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Abstract: This paper optimizes the encoding of verifying G(p) and G(p—F(q)) which are two important and
frequently used modal operators in optimization of encoding for bounded model checking (BMC). Through analysis
of the properties of finite state machine (FSM) and LTL (linear-time temporal logic) when verifying these modal
operators, it presents a concise recursive formula, which can efficiently translate BMC instances into SAT
(satisfiability) instances. The logical properties of these recursion formulas are verified. The experimental
comparison between the optimization of BMC and the other two important methods AA_ BMC and Timo_BMC for
solving these modal operators in BMC shows that the former is superior to the latter in both the scale of instances
and the difficulty to solve the problem. Research of this paper is also beneficial to encoding optimization of
verifying other modal operators in BMC.

Key words: model checking; bounded model checking; SAT (satisfiability); modal operator; recursion formula
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E. SRR KA XA AT SR AR SAT (satisfiability) 52 45380 7 i# 4 A X Ae R AR A X 19 Z 4 X
# B TIS LB AT A R SAT 5B MLEEAR 5y R @AM T BMC + RGBS L F AR A T L
% % AA_BMC #= Timo_BMC. AT % i 84 7 ik e & A8 3+ F BMC F 309 A6 AE A F T 05 69 S AL AR AL A% AL
RERIA: ARSI A AL A ST i R ) B AR S ST A K

hEESES: TP301 SCRRFRIZES: A

K (model checking)!'V /& —Fft LA 204k 7 A 5 22 2 (K BER0LIE A7 3 4, 1 29 R 0 i 715 9 A T 26 34 2
R — T XA BT T AL 2R G R 53 7, I 5% 7 P Sk 8 15 B R R0 T2l ol A 2R RS B AR SR 36 I R 4
R 8 48 14 22 o e R T A 10 7 A 30 387 98 22 A7 SBE7R K (bounded model checking, i Fix BMC)! i 15 11 11
f*) OBDD(ordered binary decision diagram)B¢ A (45 Bk W (AN 2, IR A 2 (B BR 0 . RN L g 8 A
) 2 IR A BT A R gk 2 32 4 48 s A B [ BDD(binary decision diagram) 4 #4) A7 fit 25 (8] . 460 A8 1 /D 25 1)
JETT = A 0 — BT RS B AS U 4 R LA # 2 — 2 8 BMC i) L4 i) 1 SAT (satisfiability) 3241, 76 43 1 i SAT I
BT SR AR, LU M RN T 3 B AN A2 A8 ] DS AIE 1 AR S B8 T — DN DL b 5 — A0 i TR 5 AR
Set R I IRAT I S 2 SR e o e 15 B 1) R A9, A R T v B i) L R R PR SR SRR R B S kb
T 60 B, BMC ZLA T4 45 (1 A BLAS I00. 30 A5k, 2 HH I — S SR A 70 A ) 1 iz o 1o P €1,

A SRR 1) 32 R R SR A TR UE 1) AR G B 3 O A FRARZS B 3 HL(finite state machine, & B
FSM), it FSM AR 78 1] 11 6 % Sk 40 22 48 sl AR 32 47 B0 UE (14 JL V0 9 W I P 32 4 LTL(linear-time temporal
logic)BEATULHH (U1 G(p),F(p)); B e LA LA K FSM RZS R FE RS 5 2 LTL LT 52 ) NNF(negation
normal form)2s 2l 212 5 8 % BMC #8358 BMC 328 U gn it il SAT 5245, 1k SAT T H R 4 H
A8 JU) 38 S A7) 5 S 2, A AN RIS A, ) 2 R B0 AE 1) R G R TR I AT B K B BN 2 e A ) AT B R .

£ 3 AN 7R B BMC PERE 78 T4 BMC (K540 24 s AU 0 5 R 4 hd Bl SAT S i, b HL A5 g A1 14
(AR O = LA BMC ) BT & SAT SE i, B % SAT A1) (R 45,004 SAT T B 315 SAT SRRk
V2D g o 5 300 e A L T il 2 (R 7 R 1 g, ) 1 g R RT i b T R, SR A 58 2 P T VA ALE DAk I R
T BMC i) B RFAE, 25 75 26 3 A7 v &L BMC A6 SAT 1Lk Je VAR IR AR B 4T I A O HAT TR A AS:
WA 20%~30%[K I o) T 77 42 SAT SEBIAIRAR. S 1 P52 R A BMC # #2020k o8 2 4 S0 E
SER TR . 5 F SEIR BMC 28 200X R 1) 20 2UFE LR BEAT G 00 i, AT B 4 = A A e R 1 g s/ HL 5 iR (1) SAT
SE, 3¢ R BMC RRCR.

