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Abstract: The reliable functioning of safety-critical IT systems depends heavily on the correct execution of program code. Deductive
program verification can be performed to provide a high level of correctness guarantees for computer programs. There is a plethora of
different programming languages in use, and new languages oriented for high reliability scenarios are still being invented. It can be
difficult to devise for each such language a full-fledged logical system supporting the verification of programs, and to prove the soundness
and completeness of the logical system with respect to the formal semantics of the language. Language-independent verification
techniques offer sound verification procedures parameterized over the formal semantics of programming languages. The specialization of

the verification procedure with the formal semantics of a concrete programming language directly gives rise to a verification procedure
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for the language. In this article, we propose a language-independent verification technique based on big-step operational semantics. The
technique features a unified procedure for the sound reasoning about program structures that potentially causes unbounded behavior, such
as iteration and recursion. In particular, we employ a functional formalization of big-step semantics to support the explicit representation
of the computation performed by the sub-structures of a program. This representation enables the exploitation of the auxiliary information
provided for these sub-structures in the unified reasoning process. We prove the soundness and relative completeness of the proposed
technique, evaluate the technique using verification examples in imperative and functional programming languages, and mechanize all the
formal results and verification examples in the Coq proof assistant. The development provides a basis for the implementation of a
language-independent program verifier in a proof assistant based on big-step operational semantics.
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i F 7 A J7 9 T AR )5 BE 47 3600 7F & R FE 5630 J7 3 b, 2 T s AT W B AR (W 3 2 B AE (deductive
verification) LAFE 715 5 BITE 20UAGAE SN A, XS F2 7 1 IE A 1 20 AT 38 W3 24 H AR FE 3 10 16 8 M A9 15 v B 2 K
T T b ) S R ON S IR I Y R Bk TV AT D R IE AT 5% 1 58 AR A 0 5 B e B T A BIE ) D R
B)(proof assistant) SZHLFE 5 BT S 06T, ) BE 0% 45 HY e 12 FT 52 A 00 IF 45 1.

Xt R AT V6 2 0 UIE ) 35 A T ¥ A T DAl B 9 SO 1 ) 4 Dy 2 B B R, M S R O A e 1 5
R B TR PR L R B0UR S8 AR P 45 1 W] R 2 B A I FE FF AT 8 (unbounded behavior), A 1 2012 FH 405 V4 4472
SE A B, HL 3 R R BB — b b S 2 VA 8 A28 BN (inductive invariant), B )i 3% 45 38 A 5K, 6 o4
BEATRIT HIWIE 5% A28 & W5 AR 7 I BT T e R T 3047 20 BR IR 45, B2 & P 5 DR IS 0 28 1k S0 P O 325 SR B 14
Y5 Wb, SR T K4 3 R 8 20 I 2 Y B AT IR ARAS AN A 2 T 2 — TR 2% 1) LA,

— A R AR 8 2 IR AIE A SCE ST R A BEAE OB BRI — R BB AR, F B ST %
FRAB ) PAT G5 5 10 T AR T, 2 BRAE SCAE SR AR P 15 ) & ST TH I B AN i AR5 SO LR PR A B 5 1
b SCRI AN PEUE B 0 DA ST 9 B T A 2R R R e — RPIFE 7@ e SR gt F & SRk DU B HREH . sRsk
WH W%, 5 R S8 SRR AT HE L VE 2 00 K M B30 AE T B Frama-Cl%, KeY!!. Why3®l, vsTP,
Trist! 0145 S F¢ 56 T F2 52 38 4 060 A )3 5 R b A7 T G 00 0. 15 0 BT SUAS T 28100 12 3 38 48 1) 1 1 4 A 1 £ By
FAH X FEAN He AR SR B AR 1R SO B AT S PRI 56 £ PR D0 DS HE R AT 5 B0 D K0 T4 A0 A 36 75 SR 1
15 F WU R 12 5 I 56 BOnT S 1 AN 58 A PR IE B R — TR B4R 55

i 5 K (language-independent) ({1 F2 7 30 i o AR 1 7E — i FEBE b e I B B2 782 2 A0 W 7 v R AR P B A I
P BB AR I O AL G — AN DA 18 SO S 300 50 1 72 FH 120 B2 1 AT S 4 5 216 AS R 72 708 5 TR $R it
FE T RAEE UG T EARR B —MZE SR N AR R I AR T P 4 SR AR B R
PEEE 16 VT bR 055 DB 45 A0 T A B 15 I, T SRR IE AR 1 1) TR PR G 5 T 0% B2 3 36 VIE 43 AR AR R P A 0 i) L R
WA FoVF 7= A AT B 2 AT P BRI AR 5 45 ) (B B8« 388 )91 R 50550, DL — B T 2009 AR AL 40 Bh 45 8, % k4T
A SEAE X R RN B R 58 4% AR P15 5 TE 0 B () B U R M A 41 5 I 28 AR P 45 W DA SR LR T e
T e 2 45 K I A7 AE 3 BUG I B 3 Bh 5 T8 2008 SO 7545 30T 58 BRR JF [ E B

271 S LU BOIE B T BN P G AT 8 5 T0 S RE P 3630 (0 4 RUD PRI R FE T2 7 10/ b e/ 18 L
JIN A SO EE R A 8 SCUORE P e oH 5 o L R A8 3R I % AT AR T 78 VF 2 A5 T N, K008 SCIA 5 SCRIE PR AR o
a7 B AN AE K5 8 SO TR SO R R AR AR TG 75 51 N TR P AR 5 s ol 45 g 7248 T DR8I S0AGIE B P T 75 R I
F &t 5 ¥ ¥ (derivation sequence) Ik 544 (derivation tree), %% MK IL T K2B1E X HIiE & LR FEFIEHE AN
W T, AT SCHER 8 SUNPAE X WFE TR S P I RIEAE 55 A B TX — R P8 5, KR A SR
T4 = S I B AT 55 A A 4

AT H — P8 5 T KD BB & AT R 7 I E 138 5 B R IIEH R 18 5 TR AR 7 50 iE i #2 9 A
WA T FE 745 5 WG IR A5 0, T R AEAE X2 TR AR P o oG 7 45 M AT FHOC R A B8 B, S8 BIE BT &/ 28
SRR T AP HAT c>c(FH o il o il kg /), 2 bRl b {8 A DB AT BT 1 B 7 41 B AT R AE 2
7 o SR B AT AR R R TR SR LR TR 7 BB PAT IR R et ¢ AWIIE Rt A& IERR),
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B H AT AT R R, FEIRN c—t FIHE SRR AT AL 0 AR DX — In] i, A S DURE 38 1 R B0 20
IR TR T A5 T RO SCRAE SO, A58 45 2R 2507 — IROSE P 56 B T 8 AN SCRIU Y — o fst A 526 2 U e
IE TR A 15 SCHE SR (8 — A7, AT R 2 5 v - 485 ) B0 AT 2R AT R . b o oy 550 s A 4 A v 380 25 SRR
SRR 7 FUE B A £ B A B oR B3 08 20 — R Z 4k 17 i DA SR

AT R AR B DA RR B RGP AR S SO S B0 B0 iR R A H AT S E BB R I AR B AR TE E
&7 B 38 UE A R AR FE A0 B8 B A5 $AT I B IS B AN G TR P i o S S M (& 28 . 3 13 s 0
1) J B A5 2, AR T AL T & PR 3 32 4 AT 9 2 D908 B0 A 7 0 R 0 5 40 AR SC 4t 3 A [ ] 6 i B R
FE 15 206, J8 4 2 i 2 5 20 IE v P 5 U ) (partial correctness). A< S it Ay 4 RiE 5 WhileP i i e i 52
TR RO S AR E 1 B Ry 418 35 (guarded command language)GC,,, H BUZH M K AR 75 4R A5 2 O i Z44TF
. REIE T Fung FA T 53R G HAR T BT EEUE B B4 B BOR A RO 3T 1922074 44 B E BN
JE R (AN S/ SR IE IR A SU1E 2, T B8 H 3T MR 2 A Tt e 12 o 15 2036 A2 (8 T8 3245 BIIE BH B T . AR S
IE B RAE K8 S 8O HE P 8 S b (i 2 R B (L5 7 719), U e 4% e 7 U 24 o S il B 2L, BA 58 i 0E
B B B E — 5 R X AR B AR IR B AT 58 4% MR AR SC AT B i 45 SRR 5641 S5 35 7E Coq il Bh e g T 2L
HREAT T 3k, B 25 B A A s B2 (AR DD DA R R BN 34T % B AL TE Coq HR RIS &84 3000 1T 1% 08 S A0AR
FO AT 7E HutiE https:/gitee.com/lixim/func-verify/tree/master 43k 15,

A BETTHR AT I 25K

o —ANUURRIFIE T BBk BN KPR SO S HO) T SE B FE 7 SR i AR

o IS UF I AR AT M RTRE 6T 56 % M Y IE BH

o A5 38 UE B AT A [R)E U 71 5 1 16T SRR e S0 AT 56 e R 5 R A 2 R

o FTA B 45 SURIFR P IR SEBITE Coq i BIIE B T A Hh i Ak

ASCEE 15 BRI E A R TAR,ZE 2 W B HHRFIRT 5 2058, 28 3 a4 tH T RO 1R
XITE S BRBAF R AR IFUE I TSV, 56 4 TRFER 2 dr 2 B S While, /- Z0IF BIEOAR I8 B ARAE FH U7, 58
5.6 THRHEEHHAN TG AET GCu UK EH R RENIET Funy P HIHE— D S061,5 7 T4 HIGIFE,
IR B X0 58 £ P 4 SR T R B, 28 8 1 I U AR ST P4t A R I AR T T, B R BR A, S 9 T R A A .
1 EZEMEXTE
1.1 EERXEFEIEREAR

Moore, J. S.4& H — il % 7 5 345 4T 18 G 50 UE 1 F R, AT HR 0 P2 e S B A A bR A 1O I8 5 A AROR g AR AR 5
(inductive invariant), W1 8858 UF 12 V3 44 A A8 AR FE 7 B AF ] J5L 7 B0 AR P DR 355, A2 1 45 B B0 iE . S it Bz B R
HAL T A AR KB A 4587 5 (inductive assertion) % 46 VA G0 AN AR 3, T ST/ S B S B T AT SR 7 568
UEAZ A5 AR T 75 % B AR PP 1R 5 SRR I sl e A 1) AT SE M ORI AR — FIAE 5 JE R R 2 B R B B
XPRR P /N2 BT BBt B AR R R BB BAT B Z 0 R R b 5 A EE B A ST R AR & T #2
JFE IR D B S EE SR B I AN T 1) 3 A A = A Ak

Moore, B. M.Z: 42t — Ffi 75 T s0ML L ey B A 5L 305 B 1 30 3o 2% 5 BAUAT SRR 3 10 AT 7T S 360 (R B AR 2L %4
AREEHL IR I 72 DR 708 5 /NP AR XS 8, FT S0 8 37 7 B KA B mUFI R A 407 (coinduction) 4
fith b5 2 AH HOEE A SC TR th R IE T F2 7 B KO8P4 AR AT S m] SE 1 8 S 7R A A HE B Bl B O B TR
EAR L A SO IR ERIE T M A 7 20, AR 58 & 45 R 07 T oz AR 23 T 8 K.

