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Abstract: Formal methods are techniques with mathematical foundations for specifying, developing, and verifying computer software
and hardware systems. Their mathematical foundations lie in formal logic systems, consisting of formal languages, semantics, and proof
systems. Formal methods have been increasingly applied in different stages of the lifecycle of a computing system with appropriate levels
of rigor. This paper reviews the historic development of formal methods. Focusing on specification and verification, the paper discusses
and introduces the state-of-the-art mainstream formal methods in details, including their theories, techniques, tools, and applications. It is
also shown that the relation between formal methods and other fields of computer science. Finally, the opportunities, trends, and
challenges of formal methods are forseen. Formal methods have made significant progresses and played crucial roles to guarantee the
safety and security of computing systems. Now software is becoming a fundamental infrastructure, it is believed that formal methods will
gain much wider applications, especially when they are used in combination with other theories and methods such as those in artificial
intelligence, cyber security, quantum computing, and bioinformatics. Research to achieving such seamless combinations is, however, both
challenging and important.
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1y 22 A, D In) R TE A M G A B 14 e R A5 Sk iy o 2 SR T P AR AR SR A L R 5 ) 7 A R
S IR T B AR A5 BRI BIE OR T R A%, AT TR T SE IR A R G A O RENUERE R R I B R HE
AN R METENRF D ZRMATHZRAET RENZEMCERGE T Gl &R FEH RS i
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TR R A EAE BRI A T Church B Lambda 3 &A1 Turing 89 B R ML S R X ge T 2,
ARGRETIHHEREREM A EREN IR FEEZ S, B UE BN A R SRR
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7N H TE A BRI 77 & A 2 T AL ER E 2 8N K& N\ J7 AT 7 IER X O T BBt 00 o, 3% B R
(NASA)MAE — 3 P K 8% XAk J5 R 5 A A AT T8 PR AUE 35 B AR 448 428 sl 31 TE A 1k D Th R 48 T BERAE LA
BT Al a5 5 K BRI AR I, 1 3 42 ) PO ] SE e A A S Tz AT TR A TR R
Synopsis. Facebook. Amazon 5§ 2 ] ¥ FI 7% A 77 5 1) % T B TR B2 AR B 58 e T R JF R AR, LU &
g S H s 2SI T —# BB b r 2 i 0 5 4 1 m BHE A | LW Galois. Praxis

A B I AT R B HE A VR SR R MR, 56 1 A 80 s 7 v I R A N s | 17 7 sk A
R 2. 83 WAl BN A R IR UL R TE UIRIE 1 2 A ] A IUIR.ZE 4 35N BI8 5 VE B R
L5 5T 2k 7 v T ) — Lo Bk R, F BB AR SRR 3T i Ay Al Ve I A Y e R e F AN 22 LT I I 4R
HH N 5% AL B R L
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BERRF 5 AT Tt .
1 RRAUFEERGS

TE A 7 V5 A T 7 b B T, o T LR (R R e AT TS SN RS AIE I B AR I AP B 2
fi TR 308 5 R T T R R A 2R 8 B4, B AT L T A 2 i o S90S ) B B ) o ot 200 1 R AN TR it B2
DR PR TR R0 O, 900 0 95 SRR Y L e v A 28 L 2 RS RS B0 AT A58 B 45 T 2SR HIF 2 UE B AN TR B S £ 2 (1]
FRIZ 5 OC 31, IX Le 18 00 JR S T FE B T A AN [R) B BRIk A1) it - TR F 75 S0 2 1) % 218 TEAff 1A 5 oK 49 2n, T 3G
IR 45 e R GE VTR TRY i R 4 TR S RO (R IE WA R T O 2 AN SR (¥ R Al B AT R E R
R BT sURL 20 Z 18] (R S5 A0 B 4 AORS A G R UL R SR IR R AL 48 3 80 M 0, T R s 2 35 E I R &L AR
SR #4 % B IE A (correct by construction) &

T A 7 ¥ 15 H At 301 1 e 7 VR B 5 B DXOAE T L3 S L R A0 5 2 T S g 3 R 6
AT B T7 V5 A T B AE AT TR T A TT VAR A 7 DR AL R Gl W —Fi B BGE ) 1) B 4 D7 =, P AR 47
SRR RS RGO BERURIAIE B 3 R A T o A R A AR A 10 T R A AL PR AP ) i A
T, B A A5 1R RT3 AT PR T SR E L DR T T AR U v T LA R AR v AR B R G 1 RIS

TE A 772 5 0 EALRF 2 B0 2 DA ¢, FO R B 512 7 800G 5 AR 7 BLR 0 R e B B AE A — A%
BT WL EH R R A TR B E R ARG KBRS TR G R G I H w58 0 58 45 14, LA
R ERGH RAE ARSI BB R, J5iE, B8R, TAMMAH 4%,

1.1 FrsEEm

TE A T 10 R R AT B I 3 52, AATT 2 BTN A1 5 L R 4 3 T8 XA J7 32 1) i H R 300 % e B0, 9 1R
Fr vt B0 FE Ak 5 BRI AT 5T A 2 LA SO BT R AR A 7 A 0B DR AUE A B AL A B2 RAAE 1949 4F, Turing
fJi6 3 “Checking a large routine” Bl i+ & T F2 /5 B 1E 8 1 18] 1), 1962 4£ McCarthy 7 IFIP 1 1 Uy i@ 4 i 5
A2 B2 s UFOL RGO T R F I 2 ORI R B e A BB R T 2 U
1968 fFAE & [E Garmisch 1 JF ) NATO B AR 2 80 AR i 8RO 5T 8 R AR 7 22 (K 1k DR A B R Pt 17 22
S ST AR T R R0 A2 777 TR 2 Rl 1 — 25 1, 0P ) IE A o 1) RG22 A 1969 4 NATO B A T 2 WU 3 et
2 R T B IX R P S 1 5N O R v AR (e DR R AL ) B B A A S E I T e R
We ) A3 1 45t R g0 P R 23R A T AR T 9 T T BRI 9 LA

Table 1 Examples of formal methods researches by Turing Award Laureates

=1 AR B R ERAG A AT i T T B T

REEN REN A 5L AR
1971 John McCarthy iFE MBI, LISP
1972 Edsger W. Dijkstra I 55 0 B S
1974 Donald Knuth LR Parser
1976 Michael Rabin f Dana Scott AHHE H B FRIRIE X
1977 John Backus BNF
1978 Robert Floyd AHE XL RFRIE
1980 Tony Hoare NHLE L. CSP
1984 Niklaus Wirth FERF Bl & R ik
1986 John Hopcroft JEES
1991 Robin Milner LCF,CCS,ML
1996 Amir Pnueli I} 7 3% 4 5 6 4E
2005 Peter Naur BNF
2007 Edmund Clarke,E.Allen Emerson 1 Joseph Sifakis TR 56
2008 Barbara Liskov Larch, fill % #4258
2013 Leslie Lamport TLA