BRI, I G(p) B E B SRR £ 23 1 56 30E 2 g Ak O 1 51 LG (p— F(q)) 56 i B IS AR AR 2 26 A SCHR 4
FSM RZ 0] (1 57 7% 5C B F G(p),G(p—F(9) 2 A IiE L 45 44,153 31 5 H BMC #2402 48 55 0 FI2H & O R I 18]
T R HE A 3 CUE B T B A A SN R BMC 4 A SR AR 0GR, 20 BT T J0AH I (1 52 e kAR b o e o s
IOUOAIF T A TR A R,

AR 1 FTA4 BMC JRH AR A U e BLE 2 A ARAE G(p),G(p—Fq)% LTL B M A
RT3 WA AE AR SO D A T AR5 4 19 3 5280 5 W Rl A 1A Ak 7 04T LR 43 #T.

1 BMCJRIEKIHXANFIEE

BMC ZIGUE MV & 2ot i 78 48 LTL B THGR I AT e A48 LTL 845 L ANE SCH AN 4
FSM Al LTL MUYE 844 311 BMC #5420 8% JR B I 5 A 48 B 11— 24 7 ik,
11 LTLHEZERIEX

EX LLTL &%), s ol ES R A, LTL A X WEZm e X
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1. #FHped, Wit LTL A 2.

2. #H Mgt LTL 23K, - 0,07 d,0v 0> 3,Go,F 0, Xp,0U d, pR ¢ 3& LTL A 3.

X,GFUR 2537 T —4 (next), £ (global), fx £ (eventually), H. 2] ... 4= (until), B 31 .. . f5 (release) 25 £ &
Tl AV, SRS B A IR 1]

PR 2 A g BMC % S i, DAt BMC S B A B2 (1) 2 LTL BRSE 1945 2 20 LTL MUV i 15 o T R OR
73 NNF(negative normal form)/% ) LTL 2 3 (W F8 NNF 2 320).NNF 2 202 A& — & B0, H A e id H A
AR J5 1 T FR) LTL 2 2.

A f 0 LTL 230 depth(f) ) f IR £ oS 23 1 ik £ 2 5L

TE X 2. BMC [ 58 3% 50 45 #) (Kripke structure) iy — Y64l M= (S,L,T,0),2eH,S 5 BMC H FSM /=4 (¥ i
RS LA IS, YIRS I TeS)S, T AR R FE K R AR G 0:5— P(A), I BRTEIR A 1 bR 4

FE X 3. BMC W42 7=(51,52,53,...), e 1 5;,€8,i € N (0)=53, T=(8 1,811,512, - .)-

EX 4 (LTLIEX). % M A—w B s g k,n M (— 42 8 LTL A Wz b R e e

zkp iff  pel(z(0))

rkp iff  pel(z(0))

zkfrng iff  zEf Hrke

zkfvg iff 7k dirke

7kGf iff  Vir ff

zFFf Hf A E

zEXf iff A'Ff

zkfUg iff  3i7' kg HVjj<i, 7 Ff

zhfRg iff  Vix'fg 83<i, 7 Ff

FEX 5. AT IRA I R T T —, A, v, —> 25 3 ] R, T AT A A A 1 A =L
1.2 BMCH#AX KRR

MRS LTL 3 SCAY M A o BL% 50 4544, ) BMC ZE5IEIY) LTL HU3E i3 BH 45 8 TE 30K NNF 2 3k o #4500
Fr, AT BLAEE fi il KM, f1] CR 30RO BMC el 22 20), B8 4% 7=(50,81,82,- 80 A [[M, £1], KT BRARZS 7
H1.BMC W3 A (M, 1), 2R BRARES T s0,51,80,....51 AT ALAF [M, f1], A2 P2 I 24 BACY £ 7
BAT 2 R I (valid).