46F Moore, B. M. TAE, [H—WF X 4LH Stefanescu Z54% H —Fh 3t T & 5 R G ] ik 14 18 5 (reachability
logic) ¥ & JC A2 7 UE I AR, 7E K framework HREAT T S - Rp s 12 40 5 G0 10 S #, R SR 2 Bl
RMFR P15 SLAHE N L IOPRAETE LA L T A8 SCCARE F BAE SCRBBOR B — B 5 — D7 T AR SO
AR R 7 %W Bhik B T H B i@ 4L 148 58 R G (B8 ) A S S, BTG TR AR 15 S DL 5 M ] 2Uk AT 52 .

BT AR SCRT 3R B AR B T-HR 2 10 KD 1 AR /N 25 AT BT, e P SR A B AR 348 35 H0 19 3 R 10 5 —
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T3 THL, KOG BAT BRI 58 SR FCAEAIE B v f) A8 P A A A R 13 B0, G A OB R A SO, — IROE il I 5N B A
Jp V8 A R A2 IR S HEAT 10 3% 78 FOAE A b U8 TG 5 180 I S VE HE SR AR 240 Fe 51 KO8 8 LRIRE AT )2 &,
1.2 ETEEFSEUNREFRIES &

o R A B IR A e RS 3 5 AT 3R s 2 1 A % A S I IR BOR AN TR R AT R
UE,JR A A3 25 T 2 oA R 5 RS0 IE TR AT 2008 5w DAY BRI B, - B A3 GRS, T DU S
R R R B S 7R T DU FE Al 4 08 5 (0 LLVM IR S5 ()38 &), B R B A8 1) TR e E AR T
(8,10,20,21,22]. 7 Tl 15 BIUH A4 1A 960 40E 75 42 L A 05 56 P S P A G ) 0 B4 O PR 53 35 X 0 R R P it AT
2R (B JRE 5 1) B AR TE 201 5 B ) 2 1548 2 SR W SRR 0 S bR 18 A I T ik B A o T A
S BRI R, A B S W L TSR e N AR B T VR I R S T RIE 5 AN E AR IR U TE S IE I SR IR
FE 7 B HL B PR 25 R S5 P 22 T 0 R R AL O R P B IE R 5 AR ST 2 Y BOR B A AN () S AR
1.3 EFiZiE

T2 5 32 48 AH OCHIF 90 A A FE 7 8 G U0 IF 5 T 1 B 32 A R G T S0 R SR AR 22 T8 AR ST Tl A VR R AT v 4
TR JE AR O B RO R TV R I P (0 LE A P E B 5 4 A PR 4 S R S R 1 1 AR DU, R TR 1k
FEET IR R I 5 G 0L (B - fE AR 3 PG F 1 0 R R (AL 4 sUI ;B S B A R LB S X 4y “ 77
FEREAPAT 7. B “ AT 7 52 B AR IS T35 R AR 718 45 7 (relational program logics) Sz 7 X A H.
RIKI Z A TEFHAT R, S5 2 P A A E N EME RS, SN RS, BERS. BT
J- 48 BT R AT (M9 8 5 R SCPT 4 H B R A LU 2 7 )8 S5 T P A 5 TR AR 3 18 5 7 (36 B8 0 4 THT 119 98 B 300 UE 52
FRAEAT SR AL AL T2 TE 5 0T R PR S04 FI T B R U A ST 3 S BORR HAth 5 5 T8 S 2 7 B E B3R U )
EXIEFR ., 8B IF 5 R 3 EOE AT N IE SR HEE ) AL BT IS T 2 AR EE F
2 &R
2.1 RSBIEEN

FRFAE S KB HRAEE (BRI G SO IR & 815V 45 1 QAT AT B AR WD 48 IR A 5 4 A & 1B IRES
B PR 46 IR A& L F e 1) 428 1) 445 ) (A2 FRIR 25 ) A 86 A48 B AT IR 1 (22 B IR ) A RS A AR Bl A I 4 &l
W RN TR UK R (configuration). R s HIUR AR ZS BITE SUK R FR 9] 46 4% R (initial configuration). #2 B () 28 1 EIR TS
o5 B AN AR B I 2L 5 ER i 4 ) — B, T SO I IRAS BRI 2 1B H5 JRi (terminal configuration).

KGR SCAT B — R BE SO AT 402 2 LR T LA While 3 5 PR 1 04T 67 B2 A 44,

While 75 & /& — M B AL 10 i & 015 5 LB RS M AREARLRIEN a. fi/k KA b, 6] SIEA S A
DLAHAAT 2 A (118 4 skip. TRAEE A1) x:=a. 423154 if b then S1 else Sz fE¥F 154 while b do S+ T 414
W) SyS WM A IR A4 & 04 Stmt.

While 155 RAE N E 1 s i oes B ERE, 2L EFBEHW R Alalo RREARE
23 a EERIRE o FIRIMEL R, B[Ib[lo Xafi/REERX b AALEIRSE o FHRIRMEEL K o[x—Alla]o] &R
WA x W BE Al a]|o, 3045 H AR T B BME o xR ERAZE XMAEH RN StmtxE oG, 2k
KRR T LR,

187 F 15 SCRUUHHE 3 A WIIR R R (S, o) R BE BB A 1L R o, FEM LS, o)—o ARIA R &
JE [ HE-F 4% (derivation tree), o Jr A 745 sU0S B T TG T 42 26 AR R0 (40 skip WA R B while 7635 544
SRR R < T T B 15 A x:=2;x:=10 $hAT 45 R A 3HE S T Frow:

(x:=2, 0) = o[x~2] (x:=10, o[x~2]) > o[x~2x'—10]

(x:=2;x:=10, 0) = o[x~2,x'~10]
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KD AR SO IR BT 46 1 )R 55 26 L% JR) 18] ) = 0 5% 8 52 A FH i SCREIU T B 41t A 5/ B B0 46
JE s %R R ISR A BEAR b TR I R N A Bl R HEAT 20 AR TR AT KD R AR T SORE S (R B e Ik B B A
KA B AF 1 SCHEAT TP IE Y I A A P A TR L 1 DR 99V 9, T T 7 2 AN 3l

(S1.0) 20" (S 0") > 0

(skip, o) = o (x:=a, 0) = o[x= Alla[jo] (54,5, 0) >0’

Sro)—0 % Bb[o=tt Co0) >0 # Blb[o=ff
ES) o= a o=
(ifbthensS, else S,, o) = ¢’ b0 (ifbthenS, else S,, o) —» ¢ 0ot

(S,0)— 0" (whilebdoS, ") — 0’ -
% B[b[lo=tt - # Blblo=ff
(whilebdo S, o) = ¢ (whilebdo S, o) » o

Fig. 1 The rules for the big-step operational semantics of the While language (pen-and-paper formulation)

B 1 While i 5 K5 A 18 SR SO (4R 52 E )

T 38 SR SCTAE BA RS T 9% 3038 SRR 2 0 B A A A e o B, 2% 5t s Bk 9 T 2 P (proof
assistant) & (G R FCHL B 15 S5O F B A BhEEAT RS 0 0 B SIS e S FE G A RR R IR BE I BT AP R A
A K T A B A SR U A A W TR b DO R R BT SRR BRSO s O KD B A AT IR R
1, HIE AL E AR TE R E 2K | i 4R E X E I WOk [R] 1R SR P4 45
22 AXHFILS

AL S fa #RBFEB CESH a ERNH A AEXNEREH AL E x LS Axfx X
BT RN B R E R A LG AN fa bR a) bR E M ATESH a LERNS —HE g,
TR Z R g MATESE b L XHES AMEHPA)RR A BIRE R A BIFTE THM I8 & A SOt i
FR7 15 5 N ML 2€Z FIREBU DR zseZ AT HAE [ 1R W R, 228 RoRFIFE zs BUPTINEESL 2 J5 Frf3 0
B3R, |zs| RN FIFR zs BIKTE H zs[z1-22) KR IZFE RGN K 25, H 2B 21 DN I0ER (21€{0,...,|zs|-1}) N 22,1 zs’ (K
FE UL K zs i oA A B R TG 3 35 5 81 3 zs A IR AE N AR SCP 48 F JT1E & (metalanguage) (1) — & 73, % 78 20 if b then
Pelse Q 7E4¢F b MAZET RIR P& IFRR Q AMEMRYE BT SCIG L 50 8 5 B RIA X HEAT X 4.

3 BEFIEMEARRETEM

3.1 EFHEARN
B COAPTA YIRS RIIAR ST A & LR R A
B D = C>P(T).B1 D e HOs 6 — D HIUGAR SR WSS — A AT BERY 28 1B R 6 D HP e E L LR RS,
15 disdz H HACHXAER ¢ f dic € d2 ¢ LEIR D IR/ N TCER BRI IR R ¢ i L c = @.
D A {1 B B B W] R R e B AR AT U I SR BT R TR S T IR AT 1 25 5, ST 3R R TR 7 K 8 24
1) 4 D BRI T A BARYIIR I SR B IR A TT IR AT B 45 RN 2% bR BRI A6 A% =) ¢ WSt
H ¢ TFAAIAAT L5 I B8 B34 ) 28 1k R B 5 OISR XA S8 1R 1 5 38 2 0 JE e PRV 5D P e B e
FIK A IR 1% 5 R P AT 46
2) D PREAER TR AL © 1, LR B AMERLE L, © 4 BRI IE R PR R—
— P WA C RS R ¢ TFIRII SEBR AT 45 RBAFAE TR G @ ¢ P @ ¢ = TR AR
15 ¢ TR B PAT S5 RAE IR LU, @ 45 W o) TR 7 v SR B A (U AR 24 3 U bR 055 AT 45 2R 1K
G B——X T EAME AR B VGRS ¢, @ ¢ NIZIEASERRA IS REAGNHES dc=T
W 7= R %15 A AR SR BUE R BIE B, RO T SRR G T & 1A% 5.
LA 25 A D R BCRIERE P LT ) — o Bl 25 FE A0 ) While 15 5 725 Stac.

fac:= m; while 1 <mdo (m:=m - 1; fac := fac * m)
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AT EAR & m WILEE I M I, v 5 4 RAFIAE A & fac H.LL N Swh RN Stac 1) while G318 £, H
Sseq 3% 7~ H FR I 404 1 A) m:=m-1; fac:=fac*m.

BRI R E S C=SmtxZ. XILHEREES T=SH P Si=Var->Z ~NEEIRSE S A h
D=(StmtxX) »>P(Z). % W it HIEF Stac 45 41 T I 2UHL L.