111 ESeE s 5 AR sGE SO SEREIT 7T(1930 F~E %)
T30 52 AT 54 7 BER DU T B R VA R U 56 42 e UM A: il i 1 3808 sl A 978 5 R N2 3
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BRI RE S, dr BE . IR A R .20 tHED 30 4EAX,Church HERE T & X RIFREFHE
AR T — RS A Lambda S JE RO R BRI R IE S L RALIR AR (RS SO E R Sh A 35
I, Lambda J# 5 A 5 7 DLE & — MR T E 5 78 20 4D 50 AR, mBEF W E S e X T R TiAE
IR R G WS, £ T Backus-Naur Forms(BNF 35 30)Jf:H F %8 X ALGOL60,JE 1K 118 5 B A % . E A
B H AMNAEE S (e SO R 2T R E RGBT R B R TR LB 4, UNIX A1 yace i grep (1FF &P,
FE T 2 & 5 SO ()B4 5 SCRE R A2 SO S R 4B U0 T8 235 SO ROBIE T3R80 A T DU KAk 2R e 1
S BB . ARBOE SCRA R AR E X ALGOL68 [ 35 S, 3 YR A T <8 /F 18 SO IR AN ARAE, TM
McCarthy CL7E 1960 4F il Lambda ¥ 5.5 3 T LISP ({915 LM% 208 & #e A8 2018 S AT 6 73858 T
A, A K XAR T WATE % R G0 IE 2Rk ™ 4% 8 SO Z1E 5 2R al, @ 3 T T U208 5 800 e i
B 5 .20 H20 60 4E4X,Petri $2H T Petri Net 1F 4547 20 & 48 100 Ak @451 = U2LTH ) K 5 48, Hoare 42 H!
TIRE IR RE CSPY ! Milner 42 H 138 {5 R4t A CCSU'>'® Hennessy il Lin $2H T4 BB HERNFTS
HARERL R SR A B AT AR Ak T A A R W R B B X B R 3R R 6 Prueli 7E 1977 4E
FINT et #3845 LTLUS, Clarke M1 Emerson 7£ 1981 4 # 37 7+ SURE 8 CTLU 78 57 30 2 46 3k 1 Sl
b R T T A SER R 48 TPTLPY., Timed Automatal®!. Timed Regular Expressions??#l Timed CSPPILL K
Timed CCSP*LiA B T M A HERTE & . 1R REEMIRIE S . BEHH R i 5%

1.1.2 FSHAMAAIT & 15 AT (1970 H~F45)

BT AR BB 5 AT SO DA I FHIE B 504 AR5 SR SCRS B 7 ARSI T A 72 & B BB 2 i A
(741t 5 )= IR i) il A FG TR R P, AT A6 B 90 = JE I R T SR 2038 5 Wi, TR 1 DA A Z01E & 9 il
1 Ak T & 7 400 a0 vDMIP 271 22810 Event-BI1, RAISEP® !, CafeOBJP?!, TLA+P3), rcOSPY. SOFLEY!
855 T AT KR T S L0185 55 00 SR A 4 3 T BT S R A R 1 o 3R B 4 5 T RN AT A AL 1
VE AT T ML) 22 18] G 43 1) — B PR A A AR B S T AN (R 3 FF k07 25, T SN2 ] DL B T im) 1 38 20 R A0 T B
TER BIFZ 5 51 AE A% 1) ST 58 s, 7T BAIEk ACRS B 3028 s B 7 60 i, VDM RS A6 Bt Bg it
(data reification)Fl4 1 73 fif (operation decomposition)Zs. JE AL 7L B D # . 7 T B4, LT 2 40 1 14 5
Sy T RE A, B 4 Z/EVES®®). Event-B/Rodin*™.1970 AR5 ¢ TR AR 3 7 05 7 LLOA GRUEFE 7 IR 4 1
FRALE AR AN, B A 77 7% (formal methods)— 18] JF 4R 4% #5 1. 1980 AR A1, JE HEFA 2 H DL 7 2 8848 AT &
ARG — B Rk, 95 F L XYZ RGP AE 1980 EARE] 90 AEAR I A 7 145 2 T H LR HI BRI K 132
¥ 17T R 7B 190 Concur ProCoS+ REACT %8 ANAT1A Hae e I H A XL Tk m 2. & i EH
FER AT, IX— J5 A SR 3 T T Ak B AR W R 53— 5 T, BT L BB S/  RE 48 S A2, 2
77 AN B, T ST A T7 R I VE I T 40 AE T s Z0 R R 1 77 92 3% 3 il 77 Tf1,Goguen A1 Burstall
FEH T ALK (institution) 4 S R 8 F DU SZE S8 VE KB AR OB ALl i &FE X 5751
HEAR Gt — LA B H AR T LA 5 A8 46 A %) Hoare AATAR 4R T 48— 257 i BB HESL UTP A 1 76—
T AR 5 (ARG A2 37 ) V8 SRR 390 R il b Ay 4 R AR 3 (A I R ) BB SCHE 18, AN TTT CR I SR SR ¥ BR AR 7E 9 e 11 3
W b E I R ST T R E S FRRRIE X A EE SURAREGE S kg — 10
1.1.3 HEE IR AR TR FL(1980 F~E4)

AL T AL 5 ] AT SO 29 TF 45 31 TR A 11 58 40 iR S B % U5, B4 e A [F i R )=
DR L) ) SEAN B T R RS OR R L T B84 T2 U 240 (B B2 3R ) P 00 ) e FEABE B 2 [ )6 2 R R 2 T A
VEARAE A T 5 TE A 06 230 AR R PP 1 25 [ 8RN SIZ o I8 P ) . T 60 0F S 5 % T 4503832 48 (1) 4% G0 il il .
TERE SR AE B A FE i, R T A DGR S AT ) I R, NP 58 42 [ DL BOIRZS B 0 55 75 58 1t i 45 2R 75 8
PR 25 S F I HES) T % Fh i) 205 I AR B R | il R AR R LA R 4% i SE 80 1) $048 45 74 (4 BDD).ix 2%
BT IR B AR T T AR 548 Ge A7 B AR 256, T B 13T 0 28 T 71 204k B DU AN 07 R X 2e 7
A S CLE B B R B A 56 AR L, AR A 5 o B H P I TR USRI K TR AR R T A 6
FHLL SAT/SMT AARR ML HRME . 5 F38 B A% B #AE 1 T2 IO HLRALIRIE . DU BLRE 38 AR 1 B 3
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ST S HE. T H 0 E ST BT R e 015 2 T B 3% BB L I SAT/SMT K fig#é Chaffl*'l, z3M2 cveal®,
EFIFWIFRES ACL2M*. Isabelle/HOL™! . Coq*®'f1 PVSWI #4636 T A SMVI SPINM, UPPAALPY,
PRISMP' PATP2I2: 25 2 256 1IF A5 B AR 56 30F 7P 3R A3 T K (0 B 2, S I b ik N N ST 22 A oo i 2%
TR 2 A S AR T Prueli 76 fih f) B R 2235 6 -PORKR, 56 UE T FE (verification engineering) /2 ¢ K i B3,
1.1.4  DAPTES RS 8 B 5 1) 2 % FBE 58 X 58(2000 £~ 4)