EX 6(BMC B /AR). ¥ M 4 vg HL¥% 5w 450y, BMC BH5GHIE ) LTL MRS58 9 45 & T a0 NNF 2 20,k
SR BMC e A 30k

(M, [T, =M 1], ALLA T )]

k

k-1 k
JCA(IMT), = 1(s0) A AT G380 )L 1 = (SL ALY N G L AT Ly = T(si8)s L = NV L [L 1A LT

i=0 1=0
U336 U9 2 S 1 OISR 25 f Ak 250 (AT A LTG5 o 0 0, £
(M, £, RERTARES S so, B ARKCE R &, ELIG AL 7 100 7 A0 R A8 A0 92 B o TR DA 320 57 e 4R vt o 557 L ke e
FEAR KU A A ke AR VKHR Kook 1 ko 2.0+ 3, ... ko ™ MAX HEAT R ko BRI 52T 57,k 2 B B0 R ko=0;
(ko+MAX) Ay 5t B 5, S 7 B2 6 [[M, f 1], UK 25 $ 21 S B 8021 1 8852 I 1] (ko + MAX), I & 452 11
B SFESE AT ke —E N 1R 262 kRS0 AT (M, £1), e SAT SE il i SAT T H itk
SAT S8 SR fift A5 AT Fift U0k 45 A 77 U e BB i+ 1 R ik 50k
P14 LTL B3 £ 15 58 J6 21 NNF 2 4 A5 oA 28 2 2 [[M, £1, (3553, )9T LA 5 BDD J5 &R, 24 58
SHIBERSE [[M, £1], Dl SAT SEA) AOHUBE. [R I, 1% SAT SEA (K UL 5530 5t kA7 9%, 10 5% k 0K L SAT sE4)
BB BRI S 1 RO X (M, £11, BIORA,JR AT B 4R 3 A0 al 2 2 vl v 2 PE AR (R 84 1 [0, 1),
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520 AT AR R /N ) SAT SIE A8, 3 o SR A 1) 20803 I SR BE A A a2 — AN BRAR L S & 180 SE ko, LT LAY 2> 1
SAT T H kSR AR 4L
Table 1 Recursive definition of [[f]], and ,[[f]]
RL (1A R E X

f /1L (L1

p Pi Pi

—p —pi _ﬂp,- .
hag (A1, A e (LU, A (1T,
hvg A1, v g, HIIAIF1I A

X [, ifi<k Alell, ifi<k

8 1, otherwise [llglls, otherwise

Gg 1 V];:mm(,,z) 1[[5’]]/{

Fg VA gl V' miny ([LETY
g VALl AN AL VAL GILEIE ANV IR VA2 GLLgIl A AL TR AN LR

hRg VI AN TR AN Vallglle Vi GUATE AN (L1 VI GIUATE AN (L8Tl A AL [Lg]l)

1.3 BMCHia AKX EBHM—LEK

X LA A 5 AR SCAR DG AR T 125, At — S8 D7 VR A 5 SN LA 2 SCHR[ 7145 Hh R ZEEE T (M, £, &
1) 1 S P, 20l IR R AE 3,15 AL 1R [0, 23U S5 AR SOAR G [ 3 84T LR LA 2 BE:

TEIR 1. X TARRM LTL A3 AT 6Lk, B 0<i<k F1 0<i<k, [ /11, E[LA10;-

k
EE 2. AR BHSEN T I v (LA LT

=0
EI 3. WR deprh(N<L,W (A1) 5 1 BRI =/ v (L A LLAID FEFRG B R, 24 [ 1= 1010
i, A1 =070 -
bk 3 AN sE BRAE B PE W OTHR[7].

2 ISIEG(p),G(p—Fq) B4R 1k

21 SHEMEXBERAN

G(p)M G(p—>Fq)/& BMC [ LTL 3t 2 3K b 76 WSS E o Al 3 22 L A3 8 2 IR A ). G (p) 3R F B iU
B M, G(p—>Fq) B iiE b S AR DE P 45 AT R B0 B R R R e 1 2 R MDD — % pag AR 4 ,Gp) B
G(p—>Fq) 75 52 ¥ NNF A 30 F(—p)Fl F(pAG(—q)).

depth(F(—p)=1,3& 1 741, [F(—p)]1L = [[F(=p)]10 . AR E B 3 7T H#EH G(p)f BMC ARk

[M,F(=p)]]; =[[M]], Al[F(=p)]]; 2
depth(F(pAG(—¢))>1, L BE B A X (DA E H 2 153 G(p—Fq)i BMC 4/
k
[[M,F(p AG(=p)]], =[[M]]; A ([[F(p AGEP)IT v G L A TF(p A G(ﬂp))]]ii)j (3)
i=0