®fac (Sta, 6) :={ 0’ €2 ]| o’(fac) = (o m)!} # om>0
Pfac (Swh,0) :={0’€ZX]|o’(fac) = (o fac)*(om-1)!} # om>0
Prcc =32 O WIEKS R ¢ AN 2 BLE SR AT

TEARME) draceD FIRIBMIEMMEZIN: HMRE o TFHRPATIEA Stae, LIRS 0 TR m NIEH B4
PATKILJF RS o' & o' (fac) = (0 m)LIXRIE T Stac K 115, & fac (IEFA m HI{H 1B T, 1 5k 2 fac.
m PAAR HA AR B RE A T 200 TE L) Brac KT WIS (Swh, o) FIEB 73 BA 40 F & A B R BB R FR k5
RN o, o A8 & m Jy IEH WA G IR 45 1 5, A8 i fac BN (o fac)*(o m - DLZFES o IAE A 4 T 127
EBHAPHFEARAL R, B ¢ NEE (St 0) 3K (Swh, o) ITE R, BIDRE P E m R NIEHN Epe c= %R
A B PRI E A R ¢ FFARTAAT I 45 5, B 7% TR0 T IR 46 4% R ¢ IEHBI P B

ERE AT AEZE om >0 TR ERNL IR RESE{ o € 2| o'(fac) = (o m)! PR TF2 /78
M /R =04 { m=n A n>0 } Stac { fac=n! }, 3+ n A& 4 7 (logical variable), | F1c 3% F2/7 & & m FIHI 4G 1H.
HAMY) e T ARVHEHRFIRES ARG 2 T IHEHEENTARNETFES ER=ZTCHAFHNKSIES
(assertion language) J H 1% SUAE A 77 B MU S U A 2 T DA A FO0 F2 R R AS B0 e 51 A U 2 T8 R
WHABZ R AR o ME A EES BA —SUN Y, R 3R B 56 4% 22 0 J5 T 1) {61 SR AR B2
(W, 5.2¢ 6.2 5524 040 6 T HAR IR 5 80F 5 R, v 5 5 Nt — 20 5 LT A4 © 13RIk,

P IO R TE CE R Y O 75205 2, B fac MBS T m YI{E I I, 75 246 35 THESH
JER ¥ J9 99992: 31 (induction on the shape of derivation trees)iiE B Srac TG 25 14 (1) A 48 70, — 50, % T B34
AT URBUE A 8 B G 38, ¥ 75 B FAAR QA7 VA G0 B2 o5 o 4 B J 38 SR AT B TR P VA B, ) 8
R A H A g7k H While 85 WE R ZHEMGEH T While 18 5 127 0 IER P IE X T8 HWEFIES,
M35 B ORE S Wit & 1B 7 & 48, 0 0E B H O T 05 SCRY AT S0 R0 58 48 v, U B AR AT A B G 5 4
B T (1% 998 A T R A R 3 4 BT 4R A R U o T AT — FR R AR S O BREE LR A e
SCEERARZAE T R I 18 500 UE 0 FE —— (P Z IR I AR TE R SR T AR IE R 5 R MG IR 4 44 . 3 U R B TE T
AT AT DG,

3.2 BEAKRSEXHAUIIEF ERMEEHE
FEFFR PR T KPR TR U AREE T SO B — R 50 00T 7% 3 0035 SR 4 AR

c1—t Ch—t
1 1 n n % ac (*)
c—ot

LA R 2 7 A B B ) o RIE AT o ¢ N W IIRKE SR o FFAR I BRAT 45 SR i e 354
(K2 R R SR ALEE 6, H crvens tontn 3952 — 58 S5 AF CRAEFUN A 2 039), 84 MATUG A% R ¢ JT46 B 3RAT 45 AU BT fig
FIE M ALK JR B4 t(t 5 H A 2 H I AR R AR o).

B R L R BOE SO KB T SCHEAT IR U B ARSI — A B heD-D (& D= C->P (), 1 — R 5~
T e g

hfc:={t|..1€fcaA .. Atn€fen..} FH ac
A BRVE fED BB T — WIAA RS Jo 45 H a1 4y 3 8 0K BE O m (¥ HE- 344 (derivation tree) T RE 5 Y ) 28 1B 4%

JE BG4 h f o B2 AR FTE SO CHYFNSET crnen M0 RER I8 @ 2 m+1 O A% i e 5 HE 0 25 1 R
o DL g SO 20 KO8 8 SO FITA 1 SR UGS 308 58 U h, HAE L B k JORAREE R (UF 8 D
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HH )RR 0 B RE S A A WT IR KR =), 26 H B I M 38 K B FE D k+1 B HE S BT B 5 HH I AR B 28 1R R 2R A

DL 45 H A T R 4 h 4F While 35 5 19 K3 7E 8 SCHAT T2 A0 I~ 1] BAR LT 46 48 )R 4R & C:=StmtxZ.
KL RES T:= 5, Hd 2:=Var->Z N EBREE S A S b E 2 B i 5h i XL 1+ While
B H WD EEAEE SORL B 2 91, A8 B 435Il N SR R A A AR AR 30k 2 10 SR AH bR £ 0,

hf (skip,o) :={o}
hf(x:=a,0) :={o[x— Alao]}
h f (if b then S1 else S2,6) = (51, 0) (# B[b[lo=tt)
h f (if b then S1 else S2,6) = (S2, 0) (# B[|b[lo=ff)
hf(whilebdoS,06) :={0'|30”:06"€f(S,0)Ac’€f(whilebdoS§, 0”)} (% B[blo=tt)
hf(whilebdoS,06) :={o} (% B[ blo=ff)
hf(S1;S2,0) :={0'|3c”:06”€f(S1,0) A0’ €f(S2,0")}

Fig.2 The function h formalizing the big-step semantics of the While Language
Kl 2 %L While 15 5 K515 LKA h

K 2 g L h £ (if b then S1 else Sz, 0) := £ (S1, o) R ALK 1 o if i 40 () 55 — 2% 18 SO, 30 73 SOk A
N ECI 2 Aol AN T B R R X S AT 5 (S1, o) XL IR R A (S, o), A4l % B0 M 3 7
B3 1 s SCHE S0, 1T 5 H (if b then St else Sz, o)X N[ %6 1E#% R 424G h £ (if b then S1 else Sz, 0),'E 5 (S1, 0)
X I8 2 1E A% SR B A A 1) A s SR an g g B8 1 A ol SRk AT T 204k, vT AL A

TN T R h A OGP E AT L) & 45 AR T I I P 2%

EM 1 (EMMEME). #Avnhe L< QRIS & 52015 L, /=
AT L FRE R YN ¢ hn L ¢ € @ o BT B4 B, B AR 0 h A 2 2 AT 15 B T 45 RN A
TR 5E (Y P LW b, T AR g A58 DK A5 9 SR R X A e A IR R84 2 05, BT 45 81 B AR 46 4% S T s 1
PAT G5 R AE T L9 B 198 BBl N —— 78 RVRR 5 AR ART 26 LA, e 45 SRS 72 T O 24 B R 5 1) 91 BT I
X R B ARFRE T8 T 00 50T, % 358 4 IE#f 1t 2 £F (17 (partial correctness) [ — % V3R I8 F8 7 1 IE 6 P
AR RS HAT S BT T B0 R4 @ ¢ hRVFE SRR LhRHUT S B LLAMA TR M It
HAR P TR U 20 B2 — AN BRG] R, 5 1 i <7 =R R B T2 5 AT 45 R AT AL 1 6 &

ARG A B0 h B 6 While 18 5 RPAEE SRR 0),1Z 07 2 FFEE T HAb i e . JE
FEE A R h TR 718 S IOP RS U AR GIEAR SCEE 5. 6 T4 H.
3.3 FEFIERMERIEIE

& X F € D-D-D,fii {5
Fof = h({® )
f® P = Ac. (if ® c=Tthenfcelse ® c)

HA b, TR @ RGBS X T AWILAME R ¢ FFIRHAT AR RE P T3 4 RIEMEERN (B & ¢ = T
B, F 8 I bR F T ST 25 SR Y L S ) F s R U @ 45 H AT 45 S AT RV L ELOUL b, B F A B R
TURNL D 45 H O TR PP AT 45 S 10 A ALV TR At B 167 PR 52 P, X A AR AT A 4 4% R B BRSO T B SR Z) D,
A F Or=h.ix S 2478 220 R B HEAE G A S F B AG A R IE BT (¥ e84 h.

PAR 3T BR800 F @ 25 AR 7 1SR AIE % A, 78 BIVSE B AR SC RT3t B R B HEAIE 9 1 H Fs.

EX 2 GEFBEFR). A Vn: (F d) L < OMIFRIERIML & 1535610, L /E .

TEAE U LR E RN ¢ (F @)n L ¢ € & o IAHT RV R, 5 R R B (F @)% H H iR 7 7= A 45 R 10
Al ReE B B A P Z R Y B 2 .8 P A& G TR n IR &1, 5 Lo IE B i AR 2 2%
ARG SCHR R P AIE B S OR FETE UML) o B R . B0 T SRR 7 45 0 BT T DG B A B S R AT 4R N A e
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FRAE B, LR % — M n A5 (F @)n L ¢ #HAT 40 18] (4b 87 3 A2 AR R 25 n), 3R A B AL T 46 RAE @ ¢ .

I RAIE 6 AE B T S, DA TR AE B - B =0 (2 21 AR I G 75 A h o SRR BAR TR R (B B h .

EX 3 (RIFRH). # KE feD-D W 2 XL di<dz,f di<fdz BLLMFR £ 2510 ok 4L

W EAMES H A PR E h DL 3.2 1 7 3O KD E SO AT T 2040, U b Dy B bR AL — b, T 5 e
FERE ZIE h o TR TR 2 AT B — 28 R B h 209 B B B B TR TR R SRR B, AR SR AR R
HEAT Z0 1 LLE 4-6 5 of AR h g SR B 24 v 3 B LG ) 5 BN LA 1.

LR E B — B 5| .

513 1. i h AR IR A+ BOLMAE Vnohn L < (F @)n L.

JERR. 7F n _HAF A EE ANk,

# n=0,4 hn L=1,DL & (F®)» L=1,5F hn L < (Fd)n L.

#F n=k+1,Hd k=0, 4740 F S

(FOL = (Fd) ((Fd)kL) (HH n JIER R E E X)
=F o ((F P)kL) (EH BB S P I 7 4 6 1)
=h (((F d)kL) ® ?) (H F 158 X)
=h Ac.(if ® ¢ = T then ((F ®)k1) c else ® c) (HeME )
= hAc.(((F ®)kL) ¢) (F® P ((F ®)kL) c < @ ¢, h i)
>hc.((hx 1) c) (AR E . h M)
=hnl EHE.