1999 4 75 5 T FAURL S5 AR H I 9 B KBk B9 18 4 Hoare $2 H T 56 11E 4% B 4% (verifying compiler)f&
WEFRA verified software). 22 JLAE (¥ AR FIHE#,2005 4EHHF T 56 1 Ji VSTTE(verified software:Theories,
tools,experiments) 2> WK B tH A &ML S0 TR ML . 3 52 R0 56 IE w51 o3 = 3 A A O R TR A 1 RT3 3
PERI, A5 BN (1) 2 ST B A 92 bR ] SR AORE RO BT EE;(2) E T — SR B ER R A Bh ik T B4 5
Heed ez B Tlbae 11;3) @5 CIRF AR T e, BE 08 75 S B &R 40 v & AR B0 UE I FR 77, 5 # DL AT 38IF 1K)
RS 2007 45, 30 H EH R H AR B S TR 7 0] 5 HAEZEREBT 70 E W 70 R e ik ik
ERE AP EBERERREEREMATEE.LE 10 KREMSE 1,7 EEN T4 T AR R, B
BT B0 3o 11 4 B 2 SRR P AZ 31 R G5V AT S A AT T A VR T IR Z ORI B R SRR R A
J B IR BT K. 95 [E NTTRD 76 T 548 58 1K AL Y3 R G (CNPS). W45 25 (8] 2 A FIBR AL (CSP) B4~ 71, ol
FEES AT 7 (SPSQ)E 2 MIUH(PCA) R T T 204k 7 4L B NSF 3% 42 7 B 17 7% 2 A6 77 72 810 (1) KRR PR 2%
T H CMACS. EXCAPE!®, DeepSpecl®%5 DARPA (11551 H HACMS3H HI % A% 77 v s T HURIF &% 1 7 A
b T BRI B TE AN R A AT 3 1 3 AR % 204k 7 S AE T LKA AR R RN B ORAE BRI T
EH, 5 N LRGSR LGS REHE D ST A A 456 3 B 2) 405 [l 3 a4, 8 Rtk
JHEEM S A mPIFE L AT RS R s OS2 B T T k.

12 BRUFENERER

B g T2 TR A TT AT BT A (B A HE 2R 5 0 TR A B O A AL, L 75 SR 0 Wi 45 21049
UML) Specy; 2R 5, 2810 180 SRR B % 0,49 21— RS AL R IO TR 2L (Spec,.,. ... Specy); B Ja , AT % 46 5
ERE A AT B R G FE S S B Spec ..., Specy A2 X 2 St K 4ill R R AE), B AT 41k R A BERZE AN

Refined by Refinedt by Refinad by Genarates
--mmului lmm.lm......--------
[Femsntis, | =2 |[semonns, | Warkd

Fig.1 Framework of formal (development) methods

K1 B B AT R AR B A

B 1 IR B T U B 15 UL R U 2 (8] 1) 58 R 45 € T 30U Z Spec;, B8 SCRR B[ 1145 H
AR Hr = % 205 S [[Speci]](RI Semantics;). M1 20 2 0] {38 5 92 R (A5 4k 5% R 7T LU IR @ p i 205
OGN HCEIE R (WES BT ESE S D)E XN R RN, 4 Spec,—>Spec;, M [[Spec,]12[[(Specy)]]). 7E
BAFTF R A A DA [F] — i T 2005 & R, A [F B AE 5 2 8] ) 98 3 A) DL T AN g8 — i) % e 1)
1 Institutions®”.

25 pTid R AT 202 A UM Z0E & (BREERIE L SE R, BRARAEEBILS%E). BR
IOAIE « B TR 2 i) — AN b T U048 & 2 S Al T 304k D7 v b 3R ) S R R85 4 55 /8
T ZCR 2407 ZBR I A2 SRAIE T A IE 1 1) 38 4%, T8 2008 S5 B2 308 2 BE 4 I =0 20 A =BG (0 B2 4171
T A TR RGBT FITT v v 28008 TR 204k D7 V2 1) = A0 S i
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2 BRI

T AL T LT 5 T iR 1) R R R B 2R 40 75 220 2 I PR 0T 1T 38 R AR M 2, )5 3 = R )
L T AL 2 T A T7 75 (0 BE RO AE B 0 BT 3 A BAAT D0 R B 56 UE B A DA R 3 A5 7 4 R B i s
Bo 1iF 22 H A TR U 4.

A TAT B XM LTE T R HAE € Uk TN ARG SRR 2 8] 1) 26 R, JETE L EE Al B A%
TR L1 SR A A8 1 R A
21 BAMNIES

TE I LE T 218 B ™A% 188 HE vE RN BT 58 SCRIE B3 2B VR 1 A) 3R o8 & SNELR & X4
(well-formed specification).

2.1.1 HERAEF

BRI LR 5 I ECF SRR R IRES A B AR PE, & B e iR R AW E5 1 . TRe
1T RAEZIEDIREAT U A B A 45 T R G0 RGOS 2 o A [F) 4 52 IR BB A AH B I I8 B HESE R 4t
SRR A R FNALE 50 A (7] J2 R TR R4 1 e e ARG AL = LA EE 0 T LK.

(1) REMAES

—AMREMLA H— R IB K F (sort) I FF 5+ KT 2 A 1118 H A (operation symbol) A & 75 £ 2508 45
(many-sorted equality logic) ™ 15 302 B4 A3 AR BN 249 (1) — A58 24 550 2 Wl 2 4 020 19 S M AR 1738 SCIP)HfE
— e, — MR B 4 A B (initial algebra) AL (G L ARKON LA L s 2 BA 6% I ECe 2 nl £ B RAE T
IRt S5 AT CLE sh 45 3. E 30307, 81 W0 4GL(fourth generation programming languages). 28 2012 5 1 3K 14 g
JABKR R, A RIS — R IR )T G M RAT . B JE R EUR R R 51 33 7 7 A g8 1) — B 8 48, [|] i 5 3t
T SRR oR HORT T2 B A 2 A RS P A 1 ZE R LR T A T — 8 B AREOR 2915 5 (the common algebraic
specification language, f#k CASL)!®! HAh MR B LB 584 OBIY. PLUSS!®), Larch!®®14% ACH L5t F2
P BRI AN BT TRE RSO T2 0 4 A ) e R K 2 OO0 5 ke fy G o R UL ML S R 3
AT witE U 5%