RAEARK(Q2) A G)XLLL i SCBR[ 710 I 12 3K, 55 T 2 2O L SR A8 7 — 58 1R &, (H X 2o 04K
IR IR [[M]],. a0 SRR 25 58 [[M1], B AR X 6 20 5 0 0 a3 ek T ot B i S i 28 /b R A 20
KA MR A XA H AT E 408 BMC L (NuSMV, VIS 25) i 8- 505 BAS At 25 24 WL 3sk 148 1 25 i 750 fy 326
AL A EI 4 458 T 2K [[M,F(—p)]], T MEESEMMEHEARNIIEH, €2 6 4H T AR
[IM,F(p A G(—))]1, BIZEE 2 2 HE 28 280 Bl i e 4 e 21 6 (b HE A 4w 18 H 1Y SAT S izt iz /)
F R RQ)FIA KB lD st SAT SE41, il SAT 28 A SR AR I8, 3K AR R W 532 3, T 42 =7 BMC [RIR0R.
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2.2 BB ANMAAEMBES

IR 4. WA [[M,F(p)]], AT AL 0,0 [MLF ()], BT [[M 1] A (i) -
i ¥
(M E(P)] =[[M TN, ALTE(DL,
k k+1
=1(50) A AT (815810 AN/ Pra
i=0 i=0

k ko . .
:[(S(J) N /\T(Siasiﬂ) /\(\/p;c Vv p:ﬂ}(mﬁlm—%nal)l’c = pllcﬂ)
i=0

i=0
- (1(%) A /\T() A _\k/op;; A T(sk,skﬂ)] v (I(So) A /\T<> A ptifj
= ([IMF(P)IL AT (55, )V (M1, A PE)
T 0 A, [[MLF(p)]], A2 AN 00 36 2 10, U [ F ()], A T(S,80) A AN T35 A2 (9. D [[MLF(p)]], A
T (55055 ,1) 2 S T 06 S22 00, 5 (DM B )],y 2 PO 596 A2 £, DU T 328 6 O 2% A0 1 R4 [IM 1),y A (00 A2 W
FRIA SR [[M D] A (i) 2 AT A K, 000 (LM F ()] A PTIEAE (F) JXAME T T [[M1],, A pi) BHSE T
[[M.E(P)]l;.s - O
HIRE BE 4 WS048 [[M,F(p)]], S5t SAT SEBI MR IIRTHE N, [[M 1], A plit RS T (M E(p)]),.,. L
3 [IM L F ()], S T A SAT SEB IR A2 [[M 1)1 A Pt R ERT SAT SEGIRRIR [ 2 AT A7 [[M 1) A P
GiF I SAT SEHITCAR, W [[M,F ()], GBI HT SAT SCHI TEAR. 1 [[M]],,, A priil Fili ) SAT SLi] i psE N T
(M (P Fif5 1 SAT SEGIHURE, DK L A SCHISRAR [[M 1) A piti 1 SAT SEGIRARES SKAR [[M.F(p)]l;.,, I
SAT S5, T4 8 T SR A 280
R B TSR BD IR SAT T A R AR w5 il S S AT S 51 ) - 1) Jh 34 2 4% J 125 B 8 R P 6 2R, )
) S B A 5 (96 A LTL A3 G, X U 25 B ) RIZH o ] o T 840 g AL fr— v 25 1 2 1 1 2 20 BMC
AL 3 B B IR SAT S0 1 0 B0 n( ), it A SR e ol it WL 3% 2.
Table 2 Recursive definition of clause number of ¢

w2 gy ABCRREITE X

¢ n(¢) —n(g)
—é —n(d) n(¢)
hnd n()+n(4) n(¢n( )
hvéy n(g)n($) () tn()
H#R 2 138 A XM 7 2 50
k ) k )
n([[M110)+n( [Fp)IL )=n(([M]]0+n (vﬁp’kj =n(([MI10+ [ [ n(=p1) 4)
i=0 i=0
HIZE 2 FlGE 31 4 453 [[M,F(p)]), M1 Fu%es A8
n(([M]]p)+ n(=p;) ®)