B 5 PR R U Z) & BN AT B 58 UE, B A XAE T n B, ho LASEE (F @)n LM ERIE R AR5
RAT T o T A ST A RAEATIE LI T 5 B 1 A BT W N AT S e L

EIE 1 (BIERARBATEM). BB h NEIE R SE AL & HhAre, NAE.

FT R E h e D - D HEAT R A IR ATRR 718 5 B0 KO0 3G UL L e B WA RESIE I (F @) L <
D WPAE— HARE n 0L BE 5 PRUETE UML) @ B IEA 1. by T8 B 1 A9AE B AT AN AR 1 h 58 L GERAE
BN ERE PR 5 8 SO, H P SO MR A B BOR WALy — Fhil 5 JE SR L1218 FRiE IR, R — /AT g sk
9 7%, AN 58 B A FH BE 8 48 25 5 T OB S SR B4 TR T UE B b g AR B AN H AR T b AOOB AR L 388 U5 FH AT
A FH (0 U g HE R

4 While i8S EFIERBRHI

AR ERE 1R 3.1 T4 H Y While 15 S REF IR MAB L, A CHRITIEIR
g T R 5 E R EFEHMNER.
4.1 B IeFEF IEH14EIERA

KT 3.2 it While 155 K515 L AL, 5 UE W T 51 5] #.
5138 2. K 2 g U R h o i R 4L
AR 5 B E B AR ST R R f<f2 1 f1\ f2, TR ¢ if B hfic © hfe X ¢ B ATEAT 23 2 18 BP
A 58 BRIE B FE R 51 BEEE R b B el (A 28 3 AR E B 1 6T AT While 8 5 25 0E4T 7T SR E.
LR S 3.1 AR Brac FIIE B AZE W B B AR R U Drac 15 210305 2, I ST Edrc (WL E X 1).
i F 5 B 1,4 0F - D tac, BIIE WA X 50 7T BE I M L6447 ¢, 5 Vn: (F ®rac)n L ¢ © Prac ¢. LR HF ¢ BEAT 202K 118,
1) & c ARAER(Stac, 0)F(Swn, 0),BFH M ¢ HHPIRES, m FME TN Opac c=Z.0E B8 (F Prac)n L c S
Orac ¢, FAEATIRE M ES BB S ETE RS EE T H.
2)  # c=(Stac, 0),FH 0 m>0,M % (F drac)n L ¢ BEATTFFEFIAG L. LA R I F2 o, 45 AR AT (OO 1 P R 45 5 76 n
SRS KA F e IR ARRENS JE T I 075 75 T, AH B B 8] 25 SR 0,06 58 B T Prac .
(F )" L (Sne, 6) = (F ®rc) ((F Pro)™! L) (Sac, 0) ()



EAE FA T REXIE GBIt 342 A 4B A SRR H AR 9

=F ®pc ((F Prac)™?! L) (Stac, 0)

=h (((F Pr)"! L)BPsc) (Stac, 0) (1 3.2 ¥ F g 30

={0"|30": 6" € (((F Prac)"! L)®Prac) (fac:=m, ¢) A (H h (58 X Seac I ZR)
0" € (((F ®rac)™! L)DPtac) (Swn, 0”) }

={0’|30": 0" € ((F Prac)*! L) (fac:=m, 0) A (H®EX)
0’ € (((F ®rac)*! L)DPrac) (Swh, 67) }

={0"|30": 6” € (F ®ac) ((F Prac)*2 L) (fac:=m, ¢) A ()

0’ € (((F @rac)™! L)BPrac) (Swn, 6™) }
={0"]306": 0" € h (((F ®ru)™? L)®Pno) (fac:=m, 0) A 6" € (((F Prad)™! L)BPrac) (Swh, 6”) }
= (((F @ac)™! L)BPrac) (Swh, o[fac = o m]) (H1 h 58 AR o ME—{E N o[fac & o m])
= ®pc (Swh, o[fac = o m]) (H@®5E XAl (o[fac » 6 m] m) > 0)
={o0’ €X|o'(fac) = (o[fac » o m] fac)*((o[fac » om] m) - 1)! }
={o0'€X|o'(fac)=(ocm)*(cm-1)!}
S ®rfac (Stac, 0) (HH o m>0 45 (6 m)*(c m - 1)!= (c m)!)
3) % c=(Swh, 0), T 6 m>0,U% (F @rac)n L ¢ BEATHHEALE. LN d, A MEsE ORI R R En
R KA F Drac (113 AHE NS T I BT 75 W, AH L F) o 18] 45 RN @, 06 5E L T Prac c.
(F ®fac)? L (Swn, 0) =F ®pc ((F Prac)™! L) (Swh, 0) )
= h (((F D)™ L)@®Prc) (Swh, ) (it RHS)
) #Hom=1LNARIEE 2 P h #5ELRES {0 LHT om = 1,H 0!=1, AT RE{ 0 JEET Prac
(Swh,0)={0’ €X|o’(fac) = (o fac)*(om - 1)! }.
i) A om> 1N 4kSEBEAT W R TS (258 2 vE SR BR KR ).
RHS  ={0’|306": 0" € (((F Dac)™! L)BPrac) (Sseqy 0) A 6" E(((F Drac)™! L)DPrac) (Swh, 6”) }
={0"] 36" 6" € F ®rac ((F Prac)™2 L) (Sseqy 0) A & € (((F Prac)™ L)DPrac) (S, 0 ()
={0'|30”: 6" € h (((F Pa)™2 L)®Prac) (Ssea, 0) A 0" € (((F Prac)™! L)BPrac) (Swn, 6 }
= {0 36" 6" €(((F Pra)2 L)D®Prac) (m:=m-1, 6) A
30" 6”€ (((F Prac)™? L)@ Dre) (fac:=fac*m, 0) A ¢ E(((F Prac)™! L)BPrac) (Swh, 67) }
={0"|30": 0"”€ ((F Prac)™? 1) (m:=m-1, 06) A 36”: 6”€ ((F Prac)™? L) (fac:=fac*m, 6"”’) A
0’ € (((F ®rac)™! L)DPtac) (Swn, 0”) }
={0o'|30"”: "’e h (...) (m:=m-1,0) AIc”: 6”€ h (...) (fac:=fac*m, ¢""") A ()
o € (((F ®rc)™! L)®Psac) (Swn, 6”) }
={0'|30”:6”"=c[m> om-1,facm (cfac)*(cm-1)] A
0’ € (((F ®ac)™! L)DBPrac) (Swh, 6”) }
= (((F @)™ L)BPrac) (Swh, 6[m = om -1, fac = (o fac)*(om-1) 1)
= ®pc (Swn, 0[m > om -1, fac = (o fac)*(om-1) ])
={c €X| o' (fac) = ((c fac)*(cm-1))*(cm-1- 1)1}
< ®fac (Swh, 0)

PLE it S R v BRI BE 4 47 2 W0 5 BRSTHIE BR Swh BEAT — 50 30AT, 15 21246 25 R 194% JR (Swh, o[m > o m -
1, fac = (o fac)*(o m - 1) ]). A BIEER 4 47 &3 A ¢ TG EA I A B A5 B ——UF BAAR 48 1250 Bh A5 B, B8 — R0 1R 3R
S8 R B SR T 46 4k S 0 AT 18 20 BT B B3 A0 28 1A% R 0 8 FH R WU K% S5 (Swh, o) FRUR AT IR IR AT RE B A O &
1E#E R B DL BT 2 S AN T SR T (0 E B O AR T, R A0 S B T

TR 2 (M RIZFHIIERE). EDrac L.

F A B AAE B I R AT 0, AR S - Prae B H KT HAAS n AR MEEFE n LA,
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IRTE T A INEAT n B R KT 5 BAREUE RO AT 5% 145 28 T 15 SOE A 5 1 BR B0 2 UE B 78 19 3 (42 X
B EORAERIEA(F Prac)n L ¢ B JEIF AN, I A7 B 76 4l B AL B T B o £ B T S50 R0 25055 S50 W SR S8 Jl 5
AERE B 1 ARG T AR MERELT B /R Z A A AT T X Orac IRFATER AT SEIEN]E 2 1 8
4T While 15 5 5 40IE B, 17 /& 7E WA While 15 5 15 SCRR 50 18 P R R4 ™ BRI AT B3 .

42 AERAERLEFASERANEFEEBNER

LA 55 A A0 3,068 A SC PR IR BT UL AR 7 22 48 op R A AN AR kAT LA I 3 s S A AN 1
B, 73 ol 2 BLRE 2 A R A A AN AR 2 DL R AR SO i 0 R 20 (1 JR B AR AN 1 1B P — R B [ B R s B — R TR A T 4
IS B SRS Jm LA B B AN A8 2 45 SR A 38 SCA% R (o) A A AN 22 3Q B T D AR BR AR R O 40 A0 RE S 9 2% F A e
FESBEAEIA TR b (A ¢ 0) ST, 5 ZAEAE AR T — S PRI IT AR AL (W1 c2 4b) AT AHELZ R ASCH R T 50
LIS TALAT — R PRI TT 4R Ak 118 SRS JR (0 c1), 4 0 RAE IR RE S 28 1B I8 A FL 2 0B R J5 ( ) P A2 19 56
PFAEBT RFE BB+, o i 2 2 AF o m > 0 BI1E A% RS (Swa, 0), 110 58 B MR ) 26 AF HEE & Prac (Swn,
0) A7 SRR A L) IIE B SRS A2, B S BEA0L 5 — AR B PA IO AT B0 t T 3 A5 07 B 6 o IRGST 254, T I
AEUE: HRAE [ — PRI AL, B co JT 40 45 ARG R I AT RE 215K K38 SO R (BT @ c2 e BIE @ o P35 B I8
I R 12 U S B, 0 e ik B 5 5L B B

i i ns i 5
e @ & o o o°F g o o o o R
i G Ck b C Ck

Fig.3 Comparison of usual loop invariants and loop specifications in the proposed technique
K 3 FE P2 i rh R A AR S A TR A L B EL AR
FE C A AR 2% TAE ob, SCRR[ 1016 78 24 (0 40 BE AT 2 e 322 48 o 408 34 A 38 5K, T SRR [1.2,13] 0 0 418 26 0 AL BE 2
LT A A 7% UL,
5 DRGLIESIEFIERRSEA)

AT RS 7 A — 4 A R K AR e 1 B 418 5 UYGC,, B E L8 heD-D(Hh D=
Co>P (M)A GCop IR AR TE SCHEAT T UL, JF F 2 B 1 06— A B 3R B OB A AR 58 VR P AT UE B,
51 BXHBSESGC..ALEXHIFRML

WHEHE., AT BN ERMAIES GCuW BRI, K acAExp NHARFIA ,bEBExp N /RE
iEK,GeGCom fy Py 4, SeStmt Jyifi ).