(2) &M MAIES

B S5 M ALY IR 4015 54 VDM-SLE™, Z Notation®* 73145 VDM 40,35 H 4 25 B i) 30 2 A0 L 5 &5 g (B
) L) R R R R 20 8 SR 2R I H0E DR R B R AR, E — B 15 18 38 4 i R S0 1138 R 23R
DL 4584 75 000 2 B 20 T — N BRI R 24 Ut BH R 7 AR i R HL 2 2R D R — A 2 B R . o AR AN R B D e 24
Wt Floyd-Hoare JZ #K 3 3L.VDM & X T BRI AL L. Z-18 55 1 Z-15 50(Z-schema) AT LLAH 4 #4282
FFIhfe, g — M — IR R R R AR RN OC R O o A B — I IR T AR SR Z1EF
YA A VLS VDM AHAL VDM Fl Z # 2 DO A% O IR A TE 5 SRR TR SR I BAAS £ (4 B Tl
) R T RO TR B i T — B @ 3R A S R L TR 5 R, BT DL AT DL AR A8 T A 24 5 6 A 1 1 o SRR 2
Bz M L UAZ VA 29396 R S 1 BRI L, VDM fil Z 1 RS T IRAE 1 V BT R S R AR A,

9T PRAE T X S AR L RIS AL, VDM R B VDM++UY.Z 32 4 Object-2°) 78 VDM 1 Z ) 5 i
FUBAEM I T N T Ab 322 H 1) o3 A SRR T IR 55 1 R 40, 7E AL B T 40 IRZS 1) VDM L Z #2824
BEE ST EFRRET AT N RET — RAMMLAIE S B85 B Event-B®. Alloy!””!. IML*IAI
rCOSPEE T e A8 5 #A W Sk (0 30 1R 45 M 1 3R, 3L TMIL T vCOS B340 ) 1 BAR 7 G 2 PPV 5 A 45 H L
) 29 7 B AL ZE A 48] LA T ) o) 552 18] 4 7 R 25 T ) 2 1 80 A2 T R 3% 2 4% (commector).

(3) WA HHF)

AT TR IR AR ARG R T S CSPHL, ACP& i AR R (i 5).CCS Hil CSP #F 5t K
BELFEZ MoK I A5 B G0 %) B IR AS R0 H0 0 T S Ty el b, B rh R IR 8 4B RN R 8 DL S 23 I R R R T
HAFPIMLAIE T .CCS L2 —A CCS % T IR IE 1,15 SR 1 i 4 W3 VR 1R SOK E SR IA AR (a5
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HEFRHIAT AL X FE 8 I CCS RIB X MPIRSIT MMM K T H#EF CCS RIEA LA EFMEM X RINE R
G5, X LE S 56 R AT AR IR AN [F] 1) BB (bisimulation) 0% 5 .CSP A LA+ & MR PP il 5 8 36, B n 4 S i %
WHEBIEHE . [RIE 9F K& .CSP & XL T — RFUA A3 RZ X B FR FRIE X 4% 31K e 7735 38 B I5U¥ A $UE 15 Y (trace
semantics) RE X (failure semantics)Fl 2k &4 - & #LiE X (failure-divergence semantics). /5 2K,CSP 1 T 52 & 1)
BRI SR B T RN RA ST NS MFHEE AWM E &R AR 2 IF R T iam R
HEAT B AL

N T IR R R HADRHE, WS B2 A, Bah. SR, IR MR RIBE ML, LR R T AT T &
a8 4040, T Ab B S22 45, Reed H1 Roscoe 3778 CSP 2|92t & 45, 4 537 1 Timed CSP™ 2y 7 AL HIR AL R 4%,
TR R RO b Af CSP 3 78 BIR B AR 4, 7 37 T IR CSPYEO ™ o 1 AL FEAS Bl it 5 Milner $2H T n-
A 54 Cardelli Al Gordon #— #5378 4 Ambient-calculus®™; 8 7 4 #4512 2 4, Abadi 25 N\ ¥ n-J S ek
J spi-18 B8 42 Milner 128 i F VG 85 18 48— IX e 9 R T HBE R 42 H T Bigraph BB

(4) ETITRAGHIML

TR R G0 LRI R R RGAT A LB B TR RS RAMMAE 54 Petri MU2IHN Statecharts!® 1% 5
TIE# REWIMLNE S HAH BRSO AL ML L) 75 5 . Statecharts A Higragh #4772 2058 ST 52
RERBPAT FPIRE, T — A 2B 0 — AW B AR R N —ASRES B 5 — SRS BT, AR BB 5 4 S 3
M7 208 S A R — AN HESE R S5t T H AT A i L, X R 1) BTG 5 0T LUK 22 v] AT R R (executable
specification) B F] $4AT HI AR B (executable model), RE 5%t RFAT NHATT . WK EANIE W E NN 728 1R
R (ALY fd 0T DA I 37 32 48 4T F 29 FOUE BH L 5, 4 ] B AR0925 0  JHG 28 S IR B 5 2 — AN I T B 4
AT A5 R LR R 48 5B 38 E AR 4, DURE S LR IR T iR R R X R UM A A& = AR 5
XA R

97X AEDIREME T SR @B AN I AR IL T ® R AT 7 &R 7. LB S A, LS S R A3 1 TR B
AL R E B AL, R 1] [ Sh AL BE LR AR S0 S i LI A AR AN R PR T ST,
S M AT Y. WL R 2 AU
2.12 PERMAIES

PERMAIE S 2 TP EHE AR, 82 A AR — AN e TR RET A ERMATE
8 LRGN BARAT B T 1451 10 % 2R 20 i 1] T 0 BA 14 114,32 48 24 RO A3 2 e /N b LI, DA 45 H B ORI S B
2% ). Lamport $i H, 78 98 75 L3 2 (0005 57 AT LA 43 B 9 2800 2 Ak Joit, RS e 10 2047 IS O 23 e, D 1 4%
—5E Bl K & Alpern Al Schneider iF B AT A7 14 Jif 35 ] LA 7% J 3 9 o ek J5 A 22 2,

g R 5 B L I FE 5 18 482 Floyd-Hoare 32 #5199 Floyd-Hoare ¥ # ) A U4 {Pre} P {Post}, i,
Pre Ml Post & —FriZ# A, 0 MFNET. FE WIS P £2FEF. 85, {Pre} P {Post} 1T LA W # Rl R,

a) IR R — NGRS 2 Pre, H P HIZVIIGIRS I PAT BB 28 11, I A & 1R — E RE %

i# /£ Post;
b)  FEAIEMME R —ANVEREWZ Pre, B4 P HIZWEREHIPAT —E e L1k, H& I RE—%
REf% I &2 Post.