ARG A G n(([M)FB 5 R LB P A KIS 2 350 H3E 1 WA, n(—p,) =n(—p})). & n(—p,) =
mom KA B KL A @IS 2 5 IS A E R & 45000, O0m®). SCHR[ 10738 3k 3 n J5 248 BT 4 435 108 4 B
T iy 44 (renaming ) (19 77 2UHE 520 3% e A vl 3 2 M S50 100 20 XA 1 A0 B B A 2Rk o 0, 3P ok L5 T 1 1%
HEETER 2 O®F). ARG 2 3o A H M H &M O(m), Bt L v & H, A @A ARG 2 HBa 1
FHSE p 2 1 52 2 1 B A i Y 2 ek, HL VB0 19 i 7 7 £

ALK Gp—-Fq)BAT ALK, 78 59 % FEAE B IR I G(p—Fq) HITE S 56 IE VL & G(p—Fq), R Z K N
LA p TEIRE s BB ADAELE 1A j2iff g TERE s W EL.

G(p—>Fq) 15 & T NNF A2 F(pAG(—q)), Honm BN B 2,37 p ERES s o0 B MRS s, FFIR 1R 5 28
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PiATIRE g # AL

~0-0-0~ —0-0—

S Sj+1

Fig.1 A representation satisfies G(p—>F¢q)
K1 Gp-FhE

Q @ . - . ‘ \
Si-1 Si Sit+1

S; Sj+1

Fig.2 A representation satisfies F(pAG(—q))
Kl 2 F(pAG(—q))h
K
[[M.F(p AG(=g)]l; =[[M]]; ~ ([[F(P AGEgDTl v (L A ITF(p A G(ﬁfI))]]g)]- HIZ 1 Al AL [[G(=g)]l =L,

1=0

k k
UL [[E(p A G=g)IT; = /(2 AIG(=TT) =L, B 0T LB 2 S G) A6 K [IM 1) A (L A TE(p A G=g)IT)D,
1=0

i=0
RS R — AN e B A A L, TR IR IR M H B 2 HE A AR PRI 1. 1 2 (199 8 AR, 7T LLAS 2
ARG — A A

[IMT], A [TF(p A G (=), (6)

Fb, [IF(p A G/ (=)L = L2, A él[[ﬂqm. ARG 1L 2 SR L 5 B AR
EHE 5 W [MI) A LR AG (DIl A T 32, 0 [[M]), A([[F(p AGEg)I v V(L AIF(p A
G(w))n,‘i)] AT AL
A ([M ) A [[[F(p AGE)I v V(L AIF(p A G(w))ﬂz)j i A R IM T A [IF(p A G (gL,

k
AR 4 P, (M), A [IF(p A G (=) AS 773 AL 1 [[M]], /\([[F(P NG v v Ly A TTF(p A
1=0

G(ﬁq))]]ﬁ)J AN T AL E R O

R4S B 5 AT, A e 7 A 2(6) R T i I 4 28 3R () AR AT A T T 5 E BMC i) {7
Je P2 T A £ 74 2R (6) BT 996 L DRV 2 3 () AR — s 9 2, R T LA 38— ANk AR BMC R 5 ko N R 5 g
TG R A RG) R LY R TR k=0 ik — BT 2 3R 3)RA 28 2
EIE 6. W R [MI] A F(p AG (=)} A2 A AT 2 (9,0 [[M1],, A [F(p AG'(=g))TL,, 1248 %5 41 T
(M1 AP A=) -
RN
(M1 A F(p AG (=) =[IM 1), A kv”[p,iﬂ A k/\”ﬁq,{ﬂj

i=0 J=i

i=0 Jj=i

k . k+1 X
=[[M1] A (V (p;m N[ j Vv (P}i:ll A _‘%1:11)]
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7’%%% %;;ﬁ A AER A 69 1Ak 2011

k
NV

s gt
(6

k+1

k
/\_‘qu A _‘9k+1 ]] Vv (Pk+1 A _‘qkill)J

L A Pk A /\_‘qk A _‘qk+1 J v (pl/::ll A _‘qlﬁll)]