a s=nc|x|X[a]|a+ala-ala*ala/a

b n=true|false|]a=a|a<a|b&&b|!b

G »=b->S|GOG

S n=varx:=nc|arrX:=ns|skip|x:=a|X[a]:=a|ifGfi|doGod|S;S

IRAE T ne NEUEE E x AR X O — 45 AR s T aldr 4 b->S 0 PR b R DN B AT IR
f) ST 4 Gr o G AEFE LT G B G BEAT AT 25 A 23 S A0 i G fi 6 Ly & BEAT $UT I3 ) do G od Xt
P4 G AT EEPATIEA) var x = nc FHER B E x IHH 2 nc X HFETHHL.TEF) arr Xi=ns 75 B
— B AR B X IR E R ns X AT R 464K

BFIRE o AARN (s, 0), i seVar->Zu{ L} E EIRE, 0€Arr->ZHU{ LN B IR S A B RS HEFE
LR 1% B IME B, R R 1% R B R T B AR S B S A AR B O Dy B RO R P R R I U N S B,
FRZEA KRBT 0P N TREFIRE o=(s,0) BRAE . HALE X, BH 2. BHIE 2s H ox FoR
sx,H o X For 0 X,H o[x—z]FR R s[x—z], /] o[Xr—zs]EKIr 8[X—zs].
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FAREAIIG % R E & C:=(GComUStmt) X T, 2 1A% R dE & Ti=2. 7 Bt AL Al b, A B 4 b e SRR 3 h Rk
GCarr 1 5 MU KD BRARE SCIL R, AR B 73 3 N BRI IR ORI 2R 338 2 SR AR o8 03X 7 A B o 3k U oK
EZ R T 7RI MORE LR B LB E (S W%,

h f (skip,0) :={o0}
hf(varx:=nc,0) :={o[x—z]|ox=LAA[nclo=zAz€Z}
hf (arrX:=ns, o) :={o[X—zs] | 6 X = L A3ncy,..,nck: ns=[nc,..,nck] A 3z1,...,zk: Zs=[21,...,Zk] A
Vije{l,...k}: A[Inck]lo=zk A ZkEZ }
hf(x:=a,0) :={o[x—z]|ox# LAA[alo=zAz€EL}
h f (X[a1]:=az, 0) := { o[X+>zs"] | 21,22€Z: IzsEZ*: Allailo = z1 A Allazlo =z2Ac X =2zs A
0<z1<|zs| A z8'=zs[z1>22] }
hf (ifGfi,0) :=f(G o)
hf(doGod o) :={0'|36”:0”€f(Go)Ac’ €f(doGodc”)}
hf(S1;S2,0) :={0'|30”: 06" €f(S1,0) Ac’ €f(S2,06")}
hf(b-S,0) :={c" | B[|blo=ttAc’ €f(S,0)}
h f (G1OGz, 6) :=f(G1, 0) Uf (G 0)

Fig. 4 The function h formalizing the big-step semantics of the language GCarr
K 4 A B 218 5 GCanr AP TE LHIEKHL h

B RIENX hf EWE S E 2 3l 2 f XA PIIE S R 4 8 PR S = 5 1RO SUHE S0 AT i 5 1
EIERE RS U h £ TRV R 45 AT BR 3G 0 1 s SCHE ST RE S & b R E & A T 4
FHERH h (058 SR RS IR A 5 118 B GCare 18 5 KR AEIE SUHUN A 4828 & OB

K 4 v 56 TR AR 8 75 B var x := nc (958 XK R, T A B AR & x 76 745 B TR AN AFAE (o x = L), A B 5 x
FHMEWIIAEA N ne IS HUE.E T A Z BB arr X := ns 158 XRE R, 75 W EAAS & X 78 75 T N A A
(o X = 1), A JE X FEYIIEHNEUE F E51R ns BTt M E SR TR R, BATRME R X
S SR AL 1) 2 B A i Bl A A A B 7R U BT 2 A7 (R D). TR e R A X[aa]:=az @ S A
185 zs[z1-22) R AE A B AR S AH B BB 3R BT 0755 T 45 11 4 S B A i G fi [ SURERPAT 1% L 1EH)
AT AT 45 B H o i R4 G P 2 TIEHEA] do G od 158 AN, B R E A I AT 45 Bl 5 S $h AT B
I P4 GITEATEIAIRA F RS PATZMEIAE R LT B4 boS 1058 XAEKR,1Z T aldr & AT
L5 b ROLIEPA S IBATE I, 24 b AROL A £ LT a4 GioG:z 1w XAFER,1Z Tl 4 13k
1745 RAFEW AT 2 BT 45 R % 0e GRS BT VIR R ohk L c M4 Raf A& 2 A&k 5.

5138 3. B 4 g U BRE h 5 R L

A5 BLAAE 48 F 5 While 8 5 ot B2 51 B (51 RE 2) A3IE WA [ (6 SR AIE B 3 R 17 B MU AE AR 51 B SE T
b BIRAE s 1 X GCarr 1 & PR P REAT R SEAE .

5.2 BUBMATRERIZFBIMLIFIERR

FJE NI DA 215 S 2P Smax(ns), He ' ns SR AL R W 8 R AZFE 7 15 o A W AR R kA j. B
g AR 00 1. ns i EAE—MEP A j 1E9 T hriE DA AR i Pl 45 Afj]
AR HEAT EUE FF AL . k BB EE BB AT <= (N T B THTNE GCarr 15V H AL LT 32
WIS E AP LI E R AR T A U DB T E] ns HEAMRK TR K E PR idRE kP H T IR
i A 51U B ARRE T, 2 ns & A 2 A E JCRIN EIEE RS k)R] REICE A E—

var k:=0; varj:=1; arr A:=ns;

doj < |ns|->
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if A[j]<=A[K]->j:=j+1 O A[k]<=A[j]->k:=jj:=j+1 fi
od
DL 3 3 77 3O 2 4 1% R P 1) B E I W 1 25 1, F 3R 0% T 0 B4 15 2 2 1, S a0 (nS) 37K Smax(nis)
TR A
(Dmax(Smax(nS), G) :
cDmax(Sdo(rlS), 0') H

{0']0 <0 k< |ns| AVi€{0,..,|ns|-1}: AJA[i] 0’ < A[JA[K][0" }
{0’ ]| ¢’ j=|ns| A ¢’ k<o’ j A Vi€{0,...,|ns|-1}: A[A[i][lo’ < A[A[K][l¢’ }
# 0<ok<oj<|ns|AVi€{0,..(cj)-1}: A[A[i]]lo < A[A[K][|o
Omaxc = I ¢ NEA UL TR B L AH N 2% 1

Hrh dmax (Smax(ns), 0)HI5E LT IE UFEF Smax(ns) & 115k EAESH A KT ARTE R P, BB KT G
FEHAKT TNk IR R TR Sw(ns) 1% B1E B H Pmax (Sw(ns), o) F1E XK AR E LR IEIHA IR
WS4 RES 0 A 0 <ok < 0 < |ns| A ViE{0,...( j)-1}: AJ|A[i][lo < A[JA[K] |0, 7B 4 25 TG g i £ 1F, N 18 24
LB AN ns KRS RN K B K (B0 T j 18, BB T A KT TR k TG &R,

PLF 45 H @max 1 TE R P 45 52 5 HCAIE B JEL 6 Y 410 00F B S A2 A0 35 75 AR TAR 19 Coq 304k .

EE 3 (BUAMKETRIEFREBM). = dmax BIL

A E B UE B A A S B 1K X = Dmax (RTIE B AT 55 55 A0 N X - D ma FRIE BAATE 25, 11 J5 5 38 1 A8 2 (F @max)m
L cBET Pmax ¢ MLATER,TEF A Smax(ns) HFAEAE 038 VT 1 A 5 B IHAEH IR 24 ¢ h a2 A EA Smax(ns)
B Sao(ns) B EHE ¢ a2 T Swo(ns)H ¢ FREE o AL 0 <ok < 0j < |ns| AViIE{0,..,0j-1}: A[JA[i][lo
< AJA[K][|lo B, B F ®max c NFTH T REL LA R IS T=2,8(F Pma)" L ¢ B AL T Pmaxc. T N,7 ¢ Py
49 Smax(ns), 5 (F Pmax)n L ¢ BT & FFFIAL 18], 7E Z 3 72 4 FH 40 B 1S 2 Pmax (Swo(ns), o), FT7EH BR 25 f5 153 3
— R G T Omax B ¢ FArA N Sao(ns), FFENT (F ®ma)n L ¢ BT B T AL 57, 76 1% R 4 A B s 2
Drmax (Swo(ns), 0), AT EA MR G B — 45 RE, AE T Pmax . LA 155 3815510 BN AT 58 Jil E 2 13k .

S FE 1 AR A SE FEUE B R B T T TR B B SRR R T SE MR E B 1 RN GCar 1R T HAME B, T AR 1R
TN GCarc 18 5 18 4L h FLURPEI AT EE T RV W] B4R F R E 4G Y GCane 16 S IERAEE S, TE 75 BN
VB S P A 45 ) I R HE B R A I R A .

6 RBNIESIEFIERRSES)

A4 H— A T S (7 B 1 B RS & Funyy, 3 5 SR heD-DE D= CoP(T)) A% &
(KA A8 SCRAT IR, 3 0 FF S B 1 REHE A0 75U 5 96 A9 548 e 3R B A7 E W A,
6.1 EMRIEE Fun, AHELHHAML

R Puny A SCHRI30)H BT BB 2 19—/ T8 2 AR — 1 IK 2 eeBxpr i RN

e u= nc|true|false|e+e|e-e|le*e|e/e|le=e|e<e]|le|e&&e]|ifetheneeclsee|

nil | e:: e |listcaseeof (e,e) |x|ee|fnx:e|recfx=fnx"e’ine
X B ne AEEH & nil NEFR e NIEFIK e2 AR IIICER e1 X513 KL 3 listcase e1 of (e2, e3)
FIWHIR e1 REBNT——EHNTMURIER e2 ML RIMENRALE I BN LN es R HLE e LMK
TRk g RAE AR A 45 R Ah x AL T e1e2 NER L e1 7E e2 EHIRI A, fn x: e AR T AL T x R, recf x =
fnx:e’ine fERIEI e YU P E X4 R x IBREL n e’ [ 1HAE e RERE X 1% bR B0 47 38 U I .
BARAWIUE K R4 & C:=Expr. & 1IEK RE S T:= ExprfE b IEat B 5 doe IR h R4k s 4
BT Funyg RSB BRAETE SCH A B & ne l ne 78 ne xf BB HUH; X 11 2R & beeftrue, false}, H
be FIR be Jrwt B (132 4 B R X oo R B ELE AT op, H op RIR op XL HIE IS B0 L 2, ] 20 3R0R
z JITR I PR BB
hfnc :={nc}
hfbc :={bc} (bceftrue, false})
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hf(eiopez) :={(op(z1,z2))#|nci€feiAncc€EfezAnci€ZAnc2€Z} (ope{+,-*%/=<})
hf(le) :={(=bc)*|bc € feAbceftrue, false} }
hf(e1 && ez) :={(b1Abz2)#|bci€feiAbcz€ fezAbcy, bez € {true, false} }
hf(ifeithenezelsees) :={e|trueefeinecfeVfalseefeineeEfes}
hf(nil) :={nil}
hf(ei::e2) :={er’ e |er’Eferne’ Efer}
h f (listcase e of (e1, e2)) :={e’|nilefeAe’ €fer1VIenerenetEfene Ef(ezener)}
hfx =0
hf(erez) :={e|3Ixerer: (fnxer’) Eferner’ EfesAfv(e)=0 Ae €f(er'[e2'/x])}
hf(fnx:e) :={fnx:e}

h f (recf xi=fnxz:ezine1) :={e’ | x1#x2A e’ €f((fnx1: e1) (fn x2: recfx1 = (fn x2: e2) in e2)) }

Fig.5 The function h formalizing the big-step semantics of the language Funist

Kl 5 AR HAIE T Funs K215 LK% h

BirpRia h f B E S B 2 Pl 35 XN HIAAH R 45 AT B SE v B2 B8 CHE S BT e 5
EIERE RS, h £ ST RSP J5 45 AT BR 3G 1 (s SCHE S AT RE S I & b R EA A TH 5
FRERE h 052 B N AR 2R 5 345 B Funis 18 5 KSR MEE SCH N 0 4828 2 SOE .

