ) A 10 L. 53— 77 1, 5 R O T AR £ A L S 308 ) 4 SO ik J7 1A EE BACH  Hh #2451
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P T Ak 26 1 T 1 B B4 3 5 2 1l 1L TR AR O by (5 P 7 A A i) e M VR ik B BTSSR, O ip DA ASE T A
it R B %2 i)

765 8 TAE AT PRI 50 el i © ZA 30 I HADE 2 AN T 3 1 B A B A A kAT % ) AT e 2 — 4%
A% TR 28 3 T ) R L AT R b B A A R T ST 4 D Il B A AT T, DT Y 48 R BE A 5 R T R AR
50 0 B AR H, NI HE— 20705 48 RSB AT B IR). 53— D5 T, FRAT ) 1 Ay 199 A 32 2235 T mT Jk 1 (reachability ) 46 iF 3%
22 4 Pk (safety) S AIE ) — AN T2 75 T — 22 AR b FRATVRE S G o] 8 e M 0B A 5 1N B Ze 1k W il 2 4 1 vt ik
(liveness) i 5 HHEATHIF ST 45 21, LUK 28 11 Vi st 2R 0 A Ay 6 422 3k B 4 TH ) S RF 70 L L gt — 28 58 3% Uy T, 3RAV)
TEAE T R A BT RAS 10 1) 0 4 2 e DA S Jom o 46 L P A LTI B0 7 S P b ) BACH,2E T Eclipse JifFi—4
BACH i Jill I A 1 B AT
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