k
[ (V Pk A /\_'qk AT (s58,) A _'qkﬂ ]] v (M1 A (pk+1 A ﬁqlfill )
A [l

= (([M 10 A TEP A G (@)L AT (580, A=gi) v (IM 1y g5 A=)
RT3 A0 0, [[M 1], A [[F(p A G'(—g)]T) A A2 [[M1], A [TF(p A G (=g)IT] AT (8458500) Ay HASTHT
WAL 3 (Mo A IF(p AG ("Q))]]ku T 2, 0 [((M]]0 /\(pk+1 /\_‘qll:;) DR, R, (M1 /\(Pk+1 /\ﬁq;ﬂ)
WAL M) A [TF(p A G (—g)]I], 235 A2 L AHE. O
7. WERE kAR 0,1,2,....m B, [[M]), A(pk A =g YT AL kB mt VI [[M], A (pF A—gl) 7T
B, kAR IR mALm+2,. ke B, (M1, /\V( L, A [[F(p AG(=g)]1 )ﬁj_}qi@{jl\ ﬂi[[ M1, A \/( L A
1=0
k
N (LA TG |-
i B :

k
(ML A/ GL A TTE( A G=g)TE) = [[M 1] A
1=0

< -

k
[ILk AVl A G(—'Q))]]i]

< =

k
=[M ]} ~ [ILk /\j\:/O(zP;{ A ;[[G(ﬁCI)]]i)J(EEZ%lﬂﬂ,Pi =P

0

=

m k
=M ] A \_/[,Lk A [j\/o(p;{ A G v j:\r{H(P{ A ;[[G(ﬁq)]]{:)D

(14et1p] = pl, MIGHIIE IR DA A S HIHE ATALIM D A V. (p] A LG ()T =1)

k K . 3

=[[MT, Av| LA V (p,ﬁAl[[Gﬁq)]]z)J O
1=0 J=m+l
%f G(p%Fq) FE R NNF A3 FAG(—g) K A& 6 fgdl 7 WA &R H 50
[[M1], AV( L, A [F(p A G(=g)]10) CCHR[7D6 22 K@) Pt (2 4550 50). i T 2 (O FF & F(paG(—g) 1iE
E'/\fc(3)m%?ﬁ R BEW N, kB 0,1,2,.. n(n<MAX) I, A N 3) & AR 1)K I — 2 2 k B
0,1,2 m(m<n) I, 23 2 (6) ) oM 1A AR s B 5, AT S0 A 3R(6) B 3 Z 4 3 [[M 1), A (pf A—g)) et 24 20
(6) T fl W B9 m A % T A0 B A LAY B, 2 M) A IR AG (—g)]T) A T 3 42 1, SR i 2 8
(M1 A(Pih A—gii) TR SAT SR ARER SR AR A K [[IM ], A [IF(p A G (=)L, T SAT 5241k £ 0
TR AR 1 BTG IR EAC 2 & B m+1 1, [[M1), A (pF A—gp) Rt SAT S50 i, W FEAR 4% e 3 7,48 &
k
m L T A DM, A L A TTFGp A G AR ), A v[,Lk AV (plA A[G(w)]]i‘)J K
1=0 1=0 Jj=m+l

iﬁ??éﬁﬁ@i}?ﬁﬁ,%/&ﬁ[[M]]k/\\k/(,LkA Q(pgA,[[G(ﬁq)]]@j%m [ SAT 5z ] 47 fif, L A% 22 24 5%

J=m+l

(M, F(P/\G(—'f]))]] FI‘J SAT imﬁ@

(M) [Ho«(,Lk)m(l[[F(pAceq»nz»j @
=0
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SEBL 6 AR [[MT), A [[F(p A G (=T P2 A1 7 A ok
n([[M1])+n(p)+n(—q;) (®)
AROMARG)KE 1A EA n(([M]]), FEL LS 2 3. 13 2,% n(pl)=mm Jg— K05,

TE B SCHR 10738 0 A% B R iy 44 B9 0 a0 R A SRR 4 S w0 A o AR e tam+br) 2K,
Hod a,b &0 —ADEEHCR S ok T AR R R S 24 O@); T A () EE 2 30 70 I 5 24 Pk o BBy
O(m+r), LA 4% .