A 5 i 2R 1 E AR T 9% F %k 2 listcase e of (e1, e2) HIE X NI, R IERX e MIRKES
R nil Wik listcase e of (e1, e2) FIRAASE RATANRIA e KRS R 5 LB e BRELERBAAEL
en:eg MHIE I e KRS R 5 RIE K (e2en e)) FIRME L R — 5,5 2 e2 7E en e ERVRIRB .G TRk
N e1 ez I0E LA FHE H ST Z KA AT RAE, B 46 er SRIENFEAN B fn xced’) ¥ e2 R NFEANKIZERN ez,
A RIE K er'[e’ /x]BIRIE L RAIE AR RIEN e1 e2 FIRMAL R I FRIERX er'[e2 /xR e T¥ B AL & x
B e LR M fv(e2)=0FK e’ To A AL &, AT 140 B 4 i 8 LB 53%). 35 55 b il T B UE S
MFE T 0 B & 1) R IA 2 030),e2’ 6 H B AR B 114 2% A4 7 o 100 000 110 46 R s A = 1k PR 1) 6 T R IB 3 recf
x1=fn xz:ez in e1 I3 FAJHE H, 1% R IE PR L R ARE A (fn x1: e1) (Fn xa: recf x1 = (fn x2: e2) in e2) FIRAH
G55 PTG BB o xa: ed BT BR 4K fn x2iez, R TE e Y0 BN TR IR IR T x1 AR 4K fn x2: e2 IZE5E,
449 x1 I BRAL fn x2: e2 AT AE ez H38 U U O 1947 58 16D AL, Frunyg, AR SR AL 3] B g S22 A L34 U BR800 18 2.

5138 4. B 5w U BRE h o R 4L

A 5| B FIE 9146 5 While 18 5 706 251 HE (51 2) FIE B AH [R] ) S, F B 3 A2 ] B P LB AE A 5] B S Atk
b BPETAE A e B 1 X6 Funuse 35 5 2 57 3E47 7] SE4IE B,

6.2 ARFIIRAFHEFHIFLFIER

K 6 P Funs & 5T G ZEFICE emg(lulz), A Ll 2 AR RIRBSEIMERH DA TR
AR 1WA o, Z AR P AN B R A N 7 5 R 2RS4 9 merge 1 EREUN FB, 95AN 45 58 51 R 95 8
FAF & x 1 xJEII PIA listcase RIE X, H WA FIR ZDH —A RN R nil WERAIBCA ZE R TIRIENEG IR R
IR B, B S S 2 )3k Ay SR E B R 1R NSRBI ERIAR R ¢ MO WAEENTET
FRIZ0 5E 48, I 45 5126 18 1R 3RV A merge r x4 SR (P xR EE ZANBIR), 16,45 AR RN 1
NIV merge x r 45 R (HF x NE—NFIR).
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recf merge = (fnx: fn x":
listcase x of ( X/
fn i: fn r: listcase x’ of (X,
fni: fnr: (ifi <i theni: mergerx’ elsei :: merge xr’))))

in merge 11 12

Fig.6 The program that merges sorted lists in the language Funist

K 6 VL Funise i 5 90 5 A PR & IR

Xf— Funlst i §RIE e, L (e) N e WP EBIN R AL WA BHFIRS e XA, (e) AR E XE
undef. i (nil]):=[ ;%5 H B2 z 115 e1=z#, H (e2)€Z* N (e1::e2]):=(z:: (ez]), 5 W (e1::ez]):=undef; % e &S B A
3 nil B¢ e1::e2, 0] (e]):=undef. b 4F, 4 occ zs z TR B z TEBHHIE zs T I BLI K EL, 4 sorted zs R 54
# zs TR LT P

XARIT emg(1u,12) 45 H 0 F T 2R 2.

Dmg emg(l1, 12) = {1]| (IDEZ* A (Vz: occ (1)) z = occ (l1)z + occ (lz]) z) A sorted (1] }
#A (lDEZ* A (12))€EZ* A sorted (l1]) A sorted (lz2])

Dmg eunfold(l1, 12) = {1 (IDEZ* A (Vz: occ (1) z = occ (l1]) z + occ (l2]) z) A sorted (1)) }
A (lLDEZ* A (12 €EZ* A sorted (l1]) A sorted (lz])

BT A PRI AT R R B WA RS THE A P B H R, B4 emg(la, 12)IHAT S RIS N FH
7 R E A 3R, Bz s T AN RO IR S T2 TR L A L P RSO R S S i 1A S Dy 1 A
L A P& I8 0. LR XL 10 G AT A AT RIE I euwnforn(ly, 12) := (fn x: recf merge = fn x: fn x': esin fn
X' eks) 111z, Frb es WA 6 1 2-4 ITHIAMZ listcase ik 20 M 96 47 52 4 3 BOHEAT R 730 WA 1 4 B S B

B E,RIE emg(ly, 12) AT S bR 3 merge (1935 318 B, 3L T REAHEAT 11y 12,8335 70 merge 11 12
AL EE B, DAFE B BIE. 2817, R 1A 2\ merge 11 12 = X T merge AT %5 B, 0 EHAT R FH 5L 1,
BN emg(ly, L)WPATETETLM ewnson(la, 1b) FIEFFTE X, 1M G H AT IR EH B SRR RIER
eunfoid(la, 1b) 2 PRHAT 44 79 merge 1 oR HAE A5 23 U 8 H b B v B AE B 37 - Dmg HITE B #2006 (F Pmg)n Lidk
ATA T B BTN eunford(la, 10) IR IE T, Pmg 58 X G PIAT U BLHEEFIH Pmg TR T eunfoua(la, 1) 5 B 45 H
FLAT e 0 &5 RV T, B A — 2P X2 A AT 55 AT CZ AT AT BE VA A L) WA dmg KT eunfou(la,
1v) BI45 2T AN B PR A2 7 00F BH 10 AT 58 1 105 B AR B TR 2045 B 380, AR N 7E B 3L - Dmg B AR X A vn: (F
Dmg) L eunfold(la, 1) € Pmg eunfoid(1a, 1b) FIIE B,

DLVF EEA H Dmg I IR 25 P A00E BT PR B & 7E AR TAE M Coq JE AL .

EIE 4 FIREHEFMIERM). EDmg 7.

A8 BRIE B A 5 B 1 X E Pig HIAIE BT 55 F5 4 5 - Dng HIAIE BAAE 55,11 Ji5 #5381 (F Pmg)n L ¢ 1)
FE T AL fT, DA K St 45 SR AR 2 0 LASE IR, TE 75 2 F emg(le, L2) FPAZTE 3 VA I F B2 B VA 9 iE B 2D IR 2 38 1 B &K
P T TE SR AL R B merge AHOGME B BRI HE TG 7R A JEAR T I T FEE 8% 8 B G R Funs 16 5 S0IE B,
T ARTERIIA Funis 15 5 15 SCRR AL h S M RT3 N B o] BB 7 — B2 1E b euntour(la, 1o) T AN L) L F
4 28 5 38 0E P BT A4 F 0 e 032 40 (function contracts)—— /R bR 32 2043 43 75 2L R S LR 2 U4 T
10 285 SR AN IR F Clun 9 A2 IR S 12840 88, Tt A 51w (1 T S0 2 R s ok B 2 L.

7 KRTIERARARHTE& T

ARSCE 3 NS T R E TR AN VSRR 6 A B )8 IR WA BOR F HAEW] T BRI R SE .
PG L5 4-6 5 il B P RIE S B WP AR T IZBRE B FE R 715 5 AR e 4544 J7 T E
P SR, #5 E2R Ge Mk 25 IR WO 1R 3& ¥ B, U 2005 8 e e 6 E—— R B R R R AL o %M A 15 5]
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5 2 (=), WIZ 24 B8 85 F 1245 AGIE B (- ). AN 3 R I, 3% — 1y 8 AN B 6 58 4 345 o B SR T SRR T Stac, 45 T
KL Prac KT (Swh, 0)IITFHBCN Prac (Swh, 0)=2, 5713 H 1T I L5815 2135 2 (BN = drac), (HIZIE KA
LY TE S T A S AT AR B R AT UF B — A tth, 35 A0 S 2 W] iR B, 3 o 7R AL 0 A B (S R

SR8 D := CoP(T) XN INL) D1,@26D,78 LK ARG d1<d2 B HMNY &1 ¢ 2 d2 c. HEM L,
DD RN D2 KT H AR T AT 55 T BEAE X BERS 1 1115 5L 78 BBl B mT DUIIE BR, 25 3R0A F2 748 5 8 U R
B b AN BT, T L R — o S T, T — 15 2 R BT UL o AR SR SR A B 0 Y @,
fH15 @' FE4E (8 F A SCRTHE B AR D0 LAAIE .3 58 b, — ANl 1) & R AN WL #E J5 Bt M BT MAZ I ia 4%
Ja R AR P R AT B AR AT P = A 5 R AR A T U 4.

EX 4 (EERH). A REfeD->D i, H X D HE—LFHF BT {dajnen MM do<di < d2 <) TR
f (Ac. Un(dn ©)) =Ac. Un(fdnc), WK 4 D _FHESE R 5L

53Rk (A0[3,300) R L I S s A TG, B3R i SCANEESR T 55 s 48 7 4 B e B

E ERIL &= Ac.Un(hn L ¢), Bl d'=Ac.{t | In: t € hn L ]I —HILEWS S ¢, @1 ¢ i ¢ FFIEHATIF
PAT R ILET BRI EERNESCI TR e IE S ZEG AR LRENSE) A RERTFIEXWEE h
NE S 4 B S S L MR UM 2 ORI R AR SCRT IR H B R 18 BIUE W, L R 51 5] H.