Floyd-Hoare & %8 FIHEHR 2 G2 75 — M 818 R G0 AE L3I O T-F2 1 19 2 B A HE S0 T >k 4 57 1 2 AL iy
L1 4 Dijkstra B9 Ty 41 5 10 5 55 11 B 4 1 504

SR, I e BLIA 1) B RE M T AR 1R 2 0 2 2 &b, an i/ x5 48 41 A0 N A7 5088 S5 M AR P I HLD . b I
RFE T WAL 255 5 A K& TAEX Floyd-Hoare 23 3HTH LA T B AR 72 45 . LI R38R 77 1.
BN Floyd-Hoare 3845 (1147 2, LA 3¢ R4 47 48 BRI P9 A7 25088 45 #4910 % /7 (36 3E. & B9 Reynolds-
O’Hearn. Ishtiaq 1 Yang 5 A7E 2000 557 JG $& H, 2 0 42 R A2 7 ML) 5 I8 UF U i R Rl 2 — BEEM 5
BT IINTT R N AE TR AN 23 B e 1 2 85 A BURN 43 B8 2 5 8 1A, 7 76 B Hols Floyd-Hoare #2458 [ A28
3 (invariance) B M & 46 9 HE B8 (frame) F WU 43 55 32 48 55 K A ARF E 02 % PO A7 RN B0HE 465 1) 1D 1l R R & e 8 B0y



40 Journal of Software k3 4% Vol.30, No.1, January 2019

. FERHL L SE FRL C FR 7 I FR 4T FE 7 (1 6 E .

£ Floyd-Hoare #4513t i@ 51 AAT NS AE B AL H# AL T 23R MZE S AR
FVEM LA EEAHE Owicki-Gries J7¥EP Rely-Guarantee J7¥EPS V113 5 7> B2 4810 5 7) BB #3548,
I 5y B HRAT I R P SRR AR T MRS S Fe AR Ho 4R th 2 )5 A K& TAEX IR R BB Ty =L, 8
5% Rely-Guarantee A1 K 4> B @ 45 &, DL RRAIRL 2 51 & 838 T8O AR 7 M A M EGIE B T IE R0 5
PRI R ) T4 AT 2 W, Brookes Al O’Hearn %53 SC &R Tk S 41X BB AT — S0bE W 7R B 9E R R
HIFR 78 A0 I A SR — L TAEXS 9 K W@ AT I 8, DL SO R 59 W AF R B T 0 0 AR 7 th A AR it
(1 TAE 045 Vafeiadis K& HPIBASE I — RFUE C11 WAFREAY b (A% 7 12 48 (W SCR[102]), AIE R C11 A A7 48
BU(F4E) b HORE P I I .

AT 5 M Floyd-Hoare 32 %8 77 F2 7 R & 1 40 85 J JC 10 3 TA 7% 1, Pratt 31 Hi 75 BE25 18 48 P (5 FH A2 ok i X
B T, 8 3 AB 48 ) Kozen 7880 &8 48 5 NS £ B LA p-J U O AR 45 0 B R IK RS T A
TR G R 10100 2R bk i 3 48 (LTL)! S ORI R i (CTL) N OB O I Rk 2R G I RTBG IE A P A
F.LTL Al CTL [3R3A R A AT L, (5 #8458 45 -1 B 1) L1 46 s Lamport 42 H T 3/ I 532 #8(TLA)!;
Moszkowski 25 A4 H 7 X A 5738 45 (ITL)M o 1 A B — se R Th R i, X 0B S 1 1 — 2839 78 5, 3h 7
WA 78 R R R G0N 3h A B AR AL LTL B 78 B S R S8 FRON B B 8 4R (MTL)! PLLTL A CTL
43 B 78 BIME R R 48, FR8 pLTLU MR pCTLSLITL 37 78 B S R 45, 77 O I B S (DO O T s 4
22 BRIBXF

TE I8 SO IR T 5 R 7 8T8 5 18 LRI T T E 5 R R 51 00, 3008 SR 1% 0E S T
FT AR (TSR B R I RR AR AR T R TG RS A H AAE F AR IR TR T AR AR B g A 4 IR UK
ZVE ARG PR AU L AT AL B ML R E SRR X R SAE R DB ARSI . B B TEIE SRR R T
BB VE I =R AIE W AT 0 H O T FE BhEL AR AE AR RHIE S . SRR S . T8 RE S WA, BT R LT
147 G 128 8% LA B 43 AT AE BH 2 7 100 1 o RN R P 2 ) ) S5 A i, 75 B 2 0 5 O S AT b 0 T 8 1 SLOME,
LT E R A M R s AR PR S B X IE, 58 R B & R M ATE T R T IR S % 8 0E L
GR)ITF T L8 55105 S b ANk g 7 2 AR AL 7O il 5 B RE 7. TSI 2 & M B F
B AR A P 280 45 W FE SRR 7 VR AN R T 28 SRR AT LAY A 4 28 RIRAEAE . B FRIE L. AR
HOE ORI A S SC R T EANLIE 5 MR 08 U456 1035 00 2 R SCRk[118,119].
221 HAEE X

1B 1E Y (operational semantics)fff F 4 G AfBE 35 (7 I R 4 R AL EEE i R R 5 @ YO8 5 18 36 B
OB I T 2 o EHL R G R AR B SRR LR E — N SR B & 7 TR B W5 5 2& McCarthy
H} Lambda-75 5 5€ 3 1) LISP,Lambda- i 5 1) 2235 ASRAE S A5 2 F H P E L 1K.1981 4, Plotkin #2& ! T 45141k
B M Ry e AR WL IE 5 7 0. B AT BN H L2455 3T % R S (labeled transition system), 3 2< 48
VSR EAR T BT IR R 5 1588 R G, Fo P RDIRES AR 7 BT 0 A0 3 e 20 W0 8% 31 1) A% B, 10 0 R 8
WA N —ARSIER BT —ARE, — B SO — AT R BN, 55 253 58 000 5t B — AMB AL B N BR 5 . — %18
A ITE SR — 21 AR 5 BRI 52 SR S B A 4 A R, — N A A R vy B E 43 1 A I
FI 25 T K

PRAETE SR i AT B T8 2008 S5 R 45 HH U A2 7 1A 5 S, I B IR 75 3 7 — S8 14 58 (0 s 45 1 i
BRAR MR EN . B E, AT B S W PR E RS O T 8 AR 7 R AEE 6 a0 T )
STHEFEF . R, ST . MR BRALGS NI IER RGHET 7 &MY 758,88 8 SRS,
By AT R BRI BB FR Y7800 0,08 78 i mxt RAR 7,178 TR PRSI HEMRSES
BB SRR T I R AR A TS T ARSI R O R, S VA b S A8 5 A RSO T R R
FNBEALAR P, Fo v LAZA R 10 A0 5 B2 B AL 3k BT o ) 1122 2

FAEAE LT BN, 5 BN 930, 7T R Se B 5 T AT 5 3R E M LR & & TP R B S Y



BN RN X 41

BT DA B AR A B R AR AR SO IRZS A B R R AR AR 1, B B BOE H T U380 IF 8 TR A 4 &R A
RURS 38 77 92 B PR SOBE R AR T 76 KRB B 95 IRE M R G, i B0 B HESE R G LU RS9, A 2 dh AT B T
ZEHEE T IR IE.