3 MXRITIE

AR AR SCHR7100 TAE 4k 82 SCHR[ 7190 87 T SR 4R 1) BMC 1) SAT 4hd ) B, 3= ZL4F % BMC #5482y
KWL, ARBAT T 2R TAE A5 — 2 S 30 A7 it 45 0 46 X B TAEAE NuSMV2.1.2 W sl ARG
SRR AS TS T 58 3 . Timo 25 A\ PF) ] lasso-shaped Kripke Structure A4S &, 383K ## CTL(computation tree logic) 2
A EN T 5 m (fixpoint) J7¥&1E HI 2] BMC IR 54 22 2 b SCHER[O1 FIAR 22 51236 4 SRR W, b T ik L SCHR [ 7,8]
HR 5 30 5l A 2 Frisch 25 N BUR T[] 52 A0 7925, 40 53 BMC B4k 23 50T SNF R & A v T 3R os.
[ 52 A3 ARV T X780 IR T b v 2K R 3, 8 2R AL T Tableau_style H 5 6. S50 45 SRR W, SAT 4 i A5
ANTSCHR[7], M4k BT SNF (K.

Sheridan 45 A%t BMC %t ity SAT SZBIHEAT AL, N T BEAR G 14 1 SAT 2491 ) 52 2 ok 4 1 B 1o
T NB AR R T Ay 44, 1K PR G D B 1) SAT SEAIAT 1R KK 0 AR, IRk, 25 F Boy de la Rour BARLFEH T —Fh &40 1)
DA G A 10 7 3 A A5 7= A2 1R SAT SEAF PRy MRS K s B2 21K, (0 BMC 1) — SSREAE 75 Jr 7= AR 1 SAT SE il 2k 7.

Strichman 25 AU"2VR| i) BMC 74 () SAT 5149 (¥ — S8RV, Ui AR B0 V07 o587 A R A0 345 36 SAT 1 H
HEAT AL, Gupta 25 A\ U4 ] BDD B K & 4718145 SAT 1 H. A S0 3B SAT 5249l 1) — L8485 4, B AS T 54 1)

4 KIMEERILE

A SCHETE NuSMV2.3.1 BRI T v 56 Jel B 0 P46 AR A SCH) TAE 3225 NuSMV2.3.1 JiU7 R 5
—FELF ) BMC J5 I HEAT H A L NuSMV2.3. 1 J5UJ7 VA A2 A8 SCHR 2] M 6 Al 203 SCHR[ 7R 1) 7 vk A
IR AA BMC J5 vk 5 — M iF 10 )5 o2 1 Timo 25 A 4%, HAE NuSMV2.4.0 1 SEBI IR, A SC iRk A
Timo_BMC J5i%.[A4 Timo BMC J7ik Ak B4R 55 40 LA 1 75 050 R A Se e 45 A 7 VA 34T HE
B AR SCA I GO TT 888 G_BMC, % Gp—FE(@) itk 77i2:# 8 G_F_BMC.

SCIG I IABE W R Al Intel Core 4300 AbFEER.2G N AF;#AF:Windows XP LA, WinGW32 -5 4 1%
NuSMV.

S P AR 2 S FEHY A SCHR[1S], 80 1 4 1) NSPK P U2 BMC B A I FF (AR S0 5 ke /N 560 10 BT i)
ke AR A, 60 I B V) AR S A5 2R 1) 0 B e 58 /AN DO 8 PR 56 0 o T L G A B0 2 05224 e 88 KB B9 1) 56 1 1)
AT 0% L At S0 L 5 MR TR e /N DU TRIAE PRI e T A9k 10 S i ) L G A 0 8 3 A TR 25 O, U [
FEMIA T k8509 06 S0 I TR) A7) AR b At S5V B2 T A B AR 1, R 77 4400 R 0 (190 ), A SR P TR A 7R ¢
AN LR B I AR A S B S KB R 51 G(p)Ek G(p—F(g)) 6k KIS (K61 -7 A 52 565 BT FH IR B 78 G358
Sy F CTL BEYE U, B SO 2500 (¥ LTL MRS Ui B, 25 46 K 1 5 AT 8, U 506 LTL MYEAF & 4 18 S A AR
AT W AL, 3R B (8T T I8 I 453k A 24k NSPK. BIMBSURE T 2430 S k=14 IS} T35 A2 a8 T 191 oh.

FEAEAL AR )T H RIS AT 55 5 k Ja i 2L R SAT SEBIAR B4, sk, ZE& SAT sEfif
SRAF SAT S (1) Gk 1 B 1R) (CBRAVE 2s). SR AR A 1) SAT 1 H ok NuSMV N B (1) SAT R fif 1T H..