5138 5. # heD-D NELRE A -

MERR. UL RAE SRR H A n, B (F M)n L < O,

5 n=0,Jll(F dHn L=1,8RF (F dMHn L < o1,

DL n>0. 384 F£7E k=0, 48153 n=k+1.3E47 40 T #E-7:

(FONHnl =F®T((F PNk L) (1 n=k+1)
=h (((FOHk 1) @ d) (H F &)
=h (Ac. if @' ¢ = T then ((F ®Mk L) celse T ¢) (HDE X)
< h (Ac. if " c =T then &' c else P' ¢) (B DT c=TRARAB((FPNHkL)cc dlc)
=h @'
=h2c.Un(hn L ¢) (1 d1E )
=2Ac.Un (h (hn 1) ©) (1 h3ES: {hn L} N D HIE 5587 51)

=Ac. Un ((hn*1 1) ¢)
< Ac. Un(hn L ©)
= ¢t =2
EIE 5 CUIERARMBXMNTEM). Bk heD-D NES R IME T NML o5 = or, WAFTEIY @,
173 o<, H - ml 1 57
MERR. DURUEBH, W] LA MR i 2 s BT SR S A 1) @,
BHRIUEH o<t =D A[fF, Vn: hn L < d#ivn, c: hr L ¢ € @ c.AMA Ve Un(hr L ¢) € @ ¢, /R EIVe: T ¢
C @ . PSOTRAL T AEAE B S T A 51 4 WAL, iEEE.

AR B A B A U B 6T — NS 20 R TR U & & LIERENE,HEX & BTt HE BT R
T AL (15 2 B % 19 213 B) (¥ S AR BR A2 B b, B 7% 42 L (¥ % Bh 45 5L B B 45 B %S W] B 7 42 6 5447 29 (unbounded
behavior) FJF2 /5 &5 M AT HESE, WG IR 4540 . 1B 0 R 405E (B TR R — P E R — X RHENEALHE
FE R R i) 1, LA R P 45 F A HE B AT A5 B A 5 AT Il DA 58 k.

e, ANHEE W SR 304k While 165« GCarr 1B F + Funise 18 5 KB HRAEE IR %L h 50934 42 R 4L

EIE 6 (EHHES ERE h BELM). K 2. W4, B 5 FE RS h %S R 5.

ASHEUE B, R B h Jy B3 56 %, 7E Ac. Un (hda ) < h (Ac. Un (dn ©).#0 T 2. B 4. B 5 A
P TE SCHRE h, A %0 D A — T2 551838 7 51 {dn}nen (B do < d1 < d2 < ..)UERA h (Ac. Un (dn ©)) < Ac. Un (h dn
o), HIATIER h 7652 X 4 B X ERI#ESE M E R 6 (B ARIE L FES W Coq F AITE LA S,
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EHL 6 RIFETEE 4-6 AT E XM While B E . GCar B F « Funi 18 5 1915 LIRS T2 5 & 3 B
X 58 & B IE T AR E AR R B 1 MBS ARCER 4-6 719 b BAR S B8 R 45 SROFAMK T h (e Stk

8 1t
8.1 WIFRARSHRBEBNENEER

ARSI M BR S M SR T B B BB — g B R AESE 3 1R 5 B 1 BRSO Y) @ &
56 0E, W (F @)n L2 he LI ESEAL PR (F @) LRTAR 956 T h L AT 52 () 4l R 0 55 B 80— BT 35, 4k 0 A R ) =
XHEESRABVA S 1 5 ) Ho gt GO 5 pR 5, A SCHE A Sh AR 7 0 i AR B R AR SO 3R R RS AR R 1, 45 i
R R A L) & 755 (0 G 5 e8 A DL SRR 2% IR A P R o A P SR B0 AE. 51 B 1 AE B 1 AR
SEAHT h BB AR E SCIX AR I HIE B BOR B35 5 To R PR T B SRR B (F o)n LELTE L) @ S 2 KU ik
I BRAIE [ — 15 5 AN [F) R 7 B R 50NN R ) G Bl B A5

il G A L AR M R K 8 AR e 0 W 5 3. — B 5, 8 3 T AN R AT ) AR AT A7 AR IR
JE D) ST (AN SCHR [32,33] 4 B i 45 50 AELA SO R AN B R TU T 5 7 % 10188 28 06U A v 50 A R 100 TR J2 BB R
8.2 S5ET/IHIEXBIEI KM IER AR LR

FRET /N0 18 S R0 SUH TR 2508 SO R v I SR 2842 645 5, 0 R 008 P M 58 0 5 T R RS PP IE W 3%
AREESLAETE R R R — 3 R M b, eV R R 7 M43 S bRV AL B AR PP IO T8 VR 450 vh O 18 SR R P A7 A
A FH R 58 2 ) 5 4, DU St P 5 T SR (KR A W 5 R A A 75 BEAE TR s 5N T B g i) 445 g R 0 22 K00
ST 5 o R P B B AR A A R AL AE RS P R BT A v 5% 118 SO R P 7 5 R85 2.

XERRE IS, DL SRR 0 %15 5 BAT KO SR B RE E SCH/N D 1 SCIFIEWI 5 K 15
SRR BRI T CAT KO S AT g UL/ D A S 58 EE A PEIE I, O 0 3k /0 18 SRR
B RIEFPAE W7 R IR 1% 5 A7 AR, 0 T SRR PP 35/ 20 18 SR8 SCRTE K (I0[29,34]) « BLKIE
SCEEA PEAIE B (A0 [271) £ 2 A 2 SR A 100 A A 45 BRIk T KD 1 SCHEAT T SE 7% 7 1IE 9 RN 7T RE.

8.3 SETHEMIBEXHIZFIERANRE

5T R FR R S S0 EBOR TR A I N 5 X ).

ASCHIE AR R b EEAT R HOW 3018 Sk (72 KD A 18 SCRTE SO, HOE S R B S Kb 15
SCHE R v BEAE A B 5 22 O 3 0 RS 5 th 1 0T &5 SRRV KO0 48 1 18 SCEEAT 12 e A W SR 0L, i P A
BRI ARG SCE L FPAE 9 b JE 75 25 18 AN 3l i L& AR BT 3 T KD B A 18 SR B 9 7 30 AR BOR S 4t
(YRS B A2 K AS [RIRE e 1 5 BT it 22 010 VA 0 B 445 44 5 4k D 0 5 DR A FD 388 P 9 S A ot 45— IO T e 1
TR G B2 1) A5 B ok KD S VR T S R 28 AT 20 i, — A8 345 76 T BE 5 ik Bl o i) A 10 A AR 5 SR ABL 76 BB
UESIAR B B 5T IE B DL S R AR P il 55 0 H AR AR B

FEFRAR A S, 7 22 158 220 1 L d5 /N AN Bl 1) B8 SO [R] A SO 1 B0 R h (2 AR SCHR b L s, e e
FE 8 SCREAN TR U 55 AR AR SO 2 A8 HL R PR SCHEAT R 3 IR W 298 B gie /N AN 3l s B HLAE 5 1 S 5z
FA5 2 T4 AR 1 SR BOARAR Bl UM 2 52 2% R AR O 4
8.4 AMHEAHIFERME

ARSI EARE H T8 2 T BIIE W T H (proof assistant), il Coq. Isabelle/HOL. HOL4 %%.4K iy
FE 7 A FNAE S A b il R I Te 55 B8+ 18 8 B 1] S5 R 1 00 DA B 43 A B — IR S AR5 5 SE I B B AR
FPEAE TR CER[11] [12] 0748 R 5 A SCHORFEIX — 77 AT 2R AURY AL

AT R SE T 86 2 1E 1 4614 ) (partial correctness) A B, 7E M A 2R AT SCER[11][12].55
FEFR A TR PE SR R X T TRvE &R AR 7, % SO 2 v B i 0 1 5 26 A AN 0 45 200 2 R itk e TR T
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10 25 1P mPAAT B I S e R A A T R A B S i R R 9 B I O TR VE 22 AR AT 0 43 IR R P AR AR
B H AR08 5 LR R 584 IE Wi M (total correctness)ilf B 75 223E— 30 TARE N DA SCHE, X B AR TAER — AN G4
JEJ7 1L — R el Be 0 DS R ER AW T IR AL & 10— MRS M4t RR 3 1) 28 1 M I B R 4 5 AR S )
Sy IER IR BB AR 45 &, AT 159 3 — R85 TR 1 58 4 EF PRI R,

FH 24 SC R 580 B R J5E 2 7 10 K20 08 SO B AR e e F 9 R R P BRI, B Al RS SO T g 2 AR R
W EH AR A T RE AT B AR AT S SR A 18 AR AR 7 AT B RDIRES.

9 M

R =]

T2 19098 8 360 TIF 45 A B 05 AT S B0 F R P 10 52 2% M B AR T i B AR (00 455 Y B A e R M o 2 — 1 3 A
[FFE 18 o, LI G 000 2R 40 0 A 52 1 75 B SOMGHAT IR W 38 5 IR R P 36 R BoR U PHE M DU 548 & 1R
AE XS B3 36 AE i A%, T 55 M (soundness)iE B 7R AT 76 A [R] 785 18 35 7] 5 24 B 32 #54 BAF 9 1T B
(135 5 0 KRB0 UE AR I R I AR 18 5 00 /N D A8 G AT Wit 35 B 1 T 3 T KD HR 1 4E SC(RI LR BB
NXCRZH) BRI AR 0 AT R b 2 50 R R AR (0 3 Y R R K0 1 SCTERE SUI R 1 SCHE S 5 TR 454
U 257 T A0 358 20 R 3 10 AIE B AR, 3 T KB 8 S 56 3 AR 1T, B B R R PR I E ) L B T R
T EEHIAT B RAE 9] 8, (56 75 56 F 1 S5 M BAT ISl B 45 12 Re 4% m AR .