222 fRIRIEX

FEFRIE S (denotational semantics ) i 5 1 FE A E 15 20 il BE R B0 0 R (RRONFBRR), H B X & iz
kB OB T BT SR R FE ARSI B B, R S PR R R R s A R R e T
BN TE & i 2 b5 SOTG 58 UORHE 245 5 R0 5 1 a0 AR 7 15 5 I 2R A VR SR i Fa f e X
AR IRAS 725 8] b (%) bR HOFIZ R, A TR SR B FR FR EHAS B B U AR AR 2 A 45 3.

L FEFRIE SCI T BAE S5 R W 5 — AN H L IR I 8 B i 8 AT B S IR B A R R 1 i S 4
5 AN R B35 S0 0, BT BASE AN 90 S 545 BIL BRI F2 5 1R 15 S, 1 AT DA SE SRR 20 5 ML 38 SRR A
[Fl f) 15 ST BN ] (1118 4. LA CSP A3, Hoare 25 A4 H T CSP I8 IE SUBERL e 30- R Hl-120 1 SO A 214124,
T LT S X BTE T 2 280 BV SCRT DA R 2 5 0B DA B T B, A T 2 AT R 0 M v A S R e B 9 B
TR 75 G A [R] T AN Wy b % J 90 4n, & %) Timed CSPAATTY 78 1 328 15 SO 1 5 30 - e -T2 48 SO, 53 )
R T T R 0 3 3 SR TR R 1) BB ) 2 2 -3 SO AR 1231231

FRARIE SRR I 10 B B 2 mT R R 00502 M 0, A8 R T R AN RIS 380 B A )1 ST ) O 3% 5 ol A
5500 R SCRERAETE SCIA 3 26 R RIRR R IR T8 1 A [FE SO IR A 1) 58 R R 4L 1 A R1TE 5 % 208 E
% 2 UL Hoare A1 AL F 3 T — i o6 R T 5% 48 — B8 (unifying theories of programming, f& #
UTP)P H A 48025 2 3@ 1 1 %' FL % 33 (Galois connection)%s Y [7]— 18 & A A8 SCIA] 4 e & 4B FRE SLA)
DU I 3 457 7% O 240 (R RS 4L,

223 REUE X

REE Y (algebraic semantics) AR E 45 ¥ 2Kk 52 SCTHFRMLIE 5 (BRI BUR L2035 508 X, 2 75 3h F 54
R IR R R AT R A U b B M 2 A e SRR P AR B P R B 2R B B R R T R R T s
B50), 38 B ) HE SR T P — 4 3 (B AU B F R A ) IR I T 2 2 B A B el I A R U 2R LY
— MREOE SRR A Z-ARH H rh DR ) T AR BT S, T DR AR B 10 0 30 5 10 07 V2 R 4 B X005 F AR T
PER.

R EE BB AR X R o G F RS 2E . HOIE R TR 1 S S 4 B HL A B R A AN Ry R I 1
B ST R AR VT LL B AR, SR /N B R A S5 B AR SR B AP T 7 TR B ) i R 2 A Ak
F XA AR Bl RO R Y 8] AT 8 R IR — BUR R 43 58 & SRR . — N R BUE R T W AR 2N UL,
Horb W16 QK (initial algebra) I 2% 254X (terminal algebra)fE 2= [7] ¥ 3 ST #B 73 79l M — 5K FH W) 46 (44 25 AR B
BUE N 1E S 7 ERR ] 46 (4 45) T8 S5V il R0 28 B R 06 56 & I 3 3R ] DUREE — M 3™ 78 S AR 0 56 & J5 4
R SRR U 3 AR FE R UG B 3 B T AR AR K S 28 G5 AR BOE SLZ TR P ZE B R T A —
A FL) AR 7L G SR A T AR EOE S T AL A BUAR T, T B R e R T e I, e
ST A SR A 2 B A 2B 5 6 AR AL IR AR T R PSS R AR S 2 A R TR R AT 28R A B A0S
AL TR AT A PR ) A

REOE LS REOR L IR R EY), E 2 T ok TR 78 AT R R 7 5 1 R HE SR, 41 R AR
FELL R . i R R R AL A 1 5 A 25 DL 5 10 )8 T AT o T — R T AT
2.

2.4 NEE

A PTG Y (axiomatic semantics) BLF {3 FH B 2032 48 SR Rl 72 7 10048 S B AR it 2 E DA IR B 18 R
25 1) FE A L3I0 B AR 00 20 2 I A Ay L (RR Y A B BN RR T B SR AE A E A — 4 A ERANHE E L),
145 W 5 8 A — A R T R R B R G AR T R T R AR R T B R X R G AT R @
MRIBRE DT PIHETE . 56 & 1k DL R R 0 e PR R T IS 45 0 B BRI A b 0 oo M L AR T 8 R ) R R T 1 R AR

N T
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JFAE SRR RS SCBHRARE L.

N LA ZE T 2 8EY A Floyd-Hoare 1248 . 1517 #% #t #3 (predicate tranformer)% .Floyd-Hoare &
HERYIRE XU R T IRE R, HY REF LT . CN RS, BEARSGHLE R T REE HMIEEFEF M
A RFE P P2 T 40 B8 40 K HL AR A X BB A 7 Floyd-Hoare 3% 55 (1) N B0 1 M 48 3k 31 S2BR A0 R /7 56 3LE .
MBS TENAZE . BEEHE. 1P ES RN E R A S LB RS A BE AT AL E
RN A R 2 Y.