M 3. & 4 B9S2 B0 7T 40, 76 I E B S 17 G(p) M G(p—F(g))If, Timo_ BMC #7E 5 AA BMC SEHI L,
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IFBA IR AL F A SR ) G_BMC F1 G_F_BMC 1140 UE 1X JAR A 1] IN LG iy 28 SR 4 45 ) 6, 3l i W 44
PR SAT  SEAF] (1 28 5 HORT -~ ) B, R0 A 4 e O S ERAN () PR RS AR T A 22 e, - BRP 3SR 482 vy i 5 Y
/N, SEMAPHORE 5% 7 D] 2 ey W 56 AR DR Q0 i o, 3% i (140 0 82 5 SR E R 2 20 R R MRS DA OGBS 1] G(p)
G(p—F(q)) B AU I R 1R i 15 12
Table 3 Comparison of encoding G(p)
#3 % Go)dmtd b

Model k AA BMC Timo BMC G BMC
Variables  Clauses Time | Variables Clauses Time | Variables Clauses Time
DME2 10 6384 14 727 5 7053 16 347 7 6325 14 547 4
20 12519 29277 22 13 727 32517 29 12 305 28917 18
10 4597 13294 <1 5279 15677 <1 4543 13 264 <1
BRP 35 16 072 46 169 16 18 479 54 577 19 15 443 46 064 15
50 23 257 65 894 39 26 699 77917 51 21983 65 744 37
Semaphore 10 1248 1959 2 1349 2329 2 534 1404 <1
14 2 188 2759 315 2329 3277 215 742 1956 7
Table 4 Comparison of encoding G(p—F(q))
x4 % Gp-oF(g)dnis i
Model k AA BMC Timo BMC G F BMC
Variables Clauses Time Variables Clauses Time Variables Clauses Time
Mutex 30 23033 9817 3 23181 9972 3 1457 4161 <1
50 87 387 20 867 19 87 631 21122 17 2417 6921 3
DME4 10 25099 37263 3 54 964 58 493 5 12 805 29217 3
16 51 505 59 862 10 123 652 93 830 25 19 945 46 551 7
NSPK IQ 41443 96 840 12 42 064 98 700 12 25423 86 231 9
14 satisfied 66 715 135714 33 67 584 138 318 32 35255 120 531 24

G_BMC Sk 5 T H 4 1, o4 A 5 2 (2 & HAF 0 10, AL, 24 G_BMC SEVEAS al il A2 I BEZS
1 G(p)fF k B BER ;™M G_BMC ST Al i A2 R I, B AR 3 G(o) AN O R B1.G_F_BMC 5k e 36 T 2 6
ME#E 7 B, s 6 WA &4 aX6)5 2 X [MF(pAG-g)], AFEM, 2485 KR (AL
[[M,F(p AG(—))]], 267 28 3(6)), 1% 7E 56 AE AR R 1 11 A 1 Lot — B0 10 24 5 31 7 4 2 20(6) AT 3 A2 B, JU mT 3 £
R34 G F BMC 5L AR T LI, A 20 [[MLF(p A G(—g))]], — & AT 22517 Gp—F(g)1E kBBt
— 8 AL G_F_BMC 532 1 1) 52 31 7 48045 24 2X(6) AT il 2 1, DU AT TE A K A 2K [[ML,F(p A G(—g))]], 1) SAT
fift, B G(p—F (q)) M A AL I 1R S ARt 3E 4 W] LA H,G_F_BMC 5035 L 57 Wk O vk (0 AR 3 s 15 I 42

5 ZRiE

RSO A SRR AL I o L A T AR AT LTL (a1 G(p) M G(p—F(q) 9 i 34T LAk, 45 5 FSM 1
IR B 5 Z AL LA 25 3a] 14 T S, E A7 7 L o 200 90 3 4 2, MR 1) 7 338 9 O Jt 2 3R 38 A0 0 25 K R, 20 #
TARAG S5 10759557 1K) SAT SEG ) S22k, fo Ja ik S, B AR IR B B0 I T A7 ik R AT 2 vk AR s A SC b
JIT SR P £ 328 40 SELREL, I 32 ) DASKE 8 43 H0 At LTL B S A b AT A0, 32 R — 25 1 AR,

B GO SCUP L S A 2R PR R AR S G AR T L A ) AR BG4 Biere, Cimatti 55 A $
FEI0 NuSMV Z G0 8 FH 8 4 1 38005 00 3 58 [ 2 (1 2 B AN S8
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