TR BT AR T8 5 0K DA 1 S8R 2 — A 58 80, 20 i L 58 SCHE 50 sl 3 B [ T2 A i DA
BCAPIN B SRR T ARFE R 15 SUNFR T T 45 M P AT 3R AL 40 Bh 5 B ) AL 38 th 7 2 T KO8R UG S
T RFRTIAE B AR Z B AR AL O R — A UUFR T8 5 19 58 5K P AR 18 O S B 50 0E T 72 DL G B e i
FE B AT S 1 5 B N T 3R BAR AR P08 5, DLeR OY AU AL JOP AR TR UG BRI AT B8 BIhiZ0E 5 R4k
P10 P B8 IE i 2 % T 0 ek s B R 119 9 B B IE AT 55 e A R e A UL 24 P Al B 2 85 B T R R 0 45 S
PATFX 25 RIS 2 UL b BT 75 4 B4 B OO E PR« 88 13 bR 305 I AN AR UM 32 4 — — AUl T8 F 18 S 4
SE AR 7 2 48 34T 30 A0F BT 55 AR B AE B A RV T 1 AR W AR P A5 5 AR P 38 SE 9 D A L T
AR SCFTHE B ARG 2 AE Coq 4 BhAIE B T 5 A7 B #0645 SLRIRE 7 S8 AIE se ) 3945 1) 1 WAL I8 IE, i A 3¢
FT i B R IR AT 7E Tsabelle/HOL HOL4 2535 T & M 38 48 1) 4 Bhilk 93 T B A it 4778 Xtk

AR T AR AL T4l Bl B T B 018 5 0 R85 560 0E T 2 1) S B4R I fll 5 B se s e R T L (6 2 g
B AU B S AR TR F NIRRT 45, 0 75 7R AZ O o B Al 4 AN LA, AR SR T N A R ST R
S ILE R M 1 HE 3R, I SRR FE AT R0 R (0 B 2R R ) 1) HE G b R O 4 DA R A B IR B T L s B
T I 78 BSRHs B A 5 51 A S A R SR T AR 10— A 55 B0 1) BRIV R 70 G0 ) 4 %o R I8 1 5 3% =20k e ot 2
R 7 0B T AT S0 R A EE AR g, 8 i ik — 25 (1 SRR P I IR SR A 50 LA FL AR U 1 0.
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MR 1. GCor 1B S FRIA KA R B E X

LR A 5 718 OB R i B R AR B 1@ SCH A HTAEE 5 T I E SPIRE 0=(s,0), 28 A48
ExHATEXHoxBRsx,HoXEROX

M AR T %75 7] AExp-State—~ZU{L} 1545 8 HARRIARTEL B RE T REFE R — B R REL
F 19 3 LR R 1ZH AR RIE NI 2R T LR SR EAR E T

Alnflc :=n
Alx[lc :=0ox
AlX[a]lo =1z #3n: 0 X=[20,...,Zn-1] A i=A[|a[|o A i€{0,...,n-1}
AllX[a]lo =1 # o X=L1V 3n: 0 X=[zo,...,zn-1] A A[a]log{0,...,n-1}
Allaiaop az[Jo :=ziaop z2 #FAllailo=z1 A Al|laz[[o=22 A z1,22€Z
Allaraop az[lo =1 #HAlailo=1V Aflazlo=1

ATE P BUE R R n, M ROR BB LA 0,0 RIS HAT aopel+,-,%, /3, TR OR (B B2 5L AF aop.
ARICEE S i R B JE T 8 28 1A] BExp—State—>{tt fifU{ L}, B 45 58 A /R R I AR e RS TR 418 —
At KA I 27 SR B 45 R 35 15 31 LN SR 2 A0 /R R IE AR ZOIR S R B SRR B 52 LI T
Bl|trueflc :=tt
Bl|falsefJlc := ff

Blla1 cop az[lo :=z1 cop z2 #Allailo=z1 A Alaz[[o=22 A z1,22€7Z
Bllaicop az]lo = L #Alailo=L1 Vv Allaz[lo=L
B[lb1 && b2flc :=tt #7 B[|b1[lo=tt A B[|b2[lo=tt
Blb1 && bzlo = ff # B(|b1[Jo=ff v B[|bz [ o=ff
Bb1 && baflc =L % Bllbilo=L v Bbz[Jo=L

B['bllo =t # B[b[lo=t

B[bo =L % B[bllo=L

AE SO xS HAT cope{=, <34 HL B R B HE KA L AL IZ SR AT cop.

MisR 2. XF Funis i85 BIHENE X

%6 T fv(e)m i RiE i e hH HRRKES fv(e)id HE LT,
fy(n) :=0
fv(bc) =0 A beeftrue,false}
fv(etopez) :=fv(er) Ufv(ez) HHH ope{+,-*/,=<8&&}
fv(le) :=fv(e)
fv(if e1 then ez else e3) :=fv(e1) U fv(e2) U fv(es)
fv(nil) =0
fv(eiie2) :=fv(er) U fv(ez)
fv(listcase e1 of (ez,e3)) :=fv(e1) U fv(ez2) U fv(es)
fv(x) ={x}
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fv(er1e2) :=fv(e1) U fv(ez)
fv(fnx:e) :=fv(e) \ {x}
fv(recfx=fnx:e’ine) := (fv(e) U fv(eH)\{x'}D \ {x}

56 Tirhele’ /x| RIEN e A AR x BN HIRIERX o (fv(e)=0) 145 R, H € LT,

nle’/x] :=n
bc[e’/x] :=bc HA beeftrue,false}
(erop e2)[e’/x] :=e1[e’/x] op ez[e’/X]
Ce)e'/x] = 1(e[e’/x])
(if e1 then ez else e3)[e’/x] :=if e1[e’/x] then ez[e’/x] else es[e’/X]
nil[e’/x] :=nil
(er:ez)[e’/x] = (e1[e’/x])::(ez2[e’/x])

(listcase e1 of (ez,e3))[e’/x] := listcase e1[e’/x] of (ez[e’/x], e3[e’/x])

x[e’/x] =¢
x[e'/x'] =x # x#x
(ere2)[e'/x] :=ei[e’/x] ez[e’/x]
(fnx:e)[e’/x] :=fnx:e
(fnx:e)[e’/x'] :=fnx: (e[e’/X]) & x#X
(recfx=fnx:e’ine)[e”’/x] :=recfx=fnx":e’ine
(recfx=fnx"e’ine)[e”/x"] :=recfx=(fnx":e)[e”/x"]ine[e”/x"] # x#x"

BiR 3. =M RGIREFIES RERIEBXHEREARLRNL

1£ Coq SHBNIEWI T B b {5 FH B& 2T eval T2 4-6 5 () = PR BIFE 718 5 10 K05 B8 U7 L (WL
WAL). BB 2L eval #5255 config->rconfig->Prop IS4 £iR [8] B BE 2 R (1) 45 502 8 Foek B F 50 b i R 4L
he(C-P(T))—(CoP(T)). Hrh Wb & (BRI C Rt R) R m N EH Coq KA config BT, 2 (4% /A& (HIP(T)
T R) R R NEG A reonfig->Prop HIIH.iX B Prop N Coq 1 7~ il (#1242, reconfig->Prop Al ¥ % T
LR R T S A T A B AR TR R R R AR A AT T U R R,

1) While ifi & K25 A1 15 S o6 R 5040
Definition eval (f: config->rconfig->Prop) : (config->rconfig->Prop) :=
(fun (cfg: config) (r: rconfig) =>
(let: (c, st) :=cfgin (
match ¢ with
CmSKkp =>r = st
| CmAssg x a =>r = (st_upd st x (aval a st))
| CmSeq c1 c2 => (exists st”, f (c1, st) st /\ f(c2, st") r)
| CmIfb c1 c2 => (if (bval b st) then f (c1, st) r else f (c2, st) r)
| CmWhbcl=>(
if (bval b st) then (exists st", f (c1, st) st /\ f ((CmWh b c1), st'") r) else r = st)

end))).

2)  GCarr T KD HRAEE 1 s B Ktk
THIERH eval HIE XEEE 5 T B h B2 XAE Coq T HIRIA. BEIEAE T Coq IS 2 HoR B w &
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nc,ffH Coq HHIEEH TR zs TR BE T E K ns AR H, ¥ F £ 75 B var x:=nc £/~ N CmVDecl x z, 30 4H
B arr X:=ns &7~ N CmADecl X zs.1XFEH 5 T 28 5 WA h & PR HER & B =5 R R R
Definition eval (f: config->rconfig->Prop) : (config->rconfig->Prop) :=
(fun (cfg: config) (r: rconfig) =>
match cfg with
Com_Cfg cm st => (
match cm with
CmSkp =>r=st
| CmVDecl x z => varst_of st x = None /\ r = st_upd_var stx z
| CmADecl X zs => arrst_of st X = None /\ r = st_upd_arr st X zs
| CmAssg x a => (varst_of st x <> None /\ exists z, aval a st = Some z /\ r = st_upd_var st x z)
| CmAAssg Xal a2 => (
arrst_of st X <> None /\
exists z1 z2 zs zs',
aval al st = Some z1 /\ aval a2 st = Some z2 /\
arrst_of st X = Some zs /\ (0 <= z1 /\ z1 < Z.of_nat (length zs))%Z /\
zs' = (take (Z.to_nat z1) zs) ++ [:: z2] ++ (drop (Z.to_nat z1 + 1) zs) /\
r = st_upd_arr st X zs")
| CmlIf gc => f (GCom_Cfg gc st) r
| CmDo gc => (exists st"”, f (GCom_Cfg gc st) st" /\ f (Com_Cfg (CmDo gc) st') r)
| CmSeq cm1 cm2 => (exists st'', f (Com_Cfg cm1 st) st” /\ f (Com_Cfg cm2 st™) r)
end)
| GCom_Cfg gcm st => (
match gcm with
GCm1 b cm => bval b st = Some true /\ f (Com_Cfg cm st) r
| GEm2 gcl gc2 => f (GCom_Cfg gcl st) r\/ f (GCom_Cfg gc2 st) r
end)
end).

3)  Fune i& 5 K5 AR K R #E0R 0
Definition eval (f: config->rconfig->Prop) : (config->rconfig->Prop) :=
(fun (cfg: config) (r: rconfig) =>
match cfg with
NEz=>r=NEz
|BEb=>r=BEDb
| AAdE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = NE (z14+z2)%Z
| SubE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = NE (z1-22)%Z
| MulE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = NE (z1*22)%Z
| DivE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = NE (z1/z2)%Z
| EQE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = BE (Z.eqb z1 z2)
| LtE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = BE (Z.Itb z1 z2)
| LeE el e2 => exists z1 z2, fel (NE z1) /\ fe2 (NE z2) /\ r = BE (Z.leb z1 z2)
| NegE el => exists b1, fel (BEb1l) /\ r = BE (~~b1)
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| AndE el e2 => exists bl b2, fel (BEb1l) /\ fe2 (BEb2) /\ r = BE (b1 && b2)
| fE el e2e3 => (fel (BE true) /\ fe2r)\/ (fel (BE false) /\ fe3 r)
| NilE =>r = NilE
| PPendE el e2 => exists Icf1 Icf2, f el Icf1 /\ fe2 Icf2 /\ r = PPendE Icf1 Icf2
| LCaseEee'e" =>

(feNilE /\ fe'r)\/ (exists cf cf', fe (PPendE cf cf") /\ f (AppE (AppE e" cf) cf") r)
| VarE x => False
| AppE e e' => exists x e cf’, fe (AbsExe") /\ fe' cf' /\ f(e_subste" xcf") r
| AbsE xe =>r = AbsExe
| LetRecE xe" e =>

(existsx'e',e" = AbsEx'e' /\ x <>x'/\

f (AppE (AbsE x e) (AbsE x' (LetRecE x (AbsE x' e') e'))) r)

end).
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