R 24H TR 4 PG SR — A LR R E S R 208 CRIPLER 8 SOR 8 S % SR IE i 2 il 451 0, ]
DL A 30IE B 2% I 0 TR 5 R LR SEILAR PG B B0 E ST B A RG0S S ok ST B AR R T S S L.
K AEHEHE T H 5 B T HAT I CHEZE, ok 8 SRR P 1R 5 RERAEE SO RE R HATIR )P . 25 R4 R ALY A 50,
SCRRZAR SR IOEAETY BT K HESE,5E LT €99 Fl Java 1.4 #3015 (12512,

Table 2 Comparsion of formal semantics

&2 TR ORI Z TR B

BAEIE X FEARTE X AR X ALY
e B IRAREH WG REHLR (e A
T SRR R G478, UE B 55 RILRE 15 REHL E 58

YR B RIEMRLE SRR AR ESPATHARN AR

2.3 BAUFLERAHEE

TE QR L0 FF R 7 325 1878 A S R 7 325 0 6 4 D 3L, Oy s 0 8 AR 0 G b TE T2 QR 240 0 36 4 1)
filh b3 AT A S WG S B G A TR AR A 2 A A @A AN FEHhR)E EIL R B RS A DL 7 45 6 45
231 FETHRARERMIT K

TEAML DB A R4 PR R G0 — Btk 3R B 2 15 SO 2 3 5 2, B U4 i) — Bt 2 i)
TR R 0T ST B R AR O AR IR SO AR 2 T B X AN B2 A I R LA SR S, B b mT S
). 24 7% U 20 F SR IR 75 SRSE, T e g 240 W 35 SR B 240 T AT 14 ) B B3R 48 50 — 5 T, — MR BE SR T A A 2 58
AN TE & A AT PSS SR B8 2 S 7 v BRI AR B AR T I RN P4 R SR S IR ThRe AN e L =5
B — AN HEL 2R B g mT LA 22 AN AS[R] 0% S B0, 490) 2 SIS 30 11 00 465+ AN 2.

5B 1 A A AR T 0 — T U 20 TT LU [ 1) g B P AN [ /A0 ) PR R 2008 5 SR il R 48, RO P i ) 2
A A AL T7 2 W B 2 B 0 G0, — AN R GE(FR SR ML n] AL AR R B AR 2 L BOHE DY RE LAY L A B AE PO
ZIVL RN HPRAS T RAT A B 1 RS0 2 A T 2 A, JEH 2 AR D A8 77 1 . B0 43 8w DL AR B0
A8 2-18 5 PR, BE Dh BE L 7T LA Floyd-Hoare 32 #8013 32 Bl 45 M0 AT LU CCSIPl, CSPU%% Tisn s
A7 A LU E L08R Statecharts!™ ™ T BB AL 3 i 2 Gt g AT T RE 2 18] ) 5% 28, 190 W B804 T BB R R A B
AR AT AMATR RGN 7. B4 WS40 R MAEE A BB, &ML A ML NS L 2
B — SO LY, DLORE B L2 T S EIL A, T 2R 400 ) A i A2 3 A2 24 BBl BB A5 31 3R 40 5 B 1) I A . 2 LA PR T
FOML LA 1Y 1) A M O I, B PR A R A B AR A G B W SRS B B A ANE X — B — 4 E,rCOS
7E UTP Atk -G 0125 Mk 7o 48 13U b mT DU B — i T 238 5,10 Event-BPL{H 2 45 FhiE & — R A - IR
e, FR R AN T SRR 78 4 T DA 6 B30 — 5 HE 3k 45 R % s0AK 7 V47 TnstitutionsU 80 UTPMOI%E (1) 2L fit
g — & T R

FRB AR B A T R R AN T 2 ) 9 2R T SO R R AR N B A R B R A R A FERS T
IRBE 0 2L o B X 0 IR 55 5 R G0 SR KA [, 20 58 1 240 2 — 2B O 491 7 4SS R 40 v IR S5 4R A5 N A
IEETM . AT BRI R T KB 4 5 G0 A 24, 3041 35 2R 1T R I S b 20 08 HA X B S fi de, FR) N S B
T& R A L B 52 KRR TR 3K, DA R TR R RS IR B A R 22 A S BRI IR 4 — MR AT LA SE SN R G B AR 1
$: & %) (interface contract). & 2 G g —H X T R AR 1E1R(A,G), H H A FHIR R G5 B 1%
SR ZAFE,G RTEFR L L A BIRTIR T REAT NFTIH 2 Z K.
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Hirsaray of sompoasmis
Dyatr? clans woddl
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RocrFea befarrior el

Fig.2 Formal development methods—Multiple views

K2 BRI RITiE—— 2 4ERL A

A TF RO FE P SN J5 R 5 W T VE — FE R B D T R . LR SO S 1) R 1 T8 1 T T Ak T
R L Y AT K A B B TS SR A, R KT SR 0 52 R ml S B AR e A5 i, — AN 2
DR BT — A2 R TR B B A — AN RO 28 84 1) R s S B RS A 75 AR IR 1k, 5 B
A M, ARG R KB BT R T A T A T AL S A 5525 T & LI B R I (v 41 & PR JF SRR
BTS2 PR IR SR A AT 2 R AT DL R R B S B A LA T SR M T T R G B C
FICL7E & B & LA B U &, iF B H & RGN A L), IERIEZ L2 A 20000 4, BURIES 2 BRI
LRI T 75 SRR EA B TH I 2 v] LR R — ANB 5 4 iR AR AL 1 i 2.

R AL i 52 DL A0 5 3 SRR IZ 2D SRS 1O T s B 2R 4%, o 2 T 10 IR e R P L3185 Aok R R B T
I8 3 28 G A3 SRR £ A B R A B A8 T 3S0AR 35 0 SRR I R RS AL 38 0T LU T AR 10, A0 s A 7 22
EB T — 2 R 203 2 b — B WL, 7R 52 BR B L DR A A 18] R, Ty S A A AN X 4 AR 2 A RS AL s B 4
TR I R TE B e AR i W T A R LA R S — R B R T 2 (design pattern) 7E —E X LR X A
AR — B AR T A T2 52 B 0 R AE 22 A% 1) B2 R JF T B % R AT g tth 2 =0, Dt i R 22 4 M 2
ARZFZXW AR LMW R P RN — M EEERERT GG, 0N A G B E N, 2 E
2.3.2 7.

TEIE A RN 1 I A2 A T A 7 1 RCCRE ST 000 B A TR SR ). — M o0 R B Th e . R A
IR ISCRN B0 25 L0 AT LA 3 53 SR s DT I T 6 0 240 380 A e ] P 90 240 — A ) A S 5 A (el ) 5 28 e e R 2% ) 1400, 2%
Al T LRI SRR B T 0 RS AR 58 A 35 1 T8 A A B R b — R AR G 0 AT 4L 1, 20 A RORS 4K S
R E A IEHA T R E A . AU E A, BT DA G R e 2 B LR R G H R T A A RS R 5%
K.

WFIE PR AR AL R R AR T R B 2 2R Ve, — B2 IR O TR R R B AZ 0 18] R AL Brooks 48 H AR T K

Ze M SRR A TF R T SR Z0 B0 3 ARRD 8 3R F R R S AE — AN B8 SE A AR U 1 TR o v,

X IESZ 1968 4 NATO B AF TR BAT#2 H 1) H AR JRATAT DU A % 34k 7 351 18 A0 Uk B — Bl A S 7 25 1
Bk DL T RO P2 19 P45 1 7R X AN I A2 A 7 34 mT DLER & 1 1A 7 285 e, PR il S R0 00 A T B AU B 59 %
PR H R BSR4 R G AT N TR Bvh W I R 3 2 ) ot 3 4 i mT DA 43 B 56 B I 45 F L,
A8 A R R = 75 BOK B 1 1h 25 8] v 8 T B 6 3@ Wtk 1 fg
232 BFGE

FE 7 45 & (program  synthesis) A2 18 11 F 48 & MR T2 18 5 B 34 T & 1 7 A B R F2 7 286 A & i
Church!*®1F 1960 EACHI#2 HY,— LR T EHURE 2 A4 O i RN B A%, Bl A A2 T SR 2 o S AU ) o F
T4 07 B 3 T B 4 Y 78 5 45 4 (transformation-based synthesis)!"% & ¥ — A w2 IR F ML 8T R 8
B4 AR BIFE 7 2, B 28 A O R 15 B AR 7 ARSI £ B] B2 5 52 7 ) 1) 3% 460 B2 4 A 45 W B 3L
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BeS2AE T R A 1 il ROV B UA 68 A R A e 5 2 B £ SR i) R AR SRR O VR e 5 1 B A R AR
e A PR AB K — B (A A & 8 T e iF 4 Pnueli 32 H B 71288 A 30 E 3256 RN TR G2 B R 7 19 A
Ih A 82 Ins g

AN RAT FIFE P 456 1 77 10 0 B3 U S 3 10 7 v B L AR i AR5 ) & 5 N 8 el 45 A I 5 V5. 7E
oy it K 1930 AEARBIAG T 3 3k 0 il 1 A 4L A B — 2 1) 7 3ok M I B 1 SE AR A S — A B e B
TEB B IT R ok 2 JE  NATTER 1Y 7 22 2k T V5 B ME 3 I 5 25 25 & (deductive  synthesis) /7 32014371431 3 35 48 2
W 4, f S FAIE I g A4 SR A R FE L —ANIE ;AR 5,2 T Curry-Howard [F#4 9% 281461 A5 %30 B
KR BSOAH . R A GRS,

BT AR GG T EEE H T DR R R — N BB R AL BER Z B0 T et — A B
KL AT B — B R T ME 5. e, NATTHE V399 =00 /7 454 (inductive program synthesis). A48 2 7
LA I T IR L B s N X . 7Rl (demonstration) . Shaw 25 A7V f 7 A BN O\ i H BE 451 2
SIEZ IR LISP F2F HIAEZE . Summers! ¥R Biermann!'**V & 7 —Fh M 22 AN N B H o th 22 ST EEVE B n=E
B (11 LISP F2 5 11 75 72 Smith!" VR J& T LA — FRFIFE FF AT 10 538 o 91 R HE W7 36 VAR e 1) O ¥ B b 2 A AT 1R %2
F A F T A0 388 3ok 356 [N 4 R A B R R 11 3t Ak HH 7 A B4 O R Lk s 5 9 WA R SR AL e R A5 B
JE IR AN W7 O — AN AL R 2 S5 AR AR, B 28 AR BT 7R AR

A — Y71k RV P AEFR 7 ) DLAM R AL AR AE 42 (3R B X FE MR W P A e e PR 1
AR Rt e /N 7 ARG 3 T8], AT AR R 5 T 7 48 3R R0 L ok bl TR 7 R 4 R 45 5 TR TR R AR LI, 2 2D B AR
P 2% 5y i 1 SKETCH!" & 4 /v ¥F Al P 42 A2 ARAD 1 B, AR 5 F AR 48 Al P 32 52 1 B 240 %h & AR A A
BX FlashFillt' > 34945 f 1E M 26308 38 T — DN RAF 745 85 (450 5 FAE 5,98 )5 2k T 38 5 7] (version-space)
ARBR = 2 A N HE R R SR ECK R AR R TR GRS R B T T2 R

RZ AR 56 TR RS Z M AR E SR 2 | X S HE JEAR i P i SCRR T 25 1AL, A i F e X
A2 SRR T 1 — e 1 5 AR G TR T 48 A R S T 5 S B — N FE 45 0 ) ek P ) e 2 R A L 48
SKETCH!"*?, PROSE #E4:!"**1f1 ROSETTE & 110,

3 FERIIUE

TE A0 T 15 0 0 35 R FH 72 R0 X T SR 29 1047 50 0E T SUIGAIE 5 WL A R R 3K — Fi R R s 1Y
FNL) F2 7596 2 F A ST 27, 3 T A5 0 24 i ] 45 4 B8, e o A A i B B 1) o — P R HE B R G ) — M B
AR B EH 7 R A G REAEEN R R XL RA H T —EfS LRI RS AT 7 Ay LA
IR FGAT 9 0 B I R R Jo B T i AR R AN [R] il G 1] 9% BRI S AR, T X IR a8 T WL A 1R O 2CORAIE SE B
TIE DR 3 A1 S B3 R AR AT B8 w8 P 5o R 240 R 2R 4 (1 P {5 AR W X0 IE J 92 3 T80, e 48 U o L IE B AN
FE AR A 5
3.1 FEIZERA

T 8 HEAIE B A 300 UE K R 405 2 207 0X — 10 WV Sy 18 5 R, J e — 2 HE EE 0], DA A HE R Y
75 2O 12 iy R R AIE 2 T 8 IR B PR 380 R 4y 2 DARE 7 @ B O B Bk 1) (HUR FR T AR O e ME — R
UE 77 925,90 40, FRANT AT LS T 32 /7 M4 15 L B R E R P BT B 22 Ve . TR 1 55 P 1tk Jo3 H4IE B AR O 8
FISS157]

Floyd-Hoare % #5193 & —Fh £ gt (1) 3 1 5 BEAIE B 0 50 00F 2R 46, JL 5000 % %2 i 7 72 /5 . Floyd-Hoare 32 %8 @
ok — S ANER PP AR 5 5 ) O6F I AR 2 SR IAI U0 oK xof A £ 56 11 2 X g — A B0 o PR U B X 4 B A A AR AR
S AIF A (verification condition, & FR VC).Owicki A1 Gries $& H — il 1] ) 31 & P2 B AT 77 VRS %05 ook 4
AN HRAT 5 AR N7 72 7 50 b 47 36 E, R 5 A 25 4T 55 22 8] ¥ 6 T $i7% (non-interference), LA OR B AN 3 K AT 55
49 960 T0E 3ok 2 AN 25 ] g ELAth 9 R AT 45 B BRAT 10 28 15 JC 28803 b 7 v 140 1) A A R/ T AH A P X R TR R AT B
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Fig.4 Framework of counter-example guided abstraction refinement
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